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r.tJ V ISSIL fOAM I I c ... - ;j :E z 
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_, Ul 
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W .1> Al TYPI -- c3 ; .... a: w ... li 0 Ul 
0 - . T ... Q. 

AIGION 'COUNTIU .... t, ... 
go e • 3' u = I 

Sai.ntonge l 1 2 

1&1 3oauva!s1s (France) 1 1 
: £n'lish t I 1 
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New England I I t 
I I a:Z I 

I j I I o-
I ! I i u; 

I ! I i I 
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"' I I l I J i 
S:JBTOl'AL I J I I I I I s !5·6 

w Sourco :Jnknuwn lj I I I 1 
c: ! Oc 

I I I I z z 

w ... I I ! 
a: ... 

I I I c: 
< 

SUB1'01'AL I I 1 11.1 IL' 

"' 
Rhenish I 1 1 I I 2 

: :alt-Clazed (Eng.) ' 1 1 
< i I I 

w I 
z 

I I I 
0 

I I ... 
1/) ::iU.ISi'U'.I\1.. I j ,,.J 

I 
I I 

I i I I 
r .. I 

Tor Al. 1 ll :. 1 1 ; I I I I I I ! 1 9 tOO 

TABLE 8: Ceramic Vessel Count, Grand Pre House 1, 1680-1755. 
(After Hansen 1984). 



208 

tJ) VESSEL FORMS 

0 - AND ... ::e 1! t1 f: z 
< QUANTITY ~ 0 

.. 
~ '5 ..I IJ.I 

! 0 ~ a: ~ !I p, .!: 
<( 0 

W A AE TYPI! 0 r;! w 
~~ 

0 !I l ~ ~ f4 p, ... a: 

0 
...... lll 0 .a ~r-.. ...... 5 0 IJ.I 

REGION /COUNTRY ~ ~ 

~ J '0 ... IL I B 0 al 

~~ ~ I! ii! .. ~ lQ lQ C/2 Ito = u :::» 

Saintonge (Prance) 1 2 ) 

IJ.I Beauvaisio (J:Iranco) 1 1 2 
a: Franco 1 1 <( 

~~ Vallauris-Blot (Prance) 1 1 
a:Z Mediterranean (?) 1 1 

""' Starrordohlro (England) 1 1 ox 
0 ... English Mottled 1 1 

a: New England 2 <( 1 2 1 6 
IJ.I 

SUB'l'O'l'AL 16 S?·l 
IJ.I French (?) 1 1 2 
a: Source Unknown 0<( 1 1 2 

IJ.I~ 
Zz 
;;:w 
wX 
a: I-a: 

ct 
IJ.I SUBTOTAL 4 14.) 

w Normandle (Prance) 1 1 
a: Rheriish 2 1 ) 
<( English Brown 
~ 1 1 2 

IJ.I White Salt-Glazed (Eng.) 1 1 
z 'l'rue w.s.o. (England) 1 1 
0 ... 
C/2 SUB'l'O'l'AL 8 28.6 

a: 
IJ.I 
X 
0 

r orAL ) 1 2 2 1 I ) 1 2 ,, 2 6 28 100 

TABLE 9. Ceramic Vessel Count, G~and Pre House 2, 1680-1755. 
(After Hansen 1984). 
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shapes from Grand Pre essentially duplicate those of Belleisle, with 

the exception of colanders, pitchers and amphorae; but the objects 

from both locations were meant to prepare, store and perhaps serve 

food. 

It is possible that faience is present at Grand Pre. Most refined 

earthenwares, however, were not identified. The coarse stonewares 

from Grand Pre include English and Rhenish jugs, mugs and tankards. A 

bowl or pan of Normandie coarse stoneware and an unidentified vessel 

in ''true white" (white bodied) English w1lite Salt-Glazed stoneware 

were unearthed during the House 2 excavations at Grand Pre. 

Porcelains are absent from both Grand Pre houses. 

Glass. Grand Pre yielded a variety of containers and table glass. 

One Fr.ench blue-green flacon was recovered from House 1 (Hansen 

1984: 17,45), and a blur~-green f iole (phial/vial) was unearthed in 

House 2 (Hansen 1984: 18). The latter structure yielded one 

light-green medicine bottle of either English or French origin (Hansen 

1934:18). One dark green wine bottle, probably English, was unearthed 

in each of the two houses at Grand Pre. During the excavations of 

House 2, one case bottle (square-bodied and dark green) was recovered 

(Hansen 1984:19). 

The table glass from Grand Pre includes two objects of pt"obable 

English origin. The first is a 'quatrefoil' stemmed-glass, dated 1685 

to 1705, while the second glass has a plain, straight stem and is 
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chronologically assigned to the period circa 1730 to 1760 (Hansen 

1984:19). 

Window glass fragments were recovered from both houses at Grand 

Pre. Light-green glass was unearthed in House 1 and House 2 yielded 

light green and blue window glass fragments (Hansen 1984:19-20). 

Window pane styles and dimensions, as well as easements or frames are 

not discussed by Hansen (1984). 

Discussion. Prima facie, the Grand Pre and Belleisle Acadians seem 

to have been economic equals, as the ceramics and glass from both 

locations are very similar. Exceptions include the presence of 

'white-bodied' Engli::;h V..1tite Salt-Glazed stoneware only at Grand Pre, 

and of more ornate and perhaps Axpensive refined earthenwares only at 

Belleisle. 

Other artifact differe~ces might indicate preferences in certain 

ceramics, such as the presence of French coarse stoneware at Grand 

Pr~. Otherwise, considering the slight variation in ceramic and glass 

vessel shape, and the knowledge that the contents of the Grand Pre 

houses were removed, it is possible that both the Belleisle and Grand 

Pre Acadians had access to similar ceramics and glass. I would 

suggest, however, that because of the differences in house 

construction. The Annapolis Valley Acadians probably had more 

comfortable homes than the Grand Pre Acadians. The Belle isle houses 

were more sturdy, with stone footing walls and more complex kitchens. 
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Beaubassin, Cumberland Basin, Nova Scotia/New Brunswick, c. 1710 - 1755 

Location and History. Beaubassin was located at the head of 

present-day Cumberland Basin, northwest of Amherst in Nova Scotia, and 

southwest of Sackvill9 in New Brunswick (Figure 25) . The Missaguash 

River delimits the boundaries of these provinces. It was once part of 

Beaubassin, and Acadian farms were established on both of its banks. 

On October 24, 16 76, Comte Louis de Buade de F~ontenac, Gove~nor 

General of New France, granted Michel Le Neuf de La Valliere a piece 

of land ten square leagues in area (151. 92 km
2>, constituting the 

'Beaubassin' seigneury (Comeau 1982:409; Eccles 1979:133,135). La 

Valliere's ownership, however, was contested by Jacques Bourgeois and 

his relatives, established at Chignecto Basin in 1672, and by Pierre 

Tibaudeau, a miller at Chepoudy in the 1690s (Shepody, N. B.). In 

June of 1705, La Neuf de La Valliere's grant was ratified, excluding 

the lands already occupied by settlers (Comeau 1982:410; Cormier 

1982a:94; 1982b:630). 

In September 1685, the intendant of New France, Jacques De Meulles, 

visited Acadia (Eccles 1982:473). The following excerpts from De 

Meulles de~cription of aeaubassin provide us with an idea of the 

natural environment, Acadian settlement and trade in that ar~a: 

.. All around Beaubassin there is such a large 
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quantity [sic] of meadows that one hundred thousand head 
of cattle could be fed. The grass [hay] there is called 
.. misotte", quite appropriate to fatten all kinds of 
livestock. 

On both sides of the meadows are gentle hills 
covered with [growths of] hardwood. There, twenty-two 
dwellings have already been built, on small promontories 
that the settlers have chosen in order to have access to 
the meadows and woods. 

All the settlers have three or four dwellings where 
they can reside, reasonable enough for the countryside. 
The majority [of settlers] already have twelve to 
fifteen cattle, ten to twelve pigs and an equal number 
of sheep ... 

Most women make ''etamines·• [wool and flax 
linens] from which they clothe themselves and their 
husbands. Most women also make [knit] socks for their 
families, and refrain from buying them. They all wear 
Indian shoes which they make themselves. Every year an 
English bark brings them "necessi tes" [essential goods 1 
which they buy with pelts obtained from the Indians. 
Flax canvas is also made there [Beaubassin], (De Meulles 
1973:381-382), (my translation). 

De Meulles (1973:382} also mentions that the English ships were from 

Boston. 

For the remainder of the seventeenth century and until 1750, the 

farming community of Beaubassin appeared to have flourished. Its 

population grew from 127 people in 1686 to about 1100 in 1755 (Clark 

1968:143, Table 5.3; 346, Table 8.1). However, Beaubassin, like most 

Acadian settlements, was subject to sporadic raids by New England and 

British troops. In September 1696, it was destroyed by a New England 

force, but was returned to the Acadians on September 25, 1697 

(Arsenault 1965:88). Beaubassin was attacked again on July 28, 1704, 

but the Acadians repelled the New Englanders (Arsenault 1965:90). 

Finally, in May of 1750, it was ceded to British troops under the 
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command of Colonel Charles Lawrence; the Acadians fled to Fort 

Beausejour and to Bale Verte, after ''they had burned their homes and 

left nothing to the British invaders·• (Arsenault 1965: 141). Fort 

Beausejour was located on a ridge close to the north side of the 

Missaguash River, now Mew Brunswick. The British remained on the 

south side of the same river, now Nova Scotia, where they erected Fort 

Lawrence on a ridge parallel to that where Fort Beausejour stood 

(Clark 1968:331). 

Archaeology. During the sununer of 1968, M. Pierre Maden, 

archaeologist for Parks Canada, directed the excavations of eight 

Acadian structures occupigd from circa 1710 to 1750, and located in 

the immediate vicirdty of Fort Lawrence (Harris 1971! 12-13). Two 

years later, Moussette (1970) analysed the potte~y from these 

excavations, and Harris (1971) reported on the glassware from 

Beaubassin. During the analyses, however, neither author could 

associate their findings with the excavated structur~s as a site 

report had not been produced. 

Ceramics. M. Moussette (1970) provides an exhaust.iv~ in,rentory of 

the Acadian and later ceramics from Beaubassin. The following 

discussion summarizes his findings. 

French coarse earthenware covered with a slip and either a green or 

''transparent" (probably colourless or yellow tinged) lead glaze, 

constitute a major portion of the Beaubassin collection (Moussette 
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1970: 200) 0 They appear to be either Saintonge or Beauvaisis wares. 

English and Frenc~ slip-decorated coarse earthenwares with red bodies 

and either ••transparent•• or brown lead glaze were identlf led o 

H~usset te suspected that .these could have been produced locally, but 

his ware descriptions suggest Anglo-American wares, an interpretation 

that is supported by the pre~ence of the same New England wares in 

English occupational contexts, post-dating the Acadian presenc-e at 

Beaubassin (Moussette 1970:200-201, 204-205). 

Beaubass in's tin-glazed earthenwares are represented by monochrome 

and polychrome-painted faience and delftware (Moussette 

1970:199-200)0 The latter type includes objects from Lambeth 

(Moussette 1970:43). 

The majority of stonewares from Beaubassin are Rhenish coars~ 

stonewares (Moussette 1970:119). Also present, are unglazed 

brown-bodied coarse stonewares (Moussette 1970:119). These objects 

are no doubt French and most likely from Normandy. Such stonewares 

have been discussed in detail at ?lace Royale in Quebec City 

(Decarie-Audet 1979: 25-32), and at Louisbourg and Grand Pre in Nova 

Scotia (Dunton 1971:23, fig. 14, p. 25; Hansen 1984:16,47; Lunn 

1973:86, fig. 9). 

Finally, a few vessels of 'Oriental Blue and White' porcelain were 

unearthed at Beaubassin (Moussette 1970: 199). The availability and 

relative cost of porcelain have been mentioned already in my 
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discussion of the Melanson Settlement site. Hence, it is certain that 

Beaubassin Acadians could afford to buy porcelain, or had one or few 

porcelain objects among their possessions. 

Glass. Harris' (1971) discussion of glass vessels from 

Beaubassin complements Moussette's (1970) ceramic study. 

French or English black glass bottles were recovered at the site: 

In each case the bottles have short bodies, much 
broader than they were high, with broad bases and 
push-up [kicks J • The necks are tapered and finished 
simply with a cracked-off lip and applied string rim, 
possibly downtooled on English bottles. (Harris 
1971:15). 

Other bottles were blown in a shoulder-high dip mould. "The t"esulting 

bottles are the common 'flower pot' bottles", with tapered bodies~ long 

necks and • cracked-off • lips 'Ji th an applied string rim (Ha~ris 

1971:15-16). Harris (1971:16-18) also reports the presence of French 

blue-green flacons. 

Table glass from Beaubassin includes "non-lead", clear drinking 

glasses: two t~~blers and two stemmed drinking glasses (Harris 

1971:18-19). The former objects include one tumbler with engraved 

deco~ations. The other glasses were not decorated. All of these glass 

objects appear to be from Continental Europe (Harris 1971:18-19). 

Discussion. The cera~ics and glass from Beaubassin essentially 
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duplicate the range of artifacts from Belleisle, with the exception of 

porcelains which were not identified at Belleisle. 

Refined earthenware is similar at both locations, and Rhenish coarse 

stonewares are the most common stoneware type at Belleisle and 

Beaubassin. The glass differs from the Belleisle finds in that English 

lead-glass is absent at Beaubassin during the Acadian occupation. 

