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PREFACE 

The important architectural re­
mains of Fort Chambly were almost 
completely excavated between 1976 
and 1978. Archaeological surveil­
lance during the restoration phase, 
which began in 1979, made it pos­
sible to collect and record a host of 
artifacts in addition to the strati-
graphic and architectural data that 
were added to the historical infor­
mation. And in a parallel move­
ment, history revealed its secrets 

gradually as material in the archives 
was carefully examined and re­
search reports were written. 

In this work I have not attempted 
to bring all these elements together. 
Instead, on the basis of artifacts 
brought to light and other evidence 
of material culture, I have tried to 
portray the domestic life of Fort 
Chambly's inhabitants as they may 
have lived it during the French re­
gime. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The subject, though seemingly 
vast, is contained within certain 
precise limits. The testimony of 
artifacts found during the archaeo­
logical excavation of the site, which 

is what is offered here, is just one 
piece of a puzzle that , once assem­
bled, will give us a more complete 
picture of Fort Chambly and its 
place in history. 

Definition of the Subject 

The t i t le of this work, though as 
prosaic as it is long, still requires 
some explanation. 

Domestic Aspects ... 

"Domestic aspects" means non-
military activities that took place 
at Fort Chambly. Since the fort 
was occupied by military men, it is 
true, in a sense, that all their activ­
ities were military or, more pre­
cisely, were coloured by the fact 
that they belonged to the army. 
However, to meet their human 
needs, the men performed such uni­
versal acts as eating, dressing, 
grooming, amusing themselves, e t c . 
The specific nature of these activi­
ties will be described, leaving aside 
military exercises, arms drill, guard 
duty, and the many other activities 
prescribed by the army code. 

... Of Military Life ... 

Military men are either common 
soldiers or officers. The distinction 
is important because it implies dis­
tinct differences in social status, 
cultural origin, and socioeconomic 
background. Fort Chambly is a mi-

crosociety that , though not wholly 
masculine, is made for men. That 
fact must be remembered when in­
terpreting military as opposed to 
civilian life. For example, sewing-
related objects are not associated 
with women, as would be the case in 
a family dwelling of the t ime. And 
since the day-to-day life of the 
fort's occupants was likely monot­
onous, recreation assumes a special 
importance. In short, a community 
of men, living at some remove from 
the city and organized into a strict 
hierarchy, does not always behave 
like a group of civilians of both 
sexes. 

... At Fort Chambly 
under the French Régime ... 

There was not one Fort Chambly 
but three forts of the same name 
succeeding one another on the same 
site. The first two forts each con­
sisted of a wooden palisade enclos­
ing the buildings required for garri­
son life. The original fort, built in 
1665, burned in 1702 and was 
immediately replaced. In 1709 the 
second wooden fort was taken down, 
and work began on a stone struc­
ture. The stone fort, which took 
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two years to complete, had an outer 
enclosure comprising four curtain 
walls and four bastions. This was 
paralleled by inner walls, and the 
space between the two walls was 
subdivided into rooms by partition 
walls on two floors. The square 
interior court thus created in the 
middle of the fort was used as a 
parade ground (Fig. 1). 

Domestic activities were likely 
affected by the configuration of 
these forts. The stone fort cer­
tainly offered the garrison more 
space and more comfort in compari­
son with the ruder lifestyle that 
must have prevailed in the two ear­
lier forts. 

... As Revealed 
by Archaeological Objects 

Objects bear witness to the life of 
mankind because they have been 
produced, acquired, and used by 
members of particular societies and 
cultures. By studying modes of 
manufacture, acquisition, and con­
sumption, we can use objects to 
formulate hypotheses on the way 
people once lived. In trying to ima­
gine what a culture was like, we can 
also look at its particular materials 
and techniques, and study the mean­
ing, the function, and perhaps even 
the relative status that it gave to 
various objects. 

