








VII OTHER FAUNAL ANALYSES

R.G. Matson

Prehistoric Samples.

Because of the expense of faunal analysis and our interest
in the layers associated with the prehistoric house structure,
only a small part of the faunal remains were actually
professionally identified, although samples of historic layers
were analyzed by Pacific Id and a large amount of historic
layers were identified by students (Wyndham 1999). We focused
our attention on the analysis of two areas in Compartment 1,

Feature 3, and the area under the eastern bench, which included

Feature 2 and 6, which gradually merged into each other upon
excavation. Feature 3 was treated as a single event. Feature 2
was subdivided into three level/layers, C0-1, C0-2, and C0-3,
starting from the top. These divisions were generally
defensable in terms of natural layers in some part of the bench
area, but these divisions were not really possible to follow
throughout the area. The division between C0-1 and C0-2 was
between +0.00 and +0.02 m above site datum. Layer C0-3 began at
-0.04 m below site datum in Units 108N 24E and 109N 24E.

The vertebrate faunal remains of Prehistoric Compartment 1
are summarized according to these four proveniences in Table
VII-1. A number of aspects are immediately obvious, all four

layers show similar profiles and are notable in having large

numbers of herring, very low numbers of salmon, and few land
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FISH (NISP)

Dogfish
Ratfish
Pacific
Herring
Flatfish
Cabezon

Perch sp.
Pile Perch
Lingcod
Greenling sp.

Salmon
Rockfish
Halibut

Red Irish Load

BIRD (NISP)

Duck
Scoter
Loon
Cormorant
Gull
Murre

MAMMALS (NISP)

Mule Deer
Elk

Ungulate
Mink
Carnivore
Harbour Seal
Dog

Vole sp.

Rodent

Table VII-1.

co-1 co-2 co-3 Feature 3
8 2 3 2
- - - 1

659 398 247 210
l - - -
3 1 1 1

27 21 5 1

16 53 4 -
1 5 1 -

16 9 9 7
1 1 - -
1 — - -
- 3 - -

- - 3
- - - 1
2 2 - -
1 - -— -
— l - -_—
- - - 1

22 11 1

36 14 2
4 - -

159 - -

1 1 -

Prehistoric Compartment 1 Fauna.
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mammals or birds. The most common fish after herring are
perches, with salmon and dogfish being the only other ones
occurring in any number. Dogfish might well be expected to co-
occur with herring as they would feed on the herring along with
the humans (Monks 1987). Deer are the only mammal present in
any numbers, with the other unidentified ungulate bones almost
surely being deer. The few identified bird bones represent a
range of water fowl with no single type being dominate.

Although this pattern is most apparent with the large
numbers present in C0-1, C0-2, and C0-3, no significant
difference is obvious between these and the Feature 3 remains
other than the vole remains which will be discussed below.
Despite the differences among the C0-1, C0-2 and CO-3 layers
demonstrated in the shellfish by J. Green in the previous
chapter, no obvious differences can be correlated with the
vertebrate remains. If these deposits are the result of
sweeping away from the center of the floor one might expect
small bones such as herring to spread through the deposits,
smearing any original patterning. Still, this did not occur
with the sea urchin remains.

In Compartment 2, a total of five proveniences were thought
to be associated with the prehistoric occupation. BOd and B0d-1
were similar to the CO subdivisions, basically a thick layer
subdivided, although in this case to produce something
comparable in temporal duration to BOc, BOc/COa, and BOc/COb.
It will be remembered that BOc was a relatively hummocky layer

of abundant whole shells situation beside B0d, which was more
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homogenous with more fragmented shell. At the bottom of BOc was
another thin layer of loose, whole shells lying flat, in a
deposit with a lot of loose, dark fines. This "interface"
(BOc/COa) continued until the floor was reached. Whole shells
were lying directly on the floor, and in the field, we thought
we had found an unusually large amount (for Shingle Point) of
salmon vertebrae in this interface, designated BOc/COb. Since
we had three vertical units for the BOc series, we decided to
divide the B0Od series to keep equivalent units.

The BOc was noted in the field for the lack of faunal
remails, Table VII-2, shows the result. This is not because of
small volumes, BOc/COa and B0Oc/COb are both much smaller, but is
the result of few remains present. The BOc/C0Oa and BOc/COb are
dominated by the large amounts of herring remains, with modest
amounts of dogfish and a few salmon and a few rockfish in
BOc/COb. There appears to be a greater emphasis on herring than
seen in Compartment 1. The BOd samples, on the other hand,
appear to be more similar to the samples from Compartment 1,
suggesting a similar time, subsistence and disposal pattern,
albeit directly on the floor rather than "swept" under the
bench.

The mammal and bird remains from the BOd samples also
appear to be essentially the same as the Compartment 1 profile.
This similarity supports the equivalence hypothesized for the
two sets of samples, and further contrasts these with all BOc
samples, which have no bird remains present, few ungulate, but

four identified harbour seal remains. To summarize, all the
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LAYERS

FISH (NISP) BOd Bodil BO0c BOc/Co0a

BOc/C0b

Dogfish 4 1 - 35
Ratfish - - - -
Pacific

Herring 1261 1100 65 1147
Flatfish - - - -
Cabezon - - - -

Perch sp. 49 38 - 1
Pile Perch 7 18 - -
Lingcod - - - -
Greenling sp. - - - -

Salmon 29 30 1 13
Rockfish 14 13 - -
Halibut - - ~ -
Sculpin 1 2 - -

Midshipman - - - -

BIRD (NISP)

Grouse
Scoter
Loon
Cormorant
Gadwall
Murre

== 00
I I T I
i 1
1 |

=
!
¥

MAMMALS (NISP) BOd/B0d1

Mule Deer 12 - -
Elk 1 - -
Ungulate 20 - -
Mink - - -

Carnivore - - -
Harbour Seal - - 1
Dog 3 - -
Vole sp. - - -

Rodent - 1 -

Table VII-2. Prehistoric Compartment 2 Fauna.
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Compartment 1 samples are similar to each other and to the B0d
samples; BOc is very different with almost no vertebrate remains
present, and is very distinct from other layers (or the
interfaces lying between it and the floor). How can we explain
these differences?

First of all, I think Layer BOc is virtually empty of
vertebrate remains; those few herring remains could well come
from unrecognized mixture in the past, or trivial field errors.
In contrast, the shallow "Interfaces" beneath them had very
large numbers of herring. The differences between the two
"Interfaces" thought to exist in the field do not show up in
Table VII-2, but we did have problems in properly recognizing
them and excavating them in the field, so I am not certain that
our field observations can be considered to be in error.

Remembering that B0d was found to be on top of heavily
oxidized area, it might be considered to be the remains of
large, hearth areas. If we had a situation with the hearth
debris built up, and the floor was "cleaned" at intervals until
the herring spawned, this would explain most of what we see.
The large amounts of herring right on the floor "interfaces" of
BOc would fit that. The rest of BOc would be deposited after
herring season -- mid April? -- and lack herring remains. The
lack of other faunal remains is in accord with shellfish
harvesting being the main activity. If this is so, they ought
to be evidence of a seasonality shift in preferred shellfish and
sectioned shellfish, which if visible, is only just. See also

the shellfish analysis Chapter by Green for another analysis of
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this difficult to interpret compartment.

