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University, speaking on: Inundated Cultural Landscape Research in the Kawartha Lakes
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In person Speaker’s Night is normally 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. However, due
to COVID-19 restrictions, meetings will be held virtually. Those wishing to participate can send
an email request to Jim Keron at jrkeron@yahoo.com and he will send a link to the ZOOM meeting
session. Meetings start at 7:30 pm.
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The Archaeology of an Early 19" Century Delaware Village, Brant County

by Gary Warrick

In the summer of 2003, archaeological survey was conducted of select areas of Brant County as
part of the Davisville Archaeological Project, funded by a research grant from Social Sciences and
Humanities Research Council of Canada. The survey was designed to locate sites occupied by
members of the Haudenosaunee (Six Nations) Confederacy in the late 18" and early 19" century.
The survey discovered eight new sites and redefined the size and age of three previously registered
sites. One of the registered sites visited is the Vansickle 1 (AgHa-19) site, which produced four
concentrations or loci of early 19" century artifacts. These loci are interpreted as the remains of a
Delaware settlement indicated on pre-1819 maps and are likely the remains of Delaware Aaron’s
Village mentioned in pre-1817 historical documents. This paper presents the archaeological and
historical evidence of this settlement occupied ca. 1790-1816.
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Figure 1. Location of Vansickle 1 (AgHa-19) site (adapted from Grand River Conservation Authority map
https://www.grandriver.ca/en/our-watershed/resources/Documents/Map Watershed Poster.pdf)



https://www.grandriver.ca/en/our-watershed/resources/Documents/Map_Watershed_Poster.pdf

VANSICKLE 1 (AgHa-19) SITE

This site was originally registered by David Stothers in 1974. He reported that the site was multi-
component: Early Paleo-Indian and late Princess Point (Stothers 1974). Paul Lennox’s attached
field notes in the Stothers (1974) report mention that George Marshall, an artifact collector from
Brantford, found the site and recovered a fluted point, a number of chert tools, and gunflints. A
report on the George Marshall artifact collection from Vansickle #1, which is currently stored at
the Royal Ontario Museum, documents Hi-Lo and Adena points and Late Woodland and Princess
Point pottery rim sherds (Dibb 1982:39).

-

Figure 2. Surface Collection of Vansickle 1 (AgHa-19). Thomas 1 locus in right foreground of the
photograph.

The Vansickle 1 site (AgHa-19) is located about two kilometres southwest of the town of
Ononadaga, Brant County. The site is in a ploughed field on the north bank of the Grand River,
bordered on both the south and north side by small streams which exit into the Grand River (Figure
1). The stream south of the site is almost level with the surface of the ploughed field, but the stream
on the north edge of the site is four metres below the ploughed field surface. Both are spring-fed
streams. At the time of the surveys, corn was sprouting on the field and the surface was well
weathered, providing excellent visibility. In the first survey conducted in early June, the mapping
and collection of post-contact artifacts from the four loci (labelled Thomas 1, 2, 3, and 4) was a



priority (Figure 2, 3, and 4). The Thomas loci were walked at a two-metre interval parallel to the
Grand River (N-S), beginning at the south end of the field and terminating at the north end of the
field. Site matrix is a medium brown sandy loam. The second survey, conducted in late June,
mapped and collected both pre-contact and post-contact artifacts from the entire site area, with a
priority given to defining the nature and extent of the pre-contact components of the site. The site
area was walked at a four-five metre interval between the rows of planted corn that was knee-high
in late June. The entire site area, including both the pre-contact (west half of the site - 80 m x 160
m) and post-contact artifact scatters (east half of the site — 40 m x 140 m), is 18,400 m? or 1.8 ha.
The surface collections revealed a relatively dense scatter of pre-contact chert flakes, tools,
projectile points and pottery in the southern half of the site, with some isolated finds beyond the
core of the pre-contact artifact scatter (Figure 3). As defined by the surface artifact distribution,
the pre-contact components, mainly the Princess Point component, occupies an area of the field 80
m (E-W) x 160 m (N-S). Clusters of two or more chert flakes were mapped with transit and stadia
but not collected. All chert tools or diagnostic points, groundstone celts, and netsinkers
encountered were mapped and collected. All pottery was mapped and collected. Not counting bone
(which was only mapped and collected within the post-contact artifact concentrations or loci), 233
pre-contact artifacts were collected. Table 1 summarizes the artifact finds according to type.
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Figure 3. Vansickle 1 (AgHa-19) Site Limits and Thomas Loci (Delaware cabins).



Figure 4. Location of Thomas Loci at Vansickle 1 (AgHa-19) (Thomas 1-4 from left to right). Ovals are
locations of surface concentrations of early 19th century artifacts, interpreted as footprints of Delaware
cabins. The entire site area is contained in the field in which the Delaware cabin scatters are situated.
Photo is looking WNW with Grand River downstream to the right.

Overall, Princess Point artifacts dominate the pre-contact collection (six Levanna points and 198
pottery sherds and four pipe fragments). Other time periods are represented by diagnostic projectile
points recovered from the site — Early Archaic (a Nettling point), Middle Archaic (a Brewerton
point), Late Archaic (Broad Point [a Genesee point base]), and Early Woodland (an Adena point)
(Figure 5). The chert flakes, overwhelmingly Onondaga chert from field observation, presumably
relate to various pre-contact components. Princess Point ceramics from the site reveal a high
incidence of cord-wrapped stick oblique and horizontal rim decoration, decorated neck sherds, and
mostly smoothed-over cord body sherds (Figure 6).

Post-contact artifacts were concentrated in four loci, labelled in the field and in the artifact
catalogue as Thomas 1, 2, 3, and 4, with a combined total of 322 artifacts (Figure 3 and 4). The
Thomas loci cover the entire 300-metre length of the ploughed field from south to north, and the
centre points of the loci are approximately 75 metres apart on average.



Artifact | n | % € Table 1. Pre-Contact
Chipped Lithics Artifacts Collected from
Core (bipolar) 3 1.3 Vansickle 1 Site (AgHa-19).
Debitage *
Utilized flake 5 2.1 Thomas 1 vyielded 95 post-
scraper 2 0.9 contact artifacts and 17 pieces
Biface 4 17 of bone, mostly calcined but
Projectile point 11 4.8 some large mammal. The
Projectile point perform 1 04 Thomas 1 artifact scatter
Ground Stone covered a 30 m (E-W) x 60 m
(I\:I(ealttsifr:i%:nem g ég (N-S) area, or 1,800 m?, but a
Ceramics ' concentrated scatter of 600 m?
Fragmentary sherd 53 228 SI'Z}?emar[tI?f;/c\:/t] 22213?em0([)|:t;2§
Body sherd 94 40.3 samp :
Neck sherd 27 116 mostly ceramics, either refined
Rim sherd 23 99 earthenware (n=51) or red
Pipe fragment 5 21 earthenware (n=17). Refined
earthenware ceramics (n=51)
Total 233 100.0 are a mix of creamware (plain)
*Chert debitage not collected but field estimates are 200+ | (56%) and pearlware (44% -
flakes. plain, early  polychrome

painted, blue painted, blue
transfer print) and one blue painted Chinese porcelain sherd was recovered (see Table 4). Some
unmodified glass artifacts were found — two glass tableware sherds, one clear bottle glass sherd,
one black bottle glass sherd, and eight pieces of window glass (median thickness is 1.2 mm) (see
Table 3). Six clay pipe fragments, two iron sheet scrap, and a piece of brass scrap were also found
(Figure 7). An interesting feature of the artifact assemblage is a number of worked glass pieces
and a worked stoneware sherd. There are four window glass scrapers, one clear bottle glass scraper,
and one pressed glass scraper, and a stoneware scraper. The bottle glass, pressed glass and all of
the window glass scrapers (1.6/ 1.8/ 2.0/ 2.1 mm in thickness) post-date the main occupation of
the Thomas 1 locus (Figure 11).

