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Abstract 

During the summer of 1976, archaeological excavations 

were undertaken in the Dauphin Fauxbourg at the Fortress 

of Louisbourg National Historic Park, Louisbourg, 

Nova Scotia, by the National Historic Parks and Sites 

Branch to investigate a Basque fishing complex and its 

structural details. The excavations provided few details 

of the actual structures in question dating from 1717 

to the second English siege of Louisbourg in 1758. The 

excavation revealed a post-1745 foundation and the different 

phases of occupation of the site but concrete facts were 

few due to many years of continual destruction in the 

area of the site. The report includes an 'interpretation 

of the stratigraphy of the site and accompanying ex­

cavated finds. Other miscellaneous features about the 

history and archaeology of the site in connection with 

the fortress are discussed. 
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Introduction 

From June 22nd to September 11th, 1976 archaeological 

excavations were undertaken on the shore area northwest 

of the Dauphin outerworks known as the Dauphin Fauxbourg. 

In particular, the excavation was concentrated on the 

supposed property of Joannis Dastarit and, later, 

George Desroches, both fishermen of Basque descent. 

The extensive excavation program in the 54L2 and 54L3 

area of the Fauxbourg was undertaken by the archaeological 

unit to locate and to reveal, if possible, the main house 

structure, its outbuildings and possible property 

boundaries. The eventual goal of the project was to 

reconstruct on the site a Basque dwelling and its surrounding 

buildings to their appearance before the first siege in 

1745. 

I was fortunate to have had an excellent crew 

composed of seven to ten paid summer employees from the 

surrounding area. To them, along with /Andree Crepeau 

and John Moriarty who acted as my site assistants, I am 

grateful for a job well done. 

Location 

The suburban area of the Fortress of Louisbourg known 

as the Fauxbourg was primarily inhabited by habitants-

pecheurs and was the area extending from the Dauphin 

gate to the western end of the barachois (Fig. 1). 

Beach frontage was essential to the fishermen both for 

operating their boats and for processing the cod. 
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The cod would have been cleaned, salted and dried on 

the beach, then exported. Larger fishing establishments 

in the Fauxbourg had wharfs for the loading and un­

loading of the cod directly aboard ship. 

Site Disturbance 

The settlement in the Fauxbourg suffered more than the 

town from the vicissitudes of nature and warfare. A 

severe storm in January 1740 caused considerable erosion 

of the Fauxbourg shore. The French road built in 1738, 

which ran from the Dauphin gate close to the shore and 

known as the Rue du Fauxbourg, was damaged by the storm. 

Many of the Fauxbourg inhabitants lost their shallops 

and flakes in the storm as well as some dwellings which 

had been constructed close to the shore (Hoad 1971: 17). 

The two sieges, in 1745 and 1758, did not result 

in substantial modification to the landscape but, they 

did cause the French to raze all the buildings in order 

to clear defensive lines of fire. 

After 176 0 the Fauxbourg was under constant usage, 

mostly for fishing and grazing during the mid to late 

19th century. Settlement grew during the 20th century 

in this area an extension of the town of Louisbourg. 

Excavation near the shore revealed the presence of shore 

cribbing, connected foundation trenching and the position 

of a gravel road bed apparently constructed in the 1940s. 

This road which was south of the old 1900s cribbing 

followed the shoreline closely. Its construction in­

volved grading and filling operations that levelled 

the natural contours along the shore. This road was 

bordered to the south by a line of auger-formed holes 

for hydro poles (Fig. 7). 

The construction of the modern park road during 
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the 1930s had resulted in up to 1.25 rn of fill being 

deposited along the southwestern portion of the site. 

Continual landfill dumped on top of the shore area 

from other areas of construction within the fortress 

during the later 1960s almost to present had covered a 

large part of the northwestern portion of the site. 

The fill had been deposited in this area in order to 

reconstruct the pre-1745 French road and associated shore 

cribbing to recreate the 1745 shore environment in the 

Fauxbourg. 

In 1974 exploratory backhoe trenches had been dug 

in the Fuaxbourg to try to locate the footings of the 

Dastarit/Desroches structure. The results, however, were 

inconclusive. 
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Dastarit/Desroches Historical Background 

The brief historical documentation of the site in 

question presented in this report was summarized from 

a detailed historical account by Brenda Dunn (1976) 

and this summarization is given below without footnotes. 

On the basis of historical plans, scaled-up and 

superimposed over modern plans of the Fauxbourg, the 

approximate location of the Dastarit/Desroches pre-1745 

structures were plotted. The complex consisted of the 

house, a sizable structure 9.1 m by 18.3 m and three 

cabannes approximately 5.4 m by 5.4 m each lying 19.8 m 

to the south of the house (Fig. 2). 

