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The next meeting of the London chapter will be on Thursday, March 12, 2015 and will feature 

Dr. Holly Martelle of Timmins Martelle Heritage Consultants in London, talking about the 

archaeological and historical research her firm conducted at the Elgin County Jail.  

 

  UPCOMING SPEAKER  



The Thursday, April 9, 2015 meeting will feature John Dunlop of ASI Toronto and UWO 

Anthropology. He will be speaking on an important pre-ceramic site near Kitchener. 

 

 

 

Speaker’s Night is held the 2nd Thursday of each month (January to April and September to December) at the 

Museum of Ontario Archaeology, 1600 Attawandaron Road, near the corner of Wonderland & Fanshawe Park 

Road, in the northwest part of the city. The meeting starts at 8:00 pm. Doors open at 7:30 PM and as usual there will 

be free juice and cookies! 
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Chapter News 
Here, finally, is the first Kewa of 2014. We obviously still need people to submit 
material…many promise but few deliver it seems! If you send us stuff we will review, correct, 
format and publish asap but we do need the material to begin with! 

As some of you may know, before the London Chapter OAS was founded there was an 
archaeological organization called the Archaeological Society of Western Ontario (ASWO). 
That society included some of our chapters founding members and stalwarts such as George 
Connoy and Bob Calvert, as well as OAS stalwarts such as Charles Garrad, and it produced 
several publications such as a Bulletin. While it certainly had an artifact collector orientation the 
publications contained much of more purely archaeological interest -- but these publciations are 
very hard to find. As a result, we have had requests to reprint some of those publications in the 
much more accessible format of the Kewa. So from time to time we will produce Kewa double 
issues that, in addition to containing new works, will also contain a copy of an ASWO issued 
publication. This issue contains the first to be reissued. While we have managed to examine four 
collections of such publications, we are not certain that we have been able to amass copies of all 
the publications that were issued by AWSO. So, if you happen to have any examples, please 
email or contact by other means Chris Ellis (cjellis@uwo.ca) with details of your holdings so we 
can compare it with master list we are developing. Ellis thanks Bill Bruinink, Dana Poulton and 
Joan Kanigan (Director, Museum of Ontario Archaeology) for help in tracking down the issues 
found to date.  

On another front, traditionally the executive of the London Chapter has been elected or put 
together from volunteers/recruits at our annual Christmas party. However, attendance at the 
Christmas party these days is often small (especially if the weather is not very good) and it is 
often the same diehards that show up. Thus, we often end up with the same executive members 
(who, like Ellis, may not be that enthusiastic about continuing in an executive role!) and do not 
get much new blood in the organization, especially amongst the younger members. Also, because 
it is not done anonymously, other members may be shy about putting their names forward. 
Hence, we decided at the February 2105 meeting to go back to the old way of getting an 
executive by forming a nominating committee. If you wish to stand for a particular executive 
position (President, Vice-President, Treasurer and as many directors as we would like), or want 
to nominate someone for such a position, please contact a member of the nominating committee 
directly by phone or by email. The nominating committee consists of Chris Ellis 
(cjellis@uwo.ca; 519-661-2111, ext. 85081) and Dana Poulton (drpoulton@rogers.com). 
Nominations will remain open until March 20, 2015 and we will hold an election, if necessary, 
as soon as possible after the nominations close. 

 

mailto:cjellis@uwo.ca
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To Save a Cemetery 
 

by Dave Riddell 
 
In the spring of 2012, Archaeological Assessments and Mitigation undertook Stage 1 and 2 
activities (non-consulting, research) for a private landowner who was concerned about heritage 
resources on his property in Port Franks (Figure 1) known collectively as the Municipality of 
Lambton Shores. The dwelling itself on the property has a considerable history and is known as 
“Cherry Lodge” (Riddell 2012; Stott 1998). 
 
Stage 2 test pitting on the property confirmed the existence of an Initial Late Woodland 
settlement (lithics and ceramics) likely of a seasonal nature based on the distribution and 
number of artifacts present (Figures 2 and 3). 
 
In addition to the Late Woodland artifacts, some nineteenth century materials (e.g., cut nails, 
glass, and ceramics) were also recovered. In one location there were also the remains of an 
early mortar concrete slab (measuring approximately 4.5 m by 3.2 m by 10 cm in thickness), 
situated on the periphery of the property. Although not a gravestone, this raised questions of 
what might be located adjacent to the subject lot. A local historical text (Stott 1998) confirmed 
the existence of a “Squatter’s Cemetery” in this area but did not provide an exact location. 
Based on informant accounts, it did, however, suggest that the cemetery was situated just to 
the west of the section of road (since realigned) leading into the village at the time. 
 
A visit to the area the following spring located several shallow, oval-shaped depressions within 
a sand ridge (an old beach dune, which included one excavated depression) traversing two 
residential properties and a now defunct municipal road allowance. Compass and map readings 
revealed that the depressions lie within the road allowance known as “Moor Street” (Figure 3). 
Test pitting surrounding the area of the depressions also revealed the existence of chipping 
detritus. Although no diagnostic artifacts were recovered from this activity, it is likely that the 
Kettle Point thinning flakes are of the same time frame as the Late Woodland site described 
above (Figure 3).  
 