However, objects unearthed ar-
chaeologically, which were all aban­
doned by their original owners, only 
tell part of the story, and this 
makes the task of interpretation 
more difficult. In addition to being 
lost, left behind, burned, thrown 

out, broken, or faultily made, these 
objects have been buried in the 
ground (not their intended location) 
and have suffered the ravages of 
t ime and corrosion. To make them 
speak more clearly, other sources, 
such as written records, are needed. 
But despite these problems, it is 
important to study artifacts that 
are collected and dated as a result 
of archaeological excavations. The 
major aim of research in this area is 
the most exact reconstruction one 
can make of a specific material 
environment. 

In the case of Fort Chambly, the 
excavated artifacts have an even 
greater value because of gaps in the 
written historical record: 

When we turn to the official 
archives (Colonies, Marine, 
War), which are well-known 
sources, the problem of doc­
umentation is a real one. On a 
subject as specific as the one 
that concerns us here, this type 
of source is disappointingly si­
lent. Some interesting facts 
can, of course, be collected 
here and there. But when we 
want to go beyond military or­
ganization to consider the 
material, moral or spiritual 
conditions of life, or to follow 
the troops in their daily activi­
ties, especially in the forts, the 
available written information is 
so disparate and incoherent 
that its use is a tricky and 
difficult business.! 

By comparing artifacts with archi­
val and secondary sources, we will 
bet ter understand the everyday life 
and material circumstances of these 
military men. 
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Explanation of Methodology 

Artifacts, because of their pe­
culiar nature, must be interpreted 
differently from other sources of 
information. The first part of this 
work looks at several aspects of 
Fort Chambly and locates it in its 
various contexts. Then, after a 
glance at geography, Chambly's his­
tory is described through historical 
information, stratigraphical data, 
and statistics applied to the arti­
facts. The task is to identify the 
specific characteristics of each pe­

riod of occupation of the site, in­
cluding the context — only a mere 
pinpoint in time — of the fire of 
1702. Part One ends with a resume 
of Chambly's social context. 

The second part of the work ex­
plains the presence and use of the 
stone fort's artifacts. I chose this 
period of occupation because it is 
evidenced by the largest number of 
objects, is the most clearly de­
limited by stratigraphie analysis, 
and is historically the most repre-
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1 Plan of Fort Chambly in 1750. 
(France, Bibliothèque nationale; 
copy in the Public Archives of Can­
ada, National Map Collection, C-
20899.) 



sentative of life in a stable garrison. 
Reconstruction of the site has also 
focussed on the stone fort. In Part 
Two, classes of objects are analyzed 
in the light of documentary data. 
Categories mentioned in Chambly's 
archives but absent from the collec­
tion are considered in this section. 

The artifacts were processed as 
follows. Fragments were first 
gathered into objects, an object 
being defined as one or more frag­
ments making up or representing a 
real, once-existing object. Accord­
ing to the criteria used by the 
Material Culture Research Group, 
Historical and Archaeological Re­
search, Quebec Regional Office, En­
vironment Canada — Parks, Quebec, 
an object can be complete, recon-
structable, incomplete, or fragmen­
tary. (In the following text the 
state of the objects described is not 
always indicated.) Grouping frag­
ments together into objects, though 
a long and tedious process, is very 
important to the serious study of 
material culture. Indeed, the con­
cept of the object is much more 
significant than that of the frag­
ment, even if it implies a first in­
terpretation, because it brings us 
much closer to the users of the 
original objects. 

Once grouped into objects, the 
fragments were assigned functions 
according to their form. These 
functions were named from "Tech­
niques, fonctions et usages des ob­
jets: répertoire des mots-clés," pro­
duced by the Material Culture Re­
search Group. The glossary cate­
gorizes the major functions com­
prising the activities of the culture 
whose history is being studied. The 
main characteristics of the objects 
so defined were then entered on 

punch cards for computer proces­
sing. To better interpret variances 
in the proportions of materials and 
functions, I used statistics drawn 
from synthetical tables. 

