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Today in Canada there are nore trained and partially
trai ned archaeol ogi sts than in any other period of our
hi story. People in all walks of |life are becom ng rapidly
aware of the new and stinulating history |lying beneath
their feet. The radio, the press, and the lecture platform
are maki ng known the new facts. In Ontario the dawn of
hi story has been pushed back 10,000 years. This increase in
our time perspective raises problems of profound
intellectual and phil osophical interest. It suggests that
we, as Canadi ans, m ght well take stock of our place in the
hi storical scheme of things. Yet, confronted with our
virtual ignorance of this 10,000 years, we may well ask
oursel ves: "Are not such problems, such specul ati ons, but
idle luxuries to occupy our |eisure noments in a world that
is characteristically nmodern and realistic, too much
confronted with Today and Tomorrow, to wonder about Yes-
terday?"

Upon first glance it would appear that the
ar chaeol ogi cal treatise possesses little of socially
significant value. The archaeol ogi st does not offer
freedom from want, or sickness, or fear. Hi s work does not
command the dignity of the doctor, the engineer, the
churchman, the judge, nor even that of the unskilled

worker. In short, the archaeol ogi st nust ask himself: "Am
| but a social parasite, preoccupied with prob-
lems of little account?" In facing this problem it is well for

t he archaeol ogist to realize that he is but one element in a
conpl ex and conplicated society, set up and maintained to
satisfy the human needs of its people. These needs are many and
varied, and the archaeol ogi st nust decide where his

contri bution can be made most constructively. Therein lies his
hope for encouragement and support. Just as we cannot i nsi st

t hat everyone be interested in baseball and cocktail bars, so
we should recognize that archaeology will not appeal to all. If
t he archaeol ogi st can clearly recognize this he will avoid the
frustration acconpanying the response of di si nterest and even
ridicule. The archaeol ogi st nust recogni ze his place in
society, and be prepared to state it honestly and well. Only
then can he proceed to his ultimate goals. In order to do this
he must know, and be clearly convinced of, the contribution he
can make, a contribution which has reference to human needs and
human val ues.



Ar chaeol ogy nmakes a contribution on four distinct |evels;
for conveni ence of discussion we have delimted these as the
aesthetic, historical, scientific, and applied. The nature of
each will vary according to the archaeol ogi cal area under in-
vestigation and the ability of the archaeol ogist to present his
finding in a nmeaningful way. To do this the archaeol ogi st mnust
clearly assess the strength and weakness of his own area of
investigation. Qur Present discussion is concerned with the
contribution of Canadi an archaeol ogy in general, and Ontario
archaeol ogy in particular.

There is little doubt as to the abundance and richness of
t he archaeol ogi cal remains in Canada. Ontario is perhaps the
richest of all, but it is unfortunately w thout great aesthetic
appeal . The Ontario archaeol ogi st would do well to recognize that
the Ontario prehistoric Indian was but a "dauber in clay" in
conparison wwth the ceramc and architectural grandeur of the
anci ent Aztec, haya, and the Inca. The archaeol ogi cal search for
art objects would lead us to G eece and Ronme, to the conpl ex
civilizations of native Anerica, not to Ontario. Ontario's
aboriginal art is not wwthout interest, but it holds very little
aest hetic appeal for our culture.

Hi storically, however, Ontario has nuch nore to offer. W
possess a virtually unknown history of 10,000 years. Ve know only
the last few centuries of this period in any detail. Based upon the
witings of traders, mssionaries, and mlitary nen, Ontari o has
one of the finest docunmentary histories of that crucial period
dealing with the early contact of the Indians and the Wite Nan.
Vith one or two brilliant exceptions this period has been largely
over |l ooked by orthodox historians. Ve are convinced that
archaeol ogy has and will serve a useful purpose in both
suppl ementing and enriching the story handed down
to us by early chroniclers. W may even suspect that scientific
ar chaeol ogi cal research and excavati on nmay correct sonme of their

errors. Such work will fill out our know edge of the historic and
| ate prehistoric Iro9oian and Al gonquin tribes in Ontario. Back of
this, however, lies nearly 100 centuries of unwitten history, to

the tinme when early nmen hunted and fished al ong the beaches of
Manitoulin Island. There can be little doubt that archaeol ogy has
a spectacul ar and inportant history to tell. But the

ar chaeol ogi st nust face up to the question:”Who is really
interested in history?”

The socially significant assunption underlying historical study is that
“we learn fromthe past”. It is atruismthat we are part of all that we have
been, but we may seriously question whether our youthful Canadi an society
bel i eves that today. Canada is immersed in illusions of nodern
pr ogr essi veness and we are convi nced that contenporary hard-headed econom c
and political rationalismcan solve our problens. It woul d appear | udicrous
that we need refer to broken fragnents of pottery froma



prehi storic refuse deposit. Cne often feels that enough history
has al ready been written wi thout nmuch ultinmate effect.

| do not think it unfair to state that our high-school
history texts are woeful ly i nadequate on the problem of the Ont-
ario Indian. But need that concern us? Qur geography texts are
simlarly outnoded. It is difficult to conprehend how a nation can
allow its educational systemto proceed on a |l evel of outnoded
hal f truths. The graduating student is poorly equipped to neet the
chal | enge of an Atomic Vorld. It is obvious that archaeol ogy, as a
hi storical discipline, nust |ack support until such tinme as the
know edge of up-to-date, conprehensive historical data becones a
public social value. Until then the average Canadi an nust
partially sacrifice one of his nbst precious assets, a know edge
of his Historical tradition.