S. Crockford has been investigating the possibility that
mice and voles may be good indicators of house deposits
(Crockford 1997; Wilson and Crockford 1994) and so paid special
attention to these animals from Shingle Point. According to
Crockford (1997:7) only two species are likely to be present on
the Gulf Island, the deer mouse (Peromyscus maniculatus) and the
vole (Microtus townsendii), with the vole inhabitating meadows
and fields and frequently tunneling through friable soil. The
environment of Shingle Point would appear to be idea for the
vole, and the vole remains far out number the deer mice.

The deer mice, on the other hand, are tolerant of a wide
variety of habitats as long as they are dry and are the only
native mouse that regularly enters human habitations and can be
"considered a potential human commensal" (Crockford 1997:7).
Thus deer mice remains may indicate the presence of house
deposits. In contrast with over 200 vole remains only 7 deer
mice remains were identified although they were all from
proveniences that could be considered associated with the
prehistoric house.

Given the large number of identified vole specimens from
under the bench on the eastern side of compartment (160) and the
extensive historic occupation of Shingle Point, the 7 deer mice
remains recovered are not impressive. It is surprising that
none were recovered from the B0Oa/C0 Interface. If the shed roof
house at Shingle Point was seasonally reconstructed it is

possible that it would not usually be attractive to Deer mice,
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but the soft soil under the benches, being extra "friable" may
have been very attractive to voles when the house frame was not
clad with planks.

In short the results of the identification of the mice
appear to be opposite from what was expected, large numbers of
voles rather than deer mice in the bench deposits. Crockford
(1997:8) suggests that this may be the case in at least one
other archaeological situation, but also has at least one other
case were deer mice do seem indicate of house deposits on
Vancouver Island. The absence of either deer mice or vole
remains from BOc and B0Od samples continues to indicate the
differences between Compartment 1 and 2, differences in accord
with the distinct physical matrices.

The B0Oa/CO interface faunal remains (Table VII-3) do not
appear to be significantly different from the prehistoric
remains samples reviewed above. Herring are by far the most
important fish, with dogfish, perch, and salmon of secondary
importancé. Somewhat larger amounts of bird remains and mammal
remains are present than found in prehistoric samples, but less
than present in most historic samples discussed earlier (1995
results), indicating that this material is likely a mixture of
historic and prehistoric occupations. The lack of deer mice and
the small numbers of identified voles (3), though are

interesting.
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FISH (NISP) MAMMALS (NISP)

Dogfish 34 Mule Deer 17
Ratfish 3 Elk 2
Pacific Ungulate 13
Herring 454
Mink 1
Sculpin sp. 1
Carnivore 2
Cabezon 3
Harbour Seal 1
Perch sp. 6
Dog 3
Pile Perch 11
Vole sp. 3
Lingcod 1
Greenling sp. 2
Salmon 53
Rockfish 6
BIRDs (NISP)
Duck 4
Scoter 2
Common Loon 2
Bald Eagle 1
Gull 1

Table VII-3. BOa/CO Fauna.
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Historic Samples.

An analysis of the historic layers from 16 units was also
undetaken by Wyndham (1999) as a term project in a course in
laboratory techniques in archaeology. Although the UBC type
collection is a far cry from that used by Pacific Id, and Mr.
Wyndham can not be expected to be as expert at Crockford at
Pacific Id, I believe his analysis is useful. First, with a
very few exceptions, all of the commonly identified animals by
Pacific Id are in our type collections. Second, the most
obvious exception, Perch, was circumvented by using Perch
archaeological specimens identified by Pacific Id. I expect
that Wyndham did not identify the less obvious specimens, but
that the general pattern would be valid.

The largest amount of specimens from historic layers
identifed by Wyndham are from Layer BO, present in thirteen of
the units he examined (Table VII-4). The abundance (and
dominanceAby NISP) of herring is not a surprise, and the
secondary presence of salmon, rockfish, perch, and dogfish are
what are expected from other prehistoric samples. The amount of
salmon and dogfish, though, appear to be double of that from
prehistoric samples. As Wyndham (1999) points out, if we look
at weight of the identified fish, rather than NISP, herring,
salmon, dogfish, and rockfish all have similar values suggesting
that they contributed similar calories to the diet.

The presence of midshipman in five separate samples,

although low in number, may indicate that the seasons
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FISH (NISP)

Dogfish
Ratfish
Pacific
Herring
Flatfish
Cabezon

Perch sp.
Pile Perch
Lingcod

Greenling sp.

Salmon
Rockfish
Halibut
Sculpin

Midshipman

BIRD (NISP)

Duck
Scoter
Loon
Cormorant
Goose
Murre

MAMMALS (NISP)

Mule Deer
Elk

Ungulate
Mink
Carnivore
Harbour Seal
Dog

Vole sp.

Rodent

Table VII-4.

BO BOb BOa
7 9 1
975 459 647
11 1 -
28 7 2
1 - -
47 11 2
21 7 2
8 3 3
14 2 -
2 - -
1 - -—
2 - —
17 4 1
5 - -
5 7 -
1 - 1

Historic Fauna Identified by Wyndham.

203



represented included late in the spring, as midshipman are most
easily collected in the spring, when they are to be found under
rocks during low tides, protecting their eggs (Matson 1992;
Ricketts et al. 1985). Still, the large number of herring and
dogfish, which can be easily obtained while they are feeding on
herring (Monks 1987), indicates most of the fish were obtained
in late winter and early spring.

The previously discussed layer that looks most similar to
BO is the BOa/COa interface, which also has larger numbers of
dogfish and salmon than most other samples. Prehistoric
interface layer BOc/COb also has a similar profile, although
with a reduced number of perch in comparison to both B0 and
Boa/CoOa.

Wyndham (1999) also analyzed material from layer BOb, which
produced a simlar profile (Table VII-4) to Layer BO, but one
that can be considered to also similar to prehistoric layers,
which does not resolve the questions about this layer. A very
small sample from Layer BOa (Table VII-4) which is too small to
say more than herring is present in some numbers and perch,
salmon, rockfish, and midshipman are present.

Turning to the mammals and birds (Table VII-4), Wyndham
(1999) identified mule deer in most layers, seal in many, and a
carnivore, probably dog, in several. Unidentifed rodent was
also found in a few situations. Other students indentifed mink,
elk, and porpoise in historic layers. In Windham's samples,
birds were limited, with one exception, to Layer BO. There, a

variety of ducks were present, as well as lesser occurrances of
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scoter, goose and cormorant. Other students located bald eagle
in a number of historic samples.

Although I have pointed out some differences between the
historic samples analyzed above and prehistoric samples, we
should keep in mind the caveats mentioned above about the
diversity in analyses and the variety seen within the various
prehistoric layers. In most samples from Shingle Point, herring
dominate the fish NISP tabulations, with much lesser numbers of
dogfish, perch, salmon, and rockfish, and that is what is found
in the historic samples. In the mammal and bird remains, deer,
dog, and small numbers of a variety of waterfowl are the usual
situaton, and the historic samples vary from this only in
showing numbers of seal remains, and in some samples, elk, and

porpoise.