The pattern of trade at Beaubassin bears a certain resemblance to the 

Belleisle pattern, although trade routes differed slightly. Moussette 

(1970: 203) suggests that French wares were obtained from Louisbourg, 

via Baye Verte, on the east coast of the Chignecto Isthmus. It is also 

possible that they were brought in from the town of Quebec. English 

and Anglo-American pottery was pu~chased from New England .traders 

Gfoussette 1970:203), but it is also possible that c~rtain ce~amics 

were shipped from Mew England to Louisbourg, whence to Beaubassin, 

although their price, no doubt would exceed that of products shipped 

directly from New England. Rhenish stonewares could be from ei the:-

Louisbourg or Mew England, while French stonewares are no doubt from a 

French sour-ce, via the town of Quebec or Louis bourg. The Oriental 

porcelain could have been supplied by English or French merchants. 

Finally, the glass bottles were produced in England and France, and 

could have been obtained from Louisbourg or New England merchants. It 

is plausible that the tableglass objects, deri·"ed from Continental 

Europe, came directly from France to the towns of Quebec or Louisbourg, 

thence to Acadia. 
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Jean-Pierre Roma's House. Trois-Rivieres, Ile Saint-Jean, 1732-1745. 

Location and History. Trois-Rivieres, now Brudene!l Point, is 

located at the junction of the rivers known today as the Brudenell, 

Montague and Cardigan, in eastern Prince Edward Island (Figure 25) , 

(Blanchette 1981:73; Coleman 1970:92). In June of 1732, Jean-Pierre 

Roma, director of the Compagnie de l'Est de l'Ile Saint-Jean, landed in 

Trois-Rivieres (Blanchette 1981:73), and with a number of workers 

began to clear land and erected a few buildings (Coleman 1970:92). By 

1734, the settlement had flourished: 

In two years, he (Roma) had bui! t nine buildings, 
prepared land for the construction of a dock, cleared 
part of the land for agriculture and vegetable gardens, 
and constructed fishing boats and roads leading to 
important points in the north and east of the island, 
such as Havre Saint-Pierre, and in the west, Port La 
Joye (Blanchette 1981:73). 

From about 1732 to 1745, Roma reported that a variety of vegetables, 

wheat and oats w~re harvested and imported; fish, especially cod, 

formed an important part of the settlers' diet, and pigs, sheep, cattle 

and fowl were kept (Blanchette 1981:73-74; Coleman 1970:95). In times 

of shortages, supplies were obtained from Quebec, touisbourg and the 

Southern Islands (Blanchette 1981:74). 

Roma hoped that Trois-Rivieres eventually would be self-sustaining 

and that he would be able to condl!ct a flourishing trade with Quebec, 
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Louisbourg, and the French Caribbean Islands (Coleman 1970:95). His 

grandiose scheme, however, was beset by a number of difficulties from 

the very beginning: Roma had continual disagreements with his trading 

partners and the clergy; there were shipwrecks; plagues of mice and 

grasshoppers infested the supplies and crops (Coleman 1970:92-95). 

These difficulties culminated with the destruction of the settlement on 

June 20, 1745, by the victorious English troops from the first 

Louisbourg expedition (Coleman 1970:95). Trois-Rivieres was not 

reoccupied during the French Regime. 

Archaeology. From 1968 to 1970, archaeological excavations at the 

Roma site revealed a number of features and structures attributed to 

the 1732 to 1745 French occupation (Blanchette 1981:76). Roma's 

residence was supposedly a two-storey dwelling, about 7.5 by 26.2 M, of 

which 75 to 80 percent was excavated (Blanchette 1981:76-77). The 

house was occupied by eleven individuals: Jean-Pierre Roma, his 

family, clerks and wor~ers (Blanchette 1981:75). 

Ceramics. Blanchette's (1981) study of foodways in New France 

includes a ceramic vessel count for Roma's house (Table 10). Cursory 

exam~nation of Table 10, reveals a large variety of \"esse1 rorms at 

Roma, and the coarse earthenwares essentially duplicate the vessel 

forms at Belleisle: cbjects for food preparation, serving and storage 

(Tables 5 and 6). Rorna•s collection, however, includes one cooking pot 

and a _porr.inger. The provenience of these wares is not documented, but 

Blanchette (1981:80) reports "Saintonge type" green-glazed pottery, 
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TABLE 10. Ceramic Vessel count, Jean-Pierre Roma's House, P.E.I. 
(After Blanchette (1981:81, table 3; pp. 101-105, 
tables 8-12]). 
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perhaps Barton's (1981:16-20) type "L-2", other earthenwares from 

Staffordshire, the Mediterranean and Vallauris-Biot, but for the 

entire site rather than just Roma's house. 

The Roma refined earthenwares include the varieties enumerated for 

Belleisle, but differ in that two sets of French eating plates were 

identified, as well as an ink well, a chamber pot and cooking vessels 

(Table 10). These cooking vessels are of "Brown Faience", which was 

produced solely in France (Blanchette 1981:23-26; Genet 1980:31; Noel 

Hume 1960: 559-561).; it is a type of refined earthenware having a 

harder fabric than other faience, a tin-glazed interior and an 

exterior glaze consisting mostly of lead oxide, ( 52-0%) , manganese 

(7.0!,) and powdered fusible brick (41.0Cf.), (Brongniart 1807:336-337; 

1854-II, 25-25). Such an exterior finish allows for the production of 

cooking vessels; since a lead-glazed faience can withstand direct heat 

from a fire, unlike other wares with tin-glazes on their exteriors 

(Blanchette 1981:35; Brongniart 1854, II:21; Genet 1980:19; Noel Hume 

1960:50). 

Blanchette (1981:32) suggests that the development of Bro~n Faience 

coincided 'Aith the advent and evolution of French ''Haute Cuisine•·, 

where meals were cooked over low heat. In fact, cookbooks written at 

the end of the seventeenth century and during the 1700s included many 

recipes which necessitated slow cooking: roasts, bouillons, sauces, 

meat and fish pies (pates), (Blanchette 1981:26-27). The same 

cookbooks were eirected to members of the upper class and the clergy 
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-- people who could afford to buy meats and a variety of spices. 

Generally, such supplies were not common in French bourgeois and lower 

class households (Blanchette 1981:26). In New France, the .. habitant" 

was perhaps in a better situation, having ample supplies of fish, pork 

and game: hares, partridges, grouse, ducks, geese and pigeons (Seguin 

1969:65, 68-71). The Acadians consumed similar meats and flsh 

(Coleman 1968:16-17). These, however, were always eaten with 

quantities of bread, a characteristic of the ''Basse .. rather than the 

.. Haute CUisine•• (Blanchette 1981:26; Coleman 1968:14-16; Kandrou 1974: 

141; Seguin 1969:71-72). 

The Roma tin-glazed earthenwares reflect the upper class status of 

Jean-Pierre Roma. He could afford to purchase faience in sets and 

tended to follow contemporary culinary fads, as represented by the 

presence of Brown Faience at the site. 

'!he stonewares from Roma• s house differ totally from the Belleisle 

wares. Blanchette (1981:83) reports French coarse stonewares from 

"Beauvais, Normandy or the northwest of France with the exception of a 

Chinese jar." The identified vessel forms include jars, pitchers~ a 

bottle and a globular cup (Table 10). Some Belleisle stonewares might 

have been used as pitchers, but the most common vessel fonts are 

tankards and mugs (Tables 5 and 6) . The most striking d iff et"ence 

between the Roma and Belleisle stonewares is the absence of Rhenish 

products at the former site. Perhaps, this indicates Jean-Pierre 

Roma•s preferences, or limited access t~ available wares. The former 
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is more likely, as Roma was a merchant and could have obtained Rhenish 

wares had he preferred such products, either from Louisbourg, Quebec 

or even overseas. 

The porcelains from Roma are mostly representative of the ".K' ang -

Hsi" period, 1662-1722, Ch'ing Dynasty (Blanchette 1981:83). These 

porcelains were exceptional products: 

The impact of these non-Imperial wares, particularly 
those of the second half of the seventeenth century, on 
Europe was tremendous. For two centuries they were 
regarded as the summit of achievement of blue and white 
. . . The K' ang Hsi blue and white reached a technical 
excellence that has never been surpassed (Garner 
1970:43). 

The objects recovered from the house excavation include vessels 

related solely to tea service, but teapotn were not found. The 

presence of porcelains at Roma represent a special activity, tea 

drinking, limited it seems to Roma•s family and entourage. 

Glass. Eighteenth century glass finds from Roma are discussed hy 

Alyluia (1981), Jones (1973) and McNally (1972}. An exhaustive list 

by structure is provided by Blanchette (1981:85, table 5). Alyluia 

(1981:80) and Blanchette (1981:35, table 5) both report the same four 

liquor bottles from Roma's house: two French and two English 

bottles. The table glass is discussed by McNally (1972:4): 

The first-half 18th century table glass recovered at 
the Roma site consists entirely of small tumblers and 
tumbler fragments of Continental European origin. All 
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but four fragments are from small wheel-engraved 
tumblers which we may loosely call ''cheap Bohemian" glass. 

Nevertheless, McNally (1971:9) indicates that while these 

glasses were "cheap", they were of the "latest fashion". 

Jean-Pierre Roma must have been informed about the latest 

European fashions and ch~se to obtain such drinking glasses. 

Discussion. The varieties of ceramics and table glass found 

at the site indicate that Jean-Pierre Roma led the life of an 

upper class individual. Wealth differences between Roma and 

the Belleisle Acadians were made clear through a comparison of 

the pottery and glass from these sites: the presence of 

porcelains, faience in sets, Brown Faience and Bohemian glass 

tumblers at Roma indicate such differences. Furthermore, Roma 

preferred French coarse stonewares over Rhenish wares. and 

could afford goods from China shipped in stoneware from that 

country. Being a merchant, Roma must have been very much aware 

of the availability of certain material goods and followed the 

latest European fashions. 

The Lamontagne House, Rimouski-Est, Quebec, Post 1744. 

Location and History. Rimouski-est is located on the south shore of 

the St. Lawrence River, about 300 km downriver from Quebec City (Figure 

25). Still standing today, the Lamontagne House lles approximately at 
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the eastern limit of the municipality of Rimouski-est. 

Historians have hypothesized that the land where the house was 

erected was part of a wedding present to Basile Cote and Marie-Agnes 

Lepage, the daughter of Pierre Lepage, seigneur of Rimouski and 

Saint-Barnabe (Lapointe 1983:9i Thibault 1978:150). The house was most 

likely constructed shortly after September 27, 1744, the date when the 

wedding contract was deposited with the registrar. The same document 

contains information listlng other gifts to the newly-wed couple, 

including: 

two oxen, one horse. two cows, six sheep or 
lambs, three pigs ready to be grainfed [, 1 one plough 
with furnishings, plus two years of edible goods during 
which two years, they [C3te and Lepage] will work [the 
la~d], one bed and furnishings, three sets of bed sheets 
[,] half a dozen table cloths, one dozen serviettes, one 
dozen eating plates, two bowls, one pan, one dozen 
spoons, one dozen forks, one kettle, one frying pan, one 
skillet, one ladle, one fire place grate [or grill] and 
one "poele a feu" [copper or ic-on frying pan to cook 
over an open flame], (Lapointe 1983:9), (my translation). 

This information is pertinent for our understanding of material and 

social life, in that we get an impression of some of the house's 

furnishings, supplies and livestock. 

Like any other family living on a seigneury, Cote and Lepage were 

responsible to the ''seigneur". They could lead theic- animals to cotr.mon 

pasture, the marsh hay on the beach fc-ont being part of the 

''seigneurial domain"; Also, the beach served as a public thoroughfac-e, 
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as an actual road was not built until 1810 (Lapointe 1983:13, 15-16). 

Boat travel from one farm to another was also common (Lapointe 

1983:16). Farmers were permitted to fish, hunt and gather oft their 

own concessions, but had to share their catch or the proceeds from fish 

and game with the seigneur (Lapointe 1983: 13). Farmers cleared their 

own lands for lumber and firewood, but required the seigneur's consent 

to cut certain varieties of trees on their land and the seigneury 

(Trudel 1971:14). Hardwood, especially oak, was reserved for 

shipbuilding by the French Crown (Trudel 1971:14). 

While the seigneury of Rimouski and Saint-Barnabe was conceded in 

1688, its population was only 72 persons in 1760, the end of the French 

Regime (Lapointe 1983:18). It is possible that this low population can 

be attributed to the fact that the seigneury was one of the youngest in 

Mew France, and to the availability of other concessions en sparsely 

populated seigneurie further up the St. Lawrence Valley, closer to the 

town of Quebec. 

Archaeology. The Lamontagne House represents a 

one-storey-and-one-half structure built on hand-hewn wooden sleepers 

with colombage pierrote walls -- equidistant upright beams with clay 

and stone infills -- and a high-pitched roof with dormers (Thibault 

1978:150 and plate). The floor plan is rectangular, but actual 

measurements have not yet been provided (Lapointe 1983; Thibault 1979). 

In 1980 and 1981, the house and surrounding land were the subject of 
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brief . archaeological investigations (Lapoint·e 1983: 22). Lapointe 

(1983:21), with a crew of five then returned to the site for six weeks 

in 1983. Features north and south of the house yielded a limited 

number of eighteenth century artifacts, including French coarse 

earthenware, Staffordshire slipwares, faience, English White 

Salt-Glazed stonewares, as well as container glass (Lapointe 1983:32. 

34) .. ~apointe's (1983) initial artifact discussion does not include a 

vessel count, however, the variety of objects from the excavations 

coupled with Cote and Lepage's belongings listed in their wedding 

contract, inform us about possible vessel origins, forms and functions 

at the Lamontagne House from circa 1744 to 1760. The eating plates 

were most likely faience, bowls and pans either French or ...:ngiish, 

while the cooking vessels could have been copper or iron objects of 

unidentified origin. 