Since these tables were designed 
to take inventory of the recovered 
objects, they have not been repro­
duced here. Illustrating the repre­
sentation of functions are concise 
graphs on which function categories 
are represented by the X axis and 
percentages by the Y axis. The left 
part of each graph shows the major 
functional categories: working of 
materials, acquisition, consumption, 
social and ideological objects, unde­
termined functions. The right part 
shows the subfunctions of consump­
tion: food, narcotics, medication, 
clothing, personal care, construc­
tion. Since consumption always 
accounts for more than 70 per cent 
of objects, that category had to be 
broken down. The tables do not 
include categories for which no ob­
ject was found, and one must look 
elsewhere to take those gaps into 
account. 

Six tables were prepared: one for 
each of the three forts, one for the 
fire stratum, one for these four con­
texts together, and one for all 
French objects. Though I decided to 
select only objects from French 
archaeological contexts, these were 
sometimes contaminated by arti­
facts of the British period. In the 
later contexts I chose objects that 
clearly showed French origins, such 
as Saintonge ceramics or blue-green 
glass. English objects dating from 
the end of the 17th or from the 18th 
century, if found in a French con­
text, were deemed to be artifacts 
used (or possibly used) by the 
French, and were retained in the 
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study. The same approach was 
taken for the few pieces of Dutch, 
Italian, Spanish, and German cera­
mics in the collection. 

The first four tables are inte­
grated with the historical data. The 
dated contexts as a whole establish 
a general scheme, and the general 
table includes French objects not 
found in French contexts. The Bri­
tish occupants could not have 
brought these objects with them or 
imported them from France because 
the British exclusively used products 
from their empire or from England 
itself. This is so obvious that it is 
hard to find an author who says so 
explicitly. After the Conquest, 
Canada retained its colonial status 
because England wanted a new col­
ony as another outlet for its manu­
factured goods.2 I also had to con­
sider these French objects even 
though they were not in their "nor­
mal" places because of stratigraphie 
disturbances or because they had 
been left behind by the French and 

used by the British. Some of these 
objects are included because they 
are representative of the life of the 
French garrison, but to eliminate as 
much uncertainty as possible, I dealt 
only with artifacts bearing marks of 
their origin. 

One factor makes the percentages 
less representative. The "narcotics" 
subfunction includes the category of 
pipes, whose number has tradition­
ally been determined at Parks by 
counting pipe tips only. Unfortu­
nately, that approach gives results 
that are not always representative. 
For example, if a lot includes ten 
pipe fragments, none of which is a 
pipe tip, no object is counted, al­
though the ten artifacts might rep­
resent two, three, or even ten 
separate objects. While there are 
obvious reasons for using this pro­
cedure, the reader must remember 
its drawbacks. I have, however, 
followed it to allow comparison of 
this work with tables for other sites. 
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PART ONE 
THE GEOGRAPHICAL, HISTORICAL, AND SOCIAL CONTEXTS 

Fort Chambly's existence is close­
ly bound up with the importance of 
the Richelieu River in the history of 
New France. The defence of this 

waterway, and thus of the colony, 
absorbed many human and financial 
resources. 

Geography 

Since it has become commonplace 
to emphasize the importance of 
waterways in the communications 
system of New France, the Riche­
lieu needs merely to be located in 
this network: 

The axis formed by the Hudson 
River, Lake Champlain, and the 
Richelieu River, whose waters 
flow into Lake St-Pierre above 
Trois-Rivières, was certainly 
the most important natural 
route connecting New France 
and the English colonies. 
Montreal and New York were 
roughly located at either end of 
this great highway.... This in­
terconnected network [Lake 
Champlain] and the Richelieu 
River covers a distance of 210 
miles. Lake Champlain alone is 
more than 107 miles long and 
approximately 12 miles wide at 
its widest point. The Richelieu 
itself is easily navigable except 
for the rapids from St-0ean to 
Chambly. The river drops only 
one foot per mile from the bor­
der to St-Jean, but below St-
Jean it drops more rapidly, at 
up to six feet per mile. From 

Chambly to Sorel the river is 
fairly calm, though because of 
shallows, large boats cannot 
navigate it in the summer and 
fall. In the spring, high water 
levels produced by floods allow 
easy navigation. At a very 
early period, people realized 
the importance of fortifying 
this much-travelled river 
route / 

Such is the importance of the Ri­
chelieu. An easily navigable water­
way, it connected the British 
colonies to the heart of New France 
and offered access to the land of 
the Iroquois who lived on the 
southern shore of Lake Ontario. It 
was a route for both escape and 
invasion. 