Faunal Summary.

The samples from Shingle Point stand out in two areas; the
abundance of herring and the low numbers of salmon. If stored
salmon is the mainstay of winter-occupied houses in coastal
B.C., Shingle Point appears to be an exception. Within the
prehistoric samples, the lack of remains in Layer BOc from
Compartment 2 standout as the most unusual. The abundance of
remains in the interfaces between Layer BOc and the floor
underneath BOc show that this is not a "use area" question
along, but has a temporal component.

Among the mammals and birds, the abundance of deer stands

out, along with the relative lack of other identified remains.
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Harbour seal is occasionally present, along with a variety of
birds, most of them waterfowl. Voles turn out to be abundant in
Feature 2, rather than the deer mice expected in houses,
although a plausible rationale exists for this pattern.

The general patterns seen are in contrast with mainland
patterns observed in sites dating back to more than 4000 years
(Matson 1992). Similarities are likely with other Gulf Islands,
with Hanson (1991) reporting patterns from Pender Island that
have many points of similarity. Further work, though, needs to
be carried out before the Shingle Point material can be clearly

placed into regional patterns and development.
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VITI ARTIFACT ANALYSES

R.G. Matson

The vast majority of artifacts recovered in 1995 and 1996
are of European manufacture. Historic items and faunal remains
dominate the catalogue with less than 200 items fitting in the
traditional "prehistoric items of aboriginal manufacture"
category. The historic dominance is easily understood, given
the use of Shingle Point in the last half of the 19th century
and the first part of the 20th as an active settlement of the
Lyacksun, as briefly reviewed earlier. The intensive use in the
1980s and even year-around settlement in the early 1990s also
contributed to the material recovered. Given that the vast
majority of the volume of material excavated was within 30 cm of
the surface, a large amount of historic material was to be
expected, although not to the extent that was recovered. Given
the abundance of historic material, and the associated
interpretative problems, we begin with a discussion of this
category.

A tabulation of historic items found in all major layers
(and all Prehistoric Layers, if present) are found in Table
VIII-1. It will be noted that the historic items are subdivided
into three broad categories, Early Historic, Historic, and Late
20th Century. These classes relate to the two occupations
discussed above, the late 19th century, early 20th century

intensive occupation ("Historic") and the more recent post World
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LAYER
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Early Historic
Gun Flint
Copper Roll
Barbed Iron Pt
Clay Pipe

Bead

Glass Bead
Russian Bead

BOa BOa/CO+ BOc/COb Bo0d BOb BOb/C Bilb

[ ST Y R RSO W Y

Historic
Modern Glass 40 134 11 6 - 1 9
014 Glass 12 13 1 - - - 3
Tin Frag 103 135 72 31 2 - 83
Iron Strap 2 7 2 1 - 1 1
Misc Metal 21 38 6 - - -

[\S}
[ B I S|
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I
1
I
i
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Metal Ring 2
Pillbox 1
Metal Roll 1
Metal Ball -
Wire 9
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Lead Frag -
Buckshot -
Cartridge -
Wire Nail 2
Square Nail 18 2
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Ceramic Frag 11 1
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Late 20th Century
Screw '
Plastic

Ball

Asphalt Shingle
Plastic Bottle
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I
]
|
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1
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1
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Fishing Line
Clothespin
Yarn

String
Button
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1
|
!
!
I
|
|
1

Linoleum
Styrofoam
Tin Foil
Dime 1975
Nickel 1946

HRWER W
l
i
]
]
1
1
|
]

Table VIII-1. Historic Artifacts
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War II occupation ("Late 20th Century"). Although the vast
majority of the historic items recovered fits easily into either
class, there is a shorter list of items either expected in
earlier times, such as Clay Pipes, copper rolls and Gun flints,
or would be expected to be more abundant in those times (beads) .
Given the uncertainties of dating the use of the house features
excavated, it is certain possible that it is early historic, say
1790 to 1828, rather than prehistoric. If this is so, we would
expect the "Early Historic" items to be associated with the
layers connected with the house.

Over most of the first compartment, the first two layers
were A0 (turf grass, above roots layer) and Al, the grass roots
and humus, usually 5 to 8 cm thick. The most recent historic
material was expected to be integrated into Al. Table VIII-1
shows that this is indeed the case, with almost all of the late
20th century material associated with the A1 layer. Two of the
"Late 20th Century" category found in B0, buttons (Plate 5:k)
and screws may be better thought of spanning both the entire
20th century, and so their occurrence in Layers BO and BOa are
not necessarily evidence of disturbance.

In most units, Layer BO lay underneath Layer Al. Layer BO
is best described as a relatively homogenous silty loam although
it was the first layer with substantial shell. Over most of the
excavation this was inferred to be post-prehistoric occupation,
or at least badly mixed prehistoric and late 19th and early 20th
century occupation. The vast majority of the material recovered

from BO are of the Historic category, material expected to be
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found either in the late 19th or early 20th century. Modern
Glass is the name given to window glass fragments, while 014
Glass refers to old green bottle glass. The iron straps are
pieces that we thought are likely straps from wooden barrels,
and are relatively frequent at this site.

The distinction between "Square Nails" and "Wire Nails" is
based on the cross section of the nails and the fact that square
nails taper (Plate 5: a-e) while wire nails only taper at the
tip. Square nails were dominant in the west from about 1825 to
1890 in the U.S.; after about 1900 wire nails became more
popular (Sutton and Arkush 1998:169) and I assume some sort of
similar dating is true in this case. Note that "Square Nails"
are much more common than wire nails, although none of the types
expected prior to 1850 were recognized in this collection.

The "Ceramic Frag" category consists of pottery sherds.
According to Hopaluk (1999) the decorated white earthenware
sherds (Plate 5: g,h) have been transfer printed with a blue
pattern called a "flown blue print" which Folan and Dewhirst
(1981:123) inidcate were used for dinner plates cups and saucers
in the late nineteenth century. The floral designs seen had
become common by 1860 (Foland and Dewhirst 1981:122) indicating
a likely date between then and the early twentieth century.

It is remarkable how similar this profile of Historic items
from Layer BO (in contrast to Early Historic and Late 20th
century categories) is to the Historic artifacts found in Layer
Al, with a single exception, Modern Glass. This similarity is in

accord with the same historic occupation being responsible for
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this historic material in both layers. The Modern Glass

exception is not likely to be important, since it often occurred
in large "clumps" such as the 25 found in Layer BO in Unit 107N
18E (Figure V-1). 1In conclusion the vast majority of the items
found in Layer BO are consistent with the large late 19th and
early 20th century occupation on Shingle Point.

In places in the west part of Compartment 1 (18 and 19E),
Layer BO lay on top of the "interface" B0/CO, which was thought
to lie on top of the house floor, Layer CO. 1In other places in
the western part of Compartment 1 it lay directly on Layer cCoO,
the intact prehistoric layer.

