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MANAGEMENT ABSTRACT 
 
 

JMA (John Milner Associates, Inc.) conducted a Phase 1A archeological sensitivity assessment of a 1.1-acre land 
parcel (“11 Broadway,” the Project Area) along the East River waterfront, bordered by Broadway, Kent Avenue, 
South Sixth Street, and Dunham Place (Block 2468) in the Borough of Brooklyn, City of New York, Kings County, 
New York.  The Phase 1A investigation was conducted on behalf of 11 Broadway Owner, LLC, in fulfilment of a 
request by the New York Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (NYOPRHP) for a Phase 1A 
archeological sensitivity assessment.  The proposed project includes construction of a mixed commercial and 
residential development, featuring a thirteen-story residential tower.  The purpose of the Phase 1A investigation is to 
identify previously recorded archaeological or historic sites that may be located within or adjacent to the property.  
The Phase 1A survey also evaluates the potential presence of previously unrecorded archaeological or historic 
resources within the property.  The information and recommendations contained in this report are intended to assist 
in the review of the proposed project by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation 
(OPRHP) in accordance with Section 14.09 of the Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation Law.  JMA further 
understands that the project is not subject to review by the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission.   
 
There are no previously recorded archeological sites within one mile of the Project Area and there are no 
State/National Register of Historic Places (S/NRHP)-listed properties within or immediately adjacent to the Project 
Area.  Historic maps reviewed for the project depict a succession of industrial, commercial, and residential 
structures occupying the Project Area from the 1880s to the present.   
 
Recognizing the scope and depth of documented disturbance and the negligible probability of encountering intact 
archeological sites, features, and deposits of significant value within the Project Area, JMA does not recommend 
further archeological study of the 11Broadway Project Area. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
 
1.1 PURPOSE AND GOALS OF THE INVESTIGATION 
 
JMA (John Milner Associates, Inc.) conducted a Phase 1A archeological sensitivity assessment of a 1.1-acre land 
parcel (“11 Broadway,” the Project Area) along the East River waterfront, bordered by Broadway, Kent Avenue, 
South Sixth Street, and Dunham Place (Block 2468) in the Borough of Brooklyn, City of New York, Kings County, 
New York.  The Phase 1A investigation was conducted on behalf of 11 Broadway Owner LLC. in fulfilment of a 
request by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) for a Phase 1A 
archeological sensitivity assessment.  The proposed project includes construction of a mixed commercial and 
residential development, featuring a thirteen-story residential tower.  The information and recommendations 
contained in this report are intended to assist in the review of the proposed project by OPRHP in accordance with 
Section 14.09 of the Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation Law.  The project is not be subject to review by 
the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission.  
 
The purpose of the Phase 1A investigation is to identify previously recorded archaeological or historic sites that may 
be located within or adjacent to the property.  The Phase 1A survey also evaluates the potential for there to be 
previously unrecorded archaeological or historic resources within the property.  All research and report preparation 
were conducted in accordance with the New York Archaeological Council's Standards for Cultural Resources 
Investigations and the Curation of Archaeological Collections (NYAC 1994), recommended for use by the NYS 
OPRHP. 
 
 
1.2 PROJECT AREA LOCATION 
 
The Project Area encompasses a 1.1-acre irregularly shaped parcel of previously developed but currently vacant 
urban land located just east of the East River waterfront, (Block 2468) in the Borough of Brooklyn, City of New 
York, Kings County, New York (Figures 1, 2).  The Project Area is bordered by Broadway to the south, Kent 
Avenue to the west, South Sixth Street to the north, and Dunham Place to the east.  The Project Area is vacant and is 
bounded by construction fencing and adjoining buildings on separate lots.  Adjoining structures have not been 
evaluated in terms of their potential eligibility for listing on the S/NRHP.  
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2.0 BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
 
