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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The New York City Department of Parks and Recreation commissioned a program of archaeological

testing and excavation at Rufus King Park associated with improvements related to drainage and termite

control: This work was ultimately expanded to include installation. of grade beams and spread footers in

the rear extension of the house. Archaeological research questions focused on two main themes; 1)

identification of possible buildings, building elements, or outbuildings and their period of use and function

as well as associated feature's and 2) landscape and land use history. Testing took the form of shovel

testing, excavation units and monitoring of contractor excavations ..

- 'The testing program was extremely successful. As part of the recovery ,of numerous artifacts, four

archaeological features were excavated in conjunction with this project.

1) a semi-circular soil discoloration off the southwest comer of the hearth which turned our
to be remains of a small bucket,

2) the remains of a possible former entrance to the summer kitchen,
3) a decorative brick path behind the main portion of the house,
4) a brick and flagstone surface east of the summer kitchen.

In addition, six other features were identified, documented and then preserved.

1) a complex of brick and stone abutting the rear of the summer kitchen,
2) a foundation to a previously unknown structure to the northwest of the summer kitchen,
3) a possible dry well at the southeast comer of the summer kitchen,
4) a series of stones around the summer kitchen hearth,
5) a possible walkway 'or path to the front door,
6) a stone path behind the house.

Interpretation of the archaeological findings lead to conclusions about the landscape and property use, the

west wing and, most particularly, the summer kitchen section of the house. Fill deposits were identified

in many areas around the house. Some were attributable to the Rufus King period of use. The previous

interpretations of the use of the property going from a country home to a more intensive working farm and

back to a manor house throughout the 19th century were clarified. Two construction episodes, or one

initial construction and a repair episode, were identified at the west wing. The interpretations of the

summer kitchen were the most significant. Primarily, the existing structure is not the original Rufus King

summer kitchen. His was a dirt floored building with a slightly different configuration than what stands

today. King's kitchen was probably burnt or partially burnt and rebuilt sometime between 1855 - 1890.

Also, his kitchen was probably not exclusively used in the summer months, as previously- thought.
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The New York City Department of Parks and Recreations is in the process of conducting several

improvements at Rufus King Park in Jamaica, Queens which involve excavations in the vicinity of the

Manor House. a New York City landmark and a National Register of Historic Places site. Some of the

impacts from these improvements were deemed to have the potential to affect archaeological resources.

Therefore a program of archaeological testing was prepared and conducted. The results of that fieldwork

are presented in this report. The archaeological scope of work and addendum are attached as Appendix

A. The scope of work is a modification because it was originally tied to a previous improvements contract

at Rufus King Park called the fence project.

Impacts from this phase of improvements initially included below ground disturbances related to drainage

excavations and the placement of termite baits. Therefore the project is called the drainage/termite project.

Subsequent changes to the scope of work involve the installation of grade beams and spread footers along

the building foundation. The locations of the project impacts are depieted on Figure 1, the site plan. The

specific impacts are:

J) Installation of about 500 feet of drainage lines leading from down spouts to three
existing catch basins in the park.

2) Installation of two new manholes.

3) Installation of about 38 termite baits along the exterior of the house.

4) Grading in an area of about 10' x 12' to 4" deep for parking.

5) Soil removal inside the summer kitchen to replace the flooring with a base of
concrete.

6) Excavation of seven piers with spread footers along the perimeter of the summer
kitchen and four along the western side of the two story extension behind the
house.

7) Excavation for grade beams connecting the piers at the summer kitchen and west
wing.

This repon was prepared for Fredante Construction Corporation by Linda Stone. Archaeological services

were originally suhcontracted to Tenalp Construction Corporation and work was subsequently completed

under the auspices of Fredante Construction Corporation. The archaeological fieldwork described in this

report was conducted by Linda Stone with the assistance of Patience Freeman, George Myers and Nancy
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Stehling. Shovel testing was conducted between July 21 and 28, 1997. Excavation units were placed I
between July 21 and August 1, 1997 and on February 2, 9, and 10, 1998. Monitoring of contractor

excavations was done sporadically from September 25, 1997 to February 18, 1998. I
This report was prepared by Linda Stone with the appended faunal identifications and the faunal analysis I
report (Appendix D) written by Patience Freeman.

I
The author would like to thank: the contractor as well as those at the New York City Department of Parks

and Recreation (DPR) and King Manor Museum (KMM) for their support and assistance in facilitating this I
project. They include, but are not limited to, the following individuals (listed alphabetically): Roy Fox,

DPR; George Finsrud, carpenter; Marco Giovannoli, DPR; Scott Heyl, Historic House Trust: John I
Krauchuk. DPR; Joseph LePique, DPR; Mary Ann Mrozinski, KMM; Carlos Pomares, KMM; and Oscar

Urquiola. DPR. I
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SITE HISTORY AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

Rufus King was a prominent politician during the early years of our country. Among his

accomplishments, he was a delegate to the Continental Congress and the Constitutional Convention. To

that end, he was a framer and signatory of the Constitution. He was also one of the first pair of Unites

State senators from the state of New York and served three terms in the senate. He also served as minister

to Great Britain and later as ambassador.

For a man with such a public life, relatively little is known about the history of his home in Jamaica,

Queens, 'purchased in ]805 and his residence from 1806 until his death in 1827. The house remained in

the King family until the end of the 19th century when the property was sold to Jamaica Village which

later incorporated into New York City at which time the King property came under the Parks Department

jurisdiction. The house is still standing. It was restored in the early 1990s and is now home to the King

Manor Museum, dedicated to interpreting the life and times of Rufus King.

When King purchased the Jamaica farm in 1805, there was already a modest house standing on it as well

as at least one other small residence. The original house was built by around 1730, although the exact date

of construction and location of the building are not known (Venables 1989:9). It is believed the central

portion of the existing structure, today known as the west wing, is the earliest element of the house,

although it was probably located elsewhere on the property (Post 1973:#7). The western half of the main

portion of the house was constructed in about 1755. Other structures which may have been on the

property at the time King purchased it, and in the vicinity of the project impacts, are not known. After

King purchased the property, the primary addition was added, the eastern part of the main portion of the

house. King continued adding to the house and by 1810 enlarged the dining room in the main house,

perhaps relocating the original building directly behind it, and he also may have added the summer kitchen

to the rear (Gibson Bauer Associates, Johannson and Walcavage 1985:3.3.4, Hibbard 1992:L,M). Exact

dates of construction and locations of some of these alterations are elusive. Part of the challenge for

archaeology has been to address some of the inconsistencies or unknowns within the documentary record.

One consistency among the earlier historical and archaeological repons is that the location and use of all

historic outbuildings is not known (Cotz 1984:8). There is no information about possible seventeenth

3



century occupation or use of the site. Evidence of leather tanning from this period may exist buried "in

the rear and side yards" (Cotz 1984:6). An early-nineteenth-century building, documented to the east of

the house, may have served as the original Parks Department comfort station (Cotz 1984:13, Grossman

1991 :9-10). Historic map data was reevaluated and some depth probes placed in the possible location of

this building to document its western extent (Grossman 1991:13-14,21,fig.9).

In addition to the Manor house and outbuildings, the use of the landscape changed under King's tenure

to a more intensive working farm which was maintained, after his death, through the mid-century after

which a steady decline was documented (Cotz 1984:.11). Rufus King was an avid gardener and

horticulturist. He was the founder of the Queens County Society for the Promotion of Agriculture and

Domestic Manufactures. The Historic Structures and Landscape Report for Rufus King Manor found "no

plans for the development of King's land or for the layout of individual gardens ... nor ... any evidence that

King consulted a 'landscape gardener' in laying out the grounds". That report goes on to say "the area

in front of the house became a lawn, and King's account book mentions 'the lawn west of my house'"

(Gibson Bauer Associates, Johannson and Walcavage 1985:3.1.2.7). The property had an apple orchard

prior to King's purchase. King added other fruit trees as well as a variety of local and other trees and

plants to transform "the property from a working farm to a country manor" (Grossman 1991:7, Venables

1989:15-16). However specific locations are not identified. The earlier reports are not clear on the use

of the property nor on its transformation. Cotz has the farming intensifying under Rufus King's ownership

while Grossman describes the opposite. The current work, combined with data from the earlier repons,

suggests that when Rufus King purchased the property the level of activity, including farming, dramatically

increased. The intensity of farming likely decreased after his death in 1827 when his son John Alsop King

became proprietor. However the property continued to be actively farmed. Farming did not stop until

the 1870s. after the death of both John and his wife Mary when their daughter Cornelia owned the Jamaica

estate.

As described above, the construction dates of various building elements are also not clear. Additionally,

it is believed that King moved the original ca. 1730 building around to the back of the main house creating

an "L" shaped structure (Post 1973 :#7). The available documentation also indicates the property may

contain archaeological remains of buildings for which there is no historic documentation. Analysis of the

previous archaeological testing in the area ofa known early-l9th-century building indicates archaeological

4
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evidence of this structure may lie below the surface in the area of planned impact to the east of the house

(Grossman 1991 :21-22, Stone 1997: to, 18). The use of this building as well as its date of construction

is not known. It is known that King had at least two cisterns, although the locations are unknown (Gibson

Bauer Associates, Johannson and Walcavage 1985:3.1.2.5, Stone 1997: 15-16). The archaeological testing

had the potential to provide information on the household not available from other sources.

The planned impacts from the current project were determined to have the potential to provide answers

to questions associated with the King Manor house, historic outbuildings and features such as wells and

cisterns, landscape features and use, 17th century property use, and prehistoric period use. The scopes

of work posed both general and specific questions (see Appendix A). General questions were focused

around two themes. One was identification of undocumented structures. The testing plan was designed

to identify possible buildings, building elements, or outbuildings and their period of use and function "as

well as associated features such as dry wells or cisterns. The other general theme was landscape.

Questions asked were related to historic landscape features and their relationship to the house and

outbuildings, 17th-century property use, and prehistoric site use. Some specific questions in the scopes

of work were addressed toward previous archaeological findings. These included three areas of inquiry:

1) the possible identification of a known early 19th-century outbuilding east of the house (Grossman

1991:21-22, Stone 1997: 10, 18), 2) identification of the function and periods of construction, disuse, and

demolition of a brick feature found behind the summer kitchen in the area of construction for the

handicapped access ramp (Stone 1997: 12), and 3) information on the function and periods of use of a

feature found inside the summer kitchen during the current phase of improvements.

The combination of results from this testing has provided data on historic usage of the tested areas. This

report describes the testing and compares the results with the existing body of data on the Rufus King Park

property. It also includes a small amount of comparative data as it applies to certain findings.

5



METHODOLOGY

The testing program at Rufus King Park associated with' the drainage/termite project involved three field

techniques applied to address the particular research potential of specific impact areas; shovel testing,

excavation units, and monitoring. Table 1 provides a summary of the testing recommended and conducted

within the impact areas from the Rufus King Park drainage/termite project. Figure 2 depicts field testing

and excavation locations.

Table 1 Testing Proposed and Completed as Part of the
Rufus King Park Drainage/Termite Project

I AREA OF TESTING I PROPOSED AND COMPLETED TEST TYPE I
Drainage lines and termite traps shovel testing, monitoring

Grade beams monitoring, excavation unit

Spread footers excavation unit, monitoring

Front porch interior excavation units

Summer kitchen exterior excavation units

Summer kitchen interior excavation units, monitoring

Front corners excavation units

Identification of currently unknown buildings or features was a possibility with shovel testing. The use

of areas of the historic landscape in relation to living space could be addressed in a minimal way, should

areas of high or low artifact density or differing temporal assemblages be identified in various sides of the

house. No systematic study of prehistoric archaeological potential has been made for the park. However

documentation of stray finds within construction areas to the south and west of the house was reponed

(Platt 1991). It is not known if these were from ind igenous soils or from fill brought from another

location. Previous testing resulted in the recovery of three fragments of "possible prehistoric ceramic"

from a test off the northwest corner of the house (Grossman 1991:Ap.B:8). Therefore it seems possible

[hal prehistoric artifacts may be found within the park. Questions regarding the historic landscape of

Rufus King Park such as plantings and their locations could not readily be answered by the type of testing

done for this project, limited by footprints of impacts from the planned below ground disturbances.