It is sel dom suggested that historical know edge serves a
deep-seated human need. Yet nothing is closer to the truth.
Hi storical understandi ng makes a very real contribution tothe
personal and national pride of every Canadian. In the re-
cognition of this fact, the archaeol ogist finds a very real
reason for being. Aprofound faith in the future can only be
built upon a deep sense and understandi ng of the past. Human
bei ngs thrive upon the secure feeling that their roots are set
deep in the soil. They are neither timd, nor reckless in the
manner of nmen without firm foundations. The archaeol ogi cal
deepeni ng of our historical perspective serves by introspection
to enhance our concept of "Canada Unlimted".

Know edge in itself is recognized as one of the greatest
def enses of the personality. Ignorance breeds sham and ned-
iocrity, know edge breeds vitality and ent husiasm Al ready
Ameri can ar chaeol ogi sts have carried out and financed arch-
aeol ogical work in Cntario. Ve welcone this interest and
activity. But it is enbarrassing to have the stranger tell you
about yourself! We nust feel somewhat crestfallen when we
realize that we have young nmen and wonen trained to do the
wor k, we have the equipnent -- but we |ack the financial
support to carry out the work ourselves. Mist we, in al
sincerity, becone increasingly dependent upon the United States
for our intellectual developnent in the historical field? It
can hardly be counted a contribution to Canadi an nationalism
Do we really care, not in ternms of dollars and cents, but in
human val ues? Creat civilizations are in part built upon a deep
sense and appreciation of the past.

Upon the scientific |evel the contribution of archaeol -
ogy is only Iimted by the facility of the mnd to nake use of
t he excavated data. _Year by year new know edge is added in
many fields. Archaeol ogy has provided nmedicine with know edge
of prehistoric tuberculosis. Know edge of prehistoric
dentition has broadened our understandi ng of dental



di seases and their causes. The archaeol ogi cal distribution of
the red fox is adding depth to the study of aninal ecol ogy.
Soil profiles derived from excavations are producing

i mportant information on problens of soil erosion and chang-
ing water levels. The contribution can be indefinitely ex-
tended; suffice it to say that archaeol ogy is nmaking an

i ncreasingly inportant contribution to our scientific know-

| edge in many fields.

The contribution of archaeol ogy at the applied level is only
gradual |y being recogni zed. Here it can play a very real part in
t he devel opnent of Canadian cultural maturity. The inpact is felt
at all levels, fromthat of the small |ocal historical society to
that of the large netropolitan nuseum W read in the daily
newspapers of gang activity and an increasingly nmenacing
del i nquency rate. This is the product of a boredom and
restlessness that is fostered by our society. Youthful m nds are
stinmul ated by a propaganda of brutality, obscenity, and viol ence.
On every side we see the demand for in-creased recreational and
educational facilities. Archaeol ogy can play an inportant part in
such a needed progranmme. One hesitates to constantly refer to the
| ead provided by our American nei ghbours, but there the union of
archaeol ogy and recreati on has been very successfully done. Nany
State parks have been established on the site of known Indian
vill ages. The story and | egends connected with the site provide
the additional inpetus to produce a healthful outing. At Starved
Rock the imagination is stinulated by the knowl edge that it was
the scene of the fanous exploits of Black Hawk. Starved Rock is
the scene of a beautiful State park; it is but one of many. W
have our own heroes; Chanplain, Brulé, Brébeuf Joseph Brant,
Deganawi dah, Tecunseh, and the | egendary H awatha. There is rea

inspiration in the words of Deganaw dah: "I w pe away the tears
fromthy face, using the fawn skin of pity ... | make it daylight
for thee ... | beautify the sky. Now shalt thou do thy thinking
in peace ..." This is solace for tired mnds and bodi es.

Canadi ans do becone tired in the great work of buil ding Canada.
How appropriate that they should relax by the side of a stream
underneath a broad sky, carried away into realns of prehistory
where the imagination is fired by the | ong past achi evenents of
an alien people. A Sunday outing beconmes not only a picnic but an
enotional and intellectual rebirth very painlessly achieved.
There are such sites within easy reach of all Ontario cities,
towns, and villages. Nanv have al ready been destroyed and built
upon by the expandi ng netropolis. Archaeol ogi cal excavations
shoul d be part of a national plan for recreation and
conservati on

A programre of recreation and conservati on grades by
stages into one of travel and publicity. The application of
archaeol ogy is evident. The actual excavation work itself att-
racts many visitors. The devel opnment of snall |ocal nuseuns
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adds to the interest and appeal of any area. -- There is added a
further reason for going and seeing. Ontario already possesses
one of the very finest nuseuns in North America, but our efforts
must not cease here. It becones yearly nore inportant to be able
to point wwth pride to our Canadi an achievenent in the fields of
cultural attainnent.

The problemis evident. We are on the threshold of arch-
aeol ogi cal devel opnent. Current demands hang heavy upon us. We
have a responsibility to our trained students. Unl ess we can
pl ace them they nust fall into the inevitable pattern of
mgration to the United States. At the sane time we nust neet the
chall enge of American infiltration on its own | evel. Noreover
there is, nost inportant, of all, a public demand for
ar chaeol ogi cal work, a demand which can rationally be solved by a
| ong term programre worked out by | ocal and provincial interests.
Ontario, as the richest province in our dom nion, nust feel a
responsibility in providing the |eadership towards a Canada proud
of her historical and cultural heritage, a country which can take
her place in the brotherhood of nations, a place determ ned by
cul tural achi evenent as well as econom c and political
consi derations. The archaeol ogi st nmust be aware of his place in
this devel opment; by the nature of his work he is not only a
scientist, but a public servant. He nust share in the
responsibility of keeping the mnds of his fellow citizens to
their mark, the devel opnment of a mature set of social val ues
appropriate to an atomc worl d.
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