The fort dominated the river and 
overlooked the foot of the rapids at 
one end of a basin where the Riche­
lieu's bed broadened out. Upstream 
from the fort, the sharp change in 
elevation stopped or slowed naviga­
tion and allowed closer surveillance 
of shipping. Downstream were calm 
waters where friendly vessels of all 
sizes could tie up. 
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CTN Table 1 

Functions of Objects from Fort Chambly under the French Régime (Per Cent) 

Functions 

Work on materials 

Acquisition 

Consumption 
Food 
Narcotics 
Medication 
Clothing 
Personal care 
Construction 
Undetermined 
Total 

Social and ideo­
logical objects 

Undetermined 

1st Wooden 
Fort 

12.08 

2.42 

43.96 
11.11 

0 
3.39 
0.48 

0 
15.40 
74.40 

3.86 

7.25 

Fire 
Stratum 

14.43 

3.48 

48.26 
10.95 

0 
6.47 
1.00 

0 
7.96 

74.64 

1.50 

5.97 

2nd Wooden 
Fort 

3.80 

1.90 

65.71 
9.52 

0 
1.90 
0.95 

0 
14.29 
92.37 

0 

1.90 

Stone 
Fort 

7.63 

1.32 

59.80 
11.96 

1.33 
2.00 
1.33 
0.33 

10.30 
87.05 

0.66 

3.32 

French 
Régime 

9.94 

2.22 

53.68 
11.18 
0.49 
3.43 
0.98 
0.12 

11.55 
81.43 

1.59 

4.79 

General 

7.84 

1.93 

52.41 
8.58 
0.37 
2.77 
0.74 
0.09 

20.20 
85.16 

1.29 

3.78 



The Site: Historical Summary of the Forts 
and Overview of the Artifacts 

The First Wooden Fort 
(1665-1702) 

Historical Summary 
When the first fort was built in 

1665, Louis XIV was setting the his­
torical scene. He had just assumed 
control of his empire and wanted to 
establish himself as an absolute 
monarch. The pursuit of his objec­
tive led to a series of measures and 
undertakings that were to typify the 
man and his reign. Strict policies 
defined the status of colonies, 
deemed to be providers of raw 
materials to the mother country and 
receivers of manufactured goods in 
return. To ensure the success of 
this trade, the colonies had to have 
institutions and regulations, and 
above all, be at peace. This could 
not be said of New France, where 
the Iroquois constantly threatened 
the fur trade — and the lives of the 
colonists. To ensure more settled 
times, troops and fortifications 
were proposed. The king's new poli­
cy produced the Carignan-Salières 
regiment and the forts along the 
Richelieu, of which Chambly was 
one.2 

First constructed as a base for 
expeditions to subdue the Iroquois, 
Fort Chambly became a depot and 
staging point in a rather defensive 
strategy. When the Iroquois re­
newed hostilities in 1684, relying on 
their speed, agility, and ability to 
disappear into the wilderness, 
Chambly could only serve as a for­
tress or defensive establishment. 
At that time, since it had a small 
garrison, the fort provided asylum 

for the local civilians. From 1689 
on, when the colonial British be­
came the enemy, the fort continued 
to play its defensive role, since New 
France had to think of defending its 
own territory rather than invading 
that of the enemy. 

The Artifacts 
The graph in Table 2, presenting 

functions of artifacts from the first 
wooden fort, shows certain general 
trends found in all tables (see Table 
1). The most important item is 
consumption (74.4 %). It is followed 
by working of materials (12.08 96), 
undetermined functions (7.25 %), 
social and ideological objects 
(3.86 %), and acquisition (2.42 96). 