Thomas 2 produced 79 post-contact artifacts and 13 small pieces of mammal bone, mostly calcined
and unidentifiable to species. The Thomas 2 artifact scatter covered a 30 m (E-W) x 70 m (N-S)
area, or 2,100 m?, with main concentration of artifacts in an area of 20 m (E-W) x 40 m (N-S) —
800 m2. The artifact sample contains ceramics, either refined earthenware (n=25) or red
earthenware (n=4), unworked glass artifacts — one white seed bead, two table glass sherds, one

clear bottle glass sherd, and 12 pieces of window glass (median thickness is 1.3 mm) (see Table
3), and a number of pieces of worked glass. Refined earthenware ceramics (n=25) are a mix of
creamware (plain) (58%) and pearlware (42% - plain, blue painted, early polychrome painted, blue
transfer print) and one blue painted Chinese porcelain sherd was recovered (see Table 4). Five clay
pipe stem fragments, a piece of brass scrap, a lead musket ball, and two gunflints (grey spall and
black blade) were also found (Figure 8). A noteworthy feature of the artifact assemblage is the
large number of worked glass and worked porcelain sherds (n= 22). There are 17 window glass
scrapers, two bottle (black and aqua) glass scrapers, and two white porcelain scrapers. The



porcelain and most of the window glass scrapers (1.6 (4)/ 1.7(4)/ 1.9(3)/ 2.0/ 2.4 mm in thickness)
post-date the main occupation of the Thomas 2 locus (Figure 11). The two bottle glass scrapers
and four glass scrapers on thin window glass (1.3/ 1.4(3) mm) likely date to the early nineteenth-
century occupation of the locus.

&Figure 5. Vansickle 1 Pre-
Contact Lithic Artifacts. A:
Nettling point fragment (IF — 8);
B: Brewerton side-notched point
(1-1); C: Adena point (90); D:
groundstone celt fragment
(Thomas 2 —IF1); E: groundstone
celt (Thomas 2 —30).

Thomas 3 yielded 85 historic
artifacts and six pieces of
mammal bone, mostly
calcined. The Thomas 3
artifact scatter covered a 30 m
(E-W) x 70 m (N-S) area, or
2,100 m?  but core
concentration covers 20 m (E-
W) and 40 m (N-S) — 800 m?.
The artifact sample contains
mostly brick (n=32), ceramics,
either refined earthenware
(n=10) or red earthenware
(n=1), unworked  glass
artifacts (one amber bottle
glass sherd and one black
bottle glass sherd, and 17
pieces of window glass
[median thickness is 1.0 mm;
see Table 3]), and 18 pieces of
worked glass. Refined
earthenware ceramics are a
mix of creamware (plain)
(70%) and pearlware (30% - plain, blue transfer print) (see Table 4). One clay pipe bowl fragment
(“TD”), a silver-plated button, an iron screw, a piece of brass scrap, a blade gunflint (grey-black)
and one flattened lead musket ball were also found (Figure 9). A remarkable feature of the artifact
assemblage is the large number of worked glass artifacts (n=18). There are 11 window glass
scrapers, six bottle glass scrapers (light olive, amethyst, black[4]), and one table glass scraper
(Figure 11). The amethyst bottle and one of the window glass scrapers (2.3 mm in thickness) post-
date the Thomas 3 occupation. The other bottle glass (light olive and black), the table glass, and
most of the thin window glass scrapers (0.9/ 1.1(4)/ 1.2(2)/ 1.3/ 1.4(2) mm in thickness) likely
were used and deposited during the early 19" century occupation of the locus.




&Figure 6. Princess Point
Artifacts from Vansickle 1 Site. A:
Levanna point (30); B: Levanna
point (8); C: Levanna point (43); D:
Levanna point (110); E: rim
fragment, impressed horizontals
(7); F: rim fragment, cord-wrapped
stick horizontals (139); G: rim
fragment. cord-wrapped stick
horizontals (3); H: rim fragment,
cord-wrapped stick horizontals
(77); I: rim fragment, cord-
wrapped stick obliques (36); J: rim
fragment, push-pull obliques (23);
K: pipe stem (2-13); L: basal sherd
(157); M: neck - shoulder sherd (2-
13); N: body sherd (2-13).

Thomas 4 vyielded 28 post-
contact artifacts and no pieces of
bone. This artifact scatter
covered a 30 m (E-W) x 30 m
(N-S) area, or 900 m?, with most
artifacts ina 20 m x 20 m area —
400 m?. The artifact sample is
small and contains mostly
ceramics, either refined
earthenware (n=12) or red
earthenware (n=1). Refined
earthenware ceramics are either creamware (plain) (33%) or pearlware (66% - blue painted,
polychrome painted) (see Table 4). Unworked glass artifacts include a piece of window glass (1.4
mm thick) and one table glass sherd. Three brick fragments, three clay pipe fragments, an iron
knife blade, and a grey spall gunflint were also found (Figure 10). An interesting feature of the
artifact assemblage is a few worked glass sherds. There are three window glass scrapers (1.4/ 1.8/
2.1 mm in thickness) and one black bottle glass scraper (Figure 11). The glass scrapers likely post-
date the main occupation of the Thomas 4 locus.