6
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Excavation units were proposed for a variety of reasons specific to their locations. A test behind the

summer kitchen was placed to expose the continuation of a brick feature identified during the testing for

the Rufus King Park security fence project (Stone 1997: 12). The test unit to the east of the summer

kitchen was designed to expose the extent of the foundation of that building element. The three units

inside the summer kitchen were expected to reveal information about the construction of the summer

kitchen and possibly the use of the area before the summer kitchen was built. Excavations at the from

corners of the house were placed to address questions regarding construction of those two elements. Units

at the inside of the front porch were placed to reveal information on an earlier entryway. An excavation

unit was also placed at the southern end of the west wing to test for evidence of the historical movement

of that building element. Another unit was excavated to recover data from a barrel-like feature inside the

summer kitchen.

Mon itoring of contractor excavations for the untested impact areas was determined to be the most efficient

way to evaluate those areas for the presence of archaeological features. Archaeological documentation of

any such features was recommended. Monitoring of drainage line excavations was recommended to

evaluate for previously unknown structural remains, as well as to document the extent of a dry well

identified during the restoration (Grossman 1991:iii). Grade beam and spread footer excavations were

monitored to evaluate for the presence or absence of earlier ground surface or structural remains as well

as to document and recover artifacts from earlier drainage features. Summer kitchen grading excavations

wert: associated with investigations of its hearth.

Field Testing

Shovel Tests

Shovel tests were placed at twenty foot intervals along the drainage lines at the perimeter of the manor

house. In the areas of the perimeter where drainage lines were not planned, shovel tests were placed two

feet from the building, along the line of the termite baits (see Figure 2). The shovel tests were about one

to one and a half feet in diameter and excavated to the depth of non-artifact bearing subsoil, or the limit

of the methodology, to evaluate the nature of the soils and the presence or absence of archaeological

remains. All soils excavated from the shovel tests were screened through 1/4 inch mesh for the recovery

of artifacts. Soils, stratigraphy and artifact inclusions were recorded on forms. The shovel test

stratigraphy is attached as Appendix B. Changes in soil color or texture were recorded as separate levels.

7



Soil color descriptions were made using comparisons to the Munsell Soil Color Charts. Shovel test

locations were mapped on the site plan. Photo documentation and drawings were done as appropriate.

Measurements were done in feet and tenths of feet to conform to the site plans.

Excavation Units

A total of 11 units were excavated during this phase of improvements at Rufus King Park (see Figures 2

& 3). The sizes of the units varied by location. Table 2 summarizes the opening dimensions of each unit.

Table 2 Size and Location of Excavation Units for the
Rufus King Park Drainage/Termite Project

I UNIT # I SIZE (feet) I LOCATION I
I 3x5 north of summer kitchen

2 3 x 3.5 east of summer kitchen

3.4, & 5 3x5 summer kitchen interior

6&7 3x5 from corners

8&9 3 x 4 under from porch

10 2.5 x 2.5 summer kitchen interior

11 2x2 south side of west wing

Like the shovel tests, all soil excavated from the units was also screened through 1/4 inch mesh for artifact

recovery. The same level of soil recording and documentation were also done. Elevations were measured

from temporary data and later tied into the site plan by correcting for actual elevation above sea level (see

Appendix B).

Monitoring

Monitoring of contractor excavation was done in spurts as it applied to the construction schedule. Two

types of excavation were monitored, backhoe trenching and manual excavation. The archeologist was

present {O identify potential archaeological features and ensure they were not disturbed. When appropriate,

and if present, diagnostic artifacts were recovered. Many non-diagnostic artifacts, particularly animal

hone/food remains, were observed inside the summer kitchen section of the house. A sample of these were

collected for use by the King Manor Museum in educational programs.

8
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Artifact Processing

Artifacts known in the field to be non-diagnostic modern materials or to be associated with modern fill

deposits were noted in the field records but generally either sampled or not retained. They are noted with

a parenthetical "d" or "s" for discarded or sampled. Retained artifacts were also marked on these forms.

All artifacts listed on the field records are included in the stratigraphy summary (see Appendix B).

All recovered artifacts were washed and rinsed in tap water and left to air dry before labeling and

rehagging in clean 4-mil zip-lock bag. Most artifact categories, with the main exception being metal and

bone. were individually labeled with the provenience. Provenience labels contained the project location

abbreviation (RKP), the test number, stratum and level from which it came, separated by a decimal point.

The provenience for artifacts collected during monitoring is their collection date: All zip bags were

labeled with the project location, Rufus King Park, and the provenience.

All ceramic and glass artifacts are considered sherds, unless otherwise noted in the inventory. Ceramic

identifications and date ranges of manufacture for white-bodied refined earthenwares were based on style

of decorati ons, when available, and are referred to in the inventory as "refined earthenwares". If

identifications were also based on ware type, such as creamware/pearlware/whiteware, then these types

are used as identifiers in the inventory. Soil samples were recovered from some excavations. These were

placed directly in the marked zip bags and were left open to vent dry for several days before they were

sealed. The; inventory of retained artifacts and soil samples is attached as Appendix C.
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RESULTS

Shovel Tests

A total of seventeen shovel tests were excavated as part of this archaeological fieldwork. They numbered

201 and 203-218. Shovel Test 202 became Excavation Unit 2 and is included in the following section.

The locations of the tests are shown on Figure 2. The average depth of the shovel tests was 2.4 feet. As

with the shovel tests from the previous phase of work, these tests also generally contained four strata; sad,

dark loam, mottled clay, and sand (Stone 1997: 10). However there were a number of exceptions, mainly

in the absence of the first two strata in paved locations; Shovel Tests 215,216,217, and 218 and the

inclusion of discrete fill deposits above pipes found in Shovel Tests 201, 210,214, and 216, and fill above

stone in Shovel Test 208.

In locations where it existed, the sod and dark loam, representing grass and topsoil, were generally

measured at 0.6 feet deep, slightly less than the tests done during the previous phase. The mottled clay

stratum was about one foot thick and the sandy subsoil was excavated for an average of a half a foot. A

previously unmapped pipe found in Shovel Test 216 was probably from an electrical line, while pipes

found in Shovel Tests 201, 210, and 214 were most likely associated with earlier drainage systems. Each

window well had an associated drain pipe leading away from it. It was this pipe which was first observed

during excavation of Shovel Test 214 and subsequently avoided in other tests.

Shovel test artifacts were viewed in light of the soil strata from which they were recovered in order to

provide dates of deposition for the major strata identified, This was done by comparing the artifact

inventory (Appendix C) with the shovel test stratigraphy (Appendix B). The data was sorted to yield a

terminus post quem (tpq), the earliest date when the most modern artifact could have been manufactured.

The tpq is the earliest date a soil stratum could have been deposited.

The tpq for the sod and dark loam stratum comes from a piece of bakelite found in Shovel Test 201 _

Stratum I, This precursor of modern plastic was marketed in 1907 (DuBois 1972:85). However it is most

likely this topsoil was deposited more recently than that. The tpq ofthe dark loam stratum in the previous

shovel tests was the 1980s (Stone 1997: 13). Such a disparity between these tpqs can probably be attributed

to the small samp Ie size of this phase of testing. It is of interest to note the only possible prehistoric
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artifact recovered during shovel testing also came from this most recent deposit (Shovel Test 210 - Stratum

I) (see Plate 10).

The mottled clay deposit also had a slightly earlier tpq than was shown during the previous testing phase.

Here this soil deposit contained artifacts dating to the 1890s based on a piece of milk glass recovered from

Shovel Test 204 - Stratum 3 and a wire nail recovered from Shovel Test 213 - Stratum 3. The earlier

testing dated the mottled clay deposit to the 1930s. As in that earlier testing, the sandy subsoil deposit

was generally devoid of artifacts. However two tests, on opposite sides of the house, contained diagnostic

material in this stratum; Shovel Tests 204 and 215. Both dated to circa 1800; a whiteware ceramic sherd

and a cut nail. This time frame coincides with that found during the previous phase of testing and is

suspected to represent a time prior to the alteration of the landscape by the addition of fill.

A stone feature was found at the base of excavation in Shovel Test 208. A section of two flat paving type

stones was found buried about one foot below the ground surface (Plate 1). The tpq of the overlying soil

deposits is around the turn of the 20th century. Therefore this feature was covered up no earlier than that

time period. It seems probable the stones represented an earlier path since the location of the shovel test

was directly in front of the rear door.

Excavation Units

The following is a description of the findings of each excavation unit. Appendix B provides the

stratigraphy of the units, including corrected center point elevations, Munsell soil colors, textural

descriptions, and comments as recorded on field forms. Elevations were measured from temporary data

later tied into the site plan and are corrected to reflect actual elevations above sea level in Appendix B for

all outdoor units. The units inside the summer kitchen were also recorded using temporary data. These

data were later tied into the floor and are reported in Appendix B as depths below the floor. Appendix

C contains the inventory of artifacts and soil samples recovered from this project.

Excavation Unit 1

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit I was placed directly behind and abutting the summer kitchen north wall. It was placed

in this location to identify the possible extent of a series of bricks which were uncovered during previous

11



excavations for the handicapped access ramp five feet to the north (Stone 1997:PJ.2,3, Fig.6). This unit

was excavated from July 21 - 23, 1997. Figure 3 shows the location of the unit in relation to the summer

kitchen.

Unit 1 measured three feet out from the summer kitchen and was five feet wide. Stratum 1 represented

the sod and topsoil. Stratum 2 was most of the northern part of Unit 1. It was a very dark brown sandy

loam. although it became lighter and siltier toward the bottom. Stratum 3 was a pocket of dark yellowish

brown sandy loam in the western edge of the unit. Stratum 4 was an ashy sand along the southern edge.

adjacent to the summer kitchen wall, Upon removal of Strata 2,3. and 4, the anticipated brick feature was

exposed. It was a mortared brick feature consisting of two courses of brick running up to and

perpendicular to the summer kitchen. Stratum 5 was excavated to the east of these bricks. It was a coarse

sand which contained extremely tightly packed cobbles. The cobbles were quite uniform, mainly of quartz

and were oblong, roughly six by twelve inches. They were placed with the longer side heading downward.

Stratum 6 was excavated in the western, or opposite, side of Unit 1. It was a silty clay fill deposit which

contained, among other things, an asphalt tile similar to those found in shovel tests during the previous

phase of testing. Stratum 7 was a dark yellowish brown mottled sandy silt which covered the remainder

of the unit, to the west of the brick feature. The base of this excavation exposed a brick surface which

was buried about a foot and a half below the ground surface.

Figure 4 is a plan of Unit] after the removal of all the strata discussed above, except for the partial

removal of Stratum 5. The brick exposed after the removal of Strata 1,2,3, and 4 appears as a wall rising

above the brick surface. It is of possible interest that the bricks in the floor are not perfectly aligned with

the summer kitchen wall (see Plate 2). Figure 5 are the north, west and east profiles of the unit. The

south profile is the summer kitchen foundation.

Ani/acts
The artifact inventory (Appendix C) was compared with the stratigraphy (Appendix B) to identify tpq dates

for soil deposits within the unit. The upper levels of Stratum 2 had a tpq 1980 based on a penny found

in Level 2. However the modern debris associated with this soil was not present in the subsequent levels

which contained material dating as early as the late-19th century, based on a modem nail and an ironstone

ceramic handle. Stratum 3 contained a mix of non-diagnostic artifacts. However the presence of an
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asphalt tiles similar to those associated with Parks Department activities indicate this stratum is likely a

recent fill deposit. The same may be said of Stratum 6, which was directly beneath Stratum 3. These two

strata were most probably from the same fill episode. They could be associated with nearby pipe fill to

the west, although further excavations, would be needed to confirm this theory.

