Preface

This research guide is intended to aid the archaeological
student in the study and interpretation of Ioquois pottery
castellations found in Ontario. We have felt it was essential to define
castellation "types." Once these typos have been determined, we
present the reader with a discussion of their distribution as they
occur upon the sites described by the late William J. Wintemberg of
the National Museum of Canada. This involves his work at the Uren,
Middleport, Lawson, Roebuck, and Sidey-Mackay village sites (see
list of references used). Those sites form the initial framework for
our analysis.They represent a fairly diversified distribution both in
time and space. Uren, Middleport, and Lawson represent a
developmental series in southwestern Ontario. Roebuck affords
clues to types found in eastern Ontario. All these sites are
prehistoric. Sidey-Mackay Site is a historic contact-period site in
Simcoe County, north central Ontario. Our initial study and
definition of types is based, then, upon those five sites.

Once this initial description has been carried out, information
is added from a study of eight additional sites. This material comes
from a survey of unpublished material and data. Those include the
Pound, Downsview, Black Creek, McKenzie, Aurora, Benson, Cahiague
and Hardrock Sites . This data considerab)y hroadens both our time
and space distributions of Ontario castellations.

Information upon the Pound Site was obtained through the work of
Dr. Philleo Nash of the University of Toronto and the Royal Ontario Museum.
Information upon Cahiague was obtained by Professor T.F. Mcllwraith of the same
institutions. The remaining sites were excavated by the writer in
association with the aforementioned institutions.

The information gathered at these sites is then added to
the information obtained from a study of Wintemberg’s material,
just as we hope the reader will add the information for his own site (or
sites). The total distribution of types is then presented in
Chart form.

The final stage in our research guide is to draw
beginning conclusions from the distribution of the castellations as
they appear in time and space. We present what is mainly a
historical construction attempting to draw a picture of the origin,
development and inter-relationships that appear to have existed
within the Iroqois villages studied. This begins with the earliest
times at Uren and comes up to the full historic period at Cahiague.

We sincerely hope that this guide will prove a suffiently clear,
brief and understandable guide to the reader to enable him to locate
his own material in the scheme of things with a minimum of effort
and confusion.

Toronto, Canada J.N. Emerson
December, 1955



CASTELLATION DEVELOPMENT AMONG THE IROQUOIS
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Figure 1. FEATURES OF | ROQUO S VESSEL FORV

The basic features of Iroquois vessels are rim and body
sherds. The rimis a conplex entity made up of collar, throat
(or neck), and shoulder elenents. The collar has an upper
surface, liB or rimsurface, and the | ower expanded area narks
the collar base. The constricted area beneath the collar is the
throat or neck. As the vessel expands again to a point of
maxi mum di aneter, we encounter the shoulder. The portion beneath
this is the body proper. The bottom or base, of an Iroquoian
vessel is seldom noted because of its rounded, globular nature.
The pointed or peaked el evations that occur on the rinms of nmany
I roquoi s vessels are known as castell ations.
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CASTELLATI ON DEVELOPMENT AMONG THE | ROQUOI S

Perhaps no single feature of ceramics is more characteristic
and di agnostic of an Iroquoi an vessel than the pointed or Peak-
li ke elevations which occur on the rinms of the pottery vessels
(figure 1, page 1.) These appendages are shaped in sone cases
i ke pouring spouts, but there is little to |ead one to believe
that they were ever functional. Their purpose seens to be
essentially decorative. Such an elenent becomes a very useful
i ndex of cultural inter-relationships. Those fornms, technically
known as castellations, change in size and shape as Iroquoi an
culture devel ops, and, those variations are sufficiently
distinctive to act as time markers. It is with this consid-
eration in mnd that we present this brief outline of the
nature of Ontario Iroquoian castellations.

Bot h form and design elenents go into the making of a
castell ation. The forms vary within well-defined limts and produce
t he soundest basis for classification. Associ ated types of designs
are so nunmerous as to virtually defy classification, and hence are
not particularly satisfactory as diagnostics. However, as shall be
noted, there are certain design elenments which are definite enough
in time and space to serve as time markers. Our presentation of
these is simlar to that followed in discussing pipes.
Castellations follow a relatively well-marked devel oprent al
sequence. There is little doubt that the evol ution of
castellations has its beginnings back in time in the Owvasco
cul ture. Our discussion here, however, is confined to their
presence in Ontario Iroquois ceram cs where they are first
found in a rather incipient stage.

1. EARLY CASTELLATI ON FORMS

(a) The Classic Early Castellation (figure 2A, page 3.)