Underneath BO in much of Compartment 1, (circa 106N to 111N

and 20E to 24E) was the burned layer BOa. In many cases this

was found close to the apparently intact floor of the house
(Layer CO) with only the "Interface" BOa/CO0 between it in the
floor. This was usually a relatively thin layer, and in the
field, gave the impression of being packed with "Historic"
items. It was surprising to me that when tabulated, the
actually number of historic items are less than those from A1l
and BO, although when the volume of the layers are taken into
account, this is likely to be misleading.

Layer BOa is dominated by the "Historic" items, with very
little that is certainly later. The earlier interpretation that
this burned layer occurred during the late 19th and early 20th
century is supported by this more detailed tabulation. Neither

of the two "Late 20th Century" items are convincing, as they may

well be from the first part of the century. The Early Historic
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Items, beads, may well be later, and are also very easily to
move from one layer to another.

Layer BOa is a burned layer, which perhaps caused a
contraction in volume, placing it closer to the abandoned floor,
so that very little separates it from the original house
structure floor. Numerous items, such as the "Iron Straps"
lying flat above the floor, though, leaves one to suspect that
the floor of Compartment 1 was cleaned of post occupational
debris before the material that resulted in BOa was burned, thus
destroying any existing floor features in the middle of
Compartment 1.

In any event, Layer BOa has almost exclusively historic
artifacts from the late 19th and early 20th century. It is
relatively sealed, with only 2 items that may be but are not
necessarily post World War II. Similarly, there is very little
support for an "Early Historic" age, as only five beads are
present from that list.

Layer BOb was a layer seemingly stratigraphically
equivalent to Layer BOa, only not burned. It was originally
defined in Units 106N 21 and 22E. 1In general, it was found
around the edges of BOa, as if the burning did not extend
completely to the edges of this historic deposit. The artifact
profile of Layer BOb supports the stratigraphic equivalence of
this layer with BOa, as all historic items are attributed to the
late 19th and early 20th century. The equivalence of BOb and
BOa is probably not true in all cases; 1in some units BOb has

almost no historic items and a different fauna than the BOa
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layer in the same unit. I think that in these limited
situations, BOb is the post house occupational debris that was
not cleaned out for the late 19th and early 20th century use of
the center of Compartment 1.

Hopaluk (1999) in an analysis of historic items, points out
that up until about 1880 most glass containers were made from
dark green glass (Sutton and Arkush 1998:187). By the turn of
the century clear glass containers became more abundant than the
dark green glass. Hopaluk grouped the container glass from -
layers BO, BOa, and BOb and found 101 green glass and 36 clear
glass. He suggests this indicates the B0 layers probably date
1880 to 1910, during the transition from green to clear bottle
glass.

Interface BOa/CO was the contact between BOa and the
"floor" of the house. We hoped this might be material abandoned
on the floor of the house. The 41 historic items found in the
interface, however, show that it is more likely the lowest part
of BOa, deposited after the floor had been cleared in historic
times, as some prehistoric items were also found in this
interface.

Despite the relatively large numbers of historic items
found in Layer BOb, Interface BOb/CO (Table VIII-1) had only 10
historic items present, 5 of modern glass and 5 tin fragments.
Is the fact of burning in B0Oa responsible for this difference?

In contrast with the historic artifacts in Compartment 1
being found almost down to 0.0cm datum, Compartment 2 had

relatively extensive prehistoric deposits on top of the common
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floor of the house. Layers BOc and B0d two main prehistoric
layers found in the second compartment. They are distinguished
by the amount of shell fragmentation, with the fragmented shell
found in BOd being assumed to result from having been walked
upon, and the more intact BOc, being shellfish processing refuse
deposited within the house.

Only four items are associated with the presumed intact
prehistoric layers from Compartment 2 (BOc/COb and BOd in Table
VIII-1). All of these items are from a single unit, 102N 20E.
Layer BOd has an Iron Strap and one small piece of modern glass.
Interface BOc/COb is a loose, very thin layer, right on the
floor, underneath Layer BOc, and was inferred to be the earliest
layer deposited on the floor. Two fragments of tin were found in
this interface.

Although the material in BOd might be interpreted as
confusion between Layer BO and B0Od, the material from BOc/C0b
must be the result of historic intrusion, as it lies underneath
Layer BOc. Since these deposits are relatively shallow, some
small amounts of such intrusive material is only to be expected.
It is surprising that no historic material was found from any of
the CO material excavated in Compartment 1, or from BOc or BoOd
in Compartment 2, other than in Unit 102N 20E.

The very modest amount of historic material found in the CO
(none), BOc (2) and B0Od (2) layers certainly supports the field
operating hypotheses that these layers pre-dated the late 19th
and early 20th century occupations, so dominant in the upper

layers, Al, BO, BOa, and BOb. That much of the structure we
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were excavating must date earlier was clear from the post molds,
fire-fracture rock, etc. This evidence did not, though,
demonstrate that Layers CO, as found in Features 2 and 3, and
Layers BOc and BOd, are truly prehistoric. I trust the evidence
reviewed above is convincing that these layers do not belong to
the late 19th and earlier 20th century occupation. The
resolution of this issue, though leads to one that can not be as
convincingly decided, whether this structure and associated
layers are truly prehistoric and not "Early Historic".

From early historic accounts and archaeological excavations
(Chatters 1981, 1988, 1989, Snyder 1956) we are aware that
"traditional" shed roof houses were made in early historic times
-- and that "historic" items are found in "prehistoric" houses
of the middle 18th century on the Northwest Coast (Samuels 1983,
1994). We certainly do have items from the 1995 and 1996
excavations that are indicative of an occupation of Shingle
Point in this the early historic period, defined here as being
circa 1790 to 1828. Most of these artifact types can still be
obtained today; their definition as "Early Historic" has to do
with their prevalence then, not that they have to date to this
time. These artifacts are listed as "Early Historic" in Table
VIII-1. As indicated, this is a table of all "Major Layers";
Table VIII-2 tabulates all 23 "Early Historic" artifacts
including two minor layers seen not in Table VIII-1. Table
VIII-2 should help us evaluate the probability that the house
structure and associated layers investigated are early historic

or prehistoric.
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Table VIII-2. Early Historic Artifacts

We will first review the seven artifact classes used in
Table VIII-2. Gun Flints (Figure VIII-1:E,F) should be obvious,
the European flints used in flint lock weapons, an essential
part of the first guns on the coast. The "cap and ball" regime
came in relatively early on the coast, given problems in keeping
flint locks dry enough to operate, although they remained
popular longer in the dryer interior regions. Small rolls of
thin copper are also items associated with the earliest historic
occupations (McMillan Per. Comm.). I also judged a small piece
of barbed iron to be the kind of object likely to be made during
this period. Clay pipes are usually associated with 18th and
early 19th century and the remains we found fit with what would
be expected for the early 19th century. Beads are difficult to
be sure about as most types can be bought today, but these were
probably most abundant in the early 19th century, with the
facetted "Russian" style (Figure VIII-1:Q,R) most highly
associated with the pre 1850 time period. If the house

structure was early historic rather than prehistoric we would
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Figure VIII-1. Early Historic Artifacts.
A-D, Clay Pipe Fragments; E,F, Gun Flints; H-R, Beads; Q,R,
"Russian" Beads.

expect these items to be associated with intact layers.