Discussion. Before comparisons are made, it is important to remember 

that the wedding present to Cote and Lepage was very substantial. It 

seems that the newly-weds were extremely well-supplied: a parcel of 

land, oxen, a horse, cows ... ' a plough, two years of edible goods, 

house furnishings, eating and cooking vessels {Lapo.inte 1983: 9). It 

would have been very easy to begin a tenant's occupation with these 

goods and effects in the possession of Cote and Lepage. Acadian 

farmers might not have been so privileged, probably having to commence 

their farming activities with the bare essentials what they had 

brought overseao with them, borrowing certain goods and supplies until 

such time when they could obtain their own. In Acadia, some newly-wed 
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couples resided with their parents as an extension of the paternal 

house, and sometimes dyked areas were expanded to provide larger fields 

for the extended family (Coleman 1968:23-24). 

There are, however, similarities between the contents of the 

Belleisle and the Lamontagne houses. The coarse earthenware varieties 

are similar, but Mew England and Mediterranean wares are absent at the 

latter site. This does not indicate similar preferences between both 

regions, but rather the avallabili ty of the same wares in Acadia and 

New France. It is probable that New England wares were not available 

to the Lamontagne House residents, or they have yet to be recovered 

from the excavations. The Mediterranean wares have been excavated at 

the ''premier hopital general de Montreal .. and Place Royale, in Quebec 

City (Moussette 1982:52). 

Finally, the Cote and Lepage wedding contract includes a list of 

certain metal cooking vesselg, evidence of which has not yet been 

recovered from the excavations. 

John Hicks' House, St. Mary's City, Maryland, 1723-1743. 

Location and History. Originally from Whitehaven, England, John 

Hicks was a sea ~aptaln who settled in St. Mary's City, Maryland, 

around 1723 (Carr 1973:32), (Figure 25). 
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He was then probably in his thirties. He had sailed 
ships in the Virginia trade and was the owner of a ship 
for a while he probably conducted a tobacco 
factorage business and store. He was certainly a 
tobacco planter, and at his death owned nineteen slaves 
worth nearly three hundred pounds sterling. By 1730 he 
was a county justice, and two years later, he began a 
three-year term as sheriff, a lucrative as well as 
powerful office. From 1738 through 1742 he was a judge 
of the provincial court. (Carr 1973:82). 

Hicks' farm covered about 378 acres (~. 154 he.) and he also owned 

650 acres (~. 263.0 he.) of timberland as well as 800 acres (~. 324.0 

he) in another county, leased to planters (Carr 1973:82). Hicks• 

plantation yielded mostly tobacco, corn and grain. 

John. Hicks · led a very comfortable, if not a luxuriow;;, life. The 

first house he occupied, from 1723 to 1743, was large, being ~· 4.90 

by 12.3 M, with a brick chimney at each end, and a possible addition to 

the rear; other houses in the area measured about 4.90 by 7.40 M (Carr 

1973:83; Stone, Little and Israel 1973:103). Documentary evidence 

indicates that Hicks occupied another house in 1749; he had moved in 

1742 or 1743, and had his first house dismantled. 

Archaeology. In 1969, a sizable collection of artifacts was 

retrieved "during three months of excavations at the site of the first· 

residence of Captain John Hicks" (Stone, Little and Is~3.el 1973: 103). 

Stone, Little and Israel (1973:103-104) produced a study of 277 

identified vessels, out of the 414 ceramic objects recovered. Glass 

artifacts were not discussed beyond ·passing mention. Table 11 

summarises the ceramics from Hicks' first house. 
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TABLE 11. Ceramic Vessel Count, John Hicks' House, Maryland (After, 
Stone, Little and Israel 1973). "X"" denotes a variety of 
pottery and vessel shape included in the column count, 
i~~ediately above. Each indicates that vessels already 
counted include objects from a number of regions or 
countries for which no specific counts have been provided. 
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1 

l 
Ceramics. .John Hicks' pottery includes a large variety of vessel 

shapes and wares, not unlike .Jean-Pierre Roma's ceramics from P.E.I. 1 
The coarse earthenwares came from Buckley, Staffordshire, North Devon 

and New England, and were used to prepare, cook, serve and store food l 
(Stone, Little and Israel 1973: 105-109). However, ''sher-ds of , 
relatively few cooking vessels were recovered. This is not surprising 

since Hicks' (sic) probate inventory lists 113 pounds of iron cooking , 
l 

pots and skillets" (Stone, Little and Israel 1973:107). Furthermore, 

pewter vessels are listed in the inventory (Stone, Little and Israel l 
1973:107). 

1 
The refined earthenwares are English products; certain plates are l 

from London, while other plates, bowls, teacups and saucers are from 

Bristol · (Table 11). Stone, Little and Isr-ael (1973: 109) report one 
, 

l 

dinner service in delfcware. The service is quite ocnate, unlike the 

majority of refined earthenwares from Belleisle. l , 
The stonewares include both Rhenish and English vessels. Most I 

drinking vessels are Rhenish, and objects from a nwnber of tea , 
J 

services, including three teapots, are perhaps Engli~h White 

Salt-Glazed stoneware (Stone, Little and Israel 1973:109, 112). There 
, 

1 

are also two stoneware spoon trays (Table 11). 

l 
The porcelains include vessels solely for tea 3ervice: bowls, tea- 1 

cu~s and saucers, and one spoon tray. Tea pots are noticeably absent 

(Table 11). However, stoneware teapots were recovered. l 
1 
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The porcelains are Oriental, some vessels with monochrome and others 

with polychrome decorations (Stone, Little and Israel 1973:112, 115). 

Discussion. John Hicks was an affluent member of the st. Mary's 

community, as reflected by the quality and quantity of ceramic ware 

recovered from the excavation of his first house. Furthermore, iron 

and pewter vessels complemented the ceramic objects from that site. 

Like Jean-Pierre Roma from P.E. I., the pottery from Hicks' house 

included more expensive wares like the porcelains, and an overall 

greater variety of coarse and refined earthenware vessel shapes. 

How did John Hicks obtain these ceramics? It is possible that 

certain wares were obtained during his own travels,- but Hicks probably 

knew various sea captains and merchants, from whom he could be 

informed of the latest available wares in the American Colonies and 

overseas. 

The Belleisle ceramics differ from the John Hicks' finds in that the 

porcelains are absent and the refined earthenware vessel shapes are 

not as varied. Furthermore, delftwares do not occur in sets at 

Belleisle. John Hicks' coarse earthenwares comprise a greater variety 

of vessel forms, including cooking pots and an ointment pot -- absent 

in the Belleisle collection. Finally, Hicks earthenwares were 

supplemented with iron cooking vessels and pewter utilitarian objects. 
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Joseph Howland's House, Rocky Nook, Kingston, Massachusett3, 1675-1725. 

Location and History. The very limited locational and historical 

informatio~ provided by Brown (1973) and Deetz (1973), does not allow 

for a concise summary of the Joseph Howland site. It is known, 

however, that Howland resided in a farmhouse in Kingston, Plymouth 

Colony area in southeastern Massachusetts, between the years 1675 and 

1725 (Figure 25), (Deetz 1973:15; 21, fig. 1; 22, Table 1). 

Archaeology. Howland's house was excavated by Deetz (1973:22, table 

1, C-5), sometime before 1973. Info~ation regarding the house style, 

structural features and the discovery of the artifacts is lacking from 

Deetz• (1973) study. Hot11ever, he provides the ceramic styles and 

frequen~ies in the form of ratios, .as explained below: 

Relative fr~quenci6s of each pottery type are based 
on the relati•Je popuJ arity [occurre11ce at the sitej of 
the type at a given site, with the most popular [most 
frequently occurring~ receiving a score of 12 in each 
instance, represented by a bar 12 units wide, and others 
rated on an adjusted scale ranging down to a score of 1, 
represented by a bar only 1 unit wide, denoting the 
least popu.la~ [least frequently occurring]. (The 
measuremP.nt of 12 units is based on the maximum number 
of types from one site). (Deetz 1973:20). 

Because of Deetz's choice of data manipulation and style of 

presentation, data from the Belleisle and Grand Pl:"e farmsteads were 

s~marized using ratios and the ware types (coarse and refined 
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earthenwares, and stonewares) as presented in Deetz's (1973) study 

(Table 12). 

According to Deetz (1973: 20), the higher ratios denote the "most 

popular" wares at .Joseph Howland's House. His use of ••most popular" 

suggests "most preferred". While there is no denial that certain 

wares might be more popular than others, archaeologists must consider 

that certain ceramics from any site might occur more frequently than 

others, because of thAil'" existence, availability, price, need, usage 

and breakage, as well as recovery from excavations. Deetz ( 19 7 3) 

seems to ignore or fails to recognize this. In her study of 

documentary evidence for a number of sites in the Plymouth Colony , 

Brown (1973) indicates that certain wares appAar more popular during 

certain periods than in others. While she mentions that particular 

pottery types did not exist before a definite date, she fails like 

Deetz (1973) to use such information and makes inappropriate usage of 

the word "popular". Both should be using "available" or "present at 

the site or in the inventory", rather than "most popular". 

The ratios themselves are misleading, and perhaps not informative. 

Those for Grand Pre, House 2, indicate 12:12, 12:6 or 6:6 

relationships. We know from Tables 8 and 9, that the numbers b~ing 

compared are actually 2:2, 2:1 or 1:1. The reader can always obtain 

an artifact count for the Belleisle or Grand Pre assemblages by 

consulting Tables 5, 6, 8 and 9, but the only available information 

from Deetz (1973:21, fig. 1) is the ratio and ware types. 
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TABLE 12. Pottery Ratios for the Belleisle and Grand Pre Houses 
compared with the Joseph Howland's House. 
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Deetz's scores are forced. For example, the score of "1. o•• for the 

Joseph Howland • s house indicates the least frequently occurring ware 

at the site is represented by perhaps one or more vessels. The score 

of ''1. 0" at Belleisle House 1 -- the only other site for which the 

score is used -- does represent one vessel in each of the categories 

where it appears. The actual calculated score for the Belleisle House 

1, Beaubassin, Buckley and unidentified coarse earthenwares, as well 

as a variety of English White Salt-Glazed stoneware, is "0. 8" rather 

than "1.0". Other scores for the least f cequently occurring wares 

are: "1.5" for Belleisle House 2, "6.0" for Grant Pre House 1, and 

''2.4'' for Grand Pre House 2; all these scores represent a single 

vessel in each of the sites listed, using Deetz's (1973) technique of 

data manipulation. IE the actual figure for the most frequently 

occurring ware for the Acadian sites were used as scores, one would 

obtain a high score of "15. 0" for Belleisle House 1, "8. 0" for House 

2, "2.0'• and "3.0" respectively for the Grand Pre houses (Tables 5, 6, 

8 and 9). 

Deetz's (1973) categorization of ceramics into regions and countries 

of origin is quite specific for the coarse earthenwares and stonewares 

from the John Howland site. His classification of tin-glazed refined 

earthenwares into one class "delftware" is, however, general and does 

not allcw detailed comparisons with other sites. 

The foregoing shows that a comparative discussion of Howland's 

ceramics must be based on the ware categories and their ratios, since 

a ceramic count is not available and one major ceramic type, the 
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l 

delftwares, have not been classified into subcategories. l 
rmr 
l 

Discussion. The location of the Joseph Howland site suggests that 

New England and English coarse earthenwares should constitute the most l 
common wares at the site. This is supported by the ratios in "::able 

12. The refined earthenwares are English, but the most common . 1 
stonewares are Rhenish products· (Table 12). Deetz (1973: 28) reports 

l 15 plates identified at the Joseph Howland site as fine imported 

wares, probably delftwares (Deetz 1973: 28). The coarse earthenwa:.-es l 
were used mainly for what Deetz (1973:28) r~fers to as "dairying"-, 

including milkpans, colander~. jars and pots. The stonewares are not 1 
discussed. 

l 
The Belleisle and Grand Pre ceramic collection include similar 1 

vessels. However, there are not as many "fine '~are~·· as described by 

Deetz (1973). Otherwise, the ware types encountered at the five sit~s l 
suggest a usual predominance of coarse earthenwares followed by 

delftwares and stonewares. Grand Pre House 1 is an exception. 1 
because of its small sample size. Generally speaking, however, the 

l Acadian farmers and the New England farmer. Joseph Howland, were 

equipped with the same basic cer3roics: mostly coarse earthenwares, l 
~~d sometimes more fine wargs than stonewares, or an equal number of 

these two latte~ types uf pottery. l 
l 
l 
l 
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Rural Residents of Meaux, France, c. 1700 and c. 1750. 

Location and History. Meaux is located 25 1an northeast of Paris, 

France (Figure 12). During the eighteenth century, it was a town 

surrounded by farming conununities. Micheline Baulant (1975) selected 

this area to study changes in economic life, from circa 1700 to circa 

1750. Her study is based on after-death inventories. 

The inventories. After-death inventories are essentially the only 

remaining writ ten records of French rural residents owning less than 

100 he. of land. Such records include the monetary value of material 

goods owned by a variety of individuals~ ploughmen, farmers, 

innkeepers, village priests and rural craftsmen (Baulant 1975:505). 

Baulant (1975:505) selected two groups of 35 inventories each: one for 

the years 1695 to 1710 and the other for 1749 to 1755. Similar 

objects, faience tableware for example, were estimated to be of equal 

value, regardless of the economic status of the individual whose goods 

were inventoried (Baulant 1975:511). Larger quantities, however, were 

recorded in affluent households {Baulant 1975:51.2). 

The estimated pw:-ices in the invento~:ies appear to be quite accurate 

as auction records show the sale price of an object to be equal to or 

higher than its inventoried value (Baulant 1975:508). Prices7 however, 

increased from 1700 to 1750, and the increase varied from one variety 
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of objects to another. For this reason and because of the lack of 

information regarding price fluctuations for many objects, Baulant 

(1975: 508) compared the average value of a category of objects to the 

total value of goods inventoried in similar households, and for both 

periods: 1695 to 1710 and 1749 to 1755. Baulant's (1975) summaries of 

household goods are presented below: 

Table 13. Value of household goods, Meaux. (Adapted from 
Baulant [1975:510, 512]). 