In November of 1717 a property in the Fauxbourg 

was conceded to Joannis Dastarit, a habitant-pecheur. 

His crew was relatively small; the censuses show that 

he had four men in 1716 and 1717 and two engages in 

1724. Apparently Dastarit became discouraged with the 

fishing industry since by 1726, he had become an inn­

keeper . 

His household in 1726 consisted of his wife and 

three servants. It is probable that a niece, Marie 

Galbarette, lived with Jeanne Galbarette, Dastarit's 

wife, from about 1727 to 1730. Marie's name first appears 

in the Louisbourg parish records in May of 1728 when she 

was godmother to a son of Antoine Paris, a 

Fauxbourg neighbour. 

After Dastarit's death, from unknown causes, in 

1726, Jeanne Galbarrette seems to have continued 

Dastarit's innkeeping operations. In the 1734 census 
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she was enumerated as the widow Dastarit an innkeeper 

with two servants and owner of the establishment. 

Hers was not an officially recognized inn, for her name 

was not mentioned in the official list of aubergistes 

and cabaretiers in May of 1734. It appears that she 

was patronized primarily by a Basque clientele since 

entries in her account book in 1735 revealed names 

which were of Basque origin. It is not known if 

Galbarrette continued Dastarit's fishing operation. 

If there had been fishermen living on the property their 

goods would have been private possessions and would 

not have been included in the inventory of the property. 

One indication that the fishing business continued, 

however, is the fact that as late as 1735 there was a 

cuisine or cabane aux gens on the property. The building 

contained 7 pine tables, 8 benches, 2 tablecloths, an 

iron bar with a pot hanger, two andirons and 6 quintals 

of dried cod. The attic possibly above the last mentioned 

building, but more probably above the house held 8 

quintals of bread in 5 bariques, a pine table, 3 benches, 

and 2 quintals of cod. 

After Dastarit's death, Jeanne Galbarrette entered 

a brief marriage in 1735 to Laurent Dibarrat, a Basque 

merchant. An inventory of Galbarrette's assets and 

debts at this time revealed that she was worth 9800 

livres, 6 sols, 8 deniers, of which her movable goods 

totalled 2869 livres, 2 sols. Apparently she was making 

a substantial income in the Fauxbourg since an inventory 

of aubergistes and cabaretiers dated 1716-1734 showed her 

to be financially well off. Her title of aubergiste was 

a mark of commercial success, and presumably social 

standing as well. 

Almost nothing is known about Galbarrette's marriage 

to Dibarrat. The marriage contract indicated that they 

would live in the Fauxbourg. She was to retain title 
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to the property, however, and if she predeceased him 

he was to be reimbursed for any improvements made to 

the buildings on the property during the marriage. 

Dibarrat must have died sometime before 1738 since 

Jeanne Galbarrette was a widow again at the age of 69 

when in January of that year she married George 

Desroches. If he anticipated a short marriage, he 

was mistaken, for Jeanne Galbarrette lived to be 85. 

Dictating from a sickbed in her Fauxbourg home on 

September 7, 1742, Galbarrette left everything to her 

husband with the exception of a perpetual annual income 

of 100 livres from her property which was to be paid 

to the Recollets for a lower requiem mass each Thursday 

between four and five o'clock in the afternoon. After 

Desroches1 death the estate was to pass to her nephew, 

Martin Galbarrette. 

Desroches probably used the Fauxbourg property as 

the base for a fishing operation since he was described 

as an habitant-pdcheur in 1745. In 1743 he purchased 

a ship of 40 tonneaux, Le St. Pierre, for 600 livres. 

He also owned chaloupes which he rented for 1695 

livres to assist in the attack on Canso in the summer 

of 1744. 

By 1743, in addition to his fishing activities, 

Desroches also had a forge with at least one apprentice 

blacksmith. The forge probably was built between 

1735 and 1743, for it was not mentioned in the inventory 

of the property in 1735. 

The buildings on the Desroches/Galbarrette property 

would have been among those destroyed by the French in 

the Fauxbourg area during the 1745 siege. 

After the capture of Louisbourg, Desroches and 

Galbarrette were among the small number of inhabitants 

who remained in Louisbourg, and Desroches was one of the 
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few to re-establish in the Fauxbourg area after the 

fortress was returned to the French in 17 49. In 

October of 1749 he was living on the Rue de Scatary, 

in the town, but by March of 1751 he was back in the 

Fauxbourg on a property next to the eastern end of the 

Paris property when it was purchased by Nicolas Larcher 

in 1751. However, whether this was the same property 

owned by Desroches in the Fauxbourg during the pre-1745 

French occupation remains uncertain. 

The Desroches property was a busy fishing center 

during the second French occupation period, but there 

is no historical evidence to indicate that he had 

continued innkeeping operations. His house may have 

been the single dwelling shown on several 1751 plans. 