One of the two gun flints was found outside of the house
structure in Unit 108N 16E in 1995. It would not seem to be
helpful in any way, except to support occupation of the site in
this time period. The other was found in Layer Al in Unit 107N
18E, not two metres away. This may be suggestive of an early
historic occupation of this part of the site, but neither gun
flint can be closely associated with the house.

One of the copper rolls was found in Unit 110N 25E, 1in the
Northeast part of Compartment 1, but in Layer Al, well above any
layer thought to be associated with the structure. The second

is found in Layer BO in Unit 108N 22E, above the middle of the
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Compartment 1 floor. However, it was recovered from Layer BO,
which is above the Late 19th and Early 20th century Layer BOa,
so it too has no close association with the structure. The
barbed iron point is found in Unit 107N 20E Layer BO, at the
west side of the floor of Compartment 1. It, too, does not have
a close association with the house structure.

The four clay pipe fragments (Figure VIII-1:A-D) is one of
the classes that most clearly date to this time period, but no
fragment is clearly associated with the house. Two of the four
pieces are from the same object (597 and 696) even though they
are from Layers BO and Al, respectively, and from units close
but not adjacent (102N 19E and 102N 21E). A third clay pipe
fragment is found in Unit 108N 18E, Layer BO. Three of the four
clay pipe fragments being found on the west side of the
excavations supports the notion of an early historic occupation
in that area, but the fourth is found in Unit 109N 25E, Layer
BO, on the east side of the excavations. None of the clay pipe
fragments can be said to have close relationships to the
structure and all are found in layers stratigraphically above
those associated with the structure.

The last three categories are all beads and none of these
easily transferred objects are found in layers that might be
early historic. The one example of the earliest bead type
(Figure VIII-1:Q,R) is from Layer BD, a disturbed layer, from
Unit 107N 18E, on the east side of Compartment 1. This location
adds to the general indication of more early material being

present on the west side of the excavations. A red ceramic bead

218



was found in Unit 110N 23E, Layer Blb. Layer Blb was defined as
being underneath Layer B0, but stratigraphically above the
interface with CO0. I think later on in the season we defined
layers like this as BOa in the units immediately to the west.
This is the only example of an early historic item in a layer
that might be considered to be associated with the house
structure. As such, this is worth inspecting further.

This bead (3295) was the only historic item found in that
unit layer. In the neighboring unit (110N 22E) Layer B1lb
contained two historic items, an iron strap and a miscellaneous
metal fragment. So, Layer Blb is one with later historic items
present, at least in the neighboring unit.

It is striking that none of the 23 early historic items are
found in layers associated with the house structure. This
supports the idea that this structure was prehistoric rather
than early historic. It is, however, not conclusive, as much
larger volumes of historic rather than "prehistoric" deposits
were excavated. If we assumed a constant presence of "early
historic items" in both kinds of deposits, only a very few would
be expected in the matrix associated with the use of the
structure.

On the other hand, the early historic items appear to be
concentrated on the west side of the excavation (both gun
flints, three of the four clay pipe fragments), and if the
structure was last used in early historic times, we would expect
a similar concentration in the deposits associated with the use

of the shed roof house, and that is clearly absent.
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In summary, the numerous historic artifacts support the
general patterns inferred in the field. The uppermost layers,
represented in Table VIII-1 by Layer Al, had the vast majority
of the late 20 century material. The Layers BO, BOa and BOb had
the concentrated late 19th and early 20th century material,
which dominated the historical material in all the layers above
the floor in Compartment 1. Although we earlier judged this as
indicating a time of 1880 to 1920, upon reviewing the evidence
above, it appears that something like 1870 to 1910 is a better
fit.

Only four historic items were found in the layers
associated with the structure in Compartment 2, and these were
all from the same unit, supporting the field hypothesis that
these layers were prehistoric. No historic items were found in
any of the material associated with the use of Compartment 1,
supporting the interpretation that this, also, was prehistoric.

Enough artifacts (23) were found typical of the early
historic, circa 1790-1828 period, to indicate a likely
occupation. These, though, were not found to be associated with
the use of the excavated structure, although one bead was found
in an anomalous situation. If anything, these artifacts were
found on the west side of the excavation, in layers
stratigraphically above those associated with the excavated
structure.

Turning from artifacts of mainly European manufacture to
those of indigenous material (Table VIII-3) gives a different

picture of the layers at Shingle Point. These artifacts are
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Table VIII-3. "Prehistoric" Artifacts
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those predicted in prehistoric deposits, although some, like
Scallop shell jingles, are used up to this day, so could also be
expected in historic deposits, particularly before say 1830.
Table VIII-3 tabulates these artifacts in all the layers in
which they occur in any number, and all interfaces (/CO) with
the "floor". The total, 157, is strikingly less than in Table
VIII-1 where over 900 items are listed, although over half of
these more modern categories belong to two easily fragmented
categories, "Modern Glass" and "Tin Fragments". Still, many
more historic than indigenous artifacts were recovered.

It is true that sites in the Gulf of Georgia region dating
to the last 1000 years provide remarkably few artifacts per unit
volume (Matson and Coupland 1995:267-270). Carlson's (1954,
1960) classic analysis of six "San Juan" phase components has
only one with more than 60 classified artifacts (Jekyll's Lagoon
with 64). Thus we did not expect large numbers of prehistoric
artifacts, although we did expect more than we recovered.

In Table VIII-1, the largest assemblages are found in
Layers BO and Al. In Table VIII-3 relatively few items are
found in any A layer, but Layer BO has the largest numbers of
native artifacts, albeit only about one-eighth as many as
historic items. Since BO was the largest layer in terms of
volume, this result would be expected if one thought it as a
mixed layer of reused prehistoric matrix and historic remains.
Modest amounts of indigenous material are found in Layers Bl
(mostly Bla) and BOa. The mixed nature of these layers are

clear.
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In contrast, no historic items were present in Layers Co0
and C1-C3, although these have some of the largest numbers of
native items present. This tabulation supports the field
inference that these layers were prehistoric. The /CO
interfaces with the floor show 15 items of native manufacture
compared to 51 historic artifacts in Table VIII-1. This is a
higher ratio of native to historic items than in the other mixed
layers, but also demonstrate that these interfaces cannot be
considered to be primarily prehistoric. This distribution of
items is in accord with the stratigraphic inferences made in the
field about the nature of the various layers in Compartment 1.

In Compartment 2, the inferred intact prehistoric layers
were BOc and B0d, and these have items of native manufacture
listed in Table VIII-3, although only 4 and 3 respectively.
Unlike layers CO and C1-C3, the top of these layers were close
to the surface, without thick BO (and thin B0Oa) layers between
them and the A layers. Thus the 4 historic items tabulated in
Table VIII-1 are not unexpected. Two of these items are Tin
Fragments, actually recovered from the bottom of of BOc.

Another difference between the two compartments is that with the
exception of Features 2 and 3, the intact Prehistoric layers in
Compartment 1 are the floor and below it, while in Compartment
2, BOc and BOd are sitting on top of the floor--which appears to
be the same floor as found in Compartment 1.