All of the diagnostic artifacts recovered from Stratum 5 have tpqs clustering around 1800. These include

small undecorated ceramic sherds of creamware, ironstone, stoneware and whiteware. This stratum also

contained a number of ceramic pieces whose date range of manufacture are more narrowly bounded. One

was a piece of a blue shell edge rim which dates from the 1780s to the 1840s (Miller and Hunter

1990: 116). Also recovered were mendable creamware sherds having a partial maker's mark which

associ ales them with the Castleford pottery works in England. The complete mark would have been "D.O.

& Co./CASTLEFORD POTTERY /0". This pottery works used this particular mark from circa 1790

through 1820 (Chaffers 1965:ii:175, Guthman 1967:50). Stratum 5 also contained a substantial amount

of faunal bone from food remains.

The artifacts recovered from Stratum 7 do not suggest as early a deposition date as those of Stratum 5.

although Stratum 7 contains a delftware sherd which could date as far back as 1625. In general, the

ceramic collection from Stratum 7 contained types similar to those found in Stratum 5. However the

inclusion of a modern nail indicates this stratum could not have been deposited prior to circa 1890 (Mercer

1975:237).

Discussion

The location of Excavation Unit 1, directly behind the summer kitchen hearth, leads one to speculate about

the relationship of the features to the hearth itself. Plate 3 clearly shows this situation. It is easy to see

where what must have been the beehive of the oven during the Rufus King period has since been bricked

up. If an imaginary line were drawn from the left side down to the excavation unit, it would fall directly

atop the brick wall feature found in Unit 1. Whether this is coincidence cannot be said. If another

imaginary line were taken from along the top of the brick wall north to the brick exposed during the

previous phase of work at Rufus King Park, it would mean this feature extended over five feet out from

the hearth. It does not seem practical to have an oven of this depth because cleaning it would have been

quite impossible. So the question of its historic function remains. Looking from a different perspective.

13



clearly the brick wall does articulate with the brick surface uncovered at the base of the excavation (see

Plate 2). Revisiting the soil descriptions for the strata found covering this surface, no evidence of burning

or cooking was found, although some coal fragments were not retained in the field during excavation of

Stratum 7 - Levell. This type of evidence from cooking was uncovered, however, in Stratum 5 - Level

2, with the tightly packed cobble feature. This deposit also contained a high concentration of animal food

remains and artifacts dating to the Rufus King period of the house. The conclusion is that the cobble

feature was associated with cooking and the hearth, but the brick feature was not. The documentation of

specific historic alterations to the house is not available, but descriptions of the house and property indicate

changes were made to reflect changes in use from a country home to a working farm and to a manor house

(Cotz 1984: 11, Grossman 1991:7). It seems possible the brick feature was part of one of these later

alterations which was covered, filled, demolished, or obscured toward the end of the King family's

ownership, or later. It may have been part of a garden path or patio or another such feature. It was

recommended the Parks Department alter the course of their drainage line to avoid this feature or feature

complex and that it be preserved. Certainly any future plans for below ground work in this area of the

property have the potential for archaeology to answer outstanding questions about the construction and

function of the features identified in Excavation Unit I.

Excavation Unit 2

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 2 was located outside the summer kitchen, abutting the east wall, north of the door (see

Figures 2 and 3). The unit was begun as a shovel test. It was soon expanded to a full unit so it could

provide the comractor with information of the extent, construction and condition of the foundation. The

unit was excavated from June 22 - 28, 1997.

The asphalt covering Unit 2 was almost five inches thick. It was underlaid by about two and a half inches

of coarse sand bedding. While excavated as a shovel test. a stratum of coal ash and cinder was beneath

this and it was underlaid by a large stone which impeded further excavation. The stone was buried over

a foot below the asphalt covered parking area.

Excavation Unit 2 was expanded to a two foot square unit abutting the exterior of the east wall of the

summer kitchen. It was excavated to the depth of the rock found in the shovel test. The rock was actually

14

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

two large rocks which covered about half of the two-by-two unit. Therefore the unit was further expanded

to 3 x 3.5 feet. It was three feet along the summer kitchen wall and three and a half feet out to the east.

A previously unmapped drainage line was exposed running parallel to the summer kitchen at about two

and a half feet out. The pipe and the large stones can be seen on Figure 6 and Plate 4. After exposure

of the drain pipe no further archaeological excavation was done to its east.

I
I
I
I
I
I
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I
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Appendix B lists a Stratum 0 which was described as the asphalt and sand base excavated during the shovel

test. Stratum I - Levell was the coal ash and cinder excavated beneath it in the shovel test and two-by- .

two unit. Level 2 was the gravelly silty sand adjacent to it as the unit was expanded to a 3 x 3.5 .

Stratum 2 was the silty sand under Stratum I - Level 2, in the expanded part of the unit. Stratum 4 was

a small pocket of wet dark brown silty sand in the southwest corner of the unit. Removal of it exposed

a series of bricks running perpendicular to the large stones (see Figure 6). At this point in the excavations

the large rock in the center of the unit was removed. Stratum 5 was the strong brown silty sand beneath

it extending south within the unit. However Level 3 represented a clayey pocket at the southwest corner

of the unit, below the brick. Level 4 expanded to cover the entire unit. It was described as a dark

yellowish brown clayey sand. A clayier lens of similar soil was found in the southern part of the unit and

was called Stratum 7. Stratum 6 was another clayey pocket, found at the same level within Stratum 5 -

Level 4. The soil profiles drawn at the completion of Unit 2 are attached as Figure 7. The stone

foundation of the summer kitchen, seen in the west profile, extends down only about one foot.

Artifacts

Again, the stratigraphy and artifact inventories were compared to identify tpqs for each stratum in Unit

2. The rpq of Stratum 1 - Levell is the 1890s, based on a sherd of milk glass and a modern type nail.

A spall of an ironstone ceramic which could date from as early as the early-I glh century was retained from

Level 2. However this level also produced a gum wrapper and a piece of foil, which indicate the stratum

is relatively recent and likely was deposited around the time the asphalt parking area was installed.

Stratum 2 did not produce any diagnostic artifacts. Stratum 3 has a tpq of 1870 based on a bottle finish

recovered from it. It also contained some fragments of coal and cinders which were not retained. Very

little cultural material was recovered from Stratum 4. Its tpq comes from a cut nail which could date from

1798 (Mercer ]975:237,247). Cinders and coal were also observed in this stratum during excavation.
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Stratum 5 contained a number of ceramic sherds dating from the early-D" century. It also contained a

coin or coin-like piece dated 1793 with a portrait of King George III on one side. This piece is actually

an imitation English half-guinea generally used as a gambling counter. The piece was made by the firm

Simcox in Birmingham, England either during 1793, or at any time after that, up until 1820 when Simcox

was no longer active and King George III no longer held the throne (Hawkins 1989:92,97, Kleeberg 1997).

Therefore the date of this piece is consistent with the other objects recovered from Stratum 5. The

inscription on the gambling counter is the same as on the half-guinea, save the maker's name "Simcox"

(see Appendix C). It translates - George III, by the Grace of GodllKing of Great Britain, France, and

Ireland. Defender of the Faith, Duke of Brunswick and Lueneburg, Arch Treasurer and Elector of the

Holy Roman Empire (Lobel, et al. 1997:406). No artifacts were associated with Stratum 6. Stratum 7

contained artifacts also dating from the early-Iv" century, consistent with Stratum 5, with which it was

physically associated.

Discussion

The dates of the Excavation Unit 2 deposits at and below the level of the large stones and laid brick place

them within the range of Rufus King residency. The findings from Stratum 5 below the removed stone

lead to the conclusion that the stones and brick could have been placed under the direction of Rufus King,

but not any earlier. The proximity of the unit to the summer kitchen door couJd mean these features are

related or that the features in Unit 2 predate the current door or summer kitchen configuration. While the

brick and stone run perpendicular to each other, they do not re~ate to the summer kitchen in the same

manner. Therefore it is more difficult to make assertions which associate these features to the current

summer kitchen, thus supporting the theory the features predate the current configuration. However the

evidence does not suggest any specific usage for the features uncovered in this unit.

Excavation Unit 3

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 3 was the first of three units excavated inside the summer kitchen after the flooring was

removed, exposing dirt and rubble. The contractor removed the flooring, joists, large stones, brick and

other debris covering the ground prior to laying out the archaeological units. The thus exposed ground

surface was extremely uneven, the center of the summer kitchen being at a much lower elevation than the

perimeter. Excavation Unit 3 was a three-by-five unit placed in the northwest corner of the summer
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kitchen (see Figure 3). It was excavated on July 24. 1997. The mandate at the time of excavation was

to dig to the depth of planned impact, about fourteen inches below the flooring. Because of this and the

fact there were joists and rubble and air space below the floor, none of the units excavated in the summer

kitchen were very deep.

Soil from Excavation Unit 3 was removed in four strata. Stratum 1 was a loose dry silty sand becoming

less so as it was removed. The excavation of this stratum exposed a semi-circular shaped soil stain, which

appeared to a be a barrel-like feature, in the southern part of the unit and a hearthstone toward the east (see

Figure 8 and Plate 5). The removal of this stratum was the extent of the excavation in the southernmost

part of the unit. The difference in elevation toward the north of the unit dictated more excavation there.

Stratum 2 was an ashy stony sandy silt in the northern part of Unit 3. The stones can clearly be seen in

both Figure 8 and Plate 5. Stratum 3 was a small area of ashy loamy sand adjacent to the hearth in the

northeastern part of the unit. Stratum 4 was a clayey sand covering the entire northern part of the unit

below Strata 2 and 3.

Artifacts

A wide variety of artifacts were recovered from Stratum I, including many decorated ceramic types and

a large number of faunal bones. However the entirety of this deposit could not be very old because a piece

of cellophane wrapper and foil were noted during excavation. Because of the mixed nature of the artifacts

found in this stratum, it seems possible the bulk of the deposit was in fact quite early, perhaps from the

early-19!h century, but that more recent additions could have been made either during the 1980s when the

Parks Department used the summer kitchen as an office or during the circa 1990 restoration. Artifacts

recovered from Stratum 2 give that deposit a tpq of 1855 based on a small fragmentary mother-of-pearl

button shown mended in the center of Plate 6. This is after the death of Rufus King. Another artifact

from Stratum 2, a sherd of yellowware, was a type also not manufactured until after King's death, while

a larger number of ceramic pieces from this stratum do date from the Rufus King period. A similar

observation can be made of the Stratum 4 artifacts. Some ofthe late-18th/early-19th century ceramic sherds

from this stratum are shown on Plate 7. No diagnostic artifacts were recovered from Stratum 3. However

a piece of plastic was discarded during excavation.

TI1e level of preservation in Excavation Unit 3, and inside the summer kitchen in general, was excellent.
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The dry conditions had a desiccating effect and in addition to a large number of faunal remains, there was

a high degree of preservation of botanical remains. Although none were retained, botanicals such as

peanut shell, peanuts, walnuts, and peach pits were noted on the field forms (see Appendix B).

Discussion

Excavation Unit 3 was placed in the northwest comer of the summer kitchen to explore a discrepancy

between the current configuration of the summer kitchen and the 1842 Johnson map (see Figure 9). The

historic map shows an exterior asymmetry around the hearth at the north of the summer kitchen while the

current summer kitchen is rectangular. A similar observation can be made regarding the conceptual

drawing and the actual shape of the western side of the hearth inside the summer kitchen (see Figures 3

and 8 and Plate 5). Based on these observations, it is assumed the northern part of Excavation Unit 3 was

once outside, at least prior to 1842 when the historic map was published. The conclusion is that the

current summer kitchen, at least in the northwest comer was altered for some reason after King's death.