In Table 2's breakdown of con­
sumption, it is food that predomin­
ates (43.96 %), followed by narco­
tics (11.11 %), clothing (3.39 96), and 
personal care (0.48 96). Medication 
and construction are not repre­
sented. 

These percentages reveal a pre­
dominance of consumption, espe­
cially because of the food function. 
Transportation and communications, 
as elsewhere on the site, are absent. 
Other functions and subfunctions 
are not well represented, and except 
for work on materials, do not even 
reach ten per cent. Coarse earthen­
ware, tin-glazed earthenware, and 
iron account for more than half of 
all materials found. In the category 
of work on materials, objects used 
for working cloth have a significant 
value of 8.21 per cent. Acquisition 
is represented only by side arms. 

These figures do not reflect what 
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Table 2 

Functions of Objects: First Wooden Fort and Fire Stratum 

historical research tells us about 
officers' possessions in the 17th cen­
tury: 

Officers could transport per­
sonal effects on the king's ships 
free of charge. They brought 
many fine furnishings to Mont­
real, like the ebony cabinet, 

chests covered in Moroccan 
leather, armchairs decorated 
with strips of Hungarian nee­
dlepoint, Caribbean rug, and 
high-warp tapestry pieces 
worth 400 livres that decorate 
the room. Officers' effects 
also included cushioned chairs, 
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tapestry-covered tables, fea­
ther beds even for children, 
sheets, various utensils, gilt-
framed mirrors, all kinds of 
knickknacks, porcelain, and sil­
verware. All the officers had 
silver items such as plates, 
candlesticks, e tc . , which would 
on occasion be wagered....3 

If these luxury items crossed the 
ocean, porcelain, silver utensils, 
candlesticks, and crystal may well 
have come to Fort Chambly in the 
baggage of some well-to-do officer. 
However, 1665-1702 is an era of 
pioneers, and the inhabitants of this 
isolated fort likely made do with a 
few pieces of tin-glazed earthen­
ware and some ordinary glass tum­
blers. 

The Fire of 1702 

Historical Summary 
The first fort burned down in the 

winter of 1702. Damage was so 
great that another fort was con­
structed to replace it. The builders 
followed another plan, but used the 
wood and hardware that could be 
recovered from the ruins. The re­
covery very process was still in­
complete on 24 July 1702.^ It would 
seem that the ashes were carefully 
sifted for any usable material, then 
spread evenly over the site with 
rakes and shovels. The ash may 
have been covered with a layer of 
earth, but probably was not.^ Then 
the new fort was built; construction 
was in progress in November 1702.6 

The Artifacts 
From an archaeological point of 

view, it would have been interesting 
to associate one or the other of the 

wooden forts with the fire stratum, 
which was identified during the ex­
cavations by its position in relation 
to other strata and by its very black 
colour. However, the fire is an 
event too limited in t ime (one night 
in the winter of 1702) to be com­
pared with periods of occupation 
that extended over several years. 

Logically, the fire-stratum art i ­
facts should come from the first 
fort. However, the stratum is very 
shallow, very disturbed by recon­
struction, and probably located at 
the level occupied by the second 
fort's inhabitants. Consequently, it 
must contain objects from the sec­
ond fort. Confusion is also reflec­
ted in the stratification, so that one 
cannot at tr ibute artifacts from the 
fire layer to one period or the other 
with any degree of certainty.^ 

In a search for other clues, I took 
another tack. Using the graphs as 
models representing functions, I 
superimposed the fire-stratum graph 
on the graphs of the first and second 
forts, to see which one gave the 
closest fit (see Tables 2 and 3). 

The first and second forts have 
similar models. Columns rise and 
fall together, though the percentage 
of objects per function is not 
exactly the same. For example, 
consumption is much higher in the 
second fort than in the first, while 
the categories of social and ideolo­
gical objects and working of mater­
ials are lower. Acquisition is about 
the same in both cases. Fire-
stratum values are closer to those 
of the first fort, which seems to 
suggest that the fire layer's objects 
belong to the first fort. The break­
down of consumption in the second 
part of the graphs shows the same 
pattern: both the first fort and the 
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