SITE DATING

Most of the post-contact artifacts from Vansickle 1 relate to a Six Nations occupation of the site
(Six Nations cultural affiliation is based on artifacts [i.e., glass seed bead, gunflints, musket balls,
and some of the worked glass] and historical maps). In a series of late 18" and early 19" century
survey maps by Augustus Jones (1791, 1793, 1797) (Figure 12), William Chewett (1794) (Figure
13), and David William Smyth (1800) (Figure 14), a Delaware settlement is plotted on the east
bank (north side) of the Grand River, west of Fairchild Creek, in the approximate location of the
Vansickle 1 site. An 1825 map by Chewett (Figure 20), obviously partly copied from the 1794



Chewett map, clearly places a Delaware village in the same location. On an 1813 map of the Grand
River, a Cayuga settlement is indicated on the east bank (Chewitt 1813) (Figure 15), just upriver
from Fairchild Creek, and an 1815 map shows an “Auquaga” (Oneida) village in roughly the same
place (Nesfield 1815) (Figure 16). But 1819 and 1821 maps depict a Tuscarora settlement near
this location (Chewitt 1819, 1821) (Figure 17 and 18), and no settlement appears on another 1821
map (Ridout 1821) (Figure 19), suggesting an abandonment of the Delaware settlement at this
location ca. 1815 and no further Six Nations settlement after 1820. It is interesting that a Delaware
village appears on an 1813 and 1821 map at the mouth of Big Creek (Figure 15 and Figure 19),
downriver from Middleport, at the same time as it disappears from the Fairchild’s Creek location,
perhaps suggesting a move of this village downriver.

Table 2. Post-contact Artifacts from Thomas Loci - Vansickle 1 Site (AgHa-19).

Artifact Thomas | Thomas2 | Thomas3 | Thomas4 | Total %

1 n

Meals-Kitchen 133 413

Refined earthenware 51 25 10 12 98

Coarse earthenware 17 4 1 1 23

Bottle glass (unworked) 2 1 2 5

Table glass (unworked) 2 2 1 5

Fe knife 1 1 2

Architecture 71 22.0

Window glass (unworked) 6 12 16 1 35

Brick fragment 1 32 3 36

Arms 6 1.9

Gunflint 2 1 1 4

Lead ammunition 1 1 2

Personal 17 5.3

Tobacco pipe 6 5 1 3 15

Button 1 1

Glass bead 1 1

Other Activities — Work/Transport 7 2.2

Iron sheet scrap 2 2

Brass sheet scrap 1 1 1 3

Fe file 1 1

Fe screw 1 1

Miscellaneous 52 16.2

Worked glass 6 19 18 4 49

Worked stoneware/ porcelain 1 2 3

Faunal Remains 17 13 6 36 11.2

Totals | 112 | 92 | 91 | 28 [322 ]1000




Figure 7. Thomas 1
Artifacts. A: blue painted
Chinese porcelain (T1-26);
B: blue transfer print (T1-
59); C: blue transfer print
(T1-20); D: blue painted
(T1-24); E: creamware (T1-
44); F: polychrome painted
(early palette) (T1-11); G:
earthenware (T1-5); H:
glazed red earthenware
(T1-74); 1: brass scrap (T1-
19); J: black bottle glass (T1-
1); K: pipe stem (T1-67).

N
\./'

Figure 8. Thomas 2 Artifacts. A:
creamware (T2-48); B: blue
painted (T2-20); C: blue painted
Chinese porcelain (T2-60); D:
blade gunflint (T2-55); E: white
glass seed bead (T2-22); F: spall
gunflint (T2-47); G: brass scrap
(T2-10); H: pipe stem (T2-54).
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Figure 9. Thomas 3 Artifacts.
A: blue transfer print (24); B:
creamware (1); C: gilded brass
button (34); D: lead musket
ball (3); E: brass scrap (7); F:
blade gunflint (6); G: brick
fragment (31)

Figure 10. Thomas 4 Artifacts. A: polychrome painted (early palette) (21); B: creamware (14); C: glazed
red earthenware (7); D: spall gunflint (IF2); E: tobacco pipe stem (18); F: iron file (IF5).
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Figure 11. Thomas 1, 2, 3, and 4 Worked Glass. A: window glass scraper (T1-14); B: window glass
scraper (T1-66); C: window glass scraper (T2-35); D: window glass scraper (T2-57); E: black bottle glass
scraper (T2-18); F: window glass scraper (T2-58); G: window glass scraper (T3-32); H: window glass
scraper (T3-49); I: black bottle glass scraper (T3-57); J: window glass scraper (T3-10); K: window glass
scraper (T4-22); L: window glass scraper (T4-5); M: black bottle glass scraper (T4-10). Arrows indicate
location of retouched or utilized edges.

Recovered artifacts suggest an early 19" century date for the Thomas loci. Median thickness of
window glass from the Thomas loci (ranging from 1.0 to 1.4mm) indicates 1790-1820 construction
and occupation dates for the cabins (pre-1820 era sites in southern Ontario typically have mean
window glass thicknesses less than 1.4 mm [Weiland 2009]). The refined earthenware ceramics
are entirely creamware or pearlware sherds with percentages of creamware and pearlware sherds
ranging from 30-70% and 70-30% respectively, indicating a 1780-1810 date (Kenyon
1988a,1988b). The presence of Chinese porcelain indicates a pre-1800 occupation. Overall,
artifacts date the Thomas loci of Vansickle 1 to 1790-1820.
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Thickness | Thomas 1 | Thomas 2 | Thomas 3 | Thomas 4 | <Table 3. Unmodified
(mm) (n) (n) (n) (n) Window Glass Thickness at
0.9 3 Thomas Loci, Vansickle 1 Site.
1.0 4
11 1 3 In summary, Vansickle 1
(AgHa-19) is a multi-
12 2 2 component  site: Early
1.3 3 2 Archaic, Middle Archaic,
1.4 1 1 Late Archaic camps, Princess
15 1 Point settlement, and a ca.
16 1 1 1790-1815  Six  Nations
' (Delaware and  possibly
1.7 1 short-term Cayuga/Auquaga)
1.8 1 1 settlement (based on
19 nineteenth century maps and
: historic artifact date and
2.0 ! distribution).
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Figure 12. Detail from Map of Six Nation Lands and Settlements by Augustus Jones, 1793. Photocopy of
map provided by David Faux to John Triggs (Dept. of Archaeology and Heritage Studies, WLU).
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Figure 13. Detail from Map of the Six Nation Lands and Settlements by William Chewett, Oct. 23, 1794.
Photocopy of map provided by David Faux to John Triggs (Dept. of Archaeology and Heritage Studies,
WLU).