The tpq of Stratum 2 would further define this time frame to post-1855. Additionally, the presence of a

stone surface, dissimilar to the din floor throughout the rest of the summer kitchen, adds support to this

conclusion that this corner was once exterior to the summer kitchen., The jog in the west side of the

hearth was likely where the pre-1855 wall articulated with it (see Figure 8 and Plate 5).

Excavation Unit 4

Excavation Unit 4 was located along the west wall inside the summer kitchen, adjacent to the lean-to

section (see Figure 3). The unit measured three feet out and five feet along the wall and was excavated

on July 24 and 25, 1997. Excavation Unit 4 required less excavation than Unit 3 because it began at a

lower elevation. The soil strata were comparable to those at similar levels in Excavation Unit 3, except

they were recorded as being somewhat c1ayier.

Artifacts from the first stratum included a mix of ceramic pieces with an early-19th century tpq (see Plate

7) with modern type nails and a cigarette butt Stratum 2 had a similar mix of artifacts, minus the cigarette

butt. The unit also contained a substantial number of faunal remains and botanicals.

All Excavation Unit 4 strata contained mortary pockets, Although no specific association exists for these

deposits. it may be speculated they relate to the construction or reconstruction of the summer kitchen.
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Excavation Unit 5

Excavation Unit 5 was a three-by-five foot unit located inside the summer kitchen along the east wall,

opposite of the Excavation Unit 2 location. Even less excavation was required for this unit than the other

two summer kitchen units. Only one stratum was excavated. It was the same loose dry soil found in

Excavation Units 3 and 4. Excavation Unit 5 artifacts were generally more modern than the other two

summer kitchen units. The tpq of circa 1970 comes from several keys sold locally by the J. Stein Lock

Company at Iso- Street in Jamaica. This company operated at that location from circa 1970 through 1993

The most interesting thing about Excavation Unit 5 was the condition of the foundation stones. The entire

southern part of the exposed foundation was charred (see Plate 8). This could be evidence of the reason

for reconstruction of the summer kitchen. However the post-1855, 19th-eentury reconstruction time frame

does not coincide with the circa 1970 keys found in Unit 5. Perhaps the recent artifacts recovered and

recorded from Excavation Unit 5 have to do with more recent floor reconstruction and the burning actually

does relate to the 19th-century reconstruction. However these theories cannot be proven with the current

data. Additionally, this was the only summer kitchen unit excavated in only one stratum. It could be the

recent material was at the top of the stratum and the early artifacts below.

I
I
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It is probably worth noting the correspondence of the location of the burning and the location of the stone

and brick found directly outside this same location in Excavation Unit 2 (compare Figures 3 and 6 and

Plate 8). Since the brick and stone were dated from the Rufus King period and they line up with the

burned foundation, it would be tidy to associate them. However specific evidence of this relationship was

lacking. The conjecture is the Excavation Unit 2 features were placed there by King and his summer

kitchen structure burned down, or at least partially burned, in the second half of the 19th century, after

1855, and the summer kitchen was then reconstructed, perhaps relocating the entrance to the south.

Excavation Unit 6

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 6 was placed at the southeast corner of the King Manor house in the footprint of the

downspout and drainage line (see Figure 2). The unit measured three-by-five feet and was excavated from

JUly28-29,1997.

19



Stratum I represented the sod and topsoil. It was underlaid by Stratum 3, a dark sand containing pebbles

which became clayier as it went down. Stratum 3 was underlaid by Stratum 6, a dark yellowish brown

gravelly coarse sand which became clayey with depth. Stratum 7 was below Stratum 6 and was the base

of the unit. It was a very dark brown sandy clay with a loamy component and likely represented a buried

topsoil. These strata can been seen in the profiles depicted on Figure 10. Stratum 2 was a conical shaped

organic pocket in the northwest side of the unit within Strata I and 3. Stratum 4 was a circular stratum

in the southwest part of the unit within Strata 3 and 6. It possibly represented a shovel test from earlier

undocumented archaeological tests (Grossman 1991:Fig.I) or from a sign posthole. Stratum 5 was also

located within Strata 3 and 6, along the northwest edge of the unit. It may have represented a drain pipe

trench. Both Strata 4 and 5 can be seen in Plate 8. Stratum 4 is to the left and Stratum 5 at the top of the

photograph.

Artifacts

Although Stratum I contained a wide range of artifacts, some of which date from the early 18th century,

several pieces of styrofoam were also included in this soil. Therefore, as has been seen throughout the

rest of the park archaeological excavations, the top stratum is a fairly modern deposit. Stratum 2 was quite

small and thus did not contain many artifacts. Therefore the tpq ofthe late-19th century, based on a bottle

finish, may be artificial because of this small sample size. Stratum 3 - Level 1 contained an aluminum

pull-tab, precluding this deposit from dating any earlier than 1962 (Maxwell 1993:96,110). Level 2 only

contained two diagnostic artifacts, once again potentially skewing the circa 1800 date of deposition.

Stratum 6, which was below Stratum 3, contained only one diagnostic artifact; a cut nail potentially dating

from 1798 (Mercer 1975:237,247). Stratum 4, the circular shaped soil deposit also only contained one

diagnostic artifact, a ceramic sherd of a type manufactured beginning in the early-l S" century. Stratum

5 contained a plastic straw, indicating the recent nature of the fill for the previous drain pipe trench.

Stratum 7 contained no diagnostic artifacts.

Discussion

The location of Excavation Unit 6 may have provided data regarding a builder's trench, if one had been

identified. The fact one was not found suggests that when King had this addition to his house built, it was

excavated from the inside. A large hole would have been dug the size of the intended foundation. The

foundation would then have been built abutting the natural soil deposits with very little fill required on the
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exterior.

The other point of interest in the Unit 6 excavation has to do with Stratum 7. This soil deposit was

identified as the earlier, historic ground surface. This was likely the elevation of the property in that

location at the time Rufus King resided in the house. It was buried about two and a half feet below the

current ground surface. This means about two and a half feet of fill, much of which was probably added

during landscaping, covers the ground in the area of the house where King built an addition. While

previous testing showed there was a similar amount of fill further away from the house, towards the east

near the new fence, it is interesting to see the same holds true at the house itself (Stone 1997:15).

Excavation Unit 7

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 7 was the counterpart to Unit 6. It was placed, for similar reasons, in a corresponding

location at the southwest comer of the house (see Figure 2). It also measured three-by-five feet. It was

excavated from July 29 - 30, 1997.

Excavation Unit 7 was located near a dormant, partially exposed drain pipe and excavation was sure to

expose more of it. Stratum 1 represents the sad and topsoil. It was much drier than in Unit 6. The

dormant drain pipe was exposed crossing the entire unit from southeast to northwest, during removal of

Stratum I. Stratum 2 was a small pebbly pit near the downspout. Parts of both Strata 3 and 4 were

exposed after the removal of Stratum 1. Stratum 4 was in the southwest third of the unit and it actually

was undercut by Stratum 3 - Levell. Both were dark brown sandy deposits. Stratum 3 - Level 2 was a

pebbly silty sand which covered the entire unit. A brown mottled sand, Stratum 5, was at the base of the

excavation. The relationship of these strata can be seen in Figure 11.

Artifacts

Stratum I contained a wide variety of artifacts with a 1980 tpq coming from a penny found in Level 2.

It is interesting to note this stratum also contained a possible prehistoric chert flake, a byproduct of stone

tool manufacturing. It was one of only two possible prehistoric artifacts recovered during the

drainage/termite project at Rufus King Park (see Plate 10). Both were recovered from modern fill

contexts. The only diagnostic artifacts recovered from the rest of Unit 7 were cut nails found in Stratum
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5 - Level I and Stratum 4. Therefore these soil deposits may have dated from as early as the end of the

18ch century _ However this date may be skewed by the small sample size.

Discussion

As with Excavation Unit 6~no evidence of a builder's trench was found in Excavation Unit 7. However,

in contrast to Unit 6, Unit 7 did not contain a buried topsoil layer. The soils found in the unit were more

indicative of those found in the shovel tests to the west, along the new fence line (Stone 1997: 10). A

similar conclusion can be reached. Very little change in the landscape has occurred to the west of the

house. This section of the house was already standing on the property by the time Rufus King purchased

it. No substantial changes in grade may have bee necessary, at least not as necessary to the east and

northeast where relatively large amounts of fill have been identified.

Excavation Units 8 and 9

Excavation Units 8 and 9 were two shallow three-by-four foot units placed under the front porch. Unit

8 was against the building and intended to address issues related to King's addition of the eastern block

of the main house by striding the addition and the earlier section of the building. Unit 9 was located

directly adjacent to and south of Unit 8. The total area excavated by these units measured four feet along

the building and south six feet in front of it.

The soils under the porch, like those inside the summer kitchen were quite dry. Only two strata were

excavated. The uppermost was loose leaf litter. The lower stratum was a dark brown or dark yellowish

brown dry silty sand. Stratum 2 - Level 2 of Unit 9 had a loamy component which could mean this area

was DOl always part of an enclosed porch. A mortary scatter was noted in Stratum 2 - Level 2 of both

units. similar to the mortary pockets observed in Excavation Unit 4 inside the summer kitchen. A total

of only half to three-quarters of a foot of soil were removed from these two units. Upon completion of

excavation, a series of noncontiguous flagstones was exposed, two in Unit 8 and one in Unit 9 (see Figure

12 and Plate II). The northernmost stone abuts the foundation and is directly below the eastern side of

the doorway. The other two stones are along a diagonal line toward the southeast. A change in the

exterior foundation construction was noted at about one foot east of the door. This is the spot where the

addition meets the original house. Therefore it is possible, based on location, the flagstones could be

related to the earlier element of the building.
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Artifacts recovered from Stratum I include the usual mix of ceramic, glass and metal. However the tpqs

come from a metal pull-tab and a click pen which were not retained, making this deposit fairly modern.

The tpq for Stratum 2 - Levell is 1860 based on an amber glass flask sherd (Fike 1987:13). Stratum 2 _

Level 2 had a slightly earlier tpq of the early-Is" century based on two whiteware ceramic sherds.
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The three flagstones uncovered during excavation of Units 8 and 9 could have been part of a more

extensive flagstone pattern once found in front of the house or these stones could have provided a base of

support for an earlier stairway, entryway or porch. The recovered artifacts could provide a time frame

when this earlier configuration was covered up with the current porch. The early-Iv" century tpq for

Stratum 2 - Level 2 would place this change during the Rufus King period. However the presence of the

mortar in the soil similar to that seen in Unit 4 inside the summer kitchen could mean the actual date of

the porch construction was during the mid- to late-19lh century, the time frame of the summer kitchen

reconstruction.

Excavation Unit 10

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 10 was placed inside the summer kitchen, covering the southern part of Excavation Unit

3 and extending southward to remove the small barrel-like feature identified during Unit 3 excavations.

The location of Excavation Unit 10 can be seen on Figure 3. Unit 10 was excavated on February 2, 1998.