 
2.1 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
 
The Project Area is located in Kings County, adjacent to the East River and near to the western tip of Long Island.  
The Project Area lies within the Embayed section of the Coastal Plain physiographic province of the Atlantic Plain 
division and is underlain by deep deposits of glacial and alluvial deposits (Fenneman and Johnson 1946).  Surficial 
soils within the Project Area have been significantly altered for urban development and have been classified within 
Map Unit 101 of the New York City Reconnaissance Soil Survey (New York City Soil Survey Staff 2005).  
Naturally-occurring soils within this unit include a wet substratum of the LaGuardia-Ebbets complex, overlain by 
paved and built-up areas within 0 to 8 percent slopes.  The soils are further described as: 
  

Nearly level to gently sloping urbanized areas filled with a mixture of natural soil materials and 
construction debris over swamp, tidal marsh, or water; a mixture of anthropogenic soils which 
vary in coarse fragment content, with 50 to 80 percent of the surface covered by impervious 
pavement and buildings (2005:16).   
 

Results of test borings completed within the Project Area provide more specific data regarding soils and 
stratigraphy.  URS reported the results of test borings taken within the Project Area between 2003 and 2006 to 
establish geotechnical recommendations for the design and construction of the proposed 11 Broadway project (URS 
2008:2-1 – 2-3).  The test borings revealed that the Project Area contains two soil strata, with the upper stratum 
measuring 3 to 13 feet in depth below ground surface, containing a fill mixture of dark brown and black sand, 
gravel, concrete and brick rubble, and “cinder.”  The lower stratum, ranging in depth from the base of the first 
stratum to the bottom of the test borings at around 40 to 100 feet below ground surface contains naturally-occurring 
soils that include brown coarse to fine sands, with traces of gravel and silt.  A review of test boring logs revealed no 
buried A-horizon soils indicative of previous habitation surfaces (Appendix A).    
  
  
2.2  PREVIOUSLY RECORDED CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
JMA reviewed the consolidated site files of the OPRHP and the New York State Museum (NYSM) to identify 
previously recorded archeological sites located within one mile of the Project Area.  JMA identified no 
archeological sites within one mile of the Project Area.  
 
JMA also reviewed the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and State Register of Historic Places (SRHP) to 
identify listed structures or properties located within or near the Project Area.  JMA identified no S/NRHP-listed 
structures or properties within or adjacent to the Project Area.  The Dunham and Broadway Historic District 
(includes 31-45 Broadway, 2-18 Dunham Place) lies within the block adjacent (directly east on opposite side of 
Dunham Place) to the Project Area and includes six properties that are eligible for listing on the S/NRHP.  
According to the NYOPRHP: 
 

[The Dunham and Broadway Historic District] includes six buildings constructed prior to 1887. 
The focus of this enclave is the five-story, red brick, Romanesque Revival building at 31-35 
Broadway/2-12 Dunham Place which was build for the Kings County Milling Company.  The 
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other building at 37-35 Broadway are three- and four-story, red brick, Italianate structures.  The 
district meets Criterion C for its association with the early commercial development of 
Williamsburg (OPRHP 2008a).  
 

Two additional S/NRHP-eligible properties are near the Project Area. Sixteen Broadway, located on the opposite 
side of Broadway from the Project Area, is a “narrow, four-story sandstone-clad commercial building . . . built 
before 1887.  It meets Criterion C as a distinctive example of Romanesque Revival design with a high degree of 
period integrity” (OPRHP 2008a, b; AKRF 2009:8-14).  The second property is the Williamsburgh Bridge, 
completed in 1903 as the longest suspension bridge in the world at that time (OPRHP 2008a, b; AKRF 2009:8-14).   
 
 
2.3 HISTORY OF THE PROJECT AREA 
 
2.3.1 Cartographic Resources Review  
 
JMA reviewed cartographic resources depicting the Project Area from the mid-nineteenth century to the recent past.  
This review aided in establishing a land use history of the Project Area and provided a method for assessing the 
potential presence of significant historic resources within the Project Area.  The review includes 21 maps and 
historic aerial images, dating from 1829 to 2004 (Table 1, Figures 3-23).  The two maps of Brooklyn (and 
Williamsburg) dating prior to 1869 do not detail structural footprints and are of less value for background research 
specific to the Project Area but depict the overall character of urban development in the general vicinity of the 
Project Area. 
 