DELAWARE SETTLEMENT ON THE GRAND RIVER

At the time of European contact in the late 16th century, the Delaware (Lunaapeew) occupied the
Atlantic coast and inland along the Hudson and Delaware river valleys in what is now eastern
portions of the states of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware. They are Algonquian
speakers with originally two main dialect groups: Unami- Unalachtigo and Munsee (Goddard
1978). Over the course of the 17" and 18" centuries, they experienced epidemics of European
disease and forced relocation inland to central and western Pennsylvania and northern Ohio.
During the American Revolutionary War, several hundred Delaware living in central and western
Pennsylvania joined Six Nations as allies of the British. Their settlements were razed by American
soldiers in 1779 and over 500 hundred sought refuge at Fort Niagara and in three multi-nation
villages (Loyal Village [Lewiston], Issioha [Buffalo Creek], Kadaragaras [Cattaraugus]) just east
of the Niagara River (Kjellberg 1985:11). At the end of the war in 1783 (but perhaps as early as
1779 [Faux 2002:45]), (probably partly motivated by the 1782 massacre of 92 Delaware at
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Gnadenhutten in Ohio, rumour of impending attack by U.S. army, and the desire for more security
in uncontested British lands in Ontario), almost 400 Delaware moved west of the Niagara River to
settle on the lower stretches of the Grand River (between Dunnville and Caledonia), as depicted
on a 1783 map and as noted in historical documents (Faux 2002:45; Hill 2017:146-147; Kjellberg
1985:36-37; Triggs 2013). In September of 1783, 395 Delaware were living on the Grand River,
between Cayuga and York, as well as 69 Nanticoke, 32 Cayuga and seven Oneida. Most of the
Grand River Delaware migrated from the predominantly Seneca-Cayuga-Onondaga village at
Buffalo Creek (Kjellberg 1985:13). Based on 1785 census records, however, there were only 231
Delaware on the Grand River — implying that 164 Delaware had left the Grand River, probably in
1784, to establish the Thames River Muncey settlement near London, Ontario (Kjellberg 1985:13-
16).
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Figure 14. Detail from A map of the province of Upper Canada, describing all the new settlements,
townships, &c.: with the countries adjacent, from Quebec to Lake Huron. David William Smyth, published
by William Faden 1813 Printed map. "Compiled, at the request of His Excellency Major General John G.
Simcoe, First Lieutenant Governor, by David William Smyth Esqgr. Surveyor General." Originally published
"April 12th. 1800"; "second edition 1813." From McMaster University, Digital Archive.
https://digitalarchive.mcmaster.ca/islandora/object/macrepo%3A31139

The Six Nations (Haudenosaunee) settled on the lower Grand River in the winter/ spring of 1784-
1785. Late 18™ century survey notes and maps indicate that there were two Delaware villages on
the east bank of the Grand River in 1791-1800, one near the town of Cayuga and the other just
upriver from the town of Onondaga, southeast of Brantford (Chewett 1794; Johnston 1964:125-
126; Jones 1791,1793, 1795; Smyth 1813). In 1810-11, census records list two Delaware groups
— “Delawars” (216-230 people) and “Delawar Aaron” (73 people) (Johnston 1964:281). In the fall
of 1816, reference is made to an impending move of “Delaware Arons Party” to “Moravian town”
(Johnston 1964:284) or Fairfield village, west of London, Ontario, that was rebuilt in 1815 after
its destruction by the Americans in 1813 during the War of 1812 (Ferris 2009:106; Kjellberg
1985:72). It is unclear if this move actually happened.


https://digitalarchive.mcmaster.ca/islandora/object/macrepo%3A31139
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Figure 15. Detail from William Chewitt, Senior Surveyor & Draughtsman, A MAP of the LOCATED
DISTRICTS in the PROVINCE OF UPPER CANADA, Describing all the New Settlements, Townships, &c. with
the adjacent Frontiers, Compiled and Corrected From the latest Surveys in the Surveyor General’s

Office. London: William Faden, Jan. 1, 1813. From University of Toronto, Map & Data Library. Available
on-line. https://maps.library.utoronto.ca/cgi-bin/metadata_files.pl?idnum=2675&title=A+map+of+the+located+

districts+in+the+Province+of+Upper+Canada+describing+all+the+new+settlements,+townships,+&c.+with+the+ad
jacent+frontiers,+compiled+and+corrected,+from+the+latest+surveys+in+the+Surveyor+General+

Based on historical evidence, the Delaware village closest to Brantford was probably occupied by
Delaware Aaron’s Party. Delaware Aaron was a Captain in the British army during the American
Revolutionary War and served as an interpreter at Fort Niagara (Calloway 1995:150). He is listed
as a Delaware Chief in 1797 (Johnston 1964:122). The Delaware Aaron village housed 48 people
in 1785 and 73 in 1810-1811. According to surveyor notes of Thomas Welch (1796) and Augustus
Jones (1797), this Delaware village was situated “about five miles below the Mohawk village.”
Using Google Earth’s distance measurement tool, and proceeding downriver from Mohawk
village, taking into account the overland portage across the neck of the oxbow, the Vansickle 1
site is 13 km paddling distance from Mohawk village. As the crow flies, however, the distance
between Mohawk village and the Vansickle 1 site is 7.8 km — almost exactly five miles. The
overland distance measurement is most likely what was used in the surveyor notes. Augustus
Jones’s 1791, 1793. and 1795 maps (Figure 12) and William Chewett’s 1794 map (Figure 13)
place the Delaware Aaron village just west of a major tributary (Fairchild’s Creek) and east of a
smaller unnamed stream (likely one of the coldwater streams bordering Vansickle 1). In summary,
surveyor notes and maps place Delaware Aaron’s village at the location of the Vansickle 1 site.
The Delaware appear to have abandoned the Vansickle 1 site around 1813. An 1813 and 1821 map
depict no Delaware village upriver from Fairchild’s Creek, but a Delaware village appears on the
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same maps at the mouth of Big Creek (Figure 15 and Figure 19), downriver from Middleport,
suggesting a move of Delaware Aaron’s village downriver in 1813.

\ \ l’l nr 2%01”'“ 4
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Figure 16. Detail from Map of the Niagara District in Upper Canada by Lieutenant W. A. Nesfield drawn
partly from Survey & from documents obtained from the Q: Mr. Gen.ls Department. 1815. (north is to
bottom of the map). Source: Map, Data & GIS Library, Brock University

https://dr.library.brocku.ca/handle/10464/10491

DELAWARE AARON’S VILLAGE

Based on the ratio of creamware/pearlware sherds, presence of Chinese porcelain, and median
thickness of window glass, the Thomas loci of the Vansickle 1 site date ca. 1790-1820. Given what
we know from historical records and maps, Delaware Aaron’s Village matches the location of the
Vansickle 1 site and was inhabited by Delaware people from 1791 to 1813.