I
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Excavations included three strata. Stratum 1 represents loose soil which had fallen in over the seven

months since Unit 3 was excavated. Stratum 2 was the unit's soil matrix and Stratum 3 was the feature

fill. Stratum 2 was a brown/dark yellowish brown sandy clay which felt siltier in the upper levels,

possible due to the dryness inside the summer kitchen. The soil inside the barrel feature was similar to

the matrix except it had a very ashy component to it. Some of this deposit can be seen as white speckling

on Plate 12. The round barrel can also clearly be seen. Figure 13 is a plan view drawing made at the

same point in the excavation as the photograph. The feature was excavated down about eight inches. The

bottom was decaying wood. After it was removed, the soil matrix became homogeneous throughout the

unit. Stratum 2 - Level 6 represented the original ground surface. It was somewhat more compact than

the above deposits. This stratum was over a foot and a half below the floor.
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Artifacts

Stratum I contained a mix of artifacts ranging in manufacture dates beginning in the 18th century through

the 20th century. Stratum 2, the soil matrix, had a tpq of circa 1820 based on ceramic sherds recovered

from Levels 4 and 5. Only three artifacts were recovered from Stratum 2 - Level 6. Two ofthese ceramic

pieces date from the turn of the 19th century, thus providing a possible link to the time frame the original

summer kitchen was built. Unfortunately, Stratum 3 contained no diagnostic artifacts, therefore no

interpretations regarding the deposition date of the bucket feature fill can be made. Samples of the metal

barrel staves, some with wood fiber and wood impressions attached, were retained, as were soil samples

from the top and bottom of Stratum 3 and from Stratum 2 - Level 6, the original ground surface. These

samples could be floated and the non-soil components used as a basis for further analysis of this feature

and the sununer kitchen construction and use in general.

Discussion

The feature remains excavated from Unit 10 were from a former wood bucket with metal staves. It was

about a foot in diameter and at least eight inches deep. It was originally probably deeper than this and

truncated over time. The bucket was likely used to clean out the hearth. Ash would have been placed in

the bucket which then would have been taken elsewhere for disposal. Unlike a ground surface, this bucket

feature was three dimensional. Therefore it would likely have been left in its place on the original din

floor of the summer kitchen after its last use. The date of last use cannot be said since no diagnostic

artifacts were recovered from it. However the ground surface on which it rested contained material

possibly dating from the Rufus King period.

Excavation Unit 11

Stratigraphy

Excavation Unit 11 was placed at the corner of the west wing and rear porch to investigate the relationship

of the oldest section of the house to the main house. Its location can be seen on Figure 2. The unit was

two feet square and excavated on February 9 and 10, 1998. Prior to this project, the area in the vicinity

of Unit 11 was covered by a wooden handicapped access ramp. After the ramp was removed, a section

of an unmapped pipe was exposed at ground surface west of the unit. It ran parallel to the back porch and

perpendicular to the west wing and was therefore expected to run through the center of Excavation Unit

ll. Topsoil was removed by the contractor all along the west wing in preparation for shoring the
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structure. The sod in this pan of the property was underlaid by a coal ash deposit. This deposit was also

expected to continue in Excavation Unit 11.

Stratum 1 was a very dark grayish brown sandy loam which contained pockets of coal ash. The entire pipe

was not deeply buried and was completely contained within Stratum 1. Rather than going straight into the

foundation, the pipe made a right angle turn to the north. It was subsequently identified as an electrical

conduit running to the air conditioning units toward the north. Another impediment to excavation was also

exposed in Stratum 1, a concrete pad for the adjacent porch footing. Both ofthese impediments can be

seen in Plate 13 which was taken later on in the excavation. The exposed porch joists are on the right in

the photograph and the west wing runs along the top. Stratum 2 was a dark yellowish brown sandy clay

extending around and below the pipe, adjacent to the concrete footing. Stratum 3 was a dark brown moist

sand adjacent to the west wing at he same depth as Stratum 2 - Level 2. It was originally thought to be

a possible builder's trench because of its location, although the deposit was only a few inches thick. A

similar relationship was seen between Stratum 4 and Stratum 5. Stratum 4 was a dark brown stony clayey

sand covering the entire exposed footprint of the unit. By Level 2, a soil change was noted running

parallel to the west wing. This was called Stratum 5. Stratum 5 was described as a dark yellowish brown

clayey sand which was about six inches thick and thought to be pan of a builder's trench. Stratum 6 once

again covered the entire footprint of Unit 11. This soil was similar to that of Stratum 5 - Level 2, but was

a hit sandier. Stratum 6 became darker and sandier and then yellower with depth. The stratigraphy of

Unit II is depicted on Figure 14.

The exposed foundation and support for the porch were similarly substantial. The west wing was

supported by a foundation of large stones. Two layers of large foundation stone were underlaid by a series

of smaller stones and then by another large stone, making the foundation a total of about two and a half

feet deep (see Figure 14).

Artifacts

Very few artifacts were retained from Stratum 1. However field sheets indicated modern type nails came

from this deposit, indicating it is a 20th-century phenomenon. The tpq of Stratum 2 was the early-Iv"

century based on several recovered ceramic sherds. Stratum 3, the builder's trench had a tpq of 1867

based on a glass sherd (Jones & Sullivan 1989:49). Therefore this deposit postdates the Rufus King period
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of the house. However the builder's trench was discontiguous, as described above, and it also included

Stratum 5. Unfortunately no diagnostic artifacts were recovered from this stratum, actually this stratum

contained no cultural material at all.

Discussion

The findings of Unit 11 excavations indicate at least the upper levels of the west wing foundation postdate

the Rufus King period. Because of the discontinuity identified in the soils, it is possible changes to the

upper level of foundation stone may have taken place after the original placement of the foundation.

Unfortunately no cultural material was associated with the lower depths of foundation stone and of

Excavation Unit I I thereby precluding any definitive conclusions regarding this issue.

Monitoring

Archaeological monitoring of contractor excavations was proposed for three main excavation types;

drainage lines, grade beams and spread footers, and the summer kitchen floor. The archaeologist observed

excavations and took notes on observations including soils, features, and artifacts. Any artifacts or soil

samples retained during monitoring are inventoried in Appendix C.

Drainage System Excavations

Excavations for the drainage lines were the most extensive as far as linear footage is concerned, amounting

to about 500 feet, as shown on the site plan (see Figure 1). These took place over a five day period from

Septemher 25 through November 19, 1997. Work included both hand excavation at downspout cleanout

locations and backhoe excavation along the actual drainage lines. The downspout cleanouts were hand dug

at all locations. Excavations for drainage lines were done around most of the house up to downspout

locations by machine.

Field conditions necessitated changes in the placement of certain drainage features. Figure 15 is a

reconstruction of the actual location of drainage line placement based on archaeological recording of

contractor excavations. Figure 15 also shows locations of conduits crossing the drainage line excavations.

The long drainage trench extending from the southwest comer of the house was relocated to connect to

a catch basin slightly northward. It was excavated up to six and a halffeet deep at the catch basin to five

feet at the new manhole. Stratigraphy was fairly consistent throughout the property. It included a dark
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brown silty soil beneath the topsoil. It was underlaid by a reddish brown stony sandy clay and then a light

yellowish brown sand which became stonier toward the base of the trench. The trench out from the

southeast corner ofthe house was not relocated, however the downspout cleanout to its north was relocated

slightly because of a large nearby tree at the side entrance. The long drainage line leading off the

northwest corner of the house also had to be slightly relocated to avoid a tree and light post, as well as

to line up with the new catch basin manhole which had been slightly diverted to avoid the bluestone walk

behind the summer kitchen. This drainage line trench was pretty uniformly excavated to four feet deep,

following the natural grade. The connection from the catch basin southward was relocated slightly to the

west so as to be almost entirely out of the footprint of the new handicapped access ramp scheduled to be

installed as part of this project. The eastern spur of the drainage line leading from the new manhole had

been previously relocated based on the findings of Excavation Unit 1. Its new location was north of the

bluestone path behind the house. It also extended about eleven feet further east and ran parallel to the

eastern side of the summer kitchen at this distance and then turned into the downspout cleanout as shown

on Figure 15.

Downspout cleanout locations were excavated from about 32 inches to four feet deep depending on their

locati OTIS and the slope of the drain lines (see Figure I). Every corner or downspout location contained

fill deposits unlike those found in the surrounding property. Although these deposits were not comained

in features such as dry wells, they appear to have been used to facilitate drainage. They generally

contained loose deposits, often with ash, presumably from fire place cleanings, and at other times

contained stones. The location of a previously identified stone-lined dry well near the northwest corner

of the main house was not found (Grossman 1991:24). However a number of large stones were removed

from that area beginning at about nine inches below ground surface. These stones were quite large. about

fifteen to twenty inches in diameter. The stones were located in the western side of the hole excavated for

the downspout cleanout, therefore it is possible they were the eastern edge of the previously identified dry

well. In addition to these refuse filled deposits found at downspout locations, a number of previously

unmapped pipes or conduits were also noted at and near downspout locations. The fill for these pipes. as

well as the loose deposits removed for the downspout cleanouts, contained artifacts which provide possible

deposition dates for the soils observed during monitoring. Anifacts were retained from the two cleanout

locations at the west of the rear porch. Artifacts recovered from the southern end. or near the house, were

collected on September 25, 1997. Those which came from the northern end, or northwest corner of the
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porch, were collected on September 26, 1997. The artifacts retained from the southwest corner of the rear

porch include two medicine bottles which could have been manufactured in the late-19lh century. A similar

bottle was also recovered the following day from the northwest corner of the porch (see Plate 14).

However other artifacts recovered on September 26, 1997, along with the medicine bottle, date from the

1930s, indicating the drainage fill and pipes observed during monitoring were actually placed during that

time period.

Several other archaeological features were identified during downspout and drainage line excavations.

These include sections of brick features at two locations around the summer kitchen. The first of these

was a series of single coarse laid bricks uncovered in the drainage trench east of the summer kitchen.

They were running in a northeasterly direction away from the summer kitchen door at about a forty-five

degree angle (see part of Figure 16 and Plate 15). A depth measurement was taken from inside the

summer kitchen. The brick feature was about 27 inches below the elevation of the summer kitchen floor.

Although the terrain currently slopes down to the east, it does not slope this steeply. Knowing from the

previously discussed excavations that the property to the east of the house is covered with up to two and

a half feet of fill, it may be surmised the brick feature was, at one point in history, at ground level.

Perhaps it was part ofa walkway. carriage way or driveway. Alternatively, since only one course of brick

was observed, the feature may have been a decorative boarder or the edge of a flower bed. There are

several possibilities. A sample of this brick was retained for the artifact collection.

South of the brick feature, the backhoe encountered a large bluestone slab. It measured about four feet

by two and a half feet and looked as though it may have been covering another feature such as a dry well.

The blues tone was removed as part of the drainage excavations and did not reveal any other structural

feature beneath it. Speculations on the possible function of the bluestone slab were on the same line as

the brick feature. Being at a slightly higher elevation than the brick, it was also thought, if the two

features were related, they were part of some type of terracing. However this cannot be a firm conclusion.

The other brick feature also identified during drainage excavations was a series of mortared bricks found

at the base of the excavation of the new catch basin located off the northwest corner of the 'summer

kitchen. The bricks ran three across in one direction and ran perpendicular three across in the other. This

situation can be seen on Figure 17 and Plate 16. The brick feature appeared to be the corner of a
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foundation. It was located about five and a half feet below the current ground surface (see Figure 18).

The feature was troweled off for recording purposes and, because no deeper excavations were planned,

the trowel was inserted straight down the western edge of the apparent foundation to prove it continued

down. The feature extended at least three more brick courses down. While cleaning and exposing the

surface of the brick, an ironstone ceramic sherd was recovered from soil directly atop the feature. The

sherd contained a partial maker's mark. The mark is attributed to the Burgess and Campbell Pottery of

Trenton, New Jersey. This particular mark was used from 1879 through circa 1900 (Boger 1971:48).

Therefore the structure which once stood above the brick foundation was demolished no earlier than 1879

and was possibly standing during a period contemporary with the summer kitchen. Another point of

interest is the depth of the feature and identification of the associated fill deposit buried over five feel

below the current ground surface. This was the deepest fill seen during either the fence project or the

drainage/termite project at Rufus King Park. However it may be surmised the fill is a localized deposit

associated not with an original ground surface, but rather with a foundation excavation exclusively.