The location of the cemetery was brought to the attention of the Municipality, however, it took 
a number of communications with the municipal council and staff to initiate the preservation of 
the cemetery, which Stott (1998) had also recommended. Fortunately, with the aid of a 
member of the council, the cemetery now has a plaque which marks its location and provides a 
summary of its history (Figure 4). 
 
 
Interment Pattern of Cemetery 
 
The site of the cemetery is within a residential area of the village of Port Franks, albeit in a 
heavily forested section of relic sand dunes. Five circular to slightly oval depressions around 20 
cm in depth and approximately 1 m in circumference were defined on the top of the sandy 
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ridge. The ridge itself runs in a north-south direction, and the graves were determined to be 
within the old road allowance of Moor Street (Figures 2 and 3). 
 

Figure 1: Location of Port Franks. 
 
Additionally, there is one larger depression approximately 3.5 by 2.0 m, and nearly 1 m in depth 
situated to the north of the above cluster. There are varying reports as to the reason for this 
depression, which entail vandalism to intentional exhumation (Stott 1998:118, 119). Situated 
slightly to the north again of this large depression are two other possible interments, although 
because of excessive brush cover, they were impossible to accurately define. Once again, these 
depressions are within, or possibly straddle in the case of one, the projected Moor Street 
boundary. 
 
 
First Nations Component 
 
Due to the limited (Stage 2) activities on the site, it is difficult to assess the nature of the pre-
contact settlement. The test pitting revealed numerous thinning flakes of, not surprisingly, 
Kettle Point chert. The fact that this chipping detritus is at least in the secondary and latter 
stages of tool manufacture/reworking suggests that this was a temporary hunting camp, 
perhaps associated with the more substantial Cherry Lodge site. The very compact, localized 
nature of the positive test pits also supports the idea of a small temporary settlement (Figure 
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3). Further (Stage 3) activities would obviously be useful in determining the extent of this 
settlement, and importantly, the impact of the cemetery upon it.  
 

 
Figure 2:  Location of Squatter`s Cemetery in Moor Road Allowance. 
 
 
Stott’s History of the Cemetery 
 
In his history of Port Franks, Greg Stott (1998:118) states that there is “very little, if any 
surviving contemporary documentation regarding the cemetery and who is buried there”. The 
name “Squatter’s” apparently refers to the number of “transient” folk who were buried in the 
cemetery grounds. Although, as the cemetery plaque reads, the site is likely the “final resting 
place for several shipwreck victims,” and perhaps also aboriginal residents, there is no apparent 
surviving record of these interments (Figure 4). 
 
Of the 19 reported interments, four are remembered by surviving relations. The body of a 
young girl who was found washed up on shore (“perhaps from a shipwreck”) was apparently 
also interred. Stott surmises that the burials of young children comprised the bulk of interments 
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after a period of about seven years in the mid-nineteenth century (1855/6-1862), where it 
served the needs of the community as a whole. The last recorded burial was apparently in 1903 
(Stott 1998:118)  

 
Figure 3: Location of Test Pits and Features at Squatter`s Cemetery. 
 
Stott relates that historian Fred Walden visited the site of the cemetery in 1976, at which time 
he was able to discern “ten distinct indentations” (Stott 1998:118). No markers remained at 
that time, although some older residents commented on there being wooden markers with 
picket fences surrounding them (Stott 1998:118-119). Stott (1998:119) further comments that 
the site of the large excavated depression “may be the site of the exhumation,” or the work of 
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some “renegade students, purportedly from London, (who) raided the cemetery in search of 
skeletal remains for study”. 
 
 The old Port Franks Road, which ran diagonally in between what is today the bend of Superior 
Street, was the access to the cemetery (Figure 2). This road was abandoned in the early half of 
the twentieth century, and subsequently the area as a whole has become overgrown. 
 
 
Discussion 
 
It has been a long road from Stott’s (1998) initial recommendations to protect the Squatter’s 
Cemetery to the present, where at last we have a plaque in place. While the cemetery is in no 
obvious danger from development at least in the short term, it is a relief to have it documented 
for any future concerns which may arise. Some of these concerns include nature itself, since the 
cemetery is situated on the crest of a sandy ridge whose trees are subject to being damaged 
and uprooted in a windstorm, and whose slopes are subject to erosion as a result. The greater 
danger however, as far as I’m concerned, is the number of these small plots which “go by the 
wayside” – plots, which, for whatever reasons, no longer have caretakers. Some communities, 
to their credit, undertake to be the keepers of these plots and grounds (the community of Elgin 
in eastern Ontario is an excellent example). A vibrant sense of local history inevitably underlies 
these groups, but is seldom seen extending to the younger folk.  
 