The earliest devel opnent of castellaitons appears to take place
in the Uren-M ddl eport area of southwestern Ontario. The classic
early formis a relatively small raised point conbined with oblique
l'ine, horizontal |ine, and punctate decoration. This particular
formis present and popular at both Uren and M ddleport. It also
achi eves sonme popularity at Lawson. At Roebuck and Si dey-Mackay it
is alnost absent, and is submerged by nuch nore diverse forns.

This type is essentially incipient” for it does not tend to
nodify to any extent either the shape or the decoration el ements
of the usual early Iroquois vessel. At a much |later date the
castell ati on beconmes a discrete element distinctive both in form
and design treatment, so that it quite noticeably alters the total
vessel appearance. It must be noted that in the early castell at-
ions there arc many which are | ess poi nted, and some are even rounded
in form stressing again their incipient nature. These do not
appear to be sufficiently distinctive, however, to set up a

speci al sub-type.

(b) Hi gh Col | ared Nubbin Castellation (figure 2B, page 3.)




(c) High Collared Pointed Cantellation (figure 3A, page 4.)

Two futher castellation forns which appear rather early are
distinctive in that they are associated with high collared vessels. These
forms - the highcollared nubbin and the high collared pointed -- are
never nunerically popular at our major sites, but appear as useful tinme
mar kers for early and internediate tine period sites.

These types of castellations are present at Lawson and M ddl eport,

they reach a peak of devel opnent at sites of the Lal onde focus in
North Sintoo County.)' It would be difficult, otherwise, to explain the
degree of formal differentiation present at even this early stage.

EARLY CASTELLATION FORMS

T O I T I I U= T R 0T, S ATt T T AT I 4 LSS ™ e m e e T e b o

¥ i

T P

s Emr e et

Figure 2A Fi gure 2B
Classic Early Castellation. Hi gh Collared Nubbi n Castellation.

1.Ridley, Frank "The Huron & Lalonde Occupation of Ontario," American Antiquity, Vol.XVII, No.
3, January 1952.
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are absent from Uren, Roebuck, and Sidey-WNackay. This distribution tends to
enhance the case for the early development of castellations in the
peninsular area. No doubt there are earlier antecedents el sewhere,
probably in New York. (Ridley's recent article would | ead us to believe that
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(d) Rolled Rim Castellation (figure 3B, page 4.)

A fourth major type is the "rolled rinm castellation. This occurs
upon a very characteristic rimformwhich in itself places restrictions upon
the associ ated design possibilities. This rolled rimis indeed a
haracteristic early form Its flaring and overhanging nature results in a
poorly defined collar area, hence the castell ations are usually
associated with relatively unconplicated design notifs. The rolled rimis
restricted to the peni nsul ar area, and M ddl eport and Lawson.

EARLY CASTELLATI ON FORMS
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Hi gh Col I ared Poi nted Rol | ed Rim Castellation.
Castell ation.




2. M DDLE PERI OD CASTELLATI ONS

(a) Conplex Throat Castellation (figure 4, page 5.)

lost early castellations are associated with relatively sinple designs
i nvol ving oblique, horizontal, and punctate el enents upon a not-too-well defined
collar. The necks of these vessels are usually plain. In the mddle period,
however, a pointed castellation is often associated with pottery show ng conpl ex
neck decorati on.

Castellations of this type are present at M ddleport and Lawson. They are
not particularly popular, nor are the designs executed with the precise artistry
to be found at later sites. They are also found at Roebuck and Si dey- Mackay, so
that the individual specinmen is not an especially good period marker. However, in
terms of nunerical popularity they appear to be a mddle period form

(b) Scal | oped Multiple Castellation (figure 5A, page 5.)
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Fi gure 4. Fi gure 5A
Conpl ex Throat Castell ation. Scal | oped Multiple Castellation.
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(c) Devel oped Multiple Castellation (figure 5B, page 6.)

Mul tiple castellations, both closely and noderatel y-cl osely spaced
toget her, are never particularly popular forns on a given site, but they
appear to have a rather central period di stribution. The cl osel y-spaced
mul tiple castellation | refer to as "scalloped nultiple, and the nore
wi del y-spaced types as devel oped nultiple castellations. The scal | oped
formis often an otherw se undecorated type. It may well have been in-
troduced fromoutside, while the developed multiple appears to be the
sinple addition by accretion of a typical |roquoian el enent.