Regard less, the foundation of this structure would have been substantially lower than that of the summer

kitchen and, based on the proximity of the two structures, it may be inferred they were somehow related.

Perhaps the brick foundation represents the remains of a smoke house, root cellar or ice house ..

Grade Beam and Spread Footer Excavations

Summer Kitchen

Contractor excavations for the grade beams and spread footers took place over five days from December

2, 1997 through February 18, 1998. All excavation was done by hand because of the fragile condition of

the structures. Work began on the east side of the summer kitchen, east of the hearth. In general, the soil

from this area was ashy and filled with a substantial amount of refuse, similar to the deposits found at the

downspout locations. Tightly packed cobbles, similar to those found in Excavation Unit 1 were observed

east of the hearth at a comparable depth. A soil sample was taken from this location as well as a number

or artifacts which could potentially date from the Rufus King period of the house. These include most of

a tin-glazed redware ointment pot, a stoneware bottle finish, a bottle neck and finish from a hand-blown

french style wine bottle, and a whole stoneware preserve jar (see Plate 17). Completed excavations for

the spread footer east of the hearth revealed a large flagstone under the brick (see Plate 18). This was

thought to be a continuation of the hearth stone observed in Excavation Unit 3. It was underlaid by large

foundation stones measuring about one foot across, similar to those seen throughout the summer kitchen.
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Although contractor excavations were done by hand, the methodology precluded the identification of this

corner as a separate deposit from the grade beam excavation along the east wall. However the amount of

ashy ness in the fill decreased as excavations extended southward, leaving open the possibility these

sections of the summer kitchen foundation were not necessarily contemporaneous. While no strikingly

modern artifacts were noted from the excavations along the summer kitchen east wall, what looks like a

porcelain electrical insulator was recovered from this area, indicating a twentieth-century deposition date

for this part of the summer kitchen.

One archaeological feature was uncovered during foundation excavations around the summer kitchen. The

edge of a brick circular feature was identified during the monitoring of the area of the spread footer at the

southeast corner of the summer kitchen (see part of Figure 16 and Plate 19). It was buried about one and

a half feet below the ground surface. Only the top of the feature was partially exposed. It is assumed the

feature was used as a dry well, based on its location. It was not exposed beyond the extent needed for

construction. The contents, if any, were not disturbed during this project. Therefore the feature was

preserved.

During excavation of the east side of the summer kitchen it was observed that most of the evidence of

burning along the foundations, as previously described in Excavation Unit 5, was confined to the southern

extent. This would explain the more recent artifact intrusion in this area and an earlier, possibly original

to the Rufus King period, deposit at the northeastern corner of the summer kitchen.

Excavations for the grade beams and spread footers along the west side of the summer kitchen and west

of the hearth did not produce as many results, this is most likely because that area was previously

disturbed from the installation of the air conditioning outside and from the adjacent lean-to/shed. Only

one early ceramic sherd, a type manufactured between 1784 and 1864, was recovered. However removals

of the base of the interior summer kitchen west wall revealed shingles from the exterior of the lean-to.

This could mean the lean-to was covered with shingles to protect it when the summer kitchen was burned

down. Perhaps the summer kitchen was not rebuilt immediately after the fire, necessitating the shingling

of the exposed wall of the lean-to.
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West Wing

Prior to grade beam and spread footer excavations along the west wing, the former handicapped access

ramp was removed. as was the topsoil, to prepare for shoring the structure. These removals exposed a

series of bricks which were decoratively placed and may have been part of an earlier walkway. It was

parallel to the west wing, out about six feet. Roughly, a four foot section was exposed, clearly revealing

the patterning of the brick. Two bricks were laid with their short sides against the long side of a third.

This pattern was alternated as it continued. The brick was laid on a thin layer of concrete, about one inch

thick.

The concrete apron along the base of the west wing wall, covering the top of the foundation, was also

removed around this time. Under, and in some cases attached to, the concrete were bricks with the mark

"KING". These type of bricks were manufactured from about the 1880s through 1910. The mark was

most likely associated with the place of manufacture; Kingston (Allan Gilbert, personal communication).

Period directories did not list a brick maker or company in Kingston named King (Fitzgerald 1879:

Freeman 1902, 1904, 1906; Lant 1869). There is speculation about the name recognition factor with

Rufus King's descendants residing in the house during the late-19th century. However, this line of research

did not lead to any definitive answers. A sample of the brick was given to Dr. Allan Gilbert for his

archive of locally produced brick at Fordham University.

The topsoil all along the west wing up to the foundation contained a heavy concentration of coal ash. The

removal of this exposed the top of the foundation stones. Stones here were larger than in the summer

kitchen, some over three feet in diameter. They were three to four courses deep. Removal of the

foundation stones exposed the crawl space filled with duct work placed during the circa 1990 restoration.

The soi I matrix of the foundation was reflective of the recent reconstruction in the upper levels. In the

spread footer excavation, the coal ash was underlaid by a dark silty clay which extended to about one foot

below the ground surface. This was underlaid by a foot of gravelly sand which extended to the base of

excavation. with a small intrusion of darker mottled sand at about two feet below ground surface. This

was similar to the stratigraphy of Excavation Unit II.

A number of artifacts were retained during monitoring of west wing excavations, as well as a soil sample.
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They ranged from the relatively early, 181l1-century bottle bases, to a 1947 nickel. One artifact of interest

was an ironstone ceramic sherd with a gilded overglaze rim. This type of ceramic was manufactured from

the 1860s through the zo- century (Majewski & O'Brien 1987:161,164, Samford 1997:24). It is shown

on the right side of Plate 20.

Summer Kitchen Floor Excavations

The interior floor of the summer kitchen required leveling to a particular grade, ultimately twelve inches

below the finished floor: This was done on February 2, 1998. Measurements were made by the contractor

at points along the wall to use as guides for the depth of excavation necessary. Ultimately about half of

the interior required excavation to the new grade and half required filling. Therefore the result was

generally a redistribution ofthe soil with only a small amount disposed of, perhaps 8 wheelbarrows full.

The main archaeological feature anticipated during monitoring was the exposure of the hearth stone

identified in Excavation Unit 3 at the western side of the hearth and observed in profile on the northeastern

side of the hearth during monitoring the spread footer excavation. Unexpectedly, the hearthstone was not

continuous from one side to the other. Rather one of a series of large stones laid in a pattern creating a

rectangular shaped surround to the hearth (see Figure 19). The stone observed in Excavation Unit 3, at

the western edge of the hearth, is integral to the hearth, as was the stone observed in profile on the

northeastern edge (see Plates 5 and 18). The other stones are not. Perhaps the two integral stones were

remnants from the original King hearth and the others a later addition. The stones are all above the level

of the original ground dirt floor. Two probes were done interior to the stone rectangle. They went down

about two feet each. Therefore there was not a hard surface which may have been part of the hearth inside

this stone rectangle. A soil sample was taken above this level from in front of the hearth.

Only a few artifacts were recovered during monitoring of the summer kitchen floor excavations. These

include three ceramic sherds. One was a piece of blue transfer printed pottery which could have been

produced any time during the first three-quarters of the 19111 century. An ironstone ceramic sherd with a

gi Ided overglaze rim decoration similar to that found during monitoring of the west wing excavations was

also recovered (see Plate 20). Although these pieces postdate Rufus King, they probably date to the period

of John or Cornelia King. It is interesting to have found them in two seemingly opposite sides of the

house. However, because these were dish fragments, one may speculate their association with the two
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kitchens. the kitchen formerly located in the west wing section and the one in the summer kitchen. The

other ceramic sherd was of red ware and looks like a button blank (see Plate 21). ~he cutouts have a

diameter of I 3/8 inches. The probable fragility of a redware button of this size may lead to speculation

the blank was for something such as a gaming piece instead.
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SUMMARY DISCUSSION

This phase of excavations at Rufus King Park have given a more detailed picture ofthe historic landscape.

Ten archaeological features were identified in and around the house (see Figure 20). Six of these features

were documented and preserved in place; 1) a complex of brick and stone abutting the rear of the summer

kitchen, 2) a foundation to a previously unknown structure to the northwest of the summer kitchen, 3) a

possible dry well at the southeast corner of the summer kitchen, 4) a series of stones around the summer

kitchen hearth, 5) a possible walkway or path to the front door, and 6) a stone path behind the house.

Four of the features were in unavoidable areas of the project and had to be excavated; 1) a semi-circular

soil discoloration off the southwest corner of the hearth which turned out to be remains of a small bucket,

2) the remains of a possible former entrance to the summer kitchen, 3) a decorative brick path behind the

main portion nf the house, and 4) a brick and flagstone surface east of the summer kitchen.

Landscaoe and Property Use

Alterations in the landscape of Rufus King Park likely did not begin in earnest until Rufus King purchased

the property and initiated major projects. King had great interest in the area of horticulture and had the

wealth to reconfigure the house which the previous owner did not. Although no specific landscape or

planting features were identified during this project, several of the findings have provided evidence of the

change in the property over time.

One of the changes to the property surrounding the house has been an increase in grade. While fill was

documented in this vicinity by the two previous archaeological reports (Grossman 1991, Stone 1997),

neither included evidence from so close to the house. The results from Excavation Unit 6 showed a buried

historic surface at about two and a half feet below the current ground surface at the southeast corner of

the house. It is possible part of the fill in this area was added around the time Rufus King built this

addition. Furthermore, fill had not been previously documented behind the house within the "L" because

there had been no prior archaeological testing there. Two walkway-type features were found buried in this

part of the property during this phase of testing. A paving-type stone was found in Shovel Test 208 below

a coal ash deposit and buried about a foot below the current ground surface. A decorative brick path was

found directly under the former handicapped access ramp and grass about six feet out from the west wing.

This feature was within the coal ash deposit, possibly meaning it was a more recent addition to the
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landscape than the paving stone found in Shovel Test 208. In either case, up to a foot of fill covers this

"L" section behind the main house.

Other buried features indicate fill deposits exist east of the house on the opposite side of the west wing and

summer kitchen. A stone and brick feature was found about one foot below ground surface in Excavation

Unit 2. A brick feature found further to the east, in the drainage line excavations, was buried about two

feet down. The Excavation Unit 2 features date from the Rufus King period. The brick feature to the east

was not archaeologically excavated and no diagnostic artifacts were found in association with it. Therefore

no time period can be applied to this fill.

While many of the fill deposits identified during the Rufus King Park drainage/termite project cannot be

ascribed dates of deposition, certain interpretations of the changes over time can be made. Since Rufus

King built the eastern addition to the main house, over two and a half feet of fill have accumulated. The

top foot and a half contained some 20th-century material and therefore was not associated with the Rufus

King period of occupation. Although the bottom foot of Unit 6 excavations did not contain many artifacts,

it is possible this fill was deposited during the early 19lh century and is therefore attributable to the Rufus

King period. Moving northward along the house, a foot of fill was seen in Excavation Unit 2 above

deposits' dating from circa 1800 and two feet of fill were above an undatable brick feature to the east. A

foot to a foot and a half of soil deposits were found above a stone and brick feature found in Excavation

Unit 1 abutting the rear of the summer kitchen (see more detailed discussion below). About a foot of fill

was also identified within the OIL" behind the house.

Assuming none of these fill deposits or features date from prior to Rufus King's purchase of the property,

when the owners and occupants may not have had the financial means nor the desire, the fill deposits are

19<11-or 20th~century manifestations. Certainly a foot of fill has been added throughout most of the areas

discussed during the zo- century since the New York City Parks Department has administered the grounds.

It is also possible Rufus King is responsible for the lower levels of fill, most particularly at the southeast

corner of his addition to the main house and to a lesser extent around the summer kitchen. It is also

possible, and perhaps likely> some of the changes to grade were made during the mid- and late-19th

centuries when John King, and later his daughter Cornelia, occupied the house. It was during this time

that the use of the property changed from a more intensive farm back to country home. Changes such as
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the addition of decorative walkways and paths around the house would have been associated with the

changes in property use during this time period.