ECONOMIC STATUS OR OCCUPATION 1695 to 1710 
PERCENT 

1749 to 1755 
PERCENT 

Rich People 
P1oughmen 
Poor People 
Wine Growers 

4.0 
2.0 
7.0 
4.0 

2.0 
2.0 

12.0 
6.0 

Table 13 shows that household goods oven and fireplace 

implements, lighting equipment, metal cooking pots, pewter dishes., 

pottery_ and glass objects -- only form a small portion of any house 

contents at the time of inventory. Also, poor peoples' household 

goods form a greater percentage of the total value of the 

inventories. Higher percentages, however, do not signify greater 

quantities. It would have been interestir.g to know the actual 

quantities and estimated costs of the objects from one household to 

the next, but Baulant (1975:510, 512) does not list quantities. 

However, she mentions an increase over time in the quantity of 

lighting devices and pottery, from about 1700 to circa 1750. Of these 

two types of objects, there is a marked increase in the acquisition of 
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faience vessels: 

In 1700, one found only a few faience vessels in 
four households (three ploughmen while the innkeeper did 
not have any)... For 1750, we have counted 141 plates, 
30 hollow dishes, 35 bowls, 24 jars etc 
distributed in different quantities in 20 households. 
This increase continues until the end of the century, 
when any wine grower had seven or eight plates, one bowl 
and salad bowls ... (Baulant 1975:514), (my translation). 

This indicates that around 1700, 11.5t. (4/35) households possessed 

faience, 57.1t. (20/35) about 1750, and that faience was common in 

every household by 1800. It is tempting to sugg~st that these figures 

indicate an amelioration in the overall economy of rural Meaux, but 

this was not the case. At the end of the seventeenth century, French 

faience factories catered only to the upper class and nobility 

(Chapelot 1978:105). During the second and third decades of the 1700s 

French merchants established many factories and distributed faience to 

various t"egions of France and elsewhere (Chapelot 1978: 105). Towards 

the end of the eighteenth century, however, more durable imported 

wares gradually replaced faience objects and the latter pottery must 

have been less costly, and therefore more easily obtained (Genet 

1977:18; Lane 1970:17). 

Discussion. How do the Acadians compare to the rural population of 

Meaux? The archaeological evidence indicates that the Acadians at 

Melanson, Belleisle, Grand Pre :111d Beaubassin all owned tin-glazed 

refined earthenwares. Generally speaking, thi3 would suggest that 

they were more comfortable f lnancially than the Meaux residents at 
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least those who did not have faience. It must be emphasized that the 

sample sizes for Meaux and the Acadian examples are very small and 

thus, until large scale studies are undertaken in both Acadia and 

France, it is somewhat premature to develop more definitive statements 

regarding these economies. 

General Discussion and Summary 

The Belleisle ceramic and glass finds have been compared with other 

collections known from historical documents and f~om archaeology. 

Now, general statements can be developed, although this is not an easy 

exercise as the data vary from site to site, and from author to 

author. Nevertheless, a comprehensive summary can be attempted. 

Ce~amics. Upon cursory examination of Table 14, one can generalize 

that the occupants of each site had coarse and refined earthenwares, 

as well as stonewares, and that only merchants owned porcelains. 

However, we know that this ware was recovered from the Brown Farm, the 

Melanson Settlement site and from Beaubassin. Thus, some Acadians 

could afford porcelains while others could not. It must be 

reiterated, however, that porcelain finds in Acadia are few and do not 

constitute sets as they do in merchants' households. 

There are more coarse earthenwares at Belleisle than ~t G~~,d Pre. 
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~0 LOCATION PERCENT 
OCCUPATION DATES 

BEllE ISlE HOUSE· 1 
ANNAPOliS VAllEY. N.S. 
(1680-1755) 

BEllEISLE HOUSE 2 
ANNAPOliS VAllEY. N.S. 
(1680 -1755) 

GRAND PRE HOUSE 1 
MINAS BASIN, N.S. 
h680- 1755) 

GRAND PRE HOUSE 2 
MINAS BASIN, N.S. 
(1680-1755) 

JEAN· PIERRE ROMA'S HOUSE 
TROIS· RIVI~RES. P.E.I. 
( 1732-1745) 

JOHN HICKS' HOUSE 
(;'A RYLAND 

723-1743) 

COARSE EARTHENWARE 

QTY % 

39 62.0 

21 51.2 

5 55.6 

16 57.1 

24 28.9 

153 55.2 

REFINED EARTHENWARE STONEWARE PORCELAIN TOTALS 

QTY % QTY % 'QTY % QTY % 

14 22.2 10 15.8 0 0 63 100.0 

11 26.8 9 22.0 0 0 41 100.0 

I 11.1 3 33.3 0 0 9 100.0 

4 14.3 8 28.6 0 0 28 100.0 

32 38.6 7 8.4 20 24.1 83 100.0 

55 19.9 48 17.3 21 7.6 277 100.0 
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However, we know that the contents of the Grand Pre houses were 

removed before they were abandoned. Coarse earthenware at Belleisle 

varies because House 1 'Aas subjected to more intensive excavations 

than House 2 . Other factors such as family size and the breakage 

frequency could also affect the final counts. The quantity of coarse 

earthenwares at Roma is small {Table 14). We must remember, however, 

that food preparation and cooking vessels were included in the refined 

earthenware count, in the form of brown faience cooking pots and 

npib~.. dishes. John Hicks' coarse earthenwares comprise 153 vessels 

{Table 11). It is probable that thgy include objects used for food 

consumption by his servants and slaves. Furthermore, Hicks was at 

different times a merchant, county justice, sheriff and judge; 

und~ubtedly, he would receive guests, necessitating the preparation of 

various of victuals, and therefore probably needing a greater quanti~y 

of coarse earthenwares. 

The coarse earthenwares varieties from Belleisle inelude Fre~ch, 

Mediterranean, English and Anglo-American products. This is also true 

of the Melanson Settlement site and Grand Pre. Both Beaubassin in 

Nova Scotia and the Lamontagne House in Quebec did not yield 

Mediterranean pottery, and New England wares were not recovered from 

the St. Lawrence River site. The John Hicks and Joseph Ho'"land houses 

included English and Anglo-American coarse earthenwares. 

The refined earthenwares from Belleisle include vessels for food 

storage and service, with the exception of a pharmaceutical pot from 
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House 2. The Gr.and Pre assemblage lack eating plates reflecting the 

removal of the houses' contents, but a chamber pot, a pharmaceutical 

pot and pitchers have been identified. The refined earthenwares from 

Roma include cooking and se~ing vessels, as well as an ink well, a 

chamber pot and pharmaceutical pots. The Jean-Pierre Roma's and John 

Hicks' house also included platters, teacups and a teapot, saucers, 

pharmaceutical pots and a chamber pot. 

Refined earthenwares are represented by English products on 

Anglo-American sites, by French objects at the Lamontagne House and 

the Melanson Settlement site, and by both delftware. and faience at 

Belleisle and Beaubassin. The source of some Grand Pre refined 

earthenwares could be French, but the origins of most vessels remain 

unknown. 

The stonewares from Belleisle are tankards, mugs or jugs. The 

artifacts from the Brown farm include mugs or tankards and a chamber 

pot. A bowl (?), mugs or tankards and pitchers were recovered at 

Grand Pre. Jean-Pie~re Roma owned stoneware jars, a bottle, pitchers 

and a globular cup. The collection from Hicks' house comprises 

bottles or jugs, a plate, drinking vessels, saucers, bowls and teapots. 

In Acadia and the American colonies, Rhenish stonewares occur in 

quantity, except at Roma's house, where French stonewares and a 

Chinese jar were recovered. French stonewares are absent from the 

An&lo-American sites, but have been reported at Melanson, Grand Pre 
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and Beaubassin. English coarse stonewares were recovered at 

Belle isle, Melanson, Grand Pre, and in the Anglo-American 

collections. All refined stonewares are English products. They are· 

present at all locations, except at Roma and are not associated with 

Acadians sites at Beaubassin. American imitations of English 

stonewares were· unearthed at the Brown Farm and Belleisle House 2. 

Glass. At the sites discussed the quantity of glass is much smaller 

than the ceramic counts for each site. Also, the discussion must be 

restricted to the sites where glass finds have been reported, thereby 

excluding the Brown Farm, John H!cks' and Joseph Howland's houses. 

Reconstructed and diagnostic fragments indicate that both English 

and French liquor bottles we~e used in Acadia. Verre fougere 

containers '~ere recovered from all sites, except Roma. Tumbl~rs and 

stemmed-drinking glasses occur on all sites. A verre fougere stem.-ned 

glass was recovered at Belleisle; !nglish crystals were unearthed at 

Belleisle and Grand Pre; continental crystal glasses were reported at 

Beaubassin and Bohemian glass at Roma. Unidentified drinking glasses 

have been recovered at Melanson where mirror glass was also found. 

Scented water or perfume bottles were recovered from Belleisle House 

2. Window glass fragments were unearthed at Belle isle, Melanson, 

Grand Pre and Roma. 

~ 
r 

I 

~ 
I 

_j 

, 
! , 
, 

j ., 
_\ 

l 

l 

l 
~ 

I 
) 

l 

l 



r 245 

r 
r The above information indicates that container glass was used at all 

r the sites enumerated, but did not occur in quantity. The table glass 

objects come from a variety of sources and constitute only a minor 

portion of each assemblage, except at Roma where a set of six glasses 

r were identified. Mirror glass and scented-water containers are very 

rare in Acadia. Most sites, however, yielded window-glass. 

r 
House Styles. The information regarding the house styles is 

r limited. However, general statements can be made, based on the 

available information. Data are lacking for the Brown Farm, 

r Beaubassin and the Joseph Howland's site. House dimensions aLe 

r available for four houses only: Belleisle House 1, Grand Pre House 2, 

Jean-Pierre Roma•s and John Hick~' houses. 

r 
Belleisle House 1 had a C'ectangular flooC' plan (7 .S X 11.5 M) \trit.h 

r wooden walls covered on their interior side wich a clay wash 

r (Christianson 1984b: 21,24). The walls were erected on a fieldstone 

and clay base, consisting of about three courses of stones. The 

interior of the house probably consisted of a single common C'oom, used 

as a kitchen and living area during the day and a conunon bedroom at 

r night. The loft would have served as a storage and sleeping area. 

r 
There was an oven complex at the west end of the house, and an 

extension to the east of this structuC'e. Belleisle House 2, probably 

r resembled House 1 in many C'espects, as surf lcial features pr-ior- to 

r 
r 
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excavations were essentially the same. Both houses appear to have had 

partial cellars or crawl spaces, occupying the eastern half of the 

houses' interiors. 

The Grand Pre houses were not as well built as the Belleisle homes. 

They both lacked stone foundations. House 1 had a fireplace and House 

2 an interior hearth. The latter house was rectangular, being about 

7.5 by 15.0 M (Korvemaker 1972:13). However, both Grand Pre 

structures also had partial cellars in their eastern half. 

The Lamontagne House was a one-sto~ey-and-one-half structure. It 

appears to be as large if not bigger than the Belleisle and Grand Pre 

Houses (Thibault 1978:150 and plate). However actual measurements are 

not available. The equipment listed in Cote and Lepage's wedding 

contract suggest that the house had a firaplace. 

Jean-Pierre Roma's house was a two-storey structure, with a 

rectangular floor plan (circa 7. 5 X 26.2 M). Roma, his family and 

employees resided in the house. There were also other buildings where 

equipment was kept and food stored (Blanchette 1981:73-75). The house 
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alone, however, was much larger than the houses at Belleisle. \ 

John Hicks' home had a rectangular floor plan (circa 4.90 X 12.3 M} 

with a chimney at either end, and an extension to the rear (stone, l , 
J 
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r 
r 

Little and Israel 1973:103). Other houses in the co~~unity were about 

r 4.90 by 7.40 M, (Carr 1973:83), smaller than Belleisle House 1. It is 

suspected that Hicks' house included a large kitchen, probably acting r 
t as servants' quarters but this is not proven. 

r The information presented above indicates that the occupants of 

r Belleisle House 1 and perhaps those from House 2 were living under 

favourable conditions. Their houses appear well constructed and 

r heated by an oven complex and f !replace. The same houses were of 

r better construction than the Grand Pre structures, and House 1 was 

larger than those found in one of the Anglo-American co~munity. 

r However, House 1 is much smaller and less complex than Jean-Pierre 

Roma•s and John Hicks' houses, both prominent members pf their 

r respective communities. 

r Summary. How do the Belleisle Acadians compare with other' c-ural 

r residents? We have seen that not all Acadians were equal; some had 

more than others. Certain Acadians had porcelains while others did 

not. House styles differed and therefore so did the degree of comfort 

of the people who resided in them. The Acadians at Belleisle seem to 

r have led a comfortable life. They resided in sturdy homes and had 

household goods of varying quality. Furthermore, there is no doubt 

that some of the wares they possessed were experimental pieces and 

r se~onds from European and Anglo-~~erican potteryworks. But it seems, 

r 
r 
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for example, that just about everyone in the samples reviewed 

possessed such objects. The exceptions are the merchants, who of 

course, could afford better material goods or in the latest fashions 

being very comfortable financially and possessing information 

regarding the availability of goods from European markets. However, 

the Acadians took advantage of both the French and English trading 

networks, being exposed to a greater variety of objects than the rural 

residents of the St. Lawrence Valley and Ang-lo-American colonies. 

Acadians prepared their food with French, Mediterranean, English and 

Neo-English wares, and consumed them with French, English and Rhenish 

vessels. 