With respect to the Municipality of Lambton Shores, and in the three year period which I have 
resided here, I have witnessed several very high potential areas (and designated as such by the 
“Master Plan” – see Fisher [2007]) destroyed by single or multiple residential developments 
that could have easily held pre-contact or contact period (including cemetery) sites. This is 
particularly disturbing when a study is in place in order to provide the planning department 
with the proper guidance in determining the archaeological assessments required. 
 
We are in an age where, in addition to being exposed to a barrage of information, there is also 
a great loss of information. One of the informants for the Squatter’s Cemetery, to whom Stott 
(1998) refers, is recently deceased (as of last year). Unfortunately, I was not able to interview 
the gentleman before his passing. As a result, valuable information on the cemetery which was 
unique to the deceased is lost. The information provided by other family members is sketchy at 
best. Upon questioning one of the long time community members why this is the case, the 
reply was “We’re moving too fast.” Perhaps this is too simplistic, but I believe it is at least partly 
why these things from the past are forgotten, why there is a seemingly steady erosion of 
historical consciousness on a public level. The past (other than finding one’s ancestors perhaps) 
is simply not thought about as much. It’s “full speed ahead” for most of us, generally because 
we need to in order to simply stay afloat.  
 
Perhaps more pervasive (but certainly a corollary of moving too fast) is another obstacle 
towards the proficient protection of these abandoned cemeteries: the “enmeshing” of 
procedure within a greater scope of bureaucratic channels. More bureaucracy equals more 
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communication channels/levels, which creates more potential for delays, missed or 
misinterpreted messages, and frustration. Most of us experience this on a daily basis now. 
 
For example, it took a lengthy period of time to simply convince the municipal government that 
the Squatter’s Cemetery is located on municipal property. They had concluded that it was on 
residential land. Since my submission of archaeological site record forms to the Ministry of 
Tourism, Culture and Sport, and notification of this to the Municipality, a period of two years 
elapsed before a plaque was forthcoming. My other recommendations included that a proper 
survey be undertaken, fallen limbs and trees on the cemetery be cleared, that the area be 
fenced (thereby demarcating the approximate boundaries), and that a plaque be erected (I 
directed the clerk to the MTCS webpage for designating a cemetery – see MTCS [2011]). Finally, 
I suggested that an archaeological assessment would be able to locate the remaining grave 
outlines, and these could, in addition to the others, be marked in some fashion. These 
recommendations, after numerous email exchanges involving additional parties (including Greg 
Stott, Gordon MacCleod and Al Martelle – two of the surviving relations of the cemetery 
deceased), the municipal clerk, the county cemetery board, and the Deputy Mayor, were finally 
in turn submitted at a budget meeting, deferred until another budget meeting, then finally 
presented and put on the back burner until the New Year’s budget was passed. I also emailed 
the Kettle Point First Nation administration informing them of the site and cemetery. Finally, it 
was passed that the cemetery should receive a plaque (the minimum recommendation, and 
minimum cost). It should be mentioned that were it not for the efforts of the (unfortunately 
now former) Deputy Mayor in keeping the municipality “on its toes” so to speak, the cemetery 
might still be without a plaque. 
 
Would a heritage advisory council have helped? Likely, but one does not exist here, despite 
being a municipality that is steeped in heritage because of its location geographically, 
physiologically, and otherwise. Some consistency in terms of the implementation of the 
archaeological assessment regulations on behalf of the planning departments would also be 
helpful. Did I mention a lack of historical consciousness? That should be extended beyond the 
general public, obviously. Nonetheless, progress has been made, however incremental. 
“Incremental” may be particularly apt for the Port Franks area, for little has been undertaken 
archaeologically since Jury (1949) and Kenyon conducted their respective investigations way 
back when. 
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Now available as pdfs for a computer near you: 

Kewa: The First Thirty Years (1977-2007) & 
The Archaeology of Southern Ontario to AD 1650 

(edited by Chris J. Ellis and Neal Ferris) 
 

We are pleased to announce the release of two different publications as high quality, searchable, 
pdfs. The first thirty years of issues of our popular academic newsletter the Kewa, including all 

the Nineteenth Century Notes and Point Types series, is available on a single DVD.  So here is a 
chance to get copies of each and every issue of this popular and useful publication outlet together 

in one convenient small place for $20 plus postage/handling ($5.00 to Canada, $8.00 to USA; 
currently we treat US dollars at par).  In addition, we have reissued on a single CD our best-

selling, 570 page, 1990 volume: The Archaeology of Southern Ontario to AD 1650, Occasional 
Publications of the London Chapter No. 5, edited by Chris J. Ellis and Neal Ferris for the same 

price. Get both discs for $45, postage included to USA or Canada. We take cheques only written 
on Canadian and USA banks that are made payable to: London Chapter OAS.  Orders can be 

sent to: London Chapter, OAS, c/o Museum of Ontario Archaeology, 1600 Attawandaron Road, 
London, Ontario, Canada N6G 3M6   or contact Chris Ellis (cjellis@uwo.ca). 
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