In general, then, the distribution of "Prehistoric
Artifacts" is in accord with the field interpretations; that the

C layers were intact prehistoric layers -- as were the BOc and
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BOd layers, albeit with some disturbance -- and that all higher
layers were either historic or mixed historic and prehistoric
material. The largest number of items are found in B0, the
largest layer in terms of volume and area and one interpreted as
having a mixture of historic and prehistoric material. The
second and fourth largest prehistoric assemblages, though, are
found in prehistoric layers (CO0 and C1-C3) that have no historic
material present.

Turning from the distribution of the native items to the
categories listed in Table VIII-3, what do these say about the
age and activities present? If this is a "Late" component one
would expect very few chipped stone tools, yet a variety of
flakes are found, including 25 basalt flakes and 12 slate
flakes. 1In general the basalt is a low grade, coarse material,
suggestive of expedient activities rather than the manufacture
of formal lithic tools. Two of these flakes (1326-2.66 x 1.89 X
0.53 cm, 1.98g; 1928-3.12 x 2.82 x 0.54 cm, 4.58g) are utilized,
one (3224-2.25 x 2.04 x 0.47 cm, 2.63g) is a biface reduction
flake, and another (2955- 3.14 x 1.79 x 0.46 cm, 2.60g) is
actually a flake off a large biface.

However, three bifaces and two larger biface fragments are
also present, for a total of five obvious formal chipped stone
artifacts. One (772-4.66 x 2.58 x 0.89 cm, 1.32g, Figure VIII-
2:D) is a large, weakly side-notched biface of the size to be
hafted as a knife or as a spear, and is from Layer CO. The
other two complete bifaces belong to the small triangular points

expected in Late components (Mitchell 1971: 186,7). Both of
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Figure VIII-2. Lithic Tools. A,B, Ground Stone; C, Abrasive
stone; D. Projectile Point; F, Biface Fragment;
E, Chipped and Ground Point.

these fit within the range of length and width described by

Mitchell, but one is very thick and is quite a bit heavier (1526

- 2.71 x 1.96 x 0.60 cm, 3.10g; 3244 - 3.76 x 2.27 X 0.84 cm,

5.90g). Neither were from layers thought to be prehistoric, but

both are clearly members of this point type. The two remaining

biface fragments (2148 - 4.02 X 4.07 x 1.24 cm, 30.4g, Layer C1;

1338 - 3.82 x 3.48 x 1.23 cmn, 9.31g) are from large bifaces.

In Carlson's (1954, 1960) San Juan sites, if one sets aside
Cattle Point, 6 chipped stone artifacts are tabulated in a

collection of about 200 items indicating a similar ratio of
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chipped stone tools. The amount of Basalt and Slate Flakes
found at shingle Point, though, does appear to be large.

Several possible explanations exist for the "abundance" of
simple flakes. One, there may be a local source, unusual on the
Gulf Islands, around Shingle Point rocky foreshores, of low
grade basalt. Some of the material classified as "basalt"
appears to be the same as material available along the shores of
Shingle Point. Second, most of the bulk of the deposit on
Shingle Point appears to be pre-winter village shellfish
processing, and since the house was excavated into these
deposits, it is very possible that a substantial portion of this
lithic material dates from these earlier deposits and not from
the occupation of this house. It is interesting to note that 6
basalt flakes and 1 slate flake are found in layers thought to
be part of the occupation of this house.

Three pieces of ground slate artifacts are catalogued. One
(1203 - 4.04 x 2.21 x 0.24 cn, 2.67g, Interface /CO, Figure
VIII-2:B) appears to be a large flake from a ground slate knife,
although with only 1 ground side is present. The other two are
from Layer BO, with one being a well finished rectangular piece,
likely the mid section of a long, thin point (2654 - 4.89 x 1.89
X 0.30 cm, 5.57g, Figure VIII-2:A) and the other being the tip
of a large point, with ground faces, but chipped edges (1783 -
6.77 x 3.28 x 0.47 cm, 15.65g, Figure VIII-2:E). This latter
may have been broken during manufacture or resharpening.

Also abundant in this assemblage are abraders and abrasive

stone fragments (Figures VIII-2:C; VIII-3:A-C). These are
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Figure VIII-3. Ground and Pecked Stone. A-C Abrasive Stones;
D, Hammerstone; E, Sinker ?

usually manufactured from local sandstone and some are difficult
to identify with certainty, so that this number is probably a
maximum tally. The local sandstone is soft and fragile and very
layered, so that these abrasive stones likely broke frequently.
The numbers are high, but the weights are low, with only one
weighing more than 1000 gms. This one (3049 - 21.0 x 12.3 x
2.38 cm, 1052g, Figure VIII-3:C) was found at the what was
inferred to be at the back of the bench (Unit 109N 25E), resting
vertically against the wall under the bench. One, somewhat
reminiscent of earlier bar abraders (2577 - 9.46 x 5.28 x 2.22

cm, 160g, Figure VIII-3:E), is complete with a well defined
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groove down one surface. Another complete one (2147 - 9.51 x
7.32 x 3.06 cm, 329.3 g) was found in Unit 108N 17E in Layer C1,
along with another relatively intact one (2158 - 7.8 x 6.6 X
2.35 cm, 191.4g). Item 3434 (2.23 x 1.41 X 1.05 cm, 4.46g) is
a midsection of a well-finished bar of sandstone; whether it is
small broken bar abrader or a fragment of an object with some
other function is unclear.

Eight hammerstones are shown in Table VIII-3, and ranged
from 188 - 316g, and showed various amounts of wear from very
little to considerable battering. One object (3034 - 8.79 x
5.76 x 5.08 cm, 430.3 g, Figure VIII-3:E) was originally
classified as a hammerstone, as it was battered on both ends,
but upon closer inspection, it appears that the battering
resulted in notches, so this is better thought to be a notched
sinker stone. Another much smaller object (1788 - 4.26 x 2.88 x
0.85 cm, 10.79g) also notched was also thought to have a similar
function.

Late components are well-known for the amount of bone
tools, but Table VIII-3 shows only a modest amount. Of
particular interest is the three Blanket Pin tops (Figure VIII-
4:F,H,J), and one shaft ("Blanket Pin Frag", Figure VIII-4:K),
thought to be diagnostic of the Late period, but none was found
in a layer thought to be prehistoric. Composite Toggling
Harpoon Valves are also thought to be diagnostic of Late, yet
only a single complete valve, and one mostly complete, were
identified from Shingle Point. The complete artifact (3112 -

5.39 x 0.93 x 0.62 cm, 1.74g, Figure VIII-4:D) appears to be
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Figure VIII-4. Bone and Shell Artifacts. A, Bone Bipoint; B,
Wedge Based Bone Point; C, Bone Unipoint; D, Composite
Toggling Harpoon Valve; E,G,I, Bone Points; F,H,J, Blanket
Pin Tops; K, Blanket Pin Shaft; L-P, Dentalia

well within the dimensions recorded by Mitchell (1971:208) for

those recovered from Montague Harbour, is slotted for a flat

arming point and was found in a layer inferred to be disturbed,

BD. The second example (3312 - 28.6 x 11.2 x.69 cm, 1.17g) has

breaks at both ends, is from the southwest quadrant of Unit 110N

24E and 1is attributed to Layer Al, but is given a depth above
site datum (0.11m) that is close to the floor in that part of

Compartment 1. This valve was designed for an arming point with

a round cross-section. It is a fair fit with the complete valve
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(3112) so it was designed for a similarly sized harpoon
foreshaft and probably originally was about the same length
(54mm) .