Status differences are reflected by the variety and quantity of 

wares from one site to the next. It seems that no Acadian could 

afford refined earthenwares and porcelains in sets, but some could 

obtain more expensive objects than others: the porcelains at 

Melanson, the Brown Fann and Beaubassin, and the ornate refined 

earthenware from House 2 at Belleisle are examples of this. Certain 

vessels, however, seem to have been available to everyone, regardless 

of standing in any community coarse ea~thenwares for food preparation 

and serving, refined earthenware eating plates and stoneware drinking 

vessels. 
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The Acadians at Belleisle and Grand Pre were certainly more 

comfortable financially than the residents of Meaux in France. 

Everyone had refined earthenwares, while in Meaux around 1700, only a 

few people had such wares, with a gradual increase registered around 

1750 (Baulant 1975:514). 
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CHAPTER SIX 

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

Man can never be reduced to one personality who fits 
into an acceptable simplification; though many people 
have pursued this false hope. No sooner has one 
approached even the simplest aspect of his life than one 
finds his customary complexity there too (Braude! 
1981:562). 

The analysis of ceramic and glass artifacts from Belleisle has shown 

that, with the exception of some New England pottery, they originate 

from various, small and large operations in Western Europe. 

Comparisons with other contemporaneous collections show that the 

Belleisle Acadians were of equal wealth or more affluent than other 

farmers in Acadia and elsewhere, including rural France. However, the 

Acadians' standard of living was low compared to that of French and 

New England merchants. 

Mow that we have a better understanding of Acadian material life, we 

will discuss the general trade from Western Europe to understand how 

the Belleisle artifacts came to the New World and to gauge the 

importance of the Acadian market. This discussion summarizes the 

influences of the potteries of New France and New England on Acadian 

material life, and describes the ocean voyages undertaken by traders 

in the eighteenth century, to help determine how the Belleisle 

ceramics and glass probably arri •Jed in Acadia. General qualities of 

the ceramics and glass f~om both Belleisle houses are compared with 

artifacts from other regions in order to generate statements about 
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l 
Acadian trade and everyday life. 

FRENCH TRADE 

l 
French trade with New France and Acadia was secondary to France's , 

colonial trade with the Levant, the French West Indies, Martinique and 

the carribean (Leon 1970:500-501; Leon and carriere 1970:195, , 
199-200). Furthermore, trading activities at La Rochelle, the French 

port most active in trade with New France, fluctuated with irregular l 
~hipments during the 1600s and eaC'ly 1700s; by the mid-eighteenth , 
century, Bordeaux had absorbed a larger share of the market in New ! 

France (Rambert 1959:471; Robert 1960:13). The ports of Rauen, Le. 

Havre and Ma:-seille did not trade directly with Mew France, although 
l 

an occasional ship sailed from these ports to Louisbourg and the town 1 
of Quebec (Garnault 1891:192; Moore 1975:14, chart 4). 

The rarity of cargoes for ships returning to France discouraged many 

l shipowners from engaging ln the New France trade. Goods from Rauen, 

Le Havre and Marseille were shipped to La Rochelle and Bordeaux by l 
coaster, or by land and river transport (Dardel 1963:154-155; Rambert 

1959:471; Robert 1960:64). l 

In La Rochelle, as at other major eighteenth-century European ports, 

, 
) 

warehouses and storage depots were used widely (Braude! 1982:96), as 

exemplified by the Hannong faience factory of Strasbourg (?"ran~e) 
l 

warehouses at La Rochelle ( Chapelot et al. 1972:87). Ships l 
l 
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from Rouen and Marseille called at La Rochelle to unload or to 

complete their cargoes for overseas voyages; therefore, faience from 

Nevers could have been shipped via Marseille, and Rauen faience 

directly from Rauen (Chapelot et al. 1972:87). Moreover, merchants 

and shipowners supplied the capital to build faience factories in the 

ports of Bordeaux, La Rochelle, Nantes and Rauen (Chapelot 

1978:105-106). 

Common earthenwares were supplied from potteries located in the 

hinterlands of Marseille (Vallauris-Biot), La Rochelle and Rochefort 

(Saintonge), as well as Dieppe and Rouen (Beauvaisis) (Barton 1977; 

1981; Chapelot 1978; Moussette 1982). Wares from these various 

regions may have been shipped to La Rochelle for storage in 

warehouses. We know that La Rochelle received quantities of Rhenish 

stonewares from Holland (Chapelot et al. 1972: 86-87). 

Ceramics and glass did not form the bulk of cargoes shipped to Mew 

France. Instead, such goods appear to have been transported as 

general cargo along with many other trade items. Invariably, 

descriptions of such goods are very general. For example; the: 

eighteenth-century French company 'Dugard' shipped trade goods from Le 

Havre, La Rochelle and Bordeaux, ar.d listed among a multitude of linen 

and other fabrics, clothing, raw materials, tools and guns, were 

basins (perhaps of copper or iron rather than pottery), mirrors, 

drinking glasses, faience, and ••window panes from Dieppe•• (Dardel 

1963:153). 
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Alone, common earthenware pots, bricks and tiles were not exotic 

products. Quantities of tiles and pottery were shipped from Bordeaux 

to La Rochelle and its environs during slow periods of t~ading 

activities, usually in summer, by small boats bringing fish and salt 

to Bordeaux and seeking return cargoes (Huetz de Lemps 1975:306-308). 

There is also some evidence to suggest that pottery and glass for 

resale in New France was not loaded aboard large merchantships. After 

the Treaty of Utrecht (1713), France lost Newfoundland and more 

fishing boats came to Cape Breton and the Gaspe Peninsula to organize 

shore stations, closer to permanent settlements (Rambert 1959:4 76). 

This is important when one considers the apparent low cost of common 

earthenware, and realizes that most of the ships not carrying cargoes 

for French troops in Canada seemed to be small vessels and fishing 

boats (Moore 1975:4; Proulx 1984:26, 32; Robert 1960:15). 

Another possibility exists concerning the movement of pottery and 

glass objects ovecseas. Such goods may have been included under the 

rubric "pacotilles'' in ships • manifests. Pacotilles were private 

cargoes shipped overseas by sailors, passengers, shipowners and 

merchants for personal profit through resale. and in certain 

instances, freight was claimed by captains and sailors free of charges 

(Dardel 1963:155; Littre 1875:896). Rauen merchants doing business 

with Mew France sent pacotilles via La Rochelle (Dardel 1963:155; 

Robert 1960:64). Moore (1975:v-vi) claims that one third of all the 

freight brought to the Fortress of Louisbourg in Cape Breton, was in 

pacotilles. 
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Earthenwares and glass arriving in the towns of Quebec and 

Louis bourg probably were stored in warehouses to be sold later, Ot" 

were sold directly fr"om the ship. Certain goods may have been ordered 

by local merchants, or intended to be sold by a merchant's agent. For 

example, in 1700, the Quebec Seminary bought SO dozen terrines 

(mixing bowls), 25 dozen from Monsieur Martel, and another 25 dozen 

from Sieur Vital (Barbeau 1941:13). These individuals are not listed 

as potters in period documents (Desjardins 1980; Langlois 1978), but a 

merchant named Raymond Martel resided in the town of Quebec in 1700 

(Bryden 1982: 458) . Martel may be one of the two men named in the 

transaction. The wares sold to the Quebec Seminary may have been 

English, French, Italian and Quebec products, as indicated by current 

archaeological evidence (Barton 1981; Chapelot 1978; Moussette 1982). 

Tin-glazed r-efined earthenwares found at Quebec, however, are 

pr-edominantly French. The analysis of 29 collections from Place 

Royale shows that during the first half of the eighteenth century, 

French products dominated the collections followed by a very few 

Spanish and Dutch refined earthenwares (Genet 1980:80). 

French products also dominated the Louisbourg collections, although 

faience vessels were very plain, being from factories of lesser 

importance, imitating and simplifying the styles from major French 

factories (Dunton 1971; 15-16). Furthermore, "seconds'• were sent to 

Louisbourg (Dunton 1971:21). 

It is difficult to gauge the impact of the Quebec potteries en the 
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importation of common earthenwares from Europe. However, the local 

wares were meeting various demands, and catering to a geographically 

immediate market. Quebec coarse earthenwares have been recovered as 

far west as Fort Michilimackinac in Michigan, and east at the 

'Penouille 3' site, across the bay from Gaspe in Quebec (Blanchette 

1975:90; Miller and Stone 1970:52, 57; Moussette 1982:28-32, 41-42). 

Significantly, Quebec wares have not been found in pre-1760 

archaeological contexts in Acadia or elsewhere in the Marl times. It 

is known, however, that in 1752 an unspecified quantity of bricks was 

sent from Quebec to Louisbourg (Moore 1975:60). The bricks could have 

been French rather Quebec products, but in the eighteenth century. 

bricks were made in Mew France and "brought to Quebec for export." 

(Reid 1953:29). 

ENGLISH TRADE 

--;F· 

Until the end of the French Regime (1760) New France was relatively 

unimportant to the English market according to Schumpeter (1960: 17, 

table V; 18, table VI). However, l.Jew England traded actively with 

Acadia in the seventeP-nth and eighteenth centuries (Chapters 2 and 3) 

and English wares did reach Acadia (Tables 5 and 6). England's 

concern, however, was to control the colonial economies ~Mathias 

1983:78; Noel Hume 1961:94), by discouraging the development of local 

industries in New England. 
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The most active British sea port in the eighteenth century was 

London, which secured at least 50 percent of the British exports, 

re-exports and imports from circa 1700 to 1780 (Mathias 1983: 84-85; 

Schumpeter 1960:9). Also, in the early 1700s, goods were shipped to 

Anglo-American ports from Bristol, Liverpool and Whitehaven, but these 

combined volumes traded did not surpass London's (Davis 1962:299; 

Mathias 1983:84). Ceramics and glass from these ports, except 

Whitehaven, or their hinterlands occur in the Belleisle Acadian 

artifact collections. 

In London, potters were established on or nearby the shores of the 

Thames River where clay was delivered to their yards (Edwards 

1974:25). This location permitted the shipment of pottery by boat, 

and during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, many of the 

London potteries' o~ners and :nanagers simply hired potters to run 

their works or leased the factories to potters (Edwards 1974:22). 

London • s "Glass Sellers' Company•• for instance, imported wares from 

the continent, attempted to control the supply of pots from certain 

London shops, and purchased other ceramics from independent London 

potters (Edwards 1974:22-24). The London pottery business was, thus, 

very complex indeed. 

situation was simpler in other potting centres. In 

Staffordshire and Buckley, small factories owned by potters, catered 

mostly to the local demand until about 1690 when they expanded their 

operations after roads and canals had been constructed (Davey 1975a; 
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1976; Weatherill 1971:145-146; 1983). Accordingly, wares from these 

potteries were exported predominantly from Liverpool, Bristol and 

London, at times supplemented with wares made in the latter two 

cities, before coming overseas (P.J. Davey, February 6, 1986: personal 

communication; Noel Hume 1970a:133-135; Weatherill 1983). 

The artifact evidence discussed in chapter 5 shows that English 

ceramics and glass were common finds at both eighteenth-century French 

and English sites in eastern North America. It is probable that like 

continental glass and pottery shipped directly from France, the 

English exports constituted part of ships• cargoes along w.ith many 

other goods destined for the northeast. Pottery even constituted 

ships • ballast: "Bristol bricks and tiles, it is said were the chief 

ballast of West Indies ships" (Walker 1977:646-647). 

British eighteenth-century trade with new England appears relatively 

unimportant compared to the total trading activities of the mother 

country. "The northern colonies (U.S.) traded with angland in quite 

small volume and to an increasing extent in ships owned i&l the ports 

of Ue'"' England·· (Davis 1962:267). 

In New England the most active potteries were located in or near 

major ports. In Charlestown (1709-1775), across the harbour from 

Boston, eight shops were operating simultaneously in 1750 (Watkins 

1950:24). The Bailey pottery (1723-1799) supplied the 1-lew England 

coast f:."om Newbury Port (Watkins 1950:48-61). The ceramic finds at 
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Belleisle attributed to New England resemble extant specimens from 

Newbrury Port and Charlestown. 

TRADE AND TRIANGULAR CIRCUITS 

The possible and probable distribution routes for the Belleisle 

ceramics have been outlined above. Now, it is necessary to consider 

the modes of trans-Atlantic transport for such items. The activities 

of French fishing boats conveying trade goods to the east coast on 

their annual journeys to shore stations in Cape Breton and Gaspe have 

been mentioned already. This activity constituted one method of 

shipping European wares to the New World, especially after the 1713 

Treaty of Utrecht, when more shore 0 stations were established in ° the 

Maritimes. 

Two other forms of traffic have been identified: ••trade circuits'• 

and ••triangular circuits" (Braude! 1982: 140-141) . A trade cireui t 

(Braude! 1982:140) consisted of a return trip by a merchant, for 

example, from La Rochelle to Quebec, possibly represented by an 

agent. This circuit involved four successive deals, where the 

merchant initially bought trade goods at La Rochelle to sell in 

Quebec, thereby creating a new demand for the goods. Once sold at 

Quebec, in exchange for timber for example, a demand would be created 

for more timber with the promise to bring more La Rochelle trade goods 

(Braude! 1982: 140). The entire operation was considered a success 

only if the timber sold for a profit, above all costs and expenses 
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incurred by the merchant during a particular trade circuit (Braude! 

1982:140-141). 

Additionally, I would suggest that trips from Quebec or New England 

to Acadia, or Louisbourg constituted trade circuits. ·In the same 

vein, trade circuits probably existed between Acadia and Quebec, 

Louisbourg or New England. 

The triangular circuit "was the classic pattern in the Atlantic in 

the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.. (Braude! 1982:141). 

example: 

Captain de la Roche Couvert was asked by the owners 
of the vessel Saint Louis to make a round about voyage 
in 1743: to sail to Acadia (Canada) and pick up a cargo 
of cod; to sell it in Guadeloupe and here to take on 
sugar, which he was to bring back to Le Havre (Braude! 
1982:141). 