Land use within the Project Area changed between the mid-nineteenth century and present largely in accord with the 
prevailing development trends followed by property owners in Williamsburg and greater Brooklyn (see Historic 
Period Overview, below).  Beginning in the mid-nineteenth century and closing with the interwar period of the 
1920s and 1930s, heavy production industries dominated the Williamsburg waterfront along the East River.  
Proximity to the East River undoubtedly influenced the placement of a coal yard within the Project Area in the 
1860s.  Waterborne shipping continued to play a role in the development of the property in the 1880s as proprietors 
established a foundry and later a rolling mill within the central lots of the Project Area, with residential, commercial, 
and light industry properties fronting along Broadway and Dunham Place.  The rolling mill, primarily under the 
ownership of F. W. Wurster1, continued in operation into the 1920s or 1930s.  During this period, proprietors 
continued to follow local economic trends by replacing many of the heavy industries that dominated the Project 
Area with light manufacturing and storage, including a galvanizing shop and warehouses by the 1950s.  By the 
1960s, the Project Area hosted no significant manufacturers, with the former galvanizing plant converted into a 
warehouse and later in the 1970s, as a truck rental and repair facility.  Also, between the 1960s and 1980s, owners 
demolished adjoining buildings along Broadway and South Sixth Streets and converted the open lots for parking.  
The demolition of the former warehouse/truck rental and repair building (c. 2008) marks the latest significant 
change to the built environment of the Project Area.     
 
 

                                                 
1 Frederick W. Wurster served as the last mayor of the City of Brooklyn before its incorporation into the City of 

New York in 1898 (Anon. 1904: 822).  
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Table 1.  Cartographic Depictions of the Project Area, 1829 to 2004 
 

Date(s) Source/Title Depiction of Project Area 
Significant Changes From 

Previous Map 
Figure 

1829 
D. H. Burr/Atlas of the State 
of New York 

Depicts basic location of 
Williamsburgh in relation to 
New York and Brooklyn 

- 3 

1845 

Bache and Hassler/Map of 
New-York Bay and Harbor 
and environs 

Depicts street grid of 
Williamsburgh, including 
streets bounding the Project 
Area 

Detailed street grid 4 

1869 
M. Dripps/Map of the City 
of Brooklyn 

~12 structures and lots, with a 
coal yard 

Earliest map reviewed to 
depict structures 

5 

1874 

H. Fulton/Map of the City of 
Brooklyn 

No structures depicted, only 
name of former land owner 
name associated with the 
Project Area, “David 
Dunham” 

- 6 

1880 
G. W. Bromley/Atlas of the 
Entire City of Brooklyn 

~25 lots, including an “iron 
foundry” 

- 7 

1880 
G. M. Hopkins/Detailed 
Estate and Old Farm Line 
Atlas 

~25 lots, including the “Peck 
Slip Iron Foundry” 

Similar lot arrangement/use, 
building description 

8 

1886-1888 
Sanborn Insurance Map ~12 residential/commercial 

lots; multi-faceted iron 
foundry  

Similar lot arrangement/use 9 

1898 
H. Ullitz/Atlas of the 
Brooklyn Borough of the 
City of New York 

~12 residential/commercial 
lots; 14 lots associated with 
the “Wurster Rolling Mill” 

Similar lot 
arrangement/presumably 
similar use 

10 

1904 
Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 

lots associated with 
multifaceted rolling mill 

Rolling mill occupies most 
of Project Area, including 
lots along Dunham Place 

11 

1908 

G. W. Bromley/Atlas of the 
Borough of Brooklyn 

6 residential/commercial lots; 
lots associated with 
multifaceted “Factory” and 
“Foundry” 

“Factory” and “Foundry” 
probably rolling mill 

12 

1911 

Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 
lots associated with 
multifaceted “F. W. Wurster 
Co.” rolling mill 