Settlement Patterns

The four Thomas loci at Vansickle 1 are interpreted as the footprints and debris fields of four
cabins occupied ca. 1790-1820. In the late 18" and early 19" century, the Delaware lived in log
cabins occupied by “single extended families (i.e., parents, children, grandparents, unmarried
relations)” (Ferris 2009:88). Based on Wilfrid Jury’s archaeological excavations at Fairfield
village (1792-1813), there were essentially two styles of Delaware log cabins (Jury and Jury
2006:16). The majority of the cabins had an average size of 3.5 x 4 m, with an earthen floor and
central hearth (presumably with a smoke hole in the centre of the roof), and side storage pits, with
few nails and other architectural hardware, and no window glass. Other larger cabins (6.5 x 5 m)
also had central hearths, but probably contained plank floors, root cellars, and glass windows
(Ferris 2009:88). In addition to Fairfield, there are descriptions of Delaware houses and settlements
in Pennsylvania and Ohio from the 1760s-1770s. Influenced by Moravian missionaries, late 18™
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century Delaware cabins were of hewn log construction with dovetailed corners, windows,
chimneys, and shingle roofs (Brown 2000:24-25).
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Figure 17. Detail from Plan of the central part of the Province of Upper Canada shewing the seat of war

in the years 1812, 1813, & 1814. James G. Chewett 1819. Brock University, Map, Data & GIS Library
https://dr.library.brocku.ca/handle/10464/10570

In the late 18" century, Haudenosaunee and other allied Indigenous peoples living in Pennsylvania,
New York State, and Ohio (e.g., Delaware) lived mostly in dispersed settlements, tethered closely
to creeks, rivers, and lakeshores. Settlements or “villages” were a series of individual cabins,
widely spaced and stretched along a river for a kilometre or more (Elliott 1977; Jordan 2008:178-
180). Even in rare nucleated settlements, like Mohawk Village, archaeological survey has
demonstrated that houses were arranged linearly along the riverbank, separated by 50-100 metres
or more from one another (Ferris 2009:144).

The cabin footprints at the Vansickle 1 site are arranged parallel to the river (10-30 m from the
water’s edge) and separated from one another by 60-90 metres (using centre point of artifact
scatters) - a relatively nucleated settlement. All of the Thomas loci produced small quantities of
thin window glass but no nails or architectural hardware. Thomas 3 produced a number of small
brick fragments, possibly indicative of a brick hearth foundation. The archaeological evidence
suggests that four log cabins were located between two coldwater streams at Vansickle 1. If each
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locus at Vansickle 1 represents the remains of a single cabin that housed a family of Delaware
Aaron villagers, the recorded village population of 48-73 people implies that other cabins must
have existed. Based on six to eight people per cabin, this means another five cabins have yet to be
discovered. Survey of ploughed fields north of the Vansickle 1 site in 2003 produced no late 18"/
early 19" century artifacts. And fields south of the site were not under cultivation and no shovel
testing was carried out. If there are additional undiscovered cabins, they are probably located south
of the site and southernmost coldwater stream.

|

Figure 18. Detail from A map of the located districts in the province of Upper Canada [cartographic
material] : describing all the new settlements, townships, &c. with the adjacent frontiers / compiled and
corrected from the latest surveys in the Surveyor General's Office by William Chewett, senior surveyor &
draughtsman ; under the direction of Francis Gore, Esqr., Lieutenant Governor &c &c, to whom this map
is most respectfully inscribed by William Faden. London, William Faden, 1821. Source: Map and Data
Library, University of Toronto https://mdl.library.utoronto.ca/collections/scanned-maps/map-located-

districts-province-upper-canada-describing-all-new-0

Subsistence

Archaeological evidence for subsistence at the Delaware Aaron Village is lacking — only a small
number of mammal bone fragments were recovered, most of them too small for species
identification and no carbonized plant remains were found. The large mammal bone fragments in
the collection are probably either deer or pig. Nonetheless, historical accounts in the late 18" and
early 19" century tell us that the Delaware diet was a mix of agricultural produce (maize, beans,
squash, potato), domestic livestock (mostly pig), wild game, fish, berries, nuts, and maple sugar
(Ferris 2009:97-103). The Delaware Aaron Village was perfectly situated across from a fertile
floodplain on the west side of the river, still farmed today. The Grand River would have been an


https://mdl.library.utoronto.ca/collections/scanned-maps/map-located-districts-province-upper-canada-describing-all-new-0
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excellent source of fish, predominantly sucker, walleye, and freshwater drum (Berg 2005a, 2005b)
[On one of the days of the surface collection of Vansickle 1 in June 2003, there were two Six
Nations men fishing and watching the fieldcrew with some interest]. Widespread oak savanna in
the Brant County area, recorded in 1830s land surveys by Lewis Burwell, would have offered
excellent deer hunting. The large tracts of uncleared Carolinian forest in the region would have
supplied ample quantities of berries, nuts, and maple sugar.
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Figure 19. Detail from Grand River Indian Lands. Plan showing the LANDS granted to the SIX NATION
INDIANS, situated on each side of the GRAND RIVER, or OUSE, commencing on LAKE ERIE, Containing
about 674,910 Acres. Thomas Ridout 1821. Source: Wikimedia Commons,
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Thomas Ridout map of Grand River Indian Lands, 1821.jpg

Material Culture

Refined earthenware ceramics include creamware, pearlware and porcelain sherds. The ceramics
are highly fragmented and only four vessel types could be identified from rim sherds, insufficient
sample size for making any inferences on inexpensive vs. expensive wares or foodways (see
Beaudoin 2019:96-112; Ferris 2009:155-163). Nonetheless, based on decorative type sherd counts,
it is obvious that the majority of the refined ceramics at the VVansickle 1 site are inexpensive wares
— creamware and painted (blue and polychrome — early palette). No edged ceramics were
identified. Interestingly, some expensive wares were found — blue transfer print and Chinese
porcelain, but in small quantities (10% of ceramic assemblage). Overall, the refined ceramics from
Vansickle 1 do not tell us much about the socio-economic status or daily diet of the Delaware who
lived there ca. 1790-1815, but the overwhelming majority of plain creamware and pearlware sherds
(likely plate fragments) suggest a very high plate:saucer ratio, comparable to downriver Cayuga
households like Betsey Styers and some poorer settler sites (Beaudoin 2019:100; Kenyon 1986).
In summary, the refined ceramics from the Thomas loci at Vansickle 1 speak more about the
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available ceramic stocks from local merchants, not so much the personal preference or consumer
choice of Delaware families. Prior to the War of 1812, refined ceramics would have been difficult
to find in the Brantford area, particularly expensive wares, and Indigenous households on the
Grand River may simply have purchased what was available, regardless of price (Ferris 2009:157;
Kenyon 1992).

Figure 20. Detail from A Map of the Located Districts in the Province of Upper Canada, Describing all the
New Settlements, Townships, &c. with the adjacent Frontiers, Compiled and Corrected, From the latest
Surveys in the Surveyor General's Office By William Chewitt, Senior Surveyor & Draughtsman. London,
April 5th, 1825. https://www.raremaps.com/gallery/detail/58344/a-map-of-the-located-districts-in-the-province-

of-upper-cana-chewitt

Table 4. Ceramic Decorative Types for Thomas Loci.

Ceramic Type Thomas 1 | Thomas 2 | Thomas 3 | Thomas 4
Creamware (plain) 28 14 7 3
Creamware (sprigware — moulded) 1
Pearlware (plain) 11 4 2 6
Pearlware (painted - blue) 3 2 1
Pearlware (painted — polychrome 3 3 1
early palette)

Pearlware (blue transfer print) 5 1 1

Chinese porcelain (blue painted) 1 1

Totals 51 25 10 12
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Table 5. Ceramic Vessel Types for Thomas Loci.