An attempt was made to pinpoint a time frame for this change in use. Farm census data, available for

1850 through the end of the 19th century, was consulted. John King's Jamaica farm was listed for the

years 1850, 1860, and 1870. Seemingly few farm animals were counted during all three periods. There

was an average of seven cows, three pigs and four horses compared with seventeen cows in 1823

(Venables 1989: 16). A substantial amount of grain was harvested, over 1000 bushels in 1850 and about

700 in the two subsequent censes. It is not known through the current research how intensive the grain

farming was in comparison to other local farms. However the livestock numbers are average compared

to the Connecticut River Valley data used in the attached faunal report (Bowen 1988: 165). The conclusion

is the intensity offarming had already decreased by 1850 and even more by 1860. By 1880 the King farm

was no longer listed in the agricultural census.

Drainage of water away from the house also seems to have been a concern historically, from at least as

early as the late-19th century. Virtually every corner of the house had been excavated and filled with loose,

generally ashy and/or stony deposits, presumably to drain water away from the foundation. Diagnostic

artifacts recovered from two downspout locations at the western side of the house during monitoring date

from no earlier than the late-IS" century in one case and to 1933 in the other. Perhaps problems with

water seepage into the basement have been consistent over time at this house. However the recognition

of this problem and the fact measures were taken to stem it may have contributed to the current level of

preservation of the structure.

The final landscape feature to discuss is the series of stones uncovered under the front porch. It has been

hypothesized the stones may have been a base of support for an earlier entry porch or stairs or that they

were pan of a larger pattern of stones which once existed in front of the house. The few artifacts

recovered from the feature place its date of deposition in the early 19th century. However this date may

be skewed by the small sample size. The date of construction of the current porch cannot be firmly

established. However the presence of the 1937 medal might provide a general time frame. This date is

also in line with the date of deposition of the dry well-like fill deposits just discussed.
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Although not related to the landscape questions addressed in this report, post field research provided

information on the asphalt tile paving found during the previous phase of work (Stone 1997: 11). A

newspaper article from 1908 discusses the installation of asphalt tile paths in Rufus King Park (Anonymous

1908).

Summer Kitchen

The excavations in and around the summer kitchen were the most archaeologically productive. Numerous

features. in addition to artifacts, were identified both inside and outside the summer kitchen. Exterior to,

and likely associated with summer kitchen usage, were the brick and stone features of Excavation Units

1 and 2 and the brick foundation found during manhole monitoring to the northwest of the summer kitchen.

Inside the summer kitchen, excavations along and underneath the foundation stones revealed information

about the historic summer kitchen, including charred foundation stones in Excavation Unit 5 and fill

deposits beneath the foundation along the east wall. Excavation around the fireplace exposed stones in a

rectangular pattern surrounding the hearth and a small bucket as well as a discontinuity in the floor at the

northwestern corner of the summer kitchen where the configuration of the structure changed after 1855.

Excavation of the units inside the summer kitchen have provided an opportunity to obtain data which has

been able to answer one the more perplexing questions about the construction of the summer kitchen; why

is today's configuration different from the 1842 Johnson map (see Figure 9)? The discontinuity of the

stone and dirt surfaces found in Excavation Unit 3 confirms the location of the alteration at the

northwestern corner of the summer kitchen. Excavation of Unit 10 found a buried dirt floor, presumably

original to the Rufus King summer kitchen, buried over a foot and a half below the current floor. The

charred foundation stones in Excavation Unit 5 provide the probable reason for these changes. After the

fire occurred in the summer kitchen, it was reconstructed some time in or after 1855 when the deposit at

the northwestern corner was sealed by enclosing it within the summer kitchen and covering it with wooden

flooring.

As is often the case, answers to some questions create new questions. In this case, knowing the summer

kitchen was at least partially burned down and then rebuilt leads to speculation about how soon after the

fire reconstruction took place. Structural work done for the project included removals of shingles in some

areas of the summer kitchen. When this was done at the area east of the bricked up hearth a reused
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mortice and tenon joint was observed with a cut nail, indicating this joinery was constructed prior to circa

1890 when modern nails would have been available. Therefore, while not having evidence as to when the

summer kitchen was rebuilt, it can be said with a fair amount of certainty this occurred between 1855 and

1890.

I

The top of the stones comprising the former hearth surround were found buried between ten to twelve

inches below the current floor. Excavations were taken no deeper here. Based on the finding of the

original dirt floor at about one and a half feet down, it is assumed the hearth stone surround was placed

on that surface, as was the small bucket used to clean ash from the hearth. Both the stones and the bucket

most definitely date to the earliest summer kitchen and possibly the Rufus King period. Although no

diagnostic artifacts were recovered from either feature, the recovery of a European snail shell from the

base of the bucket does suggest a 19th-century deposition date, according to the appended faunal report

(Appendix D). "This non-native species was readily introduced in the nineteenth century as eggs in soil

adhering to imported plants (Freeman 1998:2). The report goes on to speculate this bucket was originally

brought from England containing a garden plant and was emptied and reused in the kitchen.

I
I
I

The brick and stone features of Excavation Unit 2 have been dated to the Rufus King period. Because

these features abut the existing summer kitchen it is assumed they would also have abutted the original

summer kitchen. It is possible they were actually part of the original summer kitchen. However their

function can only be speculation. The placement of the brick, roughly on line with the summer kitchen

east wall, might indicate it was part of a former foundation wall or doorway. The large stones leading

away from the summer kitchen are similar to the stones which made up the summer kitchen foundation

prior to this project. Perhaps they were related to the Rufus King summer kitchen foundation or maybe

to a path or other associated feature.I
I
I
I
I
I
I

The features found in Excavation Unit 1 mayor may not be related to one another. The tightly packed

cobble feature in the eastern part of the unit was most definitely associated with cooking and dated from

the Rufus King period of use. Remnants Of this feature were observed during monitoring extending about

two feet east of the hearth. This is an area which may have been depicted outside the current building

footprint on the 1842 map while being interior to the historic summer kitchen and may have been pan of

the original summer kitchen hearth (see Figure 9). The date of construction of the brick feature found in
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Excavation Unit 1 is not known. However the feature was covered with fill sometime after circa 1890.

Because no further excavation was done and this feature is preserved, interpretations regarding its historic

purpose are tentative. The most obvious possibility is that it was constructed during the John or Cornelia

King periods of occupation, at a time similar to the construction of the paths and walkways discussed

above. The bricks may have even been part of one of these earlier walkways.

The documentation of the remains of a brick foundation at about twenty feet from the northwestern corner

of the current summer kitchen force a return to the question of how soon was the summer kitchen rebuilt.

These foundation remains represent the northwestern corner of what must have been a substantial structure.

Certainly, the structure would have been substantial enough to be included on the 1842 Johnson map if

it stood at that time, but it was not. Demolition of the structure did not take place prior to 1879.

Therefore if the summer kitchen were rebuilt immediately after the fire, the two structures would have be

contemporaneous. However the unknown structure could not have been larger than twenty feet across,

at most. This is larger than, and had a bigger and deeper foundation than, the summer kitchen. If the two

were not standing at the same time the unknown structure may have been a kitchen. However the function

of the building cannot be known through the current project since the foundation remains have been

preserved. A kitchen or kitchen related function is hypothesized because of its proximity to the summer

kitchen.

It was thought deeds or wills might shed light on the configuration of the house and possible outbuildings,

particularly the wills of John A. King who died in 1865 and his wife Mary who died in 1873.

Unfortunately this was not the case. John King willed his "DwellingHouse out Buildings and Farm

situated in the village of Jamaica" to his wife Mary (Queens County Real Estate Wills L14 P247). Mary

King died in 1873 and her will did not contain any property information (Queens County Real Estate Wills

L 20 P224).

In addition to the archaeological features, a large number of artifacts, particularly food remains, were

recovered from excavations and monitoring of the summer kitchen. Why these were found under the floor

boards and how they got there are not known with certainty. However, as with the crawl space under the

kitchen floor at the Spencer-Pierce-Little farm in Massachusetts, some of the material could have been

deposited as a result of rodent activity (Beaudry 1995:34). However, in this case, the majority of the food
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remains may well have been left in place or dropped on the way to disposal (Freeman 1998:2). The most

interesting finding from the analysis of the faunal bones is in the comparison of the percentage of food

remains attributed to sheep, cow and pig meat found at the King Manor summer kitchen with that sold in

Manhattan Markets in 1816. The King summer kitchen percentages are almost identical to those sold in

Manhattan in January 1816. This implies the summer kitchen may not have been used exclusively in the

summer. It has been suggested "occasional roasting and cooking of large meals" may have occurred year

round in the summer kitchen. A large amount of rodent and cat gnaw marks were found on 20% of the

bones recovered from summer kitchen related contexts. It is possible these bones are some of the remains

of relatively infrequent winter use of the summer kitchen after which they could have laid undisturbed for

the cats and rats to eat (Freeman 1998:7-8).

West Wing

Several areas of interpretation were associated with the west wing work. These include the previously

discussed fill and walkways. The other concern was the identification of deposits which may have shown

when the west wing section of the building was moved to its current location and what, if anything, existed

in that vicinity prior to that time. Unfortunately, the excavations were unable to provide answers to these

questions. However a discontinuity in the soils against the west wing foundation was documented. This

may mean there had been a reconstruction of at least part of the foundation at some point in time, perhaps

when the rear porch was added.

A small amount of research was done on historic movement of buildings in relation to the west wing

because the National Register of Historic Places nomination indicates this section of the house was located

elsewhere on the property and was moved to its current location and attached to the main house addition

by Rufus King. Apparently farm buildings, in particular, were often moved (Henry 1998). Some detailed

descriptions of the mechanics of moving buildings during the late-19th century were found and it is

presumed similar methodology was used earlier in the century when Rufus King moved the west wing

section to his house. Spude (1998) describes the process:

The foundations were usually pretty simplistic wooden pile that could be cut off or pulled
out of the ground. Trenches were dug around the perimeters, and heavy beams were
inserted perpendicular to the long axis of the building. The beams were gradually levered
onto cribworks that grew tall enough to get one or more wagons under the building.
Horse teams pulled the wagon(s) to the new location, and the process was reversed until
the building was set down on its new foundations.
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Many buildings in the town of Demersville, Montana were moved to nearby Kalispell in the 1890s when

the railroad came to town. News accounts quoted in Kalispell's National Register of Historic Places

nomination form describe similar methods. However it seemed many of these buildings were moved with

log rollers rather than by being placed on wagons. The actual moving was accomplished by pulling rope

or cable (McKay 1993:48). Unfortunately the King Manor west wing excavations did not provide any

evidence which could be interpreted to tell if, when, or how this section of the house was moved.
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The archaeological investigations at Rufus King Park associated with the drainage/termite project have

provided answers to a number of the questions posed in the scopes of work. The general theme of

identification of previously undocumented buildings and features was particularly fruitful. The remains

of a building located about twenty feet from the northwestern corner of the summer kitchen were

uncovered. This feature was exposed, but not excavated. The same can be said of a number of other

features including a circular brick feature, probably a dry well, located off the southeast corner of the

summer kitchen, a brick feature found in the excavation unit directly behind the summer kitchen, and a

paving stone feature, probably part of the walkway, found in a shovel test behind the main part of the

house. Interior features which have been preserved include a series of stones under the front porch and

another inside the summer kitchen forming a rectangle around the fireplace.

The unexpected was also revealed in the archaeological record in association with the summer kitchen

work. Evidence the structure burned down and was rebuilt during the second half ofthe 19th century was

found. as well as evidence of an earlier din surface/floor to the summer kitchen. Another surprise was

the presence of the stones around the summer kitchen hearth. Perhaps the most unexpected find was the

likelihood the summer kitchen was not exclusively a "summer" kitchen and was also used in the winter.