No significant change 13 

1916 

E. B. Hyde/ Atlas of the 
Borough of Brooklyn 

6 residential/commercial lots; 
lots associated with 
multifaceted “Factory” and 
“Iron Foundry” 

No significant change 14 

1915-1933 
 

Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 
lots associated with 
multifaceted “F. W. Wurster 
Co.” rolling mill 
 

No significant change 15 
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1915-1951 

Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 
galvanizing plant, paper 
converting, paper box 
warehouse 

Rolling mill plant converted 
for galvanizing metal; other 
buildings used for light 
industry 

16 

1947-1950 

Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 
galvanizing plant, paper 
converting, paper box 
warehouse 

No significant change 17 

1954 Historic aerial image ~10 buildings No significant change 18 

1965 

Sanborn Insurance Map 6 residential/commercial lots; 
warehouses; parking lot 

Parking lot in northwest 
corner of Project Area; no 
longer an active industrial 
site 

19 

1966 
Historic aerial image 6 residential/commercial lots; 

warehouses; parking lot 
No significant change 20 

1977 
Sanborn Insurance Map 5 residential/commercial lots; 

truck rental/repair 
Former warehouses now 
used for truck repair, 
storage 

21 

1980 

Historic aerial image Parking lots; truck 
rental/repair 

Residential/commercial 
properties razed; additional 
truck parking added in 
southwest corner 

22 

2004 
Historic aerial image Former warehouse/truck 

storage building; vacant 
parking 

Vacant parking 23 

 
 
2.3.2 Prehistoric and Contact Period Overview 
 
Although the earliest evidence for human occupation in New York State dates to the Paleoindian period 12,000 BP, 
no sites of this period have been identified on Long Island, with the closest Paleoindian site recorded on Staten 
Island (Eisenberg 1978; Funk 1977).  The tempering of both terrestrial and marine environments during the Archaic 
period allowed populations to migrate into previously unexploited areas, such as those developing on Long Island as 
sea levels rose and stabilized.  Significant evidence of prehistoric occupation of Long Island begins during the 
Terminal Archaic period (3000 to 2700 BP), with shell midden sites and burials dated to this period (Wyatt 1977; 
Ritchie 1980:164-165).  Occupation of Long Island continued and expanded during the Woodland period from 2700 
BP onwards, as the hunter gatherer subsistence strategies developed during the Archaic grew to include horticulture 
after 2000 BP, while emphasis on marine resources remained strong for groups occupying coastal regions.  Seasonal 
migrations based on hunting game fell out of favor as emphasis continued to shift towards horticulture and led to the 
establishment of more sedentary culture among groups in the Mid-Atlantic.  Evidence for this shift comes in the 
form of ceramics for food storage and year-long inhabited village sites.  Although marine resources remained 
essential to native groups populating Long Island during the Woodland period, archaeological evidence points to 
habitation of inland areas as well, suggesting that a range of subsistence strategies had been adopted across the 
island (Lightfoot and Moore 1985).   
 
At the time of European contact, the Canarsee occupied Long Island (Bolton 1922:132).  The Canarsee and their 
associated groups on Long Island pursued a mixed subsistence strategy resembling that of many contact period 
groups residing on the coastal plain, relying on fresh and salt water fish and shellfish, along with cultivated crops 
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such as maize corn and tobacco.  As contact with Europeans accelerated into the seventeenth century, the established 
subsistence strategies of groups local to Long Island changed with the introduction of novel goods and trading 
relationships.  Conflict with the Dutch and later British, along with other native groups, combined with massive 
population loss due to disease, displaced most surviving members of native groups from Long Island.                
 
 
2.3.3 Historic Period Overview 
 
The Dutch West India Company purchased land encompassing the Project Area in 1638 from native groups and later 
chartered the Town of Boswijck in 1661, which includes the present Williamsburg section of Brooklyn.  Anglicized 
“Bushwick” after 1664, the area remained primarily agricultural until the early nineteenth century.  Land speculator 
Richard M. Woodhull, with the assistance of Colonel Jonathan Williams, an army engineer, laid out and began 
selling lots in 1802 in what Woodhull would name “Williamsburgh” (Manbeck 1998:207).  As buyers purchased 
lots, a small commercial and residential core coalesced around the original lots offered for sale by Woodhull, who 
established a ferry between the new hamlet on the East River and Grand Street, on the opposite bank in Manhattan. 
 