Wedge-based bone points (Figure VIII-4:B) are thought to
have been used to arm composite toggling harpoons (Mitchell
1971:201), and a single example (placed in "Worked Bone" in
Table VIII-3) (3606 - 4.21 x 0.85 x 0.42 cm, 1.39g) was found in
Layer BO. The dimensions of this object fit within the type as
defined by Mitchell (1971:201), although the base of this one
appears to have been broken off. Wedge-based bone points are
thought to have been a marker for the Late phase as well.

Barbed bone points are another marker of the Late phase,
and a single fragment with two notches was recovered (1486 -
1.83 x 0.81 x 0.52 cm, 0.61g) from Layer Al (also listed in
Table VIII-3 in "Worked Bone"). A very large, complete bone
bipoint (3053 - 13.92 x 1.36 x 0.39 cm, 8.28g, Figure VIII-4:A)
was recovered from Unit 109N 25E (from the bench area but in
Layer Bla). This object is much larger than the named class
described by Mitchell (1971:202-3). A smaller, broken bipoint
(3623 - 3.58 x 0.57 x 0.39 cm, 0.84g) from Layer Al, also listed
as "Worked Bone" in Table VIII-3, is more likely to fit
Mitchell's type.

Late components in the Gulf of Georgia and on the west
coast of Vancouver Island are well known for the large numbers
of bone points (Figure VIII-4:C,E,G,I). In addition to the
"pointed" bone objects described above, most of the modest

amounts of miscellaneous "Worked Bone" were bone points of some
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sort. A total of eight additional sharp bone point tips are
present in this collection, all fragmentary. In addition, two
(2814 - 1.34 x 1.36 x 0.39g, Layer BOa and 3290 - 2.27 x 0.83 x
0.35 cm, 0.67g, Layer BO) have spatulate tips (bases?) and one
(2990 - 1.33 x 0.40 x 0.36 cm, 0.23g, Layer Al) has a blunt tip.
A single object was made from a deer metacarpal (canon bone) but
was not a wedge, although it was too fragmentary (1261 - 3.63 x
2.0 x 1.29 cm, 5.06g, Layer BOb) to know exactly what kind of
tip was present. Only four worked midsections were recognized
that were too far from the tip to have no ideal of what kind of
tip was present. The Shingle Point assemblage, then, fits the
Late pattern in this regard as well, with an abundance of bone
points, although relatively few could be classified into
previously published types.

A total of seven Dentalium pieces (Figure VIII-4:L-P) were
found, with 3 sectioned for beads, three whole, and one broken
one indeterminate. Only three of these were found layers
thought to be an intact prehistoric ones, though. Five of the
seven Dentalia are found clearly within the boundaries of
Compartment 1, while both the other two were at the division
between the two compartments (Units 105N 21 and 26 E). Scallop
shells were used ethnographically as tinklers for parts of dance
costumes. Three scallop shells were found, two from intact
prehistoric deposits, one from Compartment 1 and one from
Compartment 2, with the third one found on the interface on the
floor in the center of Compartment 1.

Dentalia beads were not the only ones of natural material
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recovered from Shingle Point. Two relatively large, ground
stone beads were recovered from under the bench (Feature 2), one
thin (3942 - 0.41 x 0.41 x 0.10 cm, 0.1g), 1 thick, (2505 - 0.53
X 0.53 x 0.24 cm, 0.5g). A slightly smaller bead (3107 - 0.37 X
0.37 x 0.15 cm, 0.065g) was also recovered from Layer BOa.
Although Dentalia are expected in Late (and Marpole) contexts,
ground stone beads are not; however, an assemblage of three is
not exactly large.

In general the artifact assemblage from Shingle Point is in
accord with what would be expected from a deposit dated to the
last 1000 years, albeit with a shortage of bone artifacts and
too many flakes. There is not an excess of chipped stone tools,
and the "excessive" amount of unused flakes may result from the
presence of a local source or mixture of the "underlying"
deposits into which the house was excavated. The total of 38
bone or shell "artifacts" does contrast with five chipped stone
tools, or 7 ground stone (subtracting the abrasive stones and
fragments) expected for Late components, but a doubling of these
bone and shell numbers might be anticipated (Carlson 1954,
1960) .

The most striking artifact recovered from Shingle Point is
the decorated sandstone Pipe found in the B0a/CO0 interface in
Unit 108N 23E. This (Figure VIII-5) is a shape more common in
Marpole contexts (Matson 1976:154) than in later ones, but since
so few of these items have been recovered certainty is not
possible. It is interesting that this is also the shape of

pipes in the Basketmaker II in the American Southwest (Kidder
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and Guernsey 1919).
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Figure VIII-5. Tobacco Pipe.
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IX SHED ROOF HOUSE COMPARISONS

R.G. Matson

I have looked at three sources of data to compare with our
shed roof house, from the Charles and Point houses from the
Musqueam reserve, from Ozette (Samuels 1983, 1991, 1994), and
measurements from a few other archaeological sites. The Ozette
information appears to be the most useful as it is both the most
detailed and is clearly prior to A.D. 1800, and thus not subject
to changes which are the result of extensive contact with
Europeans.

Figure IX-1 plots the existing dimensions from Ozette. We
have useful measurements from ten compartments and find the
distance between rafters ranges from 4.2 to 6m with a median of
4.7m (Samuels 1991:201-212). The median is indistinguishable
from the 5m reported above for Shingle Point. The width of the
three Ozette houses ranged from 7 to 11lm, with the three houses
actually measuring from 6.9-8m, 9m, and 1lm, a range which also
includes the Shingle Point house, but put it toward the small
end (Figure IX-2). All of the Ozette houses are much longer than
the one we excavated at Shingle Point, with the smallest, House
2, having three compartments and a length of about 17m (Samuels
1983, 1991). I calculate the areas of the Ozette compartments
ranges from 31 to 59 square metres, with a median of 48.3, again
indistinguishable from Shingle Point.

The Charles House on the Musqueam reserve was a gabled roof
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Figure IX-1. Shed Roof House Compartment Widths
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Figure IX-2. Shed Roof House Widths.

house built on a shed roof frame (Myer 1996; Ewing 1951).
Although it had been extensively modified when described in 1951
(it was torn down in the 1960s), some useful information about
the original shed roof structure is available. In 1951 it
consisted of three compartments and the spacing between rafters
ranged from 3.24 to 4.0 m, with a median of 3.8m, smaller than

those listed above (Figure IX-3), but adjacent in size to the

smallest recorded from Ozette. The distance between the rafter
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Figure IX-3. Shed Roof House Compartment Areas.

support posts ranges from 8.6 to 8.8m, which results in an
estimated original shed roof house width of about 11m, the same
as the largest Ozette house. I calculated the area of the three
existing compartments range from 42 to 46 square metres, well
within the range tabulated above. The Point House was probably
originally part of the same shed roof house.