For 

This agreement was made at Le Havre on March 26, 1743 (Braude! 

1982:616, note 7). A list of ships arriving at Louisbourg in 1743 

includes one ship named the Saint Louis (Moore 1975:29, chart 6). It 

had salled from France on May 21, and had arrived in Louisbourg on 

August 24, 1743 (Moore 1975:29). It is plausible that Braude! (1982) 

and Moore (1975) wrote of this s~~e vessel, which at Louisbourg took 

on a cargo of cod for Guadeloupe. 

It is conceivable that ships on a triangular circuit, unloaded 

pottery and glass at Louisbourg, either directly from France or 
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r 
returning to France from the French West Indies, but apparently not in 

r Acadia. Equally plausible is the possibility that English merch~1tmen 

delivered ceramics and glass to New England while on a triangular 

circuit. 

r BELLEISLE TRADE AND EVERYDAY LIFE 

r 
Most pottery (excluding Mew England wares) and glass recovered from 

r Belleisle originated from France and England (Table 15). Both 

countries were functioning within national and intet·national trading 

r networks. 

r More than 75 percent of the French coarse earthenwares at both 

Belleisle houses were produced in the hinterland of La Rochelle and 

Rochefort (Sa in tonge) . Smaller quantities originated ft"om 

r Vallauris-Biot (16. 7%), in the interior, northwest of Marseille, and 

from Beauvaisis {6. 7%) the hinterland of Rouen and Dieppe, in the 

northwest of France. Northern Mediterranean and Iberian wares (Table 

r 15) must have been brought by French ships to the New World from 

Marseille, either in a triangular circuit or via La Rochelle. The 

[ Saintonge (La Rochelle or Rochefort) connection must have been strong 

considering the very frequency of this pottery among the French wares 

[ at Belleisle (Table 15). 

r 
r 
r 
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HOUSES, 
NUMBER'OF' VESSELS/ 

ADJUSTED % 

COUNTRY OR REGION HOUSE .1 HOUSE 2 
OF ORIGIN 

n % n % 

1. FRANCE 20 Jl.?5 13 I 31.11 

2. NORTHERN MEDITERRANEAN 6 9.52 2 4.88 

J. IBERIAN 2 J-17 -- ----
1, 2 and J COMBINED 

I 

4. RHINE VALLEY 6 9-52 5 12.19 

5· ENGLAND 12 19.0.5 12 29.27 

6. NEW ENGLAND 9 14.29 4 9-76 

5 and 6 COMBINED I 

SOURCE UNKNOWN 8 12.70 5 12.19 

TOT.'\LS 6J 100.0 I 41 1 100.0 

TABLa 15. Belleisle Ceramics by Origins. 

HOUSES 
1 and2 

n % 

43 41.4 

11 10.5 
I 

37 J,5.6 

13 12.5 

104 100.0 
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In Acadia, English and Anglo-American pottery probably was purchased 

from Uew England merchants, perhaps from Boston and Newbury Port, or 

from traders with connections in these ports. Also, Acadians 

travelling to American ports could have purchased English and 

Reo-English wares, as they could have bought French, Northern 

Mediterranean and Iberian wares from Loulsbourg in Cape Breton, around 

1719 and after. 

The occurrence of wares at both Belleisle houses combined shows that 

taken 

(41.4f,) 

totals 

together French, Northern Mediterranean and Iberian wares 

exceed by a small margin English and New England pottery 

(35.6t.). This indicates both strong French and 

English/Nee-English influences at Bellesile. 

Refined earthenware totals for both houses show that vessels of 

identifiable origins are dominated by English products (40.0%), 

followed by faience (12.0ta). Nearly half of the tin-glazed refined 

earthenware vessels (48.0f,) have unknown origins. These totals 

indicate that English products were predominant at Belleisle, a very 

different situtation than the findings at Place Royale and Louisbourg, 

where faience dominated the collections (Dunton 1971:15-17; Genet 

1980:80). Belleisle d•~lftwares are derived from Lambeth (London), and 

two vessels are from Bristol. The faience originated from Nevers, or 

a factory imitating the Nevers style, and another object was traced to 

a Rauen pottery. Such diverse origins all can be linked, however, to 

factories that were located either in ports exporting directly to the 
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New World (London, Bristol and La Rochelle [Nevers]), or a port such 

as Rouen, which regularly sent goods to La Rochelle for the 

trans-Atl~~tic trade. 

Rhenish stonewares could have beesn shipped from both England and 

France, as these countries imported many stonewares from the Rhine 

Valley, via Holland, on a regular basis (Chapter 3). Rhenish 

mugs/jugs and tankards comprise more than half (57 .9!,) of the total 

stoneware vessels from both Belleisle houses. English stonewares come 

second (36.8~), including pots from London and Nottingham. One 

tankard from House l qualifies as an article of inferior quali t:t, 

although not unique, as seen in a contemporaneous collection from 

Virginia {A. Noel Hume 1973). Lastly, the single New England 

stoneware tankard recovered from House 2 (5.3~) has a general 

appearance suggesting that it was an experimental piece. Another 

experimental vessel has been recovered at the Brown Farm, not far from 

Belleisle in Nova Scotia (Chapter 5). French stonewares have not yet 

been reco·Jered at Belleisle, but they were identified in quantity at 

the Melanson settlement, Grand Pre, and Beaubassin (A. Crepeau, 

Personal Communication: J~,e 24, 1985; Hansen 1984; Moussette 1970). 

Both Belleisle houses yielded very few sherds of window glass. A 

single stemmed-glass was retrieved from each house, that from House 2 

represents a verre fougere glass, probably from France, the other from 

House 1 is an English crystal glass, from London or its environs. In 

Acadia, toiletries from the European continent are unique to Belleisle 
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House 2. Glass bottles, rare in both houses, are limited to a flacon 

and a liquor bottle from House 1, and three liquor bottles from House 

2. It is equally plausible that their origins are French or Englisl1. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The following conclusions must begin with a word of caution. Du~ing 

the 1983 field season at Belleisle, House 1 was fully excavated, but 

House 2 was not. Therefore, to generate conclusions about the entire 

village -- consisting of about 30 families in 1746 or 1747 (Coleman 

1969:74) -- or worse, all of Acadia, based on the two Belleisle 

collections would be premature and misleading. Furthernore, we have 

seen that comparisons between collections f~om differ~nt locations in 

Acadia and elsewhere exhibit not only similarities, but also subtle 

differences. This supplements observations made of the archite~tural 

and documentary evidence (Chapter 5). 

The ceramic and glass analyses indicate that around 1680, Belleisle 

House 1 was constructed, followed about a decade later by House 2. 

This construction occurred at the beginnin~ of the Belleisle 

settlement when Acadia was administered directly by France 

(1670-1710). The Acadians utilized diked marshes following methods 

conceived by saltworkers from southwestern France. From 1670 to 1710, 

overseas trade that developed was founded on necessity. the Acadians 

obtained . .finished goods in i!:cchange for gr.ain, foodstuffs and furs. 

Merchants frcm New France and New Kngland sailed to Acadia, the 



266 

latter traders disregarding official F~eneh policies forbidding 

trade. Also, some Acadian merchants were involved in the trade, some 

even in partnership with New Englanders, while others held permits 

from both French and English officials. 

From 1710 until the 1755 deportation, Acadia was administered by 

England through its representatives. The Acadian population continued 

to grow and prosper, although the flow of French immigrants had 

ceased. Trade continued with New England and an illegal trade with 

the Fortress of Louisbourg began aa:-ound 1719. Dia:-eet trade with New 

France seems to have been limited to the settlements in the Chigneeto 

Isthmus, at Baie Verte and Beaubassin (Chapter 2). 

The Belleisle population fluctuated fa:-om about 1707 to 1710, 

probably due to ~egional emigration and population shifts caused by 

the fear of military engagements in nearby Annapolis Royal. General 

gro\otJth, however, was registed during the English administration, from 

14 families in 1714 to about 30 in 1746 or 1747. The Belleisla 

Aeadians resided in sturdy houses, of better cons true tion than the 

houses at Grand Pre and ordinary dwellings in New England. However, 

merchants' houses in Prince Edward Island and in Maryland were 

luxurious in comparison. 

From 1680 to 1755, the Belleisle Acadians were using ceramics and 

glass imported from Europe. Some pottery, however, was obtained from 

Mew England, particularly from the Boston and Newbury Port areas. It 
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would seem that much of the trade was controlled by many small and 

large companies, with goods from France and the Mediterranean coming 

from the port of La Rochelle. The English wares originated mostly 

from London. 

At Belleisle, ceramic vessel totals indicate a strong influence on 

Acadian material life by wares produced in Saintonge, the hinterland 

of La Rochelle and Rochefort. Combined ceramic totals from both 

Belleisle houses shown that F~ench, Northern Mediterranean and Iberian 

wares (41.4%) exceed by a small margin English and Neo-English wares 

(35.6~). However, the figures indicate strong influences, both French 

and English/New England, on Belleisle material life. The latter 

influence can be correlated to the era after 1710 when the British 

took control of Acadia, and potteries were 9stablished in Charlestown 

beginning in 1709, and Newbury Port in 1723. 

Acadians from both Belleisle houses prepared and stored food in 

French, Northern Mediterranean, Iberian, English and Anglo-American 

containers. They served victuals out of French Northern 

Mediterranean, Low Countries, English and !Jew England pottery, Their 

refined earthenwares, however, were mostly English, and differed from 

the French wares most commonly used in the towns of Quebec and 

Louisbourg. They also differed from New England where delftware was 

used solely. Thus, the Belle isle Acadians appear to have had an 

interesting variety of vessels, both functional and decorative, that 

bespeak of a relatively comfortable standard of living for the 1680 to 

1755 period. 
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VESSEL TYPE 

COARSE EARTIIENWARES 
I. Mixing bowl 

'2. Mixing bowl 

3. Mixing bowl 

4. Mixing bowl 

5. Mixing bowl 

6. Mug 

7. Mug 

8. Mug 

9. Mug 

10. Mug 

II. Mug 

12. Storage Jar 
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APPEND I X I : CEAAM I C AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM BELLE ISLE HOUSE 

DATE RANGE PROVENANCf Cf SHEROS) 

Saintonge/France ~- 1690-li55 C, Fl :7( I) 

Saintonge/France ~- 1690-1755 62-208(1), 83(24), 83-301(1), 

83-1678(1); Hl-1697(1); 11-341(1), 

11-342(1)' 11-439( 13)' f 1-446(3)' 

11-454(1), 11-786(1), 11-829(1), 

11-831(1); 11-1460(1), 11-1461(!), 

11-2019(1). 

Saintonge/France ~- 1690-1755 11-346( I). 

Saintonge/France ~- 1690-1755 Preston 1972- 63(1). 

Saintonge/France S· 1690-1755 G - 1790(1). 

Saintonge/Franca S· 1690-1755 C, F1:7-2478CI), 3368-3370(4); 

C3-3575CI>; C4-1989-1991(3). 

Saintonse/France £· 1690-1755 I 1-2 I 75 ( I ) • 

Saintonge/Frdnce ~- 1690-1755 Preston !972-111(6) 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 D3-1994(1); D4-1024, lli0-1172(4); 

Hl-291 (J). 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 Preston !972-49, 84(2); 83-202, 

253(2>; Cl-408(i); C4-883(1); 

C,FI:7-2497, 2521-2522(3); Gl-~276; 

li-439, 800, 830, 832(4); 11-2019, 

2173(2). 

Saintonge/rrance £· 1690-i755 

Saintonge/~rance £· 1690-1755 G 1-2280 ( I ) • 



VESSEL .TYPE 

COARSE EARTHENWARES 
13. Bottle 

14. Ptr·cher/Jug 

15. Storage jar 

16. Unlcentlfled 

17. UnldenTI fled 

18. Bottle 

19. Flanged-bowl 

20. Fta~gsd-bowl 

21. Flanged-bowl 

22. Flanged-bowl 

23. FJanged-bo111J 

24. Flanged-bowl 

25. Amphora 

2'5. .r..rnphora 

27. Mixing bowl 

28. ?osset cup 
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APPENDIX 1: CERAMIC AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM SELLEISLE HOUS~ I 

DATE RANGE PROVENANCE Cl SGE?.DS) 

Salntonge/France c. 1690-1755 6.3-449( J); Hl-1599(4); 11-341<3), 

1067(1). 

Salntonge/France c. 1690-1755 Gl-312<1>; Hl-1695<1>; 11-342-343, 

795, 790, 929, 2592<7>; L2-IOS9-I089, 

1104(3); llnprovenance~- 1640 (f). 

Saintonge/France c. 1690-1755 Sur~ace Find, 19o4, House 

Seauva!sls/France c. 17C0-1755 E2-5325Cil, Gl-452<1>. 

Vallaurfs-3lo~/France c. 1700-1755 ?reston 1972-54<1>. 

Vallaurls-atot/France c. 1700-1755 I 33-520 0 > • 

Northern ~·1ed I terranean c. 1700-li55 ?resTon 1972-122(1); GI-2~JC4l, 

312(5), 1030<1>; 11-793(1), 793(1). 

Northern ~~dtterr3nean c. 1700-P55 CS-Z~66 <I>, 2526 C I>. 

~orthern r~dlterran~an c. t 700-1 i55 Hl-306, 310, 1417, 1693, 1969, 

2S!4C6>; 11-30:1; .!62C4>. 

:-torthern ro1ed 'terranean c. J7CO-l755 Ml-21770). 

Northern Medlterr~nean c. 1700-17~5 Gl-1784. 

Northern f-1ed l terr anean c. 1700-1755 C, Fl:7, 4-3359. 

Iberian Peninsula/Italy<?> c. 1700-1755 Preston 1972-112<1>; AJ-3340(11; 

A2-2109(3); Unprovenanced- 333SCI). 

lberldn Fen!nsula/lta!yC?) c. 1700-1755 CS-2856<2~. 