Williamsburgh grew large enough to qualify for a municipal charter as a village in 1827, within the Town of 
Bushwick (Habib et al. 2005:7-7).  Despite the growth of the village, several nearby farms remained intact and 
extended to the East River.  David Dunham, after which Dunham Place is named, probably owned one such farm 
which occupied the Project Area prior to the 1860s, according to the H. Fulton map of 1874 (Figure 6).  Dunham 
also operated a steam-powered ferry between Williamsburgh and New York and oversaw the incorporation of 
Williamsburgh as a village (Manbeck 1998:207).  An additional ferry was started between Williamsburgh at the foot 
of South Seventh Street near the Project Area and Peck Slip in Manhattan in 1836 (Stiles, ed. 1884:446).  Period 
historians claim that this ferry aided in the growth of Williamsburgh more than any other because it catered to “the 
most respectable class of citizens, both mercantile and professional” (1884:446).  As the population and commerce 
of Williamsburgh grew, additional streets were laid out, and by the 1840s, surveyors had established the streets 
bounding the Project Area.  By the 1852, the state legislature granted Williamsburgh a city charter but three years 
later in 1855, Williamsburgh and Bushwick were consolidated into the city of Brooklyn.  In the consolidation, the 
“h” was dropped from the spelling of Williamsburg.   
 
In the 1830s and 1840s, proprietors began establishing a number of shipyards, storage yards and warehouses for raw 
materials and finished goods, sugar and rum distilleries, and several types of heavy production industries, clustered 
close to the East River waterfront (Manbeck 1998:207).  A significant sector of heavy industry in Williamsburg 
focused on the production of steam engines, brass and iron foundry castings, metal and woodworking machinery, 
printing presses, and wrought and cast iron railing and fences (1884:678).  Much of these industries focused on local 
demand but supplied more distant markets as well.  The development of a foundry and subsequent rolling mill 
within the Project Area followed this overall emphasis on the production of finished durable goods during the period 
of the 1880s into the 1930s.  Another landmark industrial enterprise established close to the East River waterfront 
would come to include the landmark Havemeyer and Elder  Sugar Refinery (later Domino Sugar), that remains 
intact after closing in 2004 (Stiles, ed. 1884:671; AKRF 2009:8-8).  As a result of prospering industry and 
commerce, the Williamsburg section of Brooklyn enjoyed an extended period of prosperity from the post-Civil War 
period into the 1920s, as successful shipping, industrial, and commercial firms buoyed wage-earner, managerial, and 
professional incomes.  More affluent residents built several high-style homes across various neighborhoods and 
sponsored several public and private institutions.  The completion of the Williamsburg Bridge in 1903 provided 
direct access across the East River.  The neighborhoods of Williamsburg soon grew to accommodate the influx of 
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immigrants who moved from Manhattan, rapidly diversifying the cultural makeup of the formerly independent city 
(Manbeck 1998:209).     
 
Heavy industries predominated along the East River shore in Williamsburg until the 1920s and 1930s, when several 
firms closed permanently due to the depressed economy of the period (Berck 1995:1264).  Although manufacturing 
would remain important to Williamsburg through the 1950s, the loss of such a significant portion of the local 
economy blighted many neighborhoods as incomes fell and residents moved away.  This local trend mirrored that of 
other regions, where smaller individually-owned companies focused on durable goods production often closed 
altogether or consolidated with more viable firms.  In the post-World War II period, no significant industries wholly 
replaced those that had closed in the preceding decades in Williamsburg, leaving many properties vacant or 
underused.  The former buildings of the F. W. Wurster Rolling Mill followed a similar arc, as successive owners 
adapted them for storage or demolished buildings for parking to maximize the value of their property. 
 