Ceramic Type Thomas 1 | Thomas2 | Thomas 3
Creamware (plain) 1 plate 1 plate
Pearlware (painted - blue) 1 bowl

Chinese porcelain (blue painted) 1 cup

Total vessels 1 2 1

Glass artifacts can be divided into unmodified and worked categories. Unmodified glass includes
35 window glass, two black bottle, two clear bottle, one amber bottle, and five pieces of tableware.
It is likely that the clear and amber bottle and even some of the tableware glass post-date the
Delaware occupation. There is a relatively large inventory of worked glass at the Vansickle 1 site.
Except for worked pieces of thin window glass (i.e., less than 1.5 mm thickness [n=14]) and
possibly black bottle glass [n=7], the majority of the worked glass (and stoneware and porcelain)
[n=27] dates to the late 19" century. Worked glass is a common find on the banks of the Grand
River, particularly in association with early 19" century archaeological sites. At another multi-
component site (Princess Point and early 19" century Cayuga village) in Brantford, Eagles Nest
(AgHb-257), over 100 glass tools were found, most of them dating to the late 19" century (Warrick
2009).

Four well-used gunflints were collected, two spall and two blade flints. Dimensions are relatively
uniform and fit the measurements for use in a rifle or “single gun” (smoothbore shotgun), except
for the Thomas 3 gunflint whose thickness is that of a musket flint (Hunt 1993; Leudtke 1999).
Spall gunflints were replaced by blade gunflints ca. 1800 and become rare on post-1800 sites in
the Northeast (Honerkamp and Harris 2005:105). The mix of spall and blade gunflints reflects the
1790-1815 age estimate for the Thomas loci at Vansickle 1. In addition to gunflints, two lead balls
were found, but one was flattened and the other measured 13.7mm in diameter or 0.54 calibre. The
calibre of the bores of British or English-Pattern trade rifles ca. 1780-1820 range from 0.48-0.63
inches (Shumway 1985). The most common calibre of rifle used in the American Revolutionary
War is 0.54 inches (Whitacre 2013). Rifles were preferred by Indigenous hunters and warriors in
the Northeast in late 18" and early 19" century (Benn 1998:74; Shumway 1985:19). The Delaware
gained a reputation as dedicated warriors during the American Revolution and War of 1812
(Calloway 1995; Benn 1998).

Table 6. Gunflints from Vansickle 1.

Provenience Gunflint type Length (mm) | Width (mm) Thickness (mm)
Thomas 2-47 spall (grey) 25.0 21.3 8.4

Thomas 2-55 blade (black) 23.6 22.0 7.2

Thomas 3-6 blade (grey-black) | 25.2 23.4 11.8

Thomas 4 IF-2 spall (grey) 21.8 20.3 8.2

White clay pipes are represented by 12 stem and 3 bowl fragments. One bowl fragment bears the
initials “TD”. No makers marks are present, so little can be said about the pipes as temporal
markers. Most of the pipe fragments were found at Thomas 1 and Thomas 2 loci.
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No trade silver jewellery was found, a little unusual as trade silver was a common gift from the
British government prior to 1830 (Ferris 2009:154-155). Only one white glass embroidery bead
was observed, but this is not surprising as no hands-and-knees surface survey was conducted of
the Thomas loci. At the late 18" century Bellamy site, for instance, occupied by the SW Ojibway,
an intensive hands and knees surface collection of the site after deep ploughing yielded over 30
glass embroidery beads, but only two beads had been recovered in previous non-intensive surface
surveys (Ferris et al. 1985:7).

CONCLUSION: INDIGENOUS PERSISTENT PLACES ON THE GRAND RIVER

The four loci of post-contact artifacts identified in 2003 from surface collection of the Vansickle
1 site (AgHDb-19) are interpreted as the footprints of log cabins occupied ca. 1790-1815 by
households of Delaware Aaron’s Party. Despite relatively low artifact yields from surface
collection in 2003, the type and diversity of items recovered is characteristic of a pre-War of 1812
Indigenous settlement. Historical maps and other documents link the location of Delaware
Aaron’s village (1791-1813) to the Vansickle 1 site. In fact, there is little doubt about the historical
identity of the early 19" century Indigenous inhabitants of the Vansickle 1 site.

It is noteworthy that the Delaware Aaron village was built on top of a series of earlier Indigenous
camps and a Princess Point settlement, not an uncommon occurrence on the Grand River. A
number of late 18"/early 19 century Six Nations settlements overlap earlier occupations,
particularly Princess Point villages (e.g., Middleport, Eagles Nest) (Warrick 2009). Repeated
Indigenous use of key locations in the Grand River watershed (characterized by proximity to
coldwater streams, prime fishing locales, deer yarding areas, wetlands, fertile soils and
floodplains), documented archaeologically, is a reminder that persistence of place is tied to
stability of the Grand River and its ecological niches over millennia (Tincombe 2020; Warrick
2004). Between 1780 and 1850, the Haudenosaunee (including Delaware) simply mapped onto the
Grand River using their Indigenous knowledge of the optimal location for establishing a
settlement. Even decades after the forced relocation of the Haudenosaunee onto the Six Nations of
the Grand River Reserve in the late 1840s and early 1850s, late 19" and early 20" century worked
glass concentrations at the locations of early 19" century Haudenosaunee settlements demonstrates
a continuing Indigenous relationship with and use of important resource-rich loci of the Grand
River. In fact, the two Six Nations men fishing opposite the Vansickle 1 site in June 2003 attest to
an inherent understanding of the Grand River as an Indigenous landscape that is thousands of years
old.
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The Springer Site: The Archaeology of the Home of
Mohawk Chief Daniel Springer

by Gary Warrick

In the summer of 2003, archaeological survey was conducted of select areas of Brant County as
part of the Davisville Archaeological Project, funded by a research grant from Social Sciences and
Humanities Research Council of Canada. The survey was designed to locate sites occupied by
members of the Haudenosaunee (Six Nations) Confederacy in the late 18" and early 19" century.
One of the discovered sites visited is the Springer site (AgHa-105) which is interpreted as the
remains of the home of Daniel Springer, a Mohawk Chief who died in 1849 (Faux 2002:36). This
paper presents the archaeological and historical evidence of Chief Daniel Springer’s home
occupied ca. 1830-1849.

SPRINGER SITE (AGHA-105)

The Springer site (AgHa-105) is located in Onondaga Township, Brant County. The site is in a
ploughed field, bordered on the southwest side by a small stream that exits into the Grand River
120 m to the southeast of the site (Figure 1 and 2). The ploughed field on which the site lies is
bordered on the east by a steep riverbank and is perched five metres above the surface of the Grand
River. The site is just north of the Vansickle 1 site (AgHa-19) (reported in the first article of this
issue of KEWA). When the surface collection was made in June 2003, corn was sprouting on the
field with excellent surface visibility (Figure 3). The ploughed field was walked at a two to three
metre interval beginning at the edge of the field and extending 50 metres north-south and 50 metres
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east-west from the centre of the artifact scatter in the ploughed field. Site matrix is a medium
brown silt loam.