~tew Eng land/Charlestown c. 1709- Ji55 Nl-2305<1>. 

New England/Charlestown c. 1709-1755 82-255(1); S3-1240CJ>; ~1-1505<1>: 

11-789<:>. 

l ., 
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VESSEL TYPE 

COARSE EAR11i£NWARES 
29. Pitcher 

30. Bottle 

31. Bottle 

32. Storage Jar 

33. Storage Jar(?) 

34. Storage J.lr 

35. Unidentified 

~- Tankard 

~7. Un i dent if i ed 
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APPENDIX I: CEAA~IC AND GlASS !IESSEL COL71T FROM BELL~ ISLE HCIJSE I 

OAIT RANG£ PROVENANCE (f ShEROS) 

New England/Charlestown 1709-1755 Preston 1972- 38(1); Nl-2306(1). 

New England/Charlestown G-12S6(l); Hl-1541(1). 

or Newburytown 

New England/Charlestown C, Fl:7,4- 3358(1). 

or Newbur't-town 

New England/Charlestown 1709-1755 Pres·f'on 1972- 20(1), 30(1), 152(1>; 

Hl-309(1). 

New England/Charlestown 1709-1755 ,\l-3419(1). 

New England/Cnarlestown 1709-175e; Pr~s~on !972-9~(1), 137(3); 

Ai-922(1), l~B.HIIJ, 1951 (.!0), 

1999(13), 2332{1J), 2407-2410(4), 

2409-24~7(27), 3336-3339(4.) 1 

3418(23), ~419(13); A2-2110CI); 

83-1952(1); Gl-1785-1788(4), 

1792-1794.(3), 

2276(1), 2278( I), H 1-1739( ~ > • 

NeW England/Charlestown 17C-9-1755 ~1-2176(1); Pl-252~(1). 

Buckley/England 1690-1750 Preston 1972-29(1); Hl-~00(1). 

Staffo1·d!:h ire<?) /Eng I and 1700-1755 B3-204Cil; Hl-308( I). 
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APPENDIX 1: CERAMIC AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM BELL£1SLE HOUSE I 

VESSEL TYPE DATE RANGE PROVENANCE (f SHERDS) 

38. Unidentified Staffordshire(?)/England 1700-1755 02-120( I). 

39. Jar Source unknown Gl-1783(1); Hl-297(1). 

TIN-GLAZED REFINED EARTHENWARES 

40. Plate England 1680-1740 83-2541(1); Gl-210-211(2); 11-827(1). 

41. Plate England 1680-1740 C, Fl:7-2489; 11-826(1). 

42. Plate Bristol, England 1710-1730 Gl-217, 218(2). 

43. Plate P.ouen, France £•. 1680-1755 Q2-3076( I). 

44. Plate Source unknown 04-923(1); 11-437(1): Q4-280i(l). 

923+2801 ~rcssmend. 

45. Bowl Source unknown Pres~on 1972-55, !34(2}; 83-1278(1); 

03-701(1}; Hl-289, ~93-2~~. 298-299, 

303, 305, 307, 1685(9); 11-791-792(2); 

Q3-273C, 3016(~). 

46. Bowl England £• 1680-1755 Preston 1972-121(1); C, F1:7-2494(1)• 

2498(2), 2499(1); Hl-295(1); 

11-435(2), 2499(1). 

47. Cup Source unknown Hl-1684( I). 

48. Cup or Small Bowl England(?) Preston 1972-151(1). 

49. Cup/Jam Pot Franca 1700-1755 Gl-1143(1). 

50. Porringer Lambeth, England 1680-1737 Hl-71408). 

51. Unidentified Source unknown Back-filled trench, ?reston 

1972-206(2). 

52. Unidentified Source unknown Gl-1873(1), 3726(1). 

53. Unidentified Source unknown 1(?)-797(1). 
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APPENDIX I: CEAA'41C Arm GlASS VESSEL COIJNT FROM BELLE ISLE HOUSE I 

VESSEL TYPE 

STOr~EWARES 

54. Mug/Jug 

55. Mug/Jug 

56. !-1ug/Jug 

57. Mug/Jug 

58. Mug/Jug 

59. Unidentified 

60. Tankard 

61. Tankard 

62. Tani<ard 

63. Mug/Jug 

(Grey-Core) 

Rhenish 

Srenzhausen 

Rhenish 

Grenzhausen 

Rhenist. 

Grenzhausen 

Rhenish 

Rhenis~ 

Grenzhausen 

Rhenish 

England 

Nottingham, England 

Nottinaham, England 

England 

LATE E I GHTEENTH CENTURY AND LATER t.:ERAM I CS (NOT ACAO I AN> 

64. Pearlware Cup ~ngland 

DATE RANGE PROYENM'Cf (f SHEROSl 

c. 1685-1720 Preston 1972-1, 64, 101. 105, 106, 

110, 120, 123, 153(~); 83-205, 207, 

256(3); Gl-212, 2277(2); HC?) 

3360-3361(2); N2-2481(1). 

1685-1720 C4-925(1); 06-1091(1); 04-2729(1). 

1685-IJZO 11-784(1); N2-24d0(1). 

N2-2774( I). 

1700-l755 0 (wall clean up~, (1). 

'H -2525 ( i) • 

1700-1755 Preston :972-!44(i); Hl-288(16); 

Nl-2038(1); Unprovenanced- 1591(1). 

1700-1755 G 1- 2275 C I> • 

£· 1730-1755 Gl-1796, 3736(2). 

£· !720-1755 Gl-214(1); Hl-290(1). 

£· 1790-1810 Preston 1972-92(18); Al-2171(10i; 

Bl-367(3). IS64(1j; C2-i86Cii; 

rl-478<1>; ~1-2264<1>; rr-251.3<6>; 

• Unprovenanced- (27). 
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APPEND I X I : CERAMIC AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM BELLE ISLE HOUSE I 

VESSEL· TYPE DATE RANGE PROVENANCE <' SHEROS) 

STONEWARES 

65. Unidentified England(?) La1e 18th C. Dl-317{1). 

White Refined or early 19th C. 

Earthenware 

GLASS 

66. Flacon France(?) 1700-1755 11-SOS(I). 

67. Bottle Source unknown Freston 1972-4, 114(2); Al-2447, 

2544(2); Hl-757, 1723-1724, 1726, 

3!62(5); il-1414-1415(2). 

68. Drinking Glass London, England 1685-1705 11-375{1). 

69. Crystal unidentified Source unknown Hl-1671(1). 

_. Window-Glass Western Europe ?reston 1972-761(1); A2-5408(1); 

C2-2197(1); D2-2:f4-201(1); Hl-1673, 

1675, 1688(3); 11-379,_ 498, 515, 

794(4). 
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VESSEL TYPE 

COARSE EARTHENWARES 
I. Mixing bowl 

2. Mixing bowl 

3. Mixing bowl 

4. Colander 

5. Storage Jar 

6. Bottle 

7. Unidentified 

8. Unidentified 

9. Storage Jar 

10. Pitcher 

II. Mixing bowl 

12. Spindlewhort Weight 

13. Flanged bowl 

14. Flanged bowl 
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APPEND I X 2: C£RAM I C At~O GLASS ~ESSEL CCL:NT FROM BELLE ISLE J-:.:)USE 2 

DATE RANGE FROVE~JANCE C11 SHERDS) 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 AA2-22!1(1); 882-4835(1). 

Saintonge/France £· 1~90-1755 CCI-3918, 3962-3963(!); 001-3855(1); 

002-3865, 3965, 3968(3). 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 882~817(1); CCI-3818, 3822(2); 

001-38:3, 3854, 3916(l). 

Saintonge/France c. 1690-1755 581-3e07CI>; ODI-3919(1). 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 AA2-3ca5<1>; e82-3S07, 3975, 3979, 

3982(4); DDI-3809(1). 

Saintonge/Franco £· 1690-1755 892-3?87, 3997(2). 

Saintonge/France £· 1690-1755 002-:5972 <I} • 

Saintonge/France £• 1690-1755 001-3208, 38!0i2). 

Bauvaisis/Fr~nce £· 17C0-1755 083-!8~9(1); OCI-~~94(1). cros~~nr~d 

Vallauris-8iotiFrance £• I iC0-1755 AA 1-!% l (I); AA2-2'2C5 I 2229(2,; 

/~3-2606(1i; 88(?l-49d4(!!; 

E81-3937(i); ebB-3827-3829, !336, 

3838, 3847, 3992, 4831, 4833(9); 

CCI-3804, 3876, 3921, 3943 3951(5); 

001-3811( I). 

Vallauris-Biot/France £· 170C-i755 C:i-382C, ~824, 3825, 3884, 

3890-3893(8). 

Val lauris-Bio~/France £· 1700-1755 

Northern ~iterranean £· i?00-1755 962-~974, ~980, 3981, 3998(4). 

~lor+he:rn ~ i terr~nec.n £· :700-:755 002-3863! I). 
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APPENDIX 2: CERAMIC AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT F~~ BELLEISLE HOUSE 2 

VESSEL TYPE 

COARSE EARTHENWARES 
15. Storage Jar 

16. Storage Jar 

17. Unidentified 

18. Plate 

19. Unidentified 

20. Jar 

21. Posset cup 

DATE RANGE 

New England/Charlestown 1709-1755 

tlew Eng I and/Char I estQ\ooln or 1709-1755 

Newburytown 

New Eng I and/C11ar I esi"~,.n 1709-1755 

Buckley/England 1690-1755 

Staffordshire/England 1680-1720 

Staffordshire/England £· 1700-1755 

Staffordshire/England £· 1700-1755 

TIN-GLAZED REFINED EARTHENWAP~S 

22. Plate (delftware) England 

23. Plate (delftware) England, Bristol 1730-1755 

24. Bow I or chamber pot Source unknown 

PROVENANCE <f SHERCS) 

AAI-2242(6); AA2-2204(i); 

882-3830(1); ODI-3852-3853(2). 

882-3832·,· 3835, 4816, 4834(4). 

eBI-3928, 3929, 3938(2); 682-3839, 

3845, 3934, 4871(4). 

001-3812(1). 

AA2-2202 (I) • 

002-3862(1). 

682-3841, 3984, 4851(3); CCI-3894(1); 

001-3857, 3860, 3896, 3902-3903, 

3915(6). 

682-~806, 3977, 3995(3). 

BS2-3978, 3991\2). 

AA2-2240, 2253(2); AA2-12!~, 3222(2); 

BBI-3931, ~936, 3939(3); aB2-3840, 

3342, 3844, ~846, 3933, 3943, 3970, 

3981, 3985-39e6, 3988, ~989-5990, 

3993-3994, 4840, 4842, ~846, 4354, 

4865, 4873, 5808~22>; 863-3856, 

4861(2); CCI-3823, 3872-3874, 

3877-3879, 3881, 3885-3888, 3911: 

'j , , 
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APPEND I X 2: CERAMIC AND GLASS VESSEL COUNT fROM BELLE ISLE HOUSE 2 

VESSEL TYPE DATE RAN~ PROVENANC£ (f SHERDS) 

TIN-GLAZED REF I NED EARTliENWARE 

25. Bow I or chamber pot 

26. Bowl (del ft\olare) 

27. Cup (dei ftwar9) 

28. Pharmaceutical pot 

(de I ftware) 

29. Unidentified 

(Nevers style) 

30. Unice~tified 

31. Unidentified 

}2. Unidentified 

STONEWARE 

:n. Tankard 

34. T•\nkard 

35. Tankard 

Source unknown 

England 

England 

England 

Fr.1nce 

So:.:rce unknown 

Source unknown 

Source unknown 

Rheni~h 

Grenzhausen 

Rhenish 

Grenzhausen II (late) 

Rhenish 

£· 1680-1755 

£· 1680-1755 

£• 1680-1755 

c. 1680-1755 

1700-1725 

1725-1755 

1700-1755 

941-3942, 3944-3948, 3950-3961, 

4518(33); 001-3858-3859, J861, 3864, 

3897, 3899, 39rJO, 3913-3914, 4580(10). 

882-3973, 4810, 4819, 4822, 4829, 

4831, 4838, 4859, 4918(9). 

882-3833-3634(2); 001-3814(1). 

881-3864(1); CCI-3889; 002-3969(1). 

BBI-3930, 3935<2>; ee2-481t<l>. 

AA2-2265{2). 

001-3912 

e82-4849, Aa5i, 5579(3); 88~-444,{1). 

CCI-~940, 3949(2). 

AA2-3012CI>; 882-3837(1). 

DDJ-3904-3905, 3907-3909(5). 

AA2-34II{Il; 882-3826, ~2~(1~; 

OOI-39C6, 3910(2i. 
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APPEND I X 2: CfRAM I C Af!D GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM BELLE ISLE HOUSE 2 

VESSEL TYPE DATE RANGE P!10VENANCE {! SHE~OS> 

STOOEWARE 
36. Chamber pot or Rhenish 1700-1755 AA2-22C8, 3411(31), 5741{33); 

Storage Jar eB2-4S23<!>; ool-3906<1>. 

31. Unidentified Rhenish AA3-2607 ( I} • 

38. Tankard Eng I ish ~- 1680-1755 AM?l-2221{1). 

~9. Tankard Nottingham, England .... 1700-1755 es2 -4820 o > • 

40. Tankard New England -=-· 1725-1755 882-3831, 3996, A815, 4831(4); 

CCI-3866, 3869-3670(~). 

41. Unidentified Staffordshire, England{?) ~- 1720-1755 CCI-3821Ci). 

LATE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY AND LATER CERAMICS 

t2. Uniden~ified Creamware England 1770-1830 001-3917( I). 

43. Cup Ironstone England £• 1840-1870 CC!-~871(1l. 

GLASS 

44. Drinking Glass Western Europe ~- 1680-1755 AAI-2193(1). 

{verre fouget-e) 

45. o: ive green bottle Source unknown AA2-2203(J); BBI-5757(1}; 882-5510{1}; 

002-3927, 3999{2). 

