














Table 9. Seed Remains

Feature# | Raspberry | Grape Bedstraw Chenopodium | Purslane | Unknown Total
Early Woodland
1 2 1 3 1 7
Subtotal 2 1 3 1 7
Middle Woodland
3 1 1
6 1 1
7 5 1 6
Subtotal 6 2 8
Late Woodland
15 8 1 1 1 2 13
Subtotal 8 1 1 1 2 13

Although our excavations were limited to 153 square metres, the Pocock site provides a valuable
window into the nature of Early Woodland and Middle Woodland adaptations along the middle
Thames. The Neeb site is the only other excavated Early Woodland site in the immediate area, and this
material has only been partially reported (Spence and Fox 1986:19-20). Moreover, the 2350+/-50 B.P.
date from Pocock Feature 1 is the first such Early Woodland radiocarbon assay for the entire Thames
drainage.

Elsewhere I have suggested that the Middle Woodland occupations of the extreme southern portion
of the province were substantially more sedentary than previously represented (Wilson 1990, 1993).
Recent additions to the literature are extremely useful in articulating what the archaeological
expectations of mobile and sedentary settlement patterns should be (e.g. Steponaitis 1987; Stafford
1994, Andrefsky 1994; Kuhn 1994). Steponaitis takes as her point of departure Binford's (1980)
model placing mobility patterns of pre-agricultural peoples along a continuum from "foraging" to
"collecting". Foragers are characterized by a great deal of residential movement and little storage
capacity. They move across the landscape in response to the depletion of local resources. In contrast,
collectors are more logistically oriented, making fewer residential moves, sending out specialized task
groups to seek specific items with which they return to the residential camp.

Binford suggests that "forager" groups should produce two general site types, "residential bases" and
"locations" (1980:9). Residential sites will vary in size and density of artifacts depending on the length
of occupation, group size and the frequency of reoccupation, however assemblages should include
evidence of tool manufacturing, repair, food preparation, and perhaps limited ceremonial or
recreational activities (Thomas 1983:76-77). Locations will be much harder to identify
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archaeologically because of the transitory nature of their use. Binford (1980:9) suggests "few if any
tools may be expected to remain at such places".

In contrast to foragers, collectors often establish small special purpose camps, occupied either over
night or for short periods of time adjacent to specific resource areas. Bulk goods are obtained at these
locations and the transported back to residential base camps. Binford expects that logistically
organized collectors will produce sites ranging from: 1) near undetectable "stations", used for
information gathering; 2) "caches", where bulk raw materials may be stored; 3) "field camps" used
for actual resource procurement, which may have both specialized assemblages and limited amounts
of domestic refuse generated by the task groups living there, and 5) residential bases, evidencing a
wide range of both production and consumption related artifacts.

Binford's (1980) "foragers" and "collectors" represent idealized strategies, and it should not be
expected that individual cases will fall cleanly into either category. Rather, as Steponaitis (1987:20)
states, "they define a dimension along which the direction of change in settlement pattern can be
monitored". This framework is useful for approaching the Early and Middle Woodland archaeological
record of the middle Thames River area where it is rapidly becoming apparent that the Middle
Woodland adaptive strategy was a great deal more logistically organized than during the proceeding
Early Woodland period. Of particular importance to any convincing demonstration of this
settlement/subsistence shift at the beginning of the Middle Woodland period revolves around a need
to know if small Early and Middle Woodland sites better approximate generalized residences, or if they
functioned as special purpose logistic camps. As such, the Pocock site provides a wonderful
opportunity to contrast the differential utilization of one location by the Early and Middle Woodland
peoples of the middle Thames area.

The Early Woodland assemblage from the Pocock site provides numerous clues regarding function
and seasonality. The walnut shell from the Early Woodland features was highly fragmentary,
suggesting deliberate crushing in order to aid the recovery of nut oil by boiling. As Garland et al.
(1990:199) point out, "the removal of nut meats from the shell is not facilitated by wholesale smashing
of nuts". This evidence argues against the possibility that the nuts were stored for later consumption
of their meat. Ozker (1982:77) has suggested that the large thick-walled, Early Woodland vessels may
have played a crucial role in nut oil processing, and the recovery of both nut fragments and ceramics
in direct association in three of the Early Woodland features seems consistent with her assessment.
However, as Spence and Fox (1986:39) have noted, Early Woodland ceramics were not recovered at
the Morpeth South site, although 96 grams of highly fragmentary hickory and black walnut shell were
collected from one feature, and lesser amounts of nut shell were noted in two other pits (see Spence
and Fox 1986:19). Spence and Fox (1986:39) also argue that the recovery of Vinette 1 and Pinery
Ware ceramics from sites located within the limits of the Canadian Biotic Province where "nut-bearing
trees are rare to nonexistent", is also problematic if it is to be maintained that Early Woodland
ceramics were used exclusively for nut oil processing.