Surface collection yielded only 70 post-contact artifacts and a single pre-contact artifact (one
pottery microsherd) (Table 1). The post-contact artifacts are concentrated within a 40 m (E-W) x
20 m (N-S) area, or 800 square metres (Figure 4). The artifact sample contains mostly ceramics,
either refined earthenware (n=39) or red earthenware (n=15). Few glass artifacts were found — just
three glass tableware sherds. Two pieces of window glass (1.1/1.2mm thickness), a clay pipe bowl
fragment, and one cut nail were also found (Figure 5). An interesting feature of the artifact
assemblage is a number of worked glass and red earthenware sherds. There are two window glass
scrapers, one bottle glass scraper, and two table glass scrapers (one is a pressed glass piece), and
four red earthenware scrapers. The pressed glass scraper and one of the window glass scrapers (2.1
mm in thickness) post-date the Springer cabin occupation (Figure 6). Other worked glass and
stoneware sherds were located east of the Springer site, at the river edge of the ploughed field. A
total of 10 artifacts (two window glass, two amethyst bottle glass, two black bottle glass, three
stoneware sherds, and a brick fragment) was located 50 metres east of the Springer site close to
the eastern edge of the ploughed field at the bank edge of the Grand River. The artifacts were noted
as isolated finds and were distributed over a 30 m x 20 m area and labelled as Springer Camp in
the field notes. Two window glass scrapers (1.9 mm and 2.1 mm thick), one amethyst bottle glass
scraper, and a possible stoneware sherd scraper were identified (Figure 7). The amethyst glass
scraper dates to the late 19" century, as do the window glass scrapers. Glazed stoneware is also an
indicator of a late 19" century use of the area. It is suggested here that most of the worked glass
and stoneware artifacts post-date the main occupation of the Springer site.

SITE DATING

The artifacts of the Springer site relate to a Six Nations occupation. Lewis Burwell, land surveyor,
recorded a cabin on an 1839 map of Onondaga Township and in his 1838 field notes, providing
the name of the occupant, Chief Daniel Springer [aka David Spring; Daniel Spring], who held 20
acres of land north of the stream where the site is located (Figure 8). The refined earthenware
ceramics are primarily whiteware sherds and decorated types on whiteware (e.g., blue transfer,
pink/red transfer, late polychrome painted, blue edged, and dipt/banded), with only a few
pearlware sherds (blue painted, green edged), and no white granite ware, indicating a mid 1830s —
1850 date for the site (Kenyon 1987), entirely in line with the historical survey maps and records
of Lewis Burwell and 1849 date of death of Daniel Springer (Faux 2002:36). Three window glass
sherds (two unworked and one worked) are 1.1-1.2mm thick, suggesting a pre-1830 age for
construction of the cabin (Weiland 2009). Most artifacts from the Springer Camp to the west of
the Springer site post-date 1850 (e.g., amethyst bottle glass and thick window glass — 1.9/2.1mm)
and are unrelated to the mid-19" century Daniel Springer occupation.

CHIEF DANIEL SPRINGER’S HOME

Except for being listed as a Mohawk chief on an August 25, 1824 lease document, Lewis Burwell’s
maps and notes from 1838-1839, and a burial entry dated Nov. 9, 1849 (Burwell 1838, 1839; Faux
2002:36,44), little is known of Chief Daniel Springer’s life. He lived to 104 years of age, so he
was born in 1745 and presumably fought on the side of the British in the American Revolutionary
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Figure 1. Location of Springer site (AgHa-105). (adapted from Grand River Conservation Authority map
https://www.grandriver.ca/en/our-watershed/resources/Documents/Map Watershed Poster.pdf)

War in his 30s. Burwell notes that Daniel Springer was a Mohawk chief. In the 1824 lease
document, Chief Springer is listed with other Haudenosaunee chiefs, including Thomas Davis —
the Mohawk leader of the Davisville settlement (Beaudoin 2019:40-42). When surveyor Lewis
Burwell recorded his cabin and 20 acres of land in 1838, Chief Springer was in his 90s. The limited
sample of artifacts collected from the Springer site (precisely where Burwell records his cabin on
the 1839 map [Figure 8]) offers a hazy glimpse of Chief Springer’s final years of life. Please note
that the Springer site (presumed location of Chief Springer’s cabin) is described below separately
from the Springer Camp locus, a scatter of material that post-dates the Springer site by 30-40 years.

SETTLEMENT PATTERNS
The area of the Springer site surface scatter is about 800 m?, similar in size to artifact scatters

associated with Mohawk village and presumed to be the footprints of single household cabins and
surface middens (Ferris 2009:144). Three pieces of thin window glass (1.2mm or less) and a cut
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nail are the only architectural items found at the site. If Chief Daniel Springer’s house was a log
cabin (which most likely it was judging from the lack of nails and other architectural hardware), it
would have been about five metres by five metres in size, built of squared logs with dovetailed
corners, a central door and perhaps only one window. Presumably, it also had a plank floor and a
root cellar, like the Mohawk cabins at Mohawk village and Davisville (Beaudoin 2019:43-46;
Ferris 2009:146-147). Studies of Six Nations log cabins from the late 18" and first half of the 19"
century, using observations from historical records and extant cabins, demonstrate common
features: walls of squared logs, single room and rectilinear floor plan, a central front door (and
sometimes a back door opposite), windows at front of house, gable-end fireplace, and wall
dimensions varying from 3.7 to 6.1 m [12-20 feet] (Brown 2000; Kocik 2017). A loft above the
main living room was the sleeping area. The cabin was sited adjacent to a coldwater stream and
set back from the bank of the Grand River by 100 metres. For a Mohawk Chief, Daniel Springer
lived in a very modest house.

&Table 1. Artifacts from Springer site (AgHa-105)

Artifact . n % and Springer Camp Locus.

Meals-Kitchen 62 76.5

Refined earthenware 39 SUBSISTENCE

Red earthenware

Stoneware 2 Archaeological evidence for the diet of Chief
Bottle glass (unworked) | 3 Daniel Springer is lacking — only one small
Table glass (unworked) 3 mammal bone fragment was recovered.
Architecture 4 5.0 Nonetheless, historical accounts in the early
Window glass (unworked) | 2 19" century tell us that the Haudenosaunee diet
Cut nail 1 was a mix of agricultural produce (maize,
Brick 1 beans, squash, potato), domestic livestock
Personal 1 1.2 (mostly pig), wild game (deer), fish, berries,
Tobacco pipe 1 nuts, and maple sugar (Ferris 2009:137-150).
Miscellaneous 13 16.1 Part of Chief Springer’s 20 acres of land was
Worked glass 8 likely being farmed by someone else, as Chief
Worked stoneware/red 5 Springer would have been in his 90s when
earthenware Lewis Burwell made his 1838 survey. Also, if
Faunal Remains 1 1.2 there was any livestock on his farm, it most
Totals 81 100.0 likely would have been pig (Ferris 2009:159).