46. Black Gldss bottle Source unknown AA2-5815{1>; 882-3922, 551t(2j; 

CCI-3221, !875{2i; 002-3926(1). 

t.7. eottle Source unknown 002-5171 (Ji. 

48. Unidentified Source unknown £· 1680-1755 

(toiletry) 
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[ APPENDIX 2: CEAAMIC A:JD GLASS VESSEL COUNT FROM BELLE:SLE HOUSE 2 

[ VESSEL TYPE DATE R-\a"lGE PRO'IE~ANCE (f SHEROSi 

STONEWARE 

[ 
49. Unidentified 

Ctoi letrv> 

Source unknown £· 1680-1755 882-5812(1); 002-4001(1). 

[ 

r. _. Window Glass r!estern Europe ODI-i815(1;; Urprovenanced (1). 

r 
[ 

( 

[ 

r 

r 



MBDIAN KULTIPLIBD MBDIAN MULTIPLIBD 
NUMBER OF BX NUMBER OF PRODUC'l'ION DATB BX NUMBER OF 

CQARSK BAR1'HBNWARR DATB RANGB ~ VESSKLS/SHRRDS VBSSBLS/SHERDS RANGB ~ VESSRLSISHBRDS 

SAIN'OONGB c. 1690-1755 1722.5 15/120 25837.5/206820.0 1600-c.l800 11oo.p·. 25500.0/204000.0 
BBAWAISIS c. 1700-1755 1727.5 1/2 17"7.5/3455.0 1600-c.l800 1700.0 7

; 1700.0/3400.0 
VALAURIS-BIOT c. 1700-1755 1727.5 2/2 3455.0/3455.0 1700-1760 1730.0 3460.0/3460.0 

NORTHERN MEDITERRANEAN c. 1700-2755 1727.5 6/26 10365.0/44915.0 1700-1800 1750.0 10500.0/45500.0 

IBERIAN PENINSULA/ITALY c. 1700-1755 1727.5 2/8 3455.0/13820.0 1700-1800 1750.0 3500.0/14000.0 

ENGLISH C. K. 

BUCKLEY 1690-1750 1722.5 1/2 1722.5/3445.0 1690-1800 1745.0 1745.0/3490.0 
STAFPORDSHIRK 1700-1755 1727.5 2/3 3455.0/5182.5 1700-1800 1750.0 3500.0/5250.0 

NEW ENGLAND c. 1700-1755 1732.0 9/173 15588.0/29963.6.0 1709-1755 1742.0 15678.0/301366.0 
C.B. TOTAL (SHBRDS) (580728.5) (580466.0) 

8§FINBD KARTHBNWARB 

FAIENCK 

Rouen 1680-1755 1717.5 111 1717.5/1717.5 1680-1800 1740.0 1740.0/1740.0 
Other 1700-1755 1727.5 1/1 1727.5/1727.5 1710-1800 1755.0 1755.0/1755.0 

DBLF'l'WARB VJ 

Lambeth 1680-1737 1708.5 1/38 1708.5/64923.0 1680-1737 1708.5 1708.5/64923.0 
0 
N 

Bristol 1710-1730 1720.0 112 1720.0/3440.0 1710-1730 1720.0 1712.0/3440.0 
Other 1680-1740 1710.0 2/6 3420.0/10260.0 1680-1800 1740.0 3480.0/10440.0 
Other 1680-1755 1717.5 1/8 1727.5/13740.0 1680-1800 1740.0 1740.0/13920.0 
R.B. TOTAL (SHERDS) (95808.0) (96218.0) 

STONEWARE 

RHENISH 

orenzhausen I c. 1685-1720 1720.5 3/21 5107.5/35752.5 c. 1685-1720 1720.5 5107.5/35752.5 
Grenzhausen II 1700-1755 1727.5 1/1 1727. 5/1727. 5 1700-1755 1737.5 1737.5/1737.5 

ENGLISH 

Nottingham 1700-1755 1727.5 111 1727.5/1727.5 1700-1800 1750.0 1750.0/1750.0 
Nottingham 1730-1755 1742.5 112 1742.5/3485.0 1700-1800 1750.0 1750.0/3500.0 
Other 1700-1755 1727.5 1119 1727.5/32822.5 1700-1800 1750.0 1150.0/33250.0 
Other 1720-1755 1737.5 1/2 1731.5/3415.0 1120-1755 1131.5 1731.5/3415.0 
STONB. TOTAL (78990.0) (19465.0) 

Flacon 1100-1155 1121.5 111 1721.5/1121.5 1100-1800 1750.0 1150.0/1150.0 
Drinking Glass 1685-1705 1695.0 111 1695.0/1695.0 1685-1705 1695.0 1695.0/1695.0 
GLASS TOTAL ( SHERDS) ~3422.5l ~3445.l 

TOTAL 55/440 94819.0/158949.0 94964.0/759514.0 

Mean Ceramic and Glass Date: 94829.0 "' 1124.2 I 158949.0 ... 1724.9 94914.0 .. 1126.8 I 159594.0 = 1126.4 
--55- 440 

_5_5_ 
440 

(VESSEL) (SHERD) (VESSBL) (SHBRD) 

APPENDIX 3. BBLLBISLB HOUSB 1: CERAMIC FORMULA, RAW DATA AND CACULATIONS 

, _ ___) ,_j ___ _j 



1---, I~ ~ I 

,__, 

KBDXAN MULTIPLIBD KBDIAN HULTIPLIBD 
NUMBER OF BY NUMBER OF PRODUCTION DATB BY NUMBBR OF 

COARSE BARTHBNWARB DATE RANGB MBDIAN VBSSS:LSISHERDS VBSSBLSISHBRDS RANGB KRDIAN VBSSBLSISHBRDS 

SAINTONGB c. 1690-1155 1122.5 8128 13180.0148230.0 1600-c. 1800 1100.0 13600.0147600.0 
BBAWAISIS c. 1100-1155 1121.5 1/2 1127.513455.0 1600-c. 1800 1700.0 1700.013400.0 
VALLAURIS-BIOT c. 1700-1755 1127.5 3130 5182.5151825.0 1700-1760 1730.0 5190.0151900.0 

NORTHERN MEDITERRANEAN c. 1700-1755 1127.5 215 3455.018637.5 1700-1800 1750.0 3500.018750.0 

BUCKLE~ 1690-1755 1722.5 111 1722.511722.5 1690-1800 1745.0 1145.011745.0 
STAFFORDSHIRE 1680-1720 1700.0 111 1700.011100.0 1680-1720 1700.0 1700.0/1700.0 
STAFFORDSHIRE c. 1700-1755 1727.5 2111 3455.0119002.5 1700-1775 1737.5 3475.0119112.5 

NEW ENGLAND c. 1709-1755 1732.0 3120 5196.0134640.0 1709-1775 1742.0 5226.0134840.0 
C.B. TOTAL (SHERDS) (169212.5) (169047.5) 

REFINED EARTHENWARE 

FAIENCE c. 1680-1155 1711.5 112 1717.513435.0 1710-1800 1755.0 1755.013510.0 

DELFTWARE c. 1680-1155 1717.5 3/9 5152.5115451.5 1680-1755 1717.5 5152.5/15457.5 
Other 1730-1755 1142.5 1/2 1742.5/3485.0 1130-1755 1742.5 1742.513485.0 
R.B. TOTAL (SHBRDS) (22317.5) (22452.5) 

STONEWARE w 
0 

RHENISH w 
Grenzhausen I 1700-1725 1712.5 1/2 1712.5/3425.0 1700-1125 1712.5 1112.513425.0 
Grenzhausen II 1700-1755 1727.5 2171 3455.01122652.5 1700-1775 1137.5 3415.01123362.5 
(late) 1725-1755 1737.5 115 1737.518687.5 1700-1155 1137.5 1137.5/8687.5 

ENGLISH 

Nottingham c. 1100-1155 1727.5 1/1 1727.511127.5 1700-1800 1750.0 1750.011150.0 
Other c. 1680-1755 1717.5 111 1717.511717.5 1680-1800 1740.0 1740.011740.0 

NEW ENGLAND c. 1725-1755 1740.0 116 1740.0110440.0 1725-1800 1762.5 1762.5110575.0 
STONE. TOTALS (SHERDS) (14865.0) (149540.0) 

GLASS 

Drinking Glass 1680-1755 1717.5 111 1717.511117.5 c. 1690-1750 1120.0 1720.011720.0 

Toiletry 1680-1755 1717.5 219 34350.115457.5 c. 1680-1800 1740.0 3480.0/15660.0 
GLASS TOTALS ( SHBRDS) ~171 75.0~ ~17380.0~ 

TOTAL 361207 62073.51351415.0 62163.51358420.0 

Mean ceramic and Glass Dates: 62073.5 = 1724.3 I 357415.0 = 1726.8 62163.5 a 1726.7 I 358420.0 .. 1731.5 
36 207 36 207 

(VBSSBL) (SHBRD) (VBSSEL) (SHBRD) 

APPENDIX 4. BBLLBISLB HOUSB 2: CERAMIC FORMULA, RAW DATA AND CACULATIONS 
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PLATE 1 

Saintonge White-Bodied Wares 

a. Jar or mug (Appendix 1. No. 9) . 

b . Jar (Appendix 1 . No . 10) . 

c. Colander's rim (Appendix 2. No. 4) • 

d. Jar or mug (Appendix '") 
"-• No. 5). 

e. r1ixing bowl (Appendix 2. No. l) . 

f. Colander's base (Appendix 2, No . 4) . 

a c 

e f 

C M 
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a b 
c 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 2 

Saintonge Red-Bodied Wares 

a. Unidentified vessel, exterior (Appendix 1, No . 14) . 

b. Unidentified vessel, interior (Appendix l, No. 14). 

c. Jar (?) (Appendix 1, No . 15). 
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... 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 3 

Beauvaisis White- Bodied Ware 

Basal fragment from a Jar (Appendix 2. No. 9). 
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w . 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 4 

Northern Mediterranean Wares 

a. Flanged bowl with glazed decorations (Appendix 1. No. 19). 

b. Flanged bowl without decorations (Appendix!, No. 20). 
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CM 

PLATE 5 

~Tophora shoulder fragments (Appendix 1. No. 25). 
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a 
b c d e 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 6 

Mew England Wares . 

a. Base of storage jar (Appendix 1, Mo. 33). 

b. Posset cup's rim (Appendix 1, No. 28). 

c,d . Slip- decorated storage jar fragmects (Appendix 2, No. 15) . 

e. Storage jar's basa l fragment ( Appendix 1, No. 32) . 



a 

0 1 

31 1 

b 

2 3 
CM 

PLATE 7 

English wares with Mottled-Brown Finsihes. 

c 

4 5 

a- c. Unidentified vessels (Appendix 2. No . 19; Appendix 1, Nos. 37-38). 
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a b 

CM 

PLATE 8 

English Slipwares. 

a. Posset cup (?), (Appendix 2, No. 21). 

b. Jar (Appendix 2 , No. 20) . 



a 

1 

313 

2 3 
CM 

PLATE 9 

4 

Unidentified Coarse Earthenwares . 

b 

5 

a. Rim sherd (Appendix 1, No. 39) . 

b. Body sherd (Appendix l, No . 39). 
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a 
b c 

d 

I 
g 

h 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 10 

Tin-Glazed Refined Earthenwares. 

a. Nevers- l ike faience (Appendix 2, No . 29) . 

b. Rim sher d fro~ French Jam pot (Append i x 1, No . 49). 

c. Rauen plate sherd (Appendix 1, No. 43). 

d. English cup fragment (Appendix 1, No. 48j. 

e . Bristol plate sherd (Appendix 2, No. 23). 

f. English plate, brim (Appendix 1 , No. 40). 

g. Plate's basal fragment, Bristol (Appendix 1, No . 4Z) . 

h. Bowl fragment, manganese ground (Appendix 1, No. 46). 
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,, 
b c 

d 

g . 
I 

f 

PLATE 11 

Rhenish Stonewares. 

a,b. Rim and body sherd, Mug or Jug, rosette-like medallions (Appendix 
1. No. 54). 

c. Scroll-like medallion (Appendix 1, No. 56). 

d,e. Rim and body herd, alternating green and blue diamond design 
(Appendix 2. No. 33). 

f. Body sherd, mug or jug (Appendix l, No. 58). 

g. Mug or tankard fragment (Appendix 2. No. 34). 

h,i. Bcdy fragments. late Rhenish (Appendix 2. 36) . 



3 1 6 

a 

.. . 
0 

PLATE 12 

English Brown Stonewares. 

b 

1 '2 3 

CM 

c 

4 5 

a.b . Body and basal fragmen t s from a tankard (Appendix 1. No. 60) . 

c . Body fragment. Notti~gham tankard (Appendix l. No . 51). 



3 17 

a 
b c 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 13 

English White Salt-Glazed Stonewares. 

a,b. Exterior and interior surface of mug or jug (Appendix l, No. 63). 

c . Body sherd , unidentified vessel (Appendix 2, No . 41). 
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a 

b 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 14 

American Stoneware. 

a,b. Basal and side f!"agments from a mug o r tankard (Appendix 2 , No. 
40). 
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a 

b 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 15 

Pearlware and Ironstone. 

a . Pearlware cup fragment with blue-printed pastoral scene (Appendix 
l. No. 69). 

b. Basal fragment from an ironstone cup (Appendix 2, No . 43). 
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b 
a 

w 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

CM 

PLATE 16 

Stemmed-Glasses. 

a. Verre fouaere drinking glass (Appendix 2, No. 44). 

b. English lead-glass with inverted baluster stem, 
quatrefoil-styled, London. 
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PLATE 17 

Toiletry bottle fra9ffient . 