Bot h those forns appear to have a peninsular and eastern distrib-
ution, being found at M ddl eport and Roebuck. W ntenberg points out
that no scalloped forns are present at the Lawson site. Simlarly, they
| ack any popularity at the contact period Sidey-Mckay site. Thus, the
multiple formappears to be a product of the internedi ate period when

both M ddl eport and Roebuck were influencing the gromh of Ontario
| roquoi s.

M DDLE PERI OD CASTELLATI ONS
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Fi gure 5B.

Devel oped Multiple Castellation.
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3. LATE PREH STORI C AND HI STORI C CASTELLATI ONS

As in the case of many other cultural features, the late prehistoric and
contact period Iroquois el aboration of castellation forns appears to stemfrom
t he Roebuck area. A profusion of conplex formand design conbi nations occur at
Roebuck which continue on with vigour into contact Sidey-Mackay tines. These
appear characteristic of a general ceram c effervescence taking place during this
period. The over-all results are intricate and aesthetically pleasing.

(a) Broad Multiple Castellation(figure 6A, page 7.)

(b) Undulating Multiple Castellation(figure 6B, page 7.)

Mul tiple forns, sonewhat broadly spaced, are both pointed and
Characteristically rounded or undul ati ng. These conbined with intricate
decoration are highly diagnostic of Roebuck ceram cs. These two forns, and the
br oadl y-spaced type in particular, show a distribution restricted to Roebuck and
Si dey- Mackay, and also are pretty definitely a late prehistoric to contact period
form

(c) Circular Punctate Castellation Forns (figures 7A and B, and
figures 8A and B, page 8.)

The Roebuck site al so produces a considerable proliferation of castellations
featuring a circular punctuate el enent, often conbined to sinmulate a face design
at the castell ated peak.

Al four of these fornms are popul ar prehistorically Roebuck, and evidently
last right into contact times. The face el enent has sonewhat | ost popularity
than has the direct punctuate, so far as Ontario is concerned. It should be noted
that, in addition, the fourth of these punctuate forns involves a notch el enent
at the peak of the castellation.
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LATE PREH STCRI C AND HI STORI C CASTELLATI ONS
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(d) Notched Castellation (figure 9A, page 10.)

(e) Incipient Turret Castellation (figure 9B, page 10.)

Not ching is a technique which is popular with respect to cast-
el |l ati ons at Roebuck, and one which carries over with considerable
frequency into contact times at the Sidey-WNackay site. Very closely
related to the notched formis one which | call an "incipient turret”
castellation. This is a characteristically square form which makes
an appearance at Roebuck, and becones nore and nore characteristically
el ongated and turret-shaped as contact tinmes and the historic period
proper are reached.

(f) Gooved Castellation (figure 10A, page 10.)

(g) Turret Castellation (figure 10B, page 10.)

Very closely related to the notched formis one in which the basic
type is produced by vertical grooving of the exterior face. This is a
typo present at both Roebuck and Sidey-Nackay, and while only "a few'
possess this elenent at the forner, it is very popular at the latter. At
Si dey- Mackay, as suggested above, the turret castellation cones into its
own rather fully devel oped, and it al so occurs quite commonly on historic
Huron sites such as Cahi ague.

The turret castellations which W ntenborg refers to as "battl e-
mented forns are quite nunerous at Sidey-Mackay, while they are only just
present at Roebuck, where Wntenberg dism ssed then by saying that
“others are battlenmented.”

The foregoi ng presentation of castellation types is by no neans
exhaustive. No doubt, it would be possible to set up many additiona
subdi vi si ons and sub-cl asses by drawing attention to nore mnute
di sti ngui shing features of formor decoration, but it is doubtful whether
a useful purpose would be served by so doing. The types as outlined
appear to straddle the major devel opnental aspects of Iroquois
castell ations as they proceed through tine, and hence becone guides in
our ultimte problemof historic construction.



-10-

LATE PREH STORI C AND HI STORI C CASTELLATI ONS
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CONCLUSI ON
A study of the chart show ng the distribution of our
castellation types yields rather interesting information. It will be
not ed, however, that the chart is constructed in a particular way.
The sites are |listed across the page fromleft to right, in their

approxi mat e geographi cal order as one noves fromwest to east in
Ontari o. Lawson, Pound, Uren and M ddl eport are, of course, in
sout hwestern Ontari o; Downsvi ew, Black Creek, \Woodbridge and Aurora
are located in the Hunmber Volley district, while Sidey-Mckay and
Cahi ague are in North Sinctoe County. Benson and Hardrock are in
Victoria County, and Roebuck is to the east, in Genville County. At
the sanme tinme, the castellation types are placed in their
appropriate tim sequence fromearly to |late as one noves fromthe
bottom of the page to the top. Thus, this chart indicates the tine
and space distribution of these castellation types. A consideration
of this distribution brings nmuch to |ight.