Garland et al. (1990:199-200), have also suggested that ceramics were not essential for the processing
of nut oil, as they have identified significant quantities of highly fragmentary nut remains from
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preceramic contexts on sites located along the Lower St. Joseph River in Berrian County, Michigan.
While this once again indicates the relationship between ceramic technology and nut oil processing
may not have been as crucial as suggested by Ozker (1982), it still seems likely that ceramic
technology could have significantly increased the efficiency of nut oil extraction, which may account
for the often noted association of these early ceramics and nut shell fragments.

Features 1 and 9 are also useful in terms of interpreting the Early Woodland component. Similar large,
deep features lacking evidence of in situ burning have so far only been located on Early Woodland
sites interpreted as fall and/or winter occupations; including, Boyd Lakefront (Spence and Fox
1986:20-21), Dawson Creek (Jackson 1986), Scaccia (Funk 1973; Granger 1978), and Riverhaven
#2 (Granger 1978). The presence of the small Early Woodland structures in association with these
features is also consistent with a fall or perhaps cold weather occupation.

The Early Woodland faunal assemblage, while limited due to poor preservation, is also consistent with
a generalized pattern of resource utilization that would be expected at a residential base. Both small
and large mammals were being exploited, as well as fish species present in river on a year round basis
rather than spring spawners such as pickerel or sucker.

The Early Woodland component at the Pocock site is differentiated from sites such as Scaccia and
Riverhaven #2, interpreted by Granger as winter base camps, in that there is no evidence for dense
midden deposits. While there are no middens, it could certainly be argued that because the sandy,
well-drained soils at the Pocock site are not conducive to the preservation of faunal materials, some
of the apparent differences in recovery rates between this site and Scaccia or Riverhaven #2 may be
spurious. Similarly, that evidence for large-scale production of bifaces and the concomitant volume
of lithic waste are not present at the Pocock site may have more to do with the site's location well
away from the preferred primary outcrops of Onondaga chert than it does with an assessment of
whether or not the Pocock site represents a winter base camp. It also appears that Scaccia and
Riverhaven #2 were occupied off and on over a long period of time, which was not the case at the
Pocock site.

Nevertheless, I believe it is unlikely that the Early Woodland component at the Pocock site is a "winter
base camp", at least in the sense that Granger employs the term. The limited data now available
suggest the occupation was primarily during the late summer and fall, and may possibly have extended
into the winter months. It seems likely that given the Pocock site's strategic location at the confluence
of the Thames and Dingman Creek, it may have been subject to brief periods of logistic utilization
during other seasons as well.

The presence of the two small Early Woodland houses, each aligned in the same direction and with
a single interior pit feature suggests that the site may have been occupied for only a single season by
two small family groups. The presence of the two large storage features in close proximity to the
structures is consistent with this interpretation, as is the limited but generalized artifact inventory
which suggests the site was not repeatedly occupied over a long period of time. In terms of the
forager/collector continuum, the Early Woodland occupation at the Pocock site best meets the
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expectations of a seasonal residential camp.

The Middle Woodland component at the Pocock site stands in clear contrast to the Early Woodland
materials. The irregularly shaped Middle Woodland features were not purposefully dug, rather they
are little more than shallow refuse filled depressions, with only trace amounts of nut and three
raspberry seeds recovered from their fill.

Although the Middle Woodland faunal sample was larger than the Early Woodland sample, the only
species represented is white-tailed deer. Similarly the collection of chipping detritus from these Middle
Woodland features is dominated by tiny retouch flakes (N=63) while there were no primary flakes,
only five small biface thinning flakes and seven broken flakes. This sample suggests that only tool
maintenance and resharpening activities were taking place during the Middle Woodland occupation,
not tool production.

On this basis it seems likely that the Middle Woodland occupation of the Pocock site was specifically
oriented towards the exploitation of deer resources, rather than representing the remains from a
generalized residential group. In terms of the forager/collector continuum, the Middle Woodland
occupation appears to have been quite brief and logistically oriented. As such, the Pocock site can be
added to a growing list of small Middle Woodland sites in the London area which were similarly
organized (Wilson 1990, 1991b); including the Butler's Wood site (Timmins 1989), the Sibelius site
located on the north bank of the Thames River only two kilometres southwest of the Pocock site (Fox
1982), the Pond Mills Cluster sites (Poulton 1985; Timmins 1989), the Kittmer site (Wilson 1991a)
and the Beech Ridge site (Mayer, Pihl, Poulton 1989).

In the final contribution to this series of articles I will review the overall argument in support of my
contention that there was a significant shift in settlement/subsistence patterns between the Early and
Middle Woodland periods in southwestern Ontario. If this case can be convincingly made, it will be
possible to move forward with an exploration of why this change occurred. To date, theorists
interested in this problem have explained reductions in residential mobility with reference to four
primary mechanisms; including, 1) climatic change, 2) resource abundance and/or diversity, 3)
population increase and territorial circumscription, and 4) social processes such as alliance and
exchange. The primary goal of the next contribution will be to evaluate the explanatory strength of
these competing scenarios through an examination of their expected residual material correlates in
relation to the data from the middle Thames River drainage.
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