Desroches rented part of his beach in 1756 and also 

seems to have continued his own fishing operations. 

Michel Valee rented "la Grave ou partie de la Grave," 

necessary for the cod fished by two chaloupes. Frangois 

Bahaud, a negociant who lived on the Rue d'Orleans in 

the town, apparently was also renting Desroches' grave 

in the spring of 1756 . This grave should not be con­

fused with the large area of laid beachstone for fish 

drying which may have been located between the later 

Larcher and Desroches fishing complexes (Figs. 3,7,11) . 

Jeanne Galbarrette died on December 18, 1754, at 

the age of 85. George Desroches, at 44, continued to 

reside in the Fauxbourg until at least 1756. This was 

the latest historical reference to his habitation in the 

area. 

During the 1758 siege the Fauxbourg was more 

systematically dismantled by the French. Wood which could 

be saved was carried into the fortress, while that 

which remained was knocked down, burned and then cleared 

away to provide a good field of fire. Whether the Desroches 

house was burned or dismantled or both is unknown. The 
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only other historical mention of the Dauphin Fauxbourg 

records the fact that 150 highlanders came from New 

York in 1759 and camped just west of the Dauphin gate in 

the Fauxbourg area (Hoad 1971: 7). It is possible that 

Desroches remained in Louisbourg after 1758, since he had 

stayed during the New England occupation (1745-49), and 

was not included in the list of French inhabitants from 

Louisbourg disembarking at LaRochelle in 1759. 
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Excavation 

The primary goals of the excavation were to locate the 

Dastarit/Desroches property and to obtain architectural 

information needed for reconstruction design. Since there 

had been considerable alteration of the topography in this 

part of the Fauxbourg over the past 200 years, and since 

the 18th century plans of the area varied somewhat in 

detail, the exact location of the Dastarit/Desroches 

property was not known in advance of excavation. Some 

historical and cartographic data that provided information 

on the size and layout of the house in 1740 were available 

(Fig. 2), but there was no information on the type of 

construction or exterior appearance. After numerous 

attempts to scale the property location from maps dated 

1717 and 1740 , and calculations based on the different 

methods used by the French for determining property bound­

aries , it was concluded that the location of the Dastarit/ 

Desroches property have have been further east than the 

area under excavation in 1976. Cartographic changes as 

well as a continually changing coastline may indeed present 

a false location of the actual property, consequently, the 

identification of the excavated structures with the Dastarit/ 

Desroches property is still unproven. 

Prior to excavation, the site consisted of a grassy 

area over a great amount of recent fills (Fig. 4). 

Consequently, an initial northsouth line of trenches, 

each 3.5 m by 2 m, was opened in an area that was be­

lieved to include the Dastarit/Desroches buildings (Fig. 5). 

These trenches revealed substantial deposits of modern 
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fill overlying the turf line of the early 1960s. Beneath 

this modern turf line the remains of a gravel road, and 

a hole for a hydro pole, both dating to the early 20th 

century were located. Along the shore this line of 

trenches also revealed a portion of stone-filled wood 

cribbing also dating to the early years of the 20th 

century (Fig. 7). Despite being excavated to undisturbed 

sterile soil, however, these trenches revealed little 

that indicated the presence of 18th century buildings. 

The search for the Dastarit/Desroches buildings was 

then extended to the east. Using a checkerboard layout 

of 3 m by 3 m trenches, alternate squares were excavated 

until remains of a large building were located approximately 

8 m to the east of the initial line of trenches (Figs. 6,7). 

Since the area of the building was covered by substantial 

deposits of modern fill, this overburden was removed by 

backhoe before manual excavation of the major portion of 

the structure was continued. Eventually, the whole area 

of the building was excavated except along the north side 

where coastal erosion had removed that part of the structure. 

Total clearance of the building revealed a domestic piquet 

structure belonging to the second French occupation 

(1749-58) with the partial outline of a similar but smaller 

structure beneath it which probably belonged to the first 

French occupation (1717-45) (Fig. 6). 
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Exposed Features 

Second French Occupation Building 1749-1758 

The larger more visible of the two structures was from 

the second French occupation (1749-58) and the "as found" 

dimensions of the building, 7 m wide by 13 m long, 

corresponded to those shown on 1758 (Fig. 3) and 1759 

maps, of a building located east of the Nicolas Larcher 

complex. Archaeological evidence revealed the possibility 

of two or possibly three building stages of the later 

structure. More than one room was also apparent although 

exact room usage was undeterminable. 

Exterior Walls 

All that remained of the walls were trenches, containing 

decomposed organic material, cut into the natural "B" 

horizon (Figs. 8,9). The main exterior wall trench along 

the south face of the building was 40 cm wide and over 

40 cm deep with many rocks and in some cases mortar shell 

fragments as piquet supports. One post impression at 

the southwest corner within the south wall trench was 

isolated and was 42 cm in diameter. These rigolles or 

trenches were dug, piquets set into them, then earth and 

stones piled back in against the piquets, which varied 

in diameter. 