 
 
2.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 
 
The Project Area is vacant and devoid of any standing structures or above ground features.  Structures adjoining the 
Project Area within Block 2468 include: a two-story commercial red brick building in the northwest corner of the 
block at the corner of South Sixth Street and Dunham Place (Photograph 1); and two four-story and one three-story 
brick residential buildings with street level store fronts in the southeast corner of the Project Area block at the corner 
of Broadway and Dunham Place (Photograph 2).  A locked construction fence runs the perimeter of the entire 
Project Area.  No standing walls, foundational features, or footers were observed during pedestrian survey of the 
Project Area.  Seasonal ground vegetation, maturing sumac trees, several piles of masonry rubble, and solid 
domestic refuse were observed scattered across the Project Area (Photographs 3-10).  Review of test boring logs 
suggests that no former basements or shaft features remain intact within the Project Area (see Appendix A).  
Following the removal of the last standing structures between 2007 and 2008, the property was graded level with 
exposed soil and no significant paved areas remain.  The exposed soil conforms to the Stratum I identified by URS 
during test borings conducted in the Project Area.   
 
Views of the streets immediately adjacent to the Project Area are shown in Photographs 11-14. 
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3.0 ARCHEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT 

 
 
3.1 PRIOR GROUND DISTURBANCE 
 
As discussed in Section 2.1, test borings demonstrate that an extensive stratum of mixed fill overlays deeply buried 
intact natural soil stratigraphy within the Project Area.  An environmental assessment of the property notes that a 
gasoline station with up to twelve 550-gallon underground storage tanks was located on the property from 1957-
1977 (Ecosystems Strategies 2010:11).  “A Phase II environmental assessment of the property documented the 
widespread presence of fill on-site and identified degradation of subsurface soils and ground water typical of urban 
sites” Ecosystems Strategies 2010:27).  Sanborn insurance maps “also indicate the potential presence of a gasoline 
underground storage tank not associated with the gasoline station (1935-1965) and three fuel oil tanks (1935)” 
(Ecosystems Strategies 2010:28). This evidence, coupled with the review of cartographic resources, shows that the 
Project Area has been subjected to successive episodes of historic period disturbance through construction and 
demolition, beginning in the nineteenth century and continuing to the present.  Furthermore, pedestrian survey of the 
Project Area did not reveal any intact above ground features related to past land uses of the Project Area.  Given 
these observed conditions, there is little potential for pockets of intact upper stratum soils within the Project Area.    
 
 
3.2 PREHISTORIC-PERIOD ARCHEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY 
 
There is little potential for the presence of an intact prehistoric-period archeological site within the current Project 
Area that contains significant interpretable data.  However, given the favorable pre-contact environment of western 
Long Island adjacent to the East River, there is a moderate to high probability that evidence of an intact site existed 
within the Project Area prior to the disturbance of natural soils through the construction of masonry structures in the 
mid-nineteenth century.   
 
 
3.3 HISTORIC-PERIOD ARCHEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY  
 
There is little potential for the presence of an intact historic-period archeological site within the current Project Area 
that contains significant interpretable data.  Review of cartographic resources demonstrated that property owners 
built several buildings within the Project Area from the mid-nineteenth to the mid-twentieth century that if intact 
could have yielded archeological data on nineteenth century industry and urban culture.  Pedestrian survey, review 
of soil boring logs, and the history of mid- to late-twentieth century on-site ground disturbance strongly suggests 
that the foundations for most of these structures have been removed or completely razed.  At the same time, the most 
significant elements of the industries established within the Project Area (e.g., cupola furnaces, rolling mill stands) 
existed on or above ground surface and have long since been removed.  Given their absence and the lack of any 
intact substantial foundations or other sub-surface features, the historic-period archeological sensitivity of the 
Project Area is negligible.     
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
4.1 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
JMA conducted a Phase 1A archeological sensitivity assessment of a 1.1-acre land parcel (“11 Broadway,” the 
Project Area) along the East River waterfront, bordered by Broadway, Kent Avenue, South Sixth Street, and 
Dunham Place (Block 2468) in the Borough of Brooklyn, City of New York, Kings County, New York.  The Phase 
1A investigation was conducted on behalf of 11 Broadway Owners, LLC in response to a request from OPRHP for a 
Phase 1A archeological sensitivity assessment.  The proposed project includes construction of a mixed commercial 
and residential development, featuring a thirteen-story residential tower.  The purpose of the Phase 1A investigation 
is to identify previously recorded archaeological or historic sites that may be located within or adjacent to the 
property.  The Phase 1A survey evaluated the potential presence of previously unrecorded archaeological or historic 
resources within the property.  The information and recommendations contained in this report are intended to assist 
in the review of the proposed project by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation 
(OPRHP) in accordance with Section 14.09 of the Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation Law.   
 