The 0ld Man House (Snyder 1956) also provides some limited
information about shed roof Salish houses. It was a very large
house, at least 160 m long and from 12 to 18 m wide. The
spacing between rafters averaged 5.2m, close to that seen at
Shingle Point and some of the larger spacings found at Ozette.
With that spacing and house width, compartments ranged from
about 63 to 94 square metres with the higher figure 50% larger
than any other listed above.

Historic houses may not represent the prehistoric

conditions well, with the availability of both iron tools and
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draft animals greatly changing the economics of large wooden
dwellings, as suggested in the earlier discussion about historic
houses on Shingle Point. 01d Man House was likely a "Potlatch
House" with the bulk of it not really lived in regularly.

Snyder (1956) estimates the time of erection of the undisturbed
part of the house at 1850 plus or minus 5 years, well into the
historic period. The Charles House was probably built well
after that and converted into a gabled structure around 1890
(Ewing 1951).

Chatters (1981, 1988, 1989) has reported on two very
interesting sites with house remains along the Black River,
south of Seattle. The best preserved is Area D of 45KI51,
Sbabadid, an early historic house dated by Chatters (1981) to
A.D. 1790-1825 with the later date appearing most likely to me.
The total house appears to be 8m x 24 m, showing a width
similar to many other houses. I measured distances between
inferred rafter support post holes which resulted in a median of
3.44m, a similar value as found in the Charles House (Figure
IX-1).

With a relatively narrow spacing between rafters and an
"average" house width, that compartments are relatively small
(Figure IX-3) ranging from 27 to 30 square metres. These are
equal to the smallest ones found at Ozette, and are of the size
one would expect to find associated with a single nuclear
family.

The other house remains of interest investigated by

Chatters (1988, 1989) is at the neighbouring site of 45KI59,

237



Tualdad Altu. Here at cultural Unit I, a house 7.5m X

18 m was radiocarbon dated to A.D. 400, equivalent to middle
Marpole times (Chatters 1988). No post features were recovered,
making more detailed structural unavailable. Chatters (1988),
however, infers the presence of a bench surrounding the inside
of structure on the 3 preserved sides. He also infers the
presence of two households within this house, one large, one
small. It is interesting to note that this house is three times
the size of the compartment excavated at Shingle Point, so
having one household consisting of two compartments and one of
one would fit the pattern he inferred.

At both these sites Chatters (1981, 1988, 1989) inferred
the presence of economic differentiation within these houses.
These conclusions, support those better known ones froﬁ Ozette
(Samuels 1983, 1991; Wessen 1988; Huelsbeck 1989, 1994),
indicating that economic specialization or at least economic
differentiation, may be a regular feature within these
structures.

A final series of measurements come from Dioniso Point
(Mitchell 1971) in 1996, when Eric McLay and I aided Colin Grier
in making gross measurements of the "house platforms". Colin
Grier informs me these measured 19 x 9, 20 x 9, 37 x 9, 16 x 9
and 19 x 10 metres, indicating a usual house width of a maximum
of 9m and a nice fit with a house width of 8m and a walk-around
space. Many of the lengths also work as multiples of the 5 or 6
metre compartment width seen at Shingle Point and many Ozette

compartments. Four work as houses of three such compartments,
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with the fifth as six or seven compartments. If these are

Marpole-phase houses this indicates some antiquity for this
house width when combined with that reported by Chatters (1988)

and likewise, for a three compartment size house.
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X CONCLUSIONS

R.G. Matson

So what can we conclude about shed roof houses -- and what
have we learned from Shingle Point? One obvious conclusion is
that sometimes when you get what you want -- in this case, a
floor easy to define and close to the surface -- you may not
like some of the consequences, the very abundant historical
disturbance at Shingle Point.

At Shingle Point the size of one compartment, the distance
between rafters and the size of the house are well defined. The
compartment size of 50 square metres is seen frequently at
Ozette, which indicates that this may be a basic unit,
equivalent to two nuclear families or a single, large extended
family household. I note that the earliest Northwest Coast
plank house village, the Paul Mason site appears to have houses
which average close to this value (Coupland 1988). 1In contrast
the historic houses of 0ld Man House and Sbabadid range well
above or below this value. It may be (Matson and Coupland
1995:306; Coupland et al. 1993) that this 50 square metres is a
more essential structural component of social organization than
we have previously recognized.

The nature of benches, on at least two sides of Shingle
Point have been clarified, although the shallow U shape was
totally unexpected. It will be interesting to see if this is

seen by others and whether the space in back of the rafter
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support posts are used differently than the rest of the bench
areas along the walls.

If the deposits found in the two compartments are
contemporaneous we have two very different house keeping
regimes, one is swept (if sometimes under the rug or bench) and
the other appears to be unswept and lived on. This brings to
mind Mozino's (1970:19) comments about "commoner" houses being
smelly and full of refuge on the west coast of Vancouver Island.
Compartment 2 with a large amount of debris on top of a layer
equivalent to the floor in Compartment 1 would fit the
description of the lower class household.

Others (Chatters 1981, 1988, 1989; Samuels 1983, 1991;
Wessen 1988, 1994) have found evidence of economic
differentiation and differences in access to resources both
between and within houses. At this time, the only similar
evidence at Shingle Point we can point to is the presence of
abundant Green Sea Urchin in Compartment 1 and almost none in
Compartment 2. As earlier discussed by J. Green, sea urchin is
not available adjacent to Shingle Point, with the closest known
source being Porlier Pass, some 7 km to the south (Figure X-1).
This shellfish is the kind of resource that may well not be
accessible to all Shingle Point inhabitants but be available
through connections with other communities, as a village site
exists in Porlier Pass on the Valdes Island side, as well as
Dionisio Point (Mitchell 1971) on the Galiano side and another
at Cardale Point, controlling the west-side of Valdes Island

access to Porlier Pass. Thus urchin is the kind of resource
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than may well not be accessible to all Shingle Point inhabitants
but be available through connections with other communities.

And some compartments (higher class?) may have these connections
while others (lower class?) may not.

Before leaving subsistence, I would be remiss if I did not
comment on the very limited salmon remains recovered at Shingle
Point. If salmon is the basis of the Northwest Coast
ethnographic pattern, Shingle Point is a notable exception,
which remains to be explained.

In summary, a lot remains to be learned about shed roof
houses. We have been able to determine the size of compartments
and a number of details about the structure of one of the two
compartments investigated in our main excavation. On the other
hand the differences between the two compartments points to
signfificant variability within a single house and to likely
greater variability overall. 1In spite of fairly precise details
about the edges of the compartments, the arrangement of
hearth(s) in the completely excavated compartment and even in
Compartment 2 and the use of the areas in the middle of the
compartments is undefined. In Compartment 1 this is the result
of historic reuse, in spite of extensive excavation.

Compartment 2 it appears the result of insufficient area of
excavation and of varying use over time. It is clear there is

nuch yet to be learned about shed roof houses.
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