It would appear that the fragmentary trench found 

running at right angles to the north and south walls in­

side the structure 9 m from the west wall may be the east 

piquet wall of the original 7 m x 9 m structure. However, 
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due to the uncertainty of the archaeological evidence, 

the wall may have been an interior partition in the 

post-1745 structure. This trench was the same size, 40 cm 

wide and 40 cm deep, as the exterior south and north walls. 

The slight turn of about 5 degrees at 3.5 m from the east 

wall along the south wall where this trench was found 

along with a 37 cm diameter cornerpost impression at the 

junction of this trench within the south wall would seem 

to indicate a different phase of construction to the east. 

Soil within this portion of the house was found hard 

packed indicating some form of activity within this portion 

of the post-1749 house. The full extent of this trench is 

unknown since the area immediately to the north of its 

junction with the eastwest partition had been eroded 

below floor level, but, if it was the location of the 

original east wall it must have extended originally to 

the north wall of the building. 

Interior Partitions 

The remains of an eastwest trench were found running 

down the centre of the building. In this trench there 

were the remains of two post impressions 26 and 30 cm 

in diameter indicating that this feature was the trench 

for an interior piquet partition. The charred remains of 

the former post impression can be seen in profile 

(Fig. 15). The length of this partition is unknown 

since neither end of the trench was clearly defined. It 

is unlikely, however, that the partition extended much 

beyond the present limits of the trench since any extension 

of the partition would intrude upon the areas immediately 

in front of the fireplaces. 

There was no evidence of the interior or exterior 

finish on any of the walls. 
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Floors 

Two more trenches were found running perpendicular to the 

partition trench and meeting it at its east and west ends. 

The easternmost of these two trenches has been previously 

discussed in connection with the walls of the building 

when it was suggested that it originally was the location 

of the east exterior piquet wall before the building 

was extended eastwards. In its surviving state this 32 cm 

wide and 22 cm deep trench contained a short section of a 

horizontal beam of white oak (Keith 1977) near its south 

end at the junction with the south exterior wall. The 

portion of beam was approximately 80 cm long by 30 cm wide 

at an elevation of 2.80 m AMSL (Figs. 7,8). It would 

appear, therefore, that when the building was extended 

eastwards the piquets of the original east wall were re­

moved and replaced by a horizontal beam. This beam could 

have been either the sill of a partition or a floor joist. 

The latter alternative is more likely since it is difficult 

to understand why the original east wall would have been 

removed and immediately replaced by a partition. 

The westernmost of the two trenches perpendicular to 

the partition seems to have been confined to the area be­

tween the partition and the south wall. Since there were 

no piquet or other remains in this trench it is not possible 

to determine what type of superstructure it contained. 

Consequently, it is uncertain whether this trench is re­

lated to another partition or to a floor joist. 

In the eastern section of the building one more 

trench, 25 cm wide at a depth of 20 cm, running northsouth 

was found. This trench was very shallow starting at the 

south wall and petering out in front of the east fireplace. 

Due to the closeness of the trench to the eastern fireplace 

it is almost certain that it contained the remains of a 
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floor joist rather than a partition. If so then this 

wooden floor, 4 m x 6.2 m was probably added sometime 

after the building was erected-probably when the 

eastern extension was added (Fig. 9). 

Large amounts of burned wood, scattered throughout 

the structure, with thicker concentrations in some areas, 

could indicate a burned wooden floor as well as other 

portions from this structure which may have been burned 

during the 1758 destruction. The height of the floor could 

be determined from the fireplace pads which were set at 

approximately 2.97 m AMSL. There was no archaeological 

evidence to suggest which assemblage method was used 

e.g. tongue and grooved or lapped joints, although it would 

be safe to assume that cruder residences were not as well 

finished as better constructed houses. There was no 

evidence to determine whether the floor joists butted 

against or were notched into the piquets. 

Fireplaces 

Two fireplace pads were found, one in the middle of 

each end wall. The better preserved fireplace pad was 

located in the centre of the west wall and was con­

structed of large undressed fieldstone (Figs. 8,10). The 

whole feature was approximately 2.74 m long by 1.66 m 

wide. The hearth was 1.29 m wide and approximately 90 cm 

deep constructed of fieldstone bonded with puddled clay. 

The fire-back and the jambs were two courses thick 

fieldstone placed so as to form a rectangular hearth 

opening (Fig. 10). No evidence of the superstructure 

was found. An intact poker was recovered from this 

feature (Fig. 38) . 

Another poorly preserved fieldstone fireplace base 

which was also bonded with puddled clay was located in 