First of all, we may note that the popularity and variety of
castellations varies fromsite to site. The nunbers vary fromonly
two types at Pound and one at Uren, to as many as eight varieties at
Roebuck. It woul d appear that the Roebuck site was a centre for the
el aboration and devel opnent of this elenment of Iroquois culture.
Moreover, it will be noted that the range and variety of
castell ations increase as one proceeds forward in time, gradually
progressing in nunber and variety up to the contact period as
exenplified at the Benson and Si dey-Mackay sites. At the historic
period the nunber of variations are restricted to a very few popul ar

types.

The next nobst evident observation is that certain types are
popul ar at alnmost all sites and at all periods of Iroquois history.
The rolled rimtype of castellation and the pointed castellation
associ ated with conpl ex neck decoration are of this kind. The
persi stence of these types argues for the extrenme conservati sm of
I roquoi s culture. They occur both over w de geographic areas and | ong
thE peri ods, and appear to denonstrate the natives' resistance to
change.

In contrast to these types which have a considerable tine-
space distribution, there are others which have a rather limted
di stribution. The high collared varieties, both pointed and nubbin
types, are restricted to the M ddl eport, Downsview, and Bl ack Creek
sites, and to these sites only. On the other hand, the turret type
and the saddle typo are found only at Aurora, Sidey-Mckay, and
Cahi ague. It is cases of restricted distribution such as these which
all ow us to weave the threads of Iroquois prehistory. For exanple we
are able to suggest close connections — perhaps even a mgration of
peoples fromthe Mddl eport site to Downsvi ew and Bl ack Creek in the
Hunmber Valley. Simlarly, we are able to theorize about possible
nort hward novenent of culture from Aurora to the Huron area (Sidey-
Mackay and Cahi ague).

A study of the distribution of the circular punctuate ,
undul ating nmultiple, and the face punctuate types raises
probl enms of origin and developnent. It will be noted that the
latter two types occur only at Benson and Roebuck; the circular
punctuate type, however, occurs at
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McKensi e, Benson, Sidey-Mackay, and Roebuck. It should al so be noted that
Benson and Si dey- Mackay are historic (contact period)sites, whereas
McKensi e and Roebuck are prehistoric. These facts of tine-space

di stribution allow us to theorise roughly as follows: these types of
castel l ati ons devel oped at Roebuck at a fairly early date (m ddl e-
Iroquois tines) because it is the only site which possesses all three
varieties. This influence was felt as it spread westward, and was first
felt by the McKensie people at Wodbridge in prehistoric tines.

Consi derably later, but still apparently a vital source of culture
change, the influence was felt up the Trent Valley and ultimately to the
western borders of the Huron country in contact period tines.

~ The foregoing do not exhaust the possibilities of analysis _
which | eads to the “construction” (not “reconstruction”) of I|roquois
prehi story, but they should serve as a guide to the interested
researcher and provide himw th a method of studying his own
collection in such a way as to add greatly to his enjoynent of them
and at the same tinme broaden the story they have to te

The reader should be forwarned that a study of
castellations will not tell the whole story, but they make a
begi nning. It Iis necessary to study each of the items recovered
by excavation in a simlar way — the pipes, the arrowheads, the
bone beads — before a total picture can be gradually built up.
The study of the space and tinme distribution of castellation
types can be an interesting and profitable approach to the
study of Iroquois history and culture change.
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DISTRIBUTION OF ONTARIO IROQUOIS CASTELLATION TYPES

Lawson Pound Uren Middleport Downsview Black Creek

McKenzie  Aurora Benson Sidey-Mackay Cahiague Roebuck Hardrock
T o - I&LQE " Fig.io.

L P U M D BC Me A B SM Ca R H

Turret St X X 10B
Grooved XIX IX 10A
Inciplent Turrect X rs x | .x1.% 9B
Nolched ] e = I L e e 9A
Circular Punctote x x | x % (7A & B)
Undulating Multiple x x. 6B
Broad lultinle %]l x 1% X 6A
Develoved Multivle = X X 1 X 5B
Scalloped Multiole - 2 X | % 5A
Comnlex Throat | X X IX1'X X X |x X | x 4 |
Rolled Rlm X | x X |x | x 4 X > 4 3B
4izh Collared Pointed x | x | 3A
{igh Collared Nubbin % IX 1 X 2B
ZJlassic Early X | X |x |x |Jx |x X % X | x 2A
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