MATERIAL CULTURE

Refined earthenware ceramics recovered from the site are predominantly decorated whiteware
(edged, polychrome painted, and blue transfer print). The ceramics are highly fragmented and only
seven vessel types could be identified from rim sherds, insufficient sample size for making any
inferences on inexpensive vs. expensive wares or foodways (see Beaudoin 2019:96-112; Ferris
2009:155-163). Nonetheless, based on decorative type sherd counts, 56% of decorated ceramics
at the Springer site are inexpensive wares — edged and blue and polychrome painted. Expensive
wares are almost equally represented — blue and pink/red transfer print, (44% of decorated sherds).
While this is a very small sample and not likely statistically representative of the ceramic
assemblage of the site, Chief Springer’s quantity of expensive ceramics places his household in
the centre of the distribution of expensive ceramics for other Six Nations sites of the early 19"
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century (Beaudoin 2019:100; Ferris 2009:162). Overall, however, the exceedingly small sample
of refined ceramics from the Springer site do not provide sufficiently reliable information about
the socio-economic status or daily diet of Chief Springer who lived there ca. 1830-1849.
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Figure 3. 2003 Surface Collection of the Springer Site (AgHa-105).
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Springer 1 site
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Figure 4. Artifact Distribution at Springer (AgHb-105) Site and Springer Camp Locus (IF 1-10 - worked glass
and red earthenware scrapers clustered at right-cente of map).

Glazed red earthenware is one of the most common artifact classes at the Springer site. Red
earthenware vessels were utilitarian — predominantly storage containers for milk products, maple
syrup, and preserves. Unworked glass is represented by only one bottle top stopper and two table
glass fragments — probably from tumblers. Only one plain bowl of a white clay pipe was found.
No silver jewellery or glass beads were observed at the Springer site, not entirely surprising
considering the post-1830 age of the site. The British government had discontinued annual gifts to
Six Nations and other Indigenous nations in Upper Canada after 1830 because they no longer
needed them as military allies (Ferris 2009). Silver jewellery was one of the gift items.
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Figure 5. Springer Site Artifacts. A: green edged (2); B: blue transfer print (9); C blue edged (45); D:
polychrome painted (early palette) (57); E: polychrome painted (late palette) (4); F: cut nail 48); G: glazed
red earthenware rim fragment (29).
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Figure 6. Springer Site Worked Glass and Red Earthenware Artifacts. A: window glass scraper (51); B:
window glass scraper (64); C: pressed glass scraper (64); D: window glass scraper (31); E: glazed red
earthenware scraper (23); F: glazed red earthenware scraper (40). Arrows indicate location of utilized or
retouched edges.

Lastly, there are several pieces of glazed red earthenware and bottle, table, and window glass
showing evidence of use-wear and retouched edges. However, given our age estimate for the
Springer site, not all worked artifacts are associated with the Springer site occupation. The worked
pieces that probably relate to Chief Springer are four glazed red earthenware scrapers, a scraper
made on a thin piece of window glass (1.2mm thick), an aqua bottle glass used as a scraper and
notch tool, and a table glass scraper. Two pieces of worked glass that post-date the 1849 end date
for the Springer site are a thick window glass (2.1mm) scraper and a pressed glass scraper. The
latter likely date to the Springer Camp locus, dating ca. 1870-1890.
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Figure 7. Springer Camp Locus - Worked Glass and Stoneware.A: amethyst bottle glass scraper; B: window
glass scraper; C: window glass scraper; D: stoneware scraper. Arrows indicate location of utilized or
retouched edges.

Figure 8. Location of Chief Daniel Springer’s [Chief David Spring] cabin [red arrow] on 1839 map by Lewis
Burwell. Detail from Plan of the Township of Brantford in the County of Wentworth in the District of Gore,
Together with a Portion of Adjoining Unsurrendered Lands of the Six Nations Indians, by Lewis Burwell,
Deputy Surveyor. Brantford April 6, 1839. Copy of original map on file, Brant County Museum and
Archives, Brantford.
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Table 2. Refined Ceramic Decorative Types and Vessels for Springer Site.

Ceramic Type n Vessels
Pearlware (plain) 5

Edged (green — pw) 1 1 plate
Edged (blue — ww) 3 3 plates
Painted (blue — pw) 1

Polychrome painted (late palette) 3 1 cup
Transfer print (blue) 5 1 cup; 1 saucer
Transfer print (pink/red) 2

Dipt (banded) 1

Whiteware (plain) 18

Totals 39 7

SPRINGER CAMP LOCUS

The Springer Camp locus, situated close to the high bank of the Grand River and 50 metres from
the Springer site (Figure 2 and 4), is interpreted as a ca. 1870-1890 short-term camp. Except for
one small brick fragment, all of the artifacts are glass or stoneware and four of these show evidence
of use-wear or retouched edges, interpreted as scrapers. Following Warrick (2009), the unworked
and worked pieces of glass and stoneware represent a short-term (perhaps even one day of activity)
camp, possibly a fishing site, with the scrapers used to scale fish.

CONCLUSIONS: HOME OF A MOHAWK CHIEF

The Springer site (AgHa-105) is identified as the material remains of the home of Mohawk Chief
Daniel Springer. Land surveyor Lewis Burwell’s 1838 survey notes and 1839 maps places Chief
Springer’s cabin and 20-acre parcel of land precisely at the site’s location. The surface scatter of
artifacts is mostly refined white earthenware and glazed red earthenware. A few sherds of thin
window glass and the refined earthenware ceramic types provide a relatively tight date for the site
between 1830-1850. Given that Chief Springer would have been in his late 80s-early 100s when
living in his cabin (dying at 104 years in 1849 [Faux 2002:36]), he was likely cared for by relatives
who either lived nearby and visited him regularly or who lived with him. The absence of gun parts/
gunflints/ ammunition; glass beads; buttons; smoking pipes, commonly found on other early 19%
century Mohawk cabin sites (Beaudoin 2019; Ferris 2009), suggests Chief Springer lived alone
and relied on close relatives for his daily needs. In Haudenosaunee society, Elders and especially
Confederacy Chiefs, are honoured and held in very high regard. Chief Springer obviously enjoyed
his independence but was most certainly loved and honoured by his community.
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We are grateful to the “old guard” for allowing us to complete our 2019
issues after a long delay, putting us only about 12 issues behind. And yet
another member of the “old guard” has made a contribution that we will
feature in our first 2020 release. But as always, we need more articles for
the KEWA! Our monthly on-line speaker series continues to draw very good
audiences. We are uncertain if we will be able to hold any Chapter activities
this summer or even whether the fall meetings will also have to be on ZOOM but we will
continue to update our website with the latest news. Even if we go to live meetings again in the
Fall, we may continue to broadcast them via ZOOM as well. Stay tuned....
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