There are no previously recorded archeological sites within one mile of the Project Area and there are no S/NRHP-
listed properties within or immediately adjacent to the Project Area.  Historic maps reviewed for the project depict a 
succession of industrial, commercial, and residential structures occupying the Project Area from the 1880s to the 
present.  There are no previously identified S/NRHP-listed properties located within or immediately adjacent to the 
Project Area.  The Dunham and Broadway Historic District, 16 Broadway, and the Williamsburgh Bridge are 
located on blocks adjacent to the Project Area,  and have been determined eligible for the S/NRHP by OPRHP.   
 
 
 
4.2 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Recognizing the scope and depth of documented disturbance and the negligible probability of encountering intact 
archeological sites, features, and deposits of significant value within the Project Area, JMA does not recommend 
further archeological investigation of the 11Broadway Project Area. 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 



 

Photograph 1. View of two-story commercial red brick building in the northwest corner of the Project Area block 
at the corner of South Sixth Street and Dunham Place.  View to the southwest. 

 
 

 

Photograph 2. View of two four-story and one three-story brick residential buildings with street level store fronts 
in the southeast corner of the Project Area block at the corner of Broadway and Dunham Place.  
View to the northwest. 



 

Photograph 3. Conditions in south-central portion of the Project Area, with 16 Broadway (red sandstone 
Romanesque Revival design) in the center-right background.  View to the south. 

 

 

Photograph 4. Conditions in southeastern portion of the Project Area.  View to the south. 



 

 

Photograph 5. Conditions in eastern portion of the Project Area.  View to the east. 
 
 

 

Photograph 6. Conditions in northeastern portion of the Project Area.  View to the northeast. 
 



 

Photograph 7. Conditions in north-central portion of the Project Area, with the pier of the Williamsburg Bridge 
in the background.  View to the north. 

 
 

 

Photograph 8. Conditions in northwestern portion of the Project Area, with the Williamsburg Bridge in the 
background.  View to the south. 

 



 

Photograph 9. Conditions in western portion of the Project Area.  View to the west. 
 
 

 

Photograph 10. Conditions in southwestern portion of the Project Area.  View to the southwest. 



 

 

Photograph 11. View parallel to the western boundary of the Project Area, looking south along Kent Avenue.  
View to the south. 

 

 
 
Photograph 12. View parallel to the northern boundary of the Project Area, looking east along South Sixth Street.  

View to the east. 



 

Photograph 13. View parallel to the eastern boundary of the Project Area, looking south along Dunham Place.  
View to the south. 

 

 
 
Photograph 14. View parallel to the southern boundary of the Project Area, looking west along Broadway.  View 

to the west. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX A 
 

SOIL BORING DATA 
 
 






































































































































































	Figures_all_cover.pdf
	Figures cover page
	Figures_all
	Figure_1
	Figure_2
	Figure_3
	Figure_4
	Figure_5
	Figure_6
	Figure_7
	Figure_8
	Figure_9
	Figure_10
	Figure_11
	Figure_12
	Figure_13
	Figure_14
	Figure_15
	Figure_16
	Figure_17
	Figure_18
	Figure_19
	Figure_20
	Figure_21
	Figure_22
	Figure_23