Excavations also lead to questioning, for two reasons, whether the summer kitchen was rebuild

immediately after the fire. First, with so much land, why did the Kings choose to construct a new building

so close to the summer kitchen, if in fact it was contemporary with the building whose brick foundation

remains were uncovered off the northwest corner of the summer kitchen. The answer is perhaps the

summer kitchen was not immediately rebuilt. However there can be no certainty without further

archaeological excavation. The second piece of evidence which may support the theory the summer

kitchen wasn't inunediately reconstructed is the presence of shingles along the attached lean-to/shed under

the summer kitchen wall. This may mean this wall was exposed to the outdoor elements. While there are

no definitive conclusions, these two pieces of evidence combine to suggest the summer kitchen was not

immediately rebuilt.

The research questions with a landscape theme also provided useful information on the history of the
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property. At least two fill episodes were identified. Fill was found pretty much all around the house with

the deepest documented occurrences to the east and north and in the "L" behind the house. A number of

soil samples were taken during excavations. These could be floated to provide data on such things as when

the summer kitchen was reconstructed, when the west wing was moved, as well as provide additional

information on food remains, particularly botanicals, These soil samples and the artifacts recovered during

the drainage/termite project will be given to the King Manor Museum upon acceptance of this report ..

Six of the ten identified archaeological features found during the course of this project have been preserved

(see Figure 20). This substantial number is testimony to the archaeological richness of Rufus King Park,

particularly in the area of the manor house. The locational information on these features can be used as

a planning tool by the Parks Department when future improvements to the park are proposed. Informed

choices can be made with regard to the costs of designing below ground disturbances to avoid

archaeological features or to have them archaeologically excavated through data recovery. The

interpretations of the archeological work contained in this report, particularly in combination with the

artifact collection, can be a useful tool for the King Manor Museum and Historic House Trust in planning

educational programs, tours and fund-raising events at King Manor. While not part of this project, the

data included in this report could be used as a basis for artistic reconstructions of the topography and land

use of the Rufus King property over time. Such reconstructions could be useful to all parties involved in

the care and management of the park and house.

Although specific archaeological feature locations have been preserved. it should not be assumed

archaeological deposits do not exist elsewhere in Rufus King Park. The testing plan implemented for the

drainageltermite project addressed only below ground impacts from this work. However the large amount

of archaeological material recovered and features identified should lead to the conclusion that a similar

amount of data and material may be recovered during future projects in other locations within the park.

Therefore precautions should be taken and archaeological investigations should be carried out in sensitive

areas prior to construction excavations for future projects. particularly in this area. Should unavoidable

disturbance to the archeological features preserved after this work be necessary in the future, an

archaeological data recovery plan, including supplemental documentary research, should be implemented.
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Figure 16 Plan view of the brick features found within contractor excavations east of the summer kitchen at Rufus King Park.
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Figure 18 South profile of soil above the remains of a brick foundation found during catch
basin excavations off the northwest corner of the summer kitchen.
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Plate 1 Shovel Test 8 upon completion (7/22/97).

Plate 2 Excavation Unit I near completion. facing east (7/22/97).
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Plate 3 Relationship of Excavation Unit 1 to the summer kitchen hearth (7/21197),
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Plate -+ Excavation unit 2 .. facing west (7/28/97). I
I
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Plate 5

I
I

Excavation Unit 3 after the removal of Stratum 1 (7/24/97).

I
I
I Plate 6 BUITons recovered from excavation units at Rufus King Park. Contexts beginning

on [he upper left and going clockwise are Lnit I-Stratum 1-Level l. Unit 5-
Stratum l-Level l , Unlt o-Stratum 3-Levell. and L'nit 2-Strarum l-Leve l l. The
"enter context in Lnit 3-Strarum 2-levef I.
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Plate 7 Ceramic sherds recovered from Rufus King Park Excavation Unit 3~Stratum 4~

Levell (left seven pieces) and Unit 4-Stratum l-Level I (right two pieces). 1
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Plate 8 Excavation Lnit 5 at completion. facing southeast (7 25/9 ).
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Plate 9
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I Plate 10

I

Excavation Unit 6 in progress, facing west northwest (7/29/97).

Possible prehistoric artifacts recovered during excavations at Rufus King Park.
Left is a quartz flake from Shovel Test .210 - Level I. Right is a chen flake from
Excavation unit 7 - Stratum 1 - Level 2.
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Plate Il Excavation Units 8 and 9 at completion .. facing west (811 /97).

Excavation Lnit 10 after ex .avation of StrarumZ - Level-l. facing north (2J2i~8).
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Plate 13 Excavation Unit II in progress. facing east (2110/98).

I

Plate 14 Medicine type bottles recovered during down-pout cleanout excavation
monitoring. Left was collected from the southwest corner of [he rear porch lin

9/25/97. Right was collected from [he northwest corner of [he rear porch on
9/26/97.



I
I
I
I
I'
I
I
,I
I
I
I

I
I
I
I
I

Plate 16 Brick feature found at the base of the catch basin excavation at the northwest
corner of the summer kitchen .. facing we [ lll/18/97),

Plale 15 Drainage trench east of the summer kitchen .. facing north (1117/97).
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Plate I. 7 Preserves jar recovered from foundation excavations at the northeast Corner of the
ummer kitchen on 12/2/97.
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I Plate l8 East side of the summer kitchen hearth after spread tooter excavations. taken, trorn

outside and facing southwest (12/9/97).
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Platt: [9 Brick feature found at the southeast corner of the summer kitchen. facing north
( 1212/97).
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Plate ~O LeU - ironstone sherd recovered during monitoring of the summer kitchen floor
ex avations. Right ~ ironstone sherd recovered during monitoring of west wing
foundation excavations.
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Platt: 21 Possible button blank recovered during monitoring ummer kitchen floor
excavations on 2/3/98 ..
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AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED SCOPE OF WORK FOR
ARCHAEOLOGICAL TESTING IN ADVANCE OF

IMPROVEMENTS AT RUFUS KING PARK
JAMAICA, QUEENS, NEW YORK

Project Q023-195

May 8, 1997
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The New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) is planning additional
improvements at Rufus King Park in Jamaica, Queens which have the potential for affecting below ground
archaeological resources. Therefore this amendment to the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work
addresses the archaeological potential in specific areas of the planned additional improvements and
recommends a testing plan to be implemented prior to construction excavation, to evaluate for the presence
or absence of archaeological resources. All activities indicated below shall be conducted in a manner
consistent with the LPC Guidelines for Archaeology (1987) and the City Environmental Quality Review
Technical Manual (1993).

2 new manholes.
about 500 feet of drainage pipe.
about 38 buried termite traps along house perimeter.
grading about 10' x 12' to 4" deep for parking.
about 585 square feet of soil removal, to a depth of 4 inches, inside front
porch and summer kitchen for termite control.

The locations and elevations of the new manholes, drainpipe and parking area are shown on the attached
plan. The termite traps will be placed every ten feet along the entire perimeter of the house at a depth of
about three feet below grade. The termite control will affect the entire front porch and about 3/4 of the
interior of the summer kitchen, the northern most element of the house.

DPR is planning to install waterproofing and termite control in areas close to the Manor House.
under the porch and in the summer kitchen as well as grading east of the existing parking area to create
new spaces. The planned below ground impacts from the waterproofing, termite control and grading
activities include:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Sections of the perimeter of the house, a New York City landmark and a National Register of
Historic Places site, are considered archaeoiogically sensitive because the dates of construction of cenain
building elements are unknown from documentary sources (Hibbard 1992:intro,L; Gibson Bauer
AssoclJ ohannson & Walcavage (GBJW) 1985:3.3.4). Additionally, previous archaeological investigations
uncovered a "19th Century dry well" at the northwest corner of the main house and suggested such dry
wells may also be found at other corners (Grossman 1991:24). Therefore these locations are also
considered archaeologically sensitive and could also reveal information about the house which is
unavailable elsewhere. Supporting the theory that dry wells may be present at other locations, Mary Anne
Mrozinski, executive director of the Manor House, told the author an empty dry well was uncovered at
or near the northeast corner of the main house about seven years ago and, for safety reasons. was filled
with sterile sand at that time. Current research has revealed a series of mortared bricks, in the area of
construction of the handicapped access ramp behind the house, which line up and presumably are related
to an arch inthe exterior of the summer kitchen wall. The area between the ramp and the rear of the house
where drain pipes and termite traps are planned, therefore contains the potential to answer questions about
this feature. Additionally, the removal of the floor boards inside the summer kitchen and front porch
provide an opportunity to gather data on the construction of these elements. The grading of new parking
spaces is within the footprint of a mapped 19th-eentury building. In addition to the potential impacts to
archaeological resources related to the Manor House and known outbuilding, the available documentary
sources indicate locations of all outbuilding are unknown and archaeological testing could reveal previously



unknown resources (Cotz 1984:8).

The areas of planned impacts have the potential to contain archaeological resources which could
yield information important to the site's history and prehistory, as well as the wider region. In addition
to the following research questions, posed in the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work:

1) Are any previously undocumented buildings, outbuildings, or structures within the
areas of impacts?

2) If so, what are these, where are they located and what was their purpose?
3) Is there any evidence of 17th century uses of the property, most particularly are

there any features or artifacts associated with the tanning industry?
4) Will the planned impacts disturb remains of the eastern side ofa known early 19th

century building?
5) Are any historic landscape features present?
6) Is the cistern within the areas of planned impacts?
7) How was the landscape used in relation to known buildings, particularly the

Manor House?
8) Do the impact areas contain evidence of prehistoric use?
9) If so, what type of usage was there and for which time periods?,

Archaeological testing in advance of the waterproofing, termite control excavations and grading could
potentially also provide answers to the following research questions:

10) Can construction dates of each building episode be identified?
II) Are dry wells located at each corner of the house?
11) If so, can any information be learned about their dates/periods of construction?
13) If not, why are the two known dry wells located at opposite corners of the main house

only?
14) Were the dry wells ever abandoned?
15) If so, were they filled with household refuse which could provide information on the King

family, or other residents of the house?
16) Can the mortared brick feature under the handicapped access ramp be identified in the

areas of planned impact?
17) If so, what is it and what does it say about the construction of the summer kitchen?

The recommended testing strategy to address these and the earlier questions involves a combination
of shovel tests, archaeological test excavation units and monitoring. Basically, shovel tests are
recommended at intervals along the proposed drainage lines and termite trap locations, excavation units
are proposed near the corners of the house (see the attached plan), behind the summer kitchen, and inside
the porch and summer kitchen, and monitoring is recommended in untested areas and for the parking
spaces. No tests or further archaeological work will be done in areas of known prior disturbance or in
areas which have been previously tested. Tests will be located to identify specific resources and answer
appropriate research questions.

The recommended archaeological field testing is as follows:
A) about 30 shovel tests located as follows

a) 20' intervals for termite traps located along perimeter of house (every other trap)
b) 20' intervals, excluding known previous disturbances and locations ofplanned test

units, along drain pipes close to the perimeter of the house
B) 9 excavation units located as follows

At downspout locations and excavated to the depth of planned impacts:
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a) from SW corner of main house to new manhole - 5' x 3' x 3'
b) from SE corner of main house - 5' x 3' x 3'
c) from W of summer kitchen - 3' x 2.5 X 2.5'

Behind the summer kitchen
d) adjacent to the arched bu ilding element - 5' x 3' x 3 I

Inside the front porch and excavated to 4", the depth of planned impacts (15% sample):
e) 2 units - 4' x 3', tentatively located abutting the house, at and near the

entrance
Inside the summer kitchen and excavated to 4", the depth of planned impacts (15 %
sample):

f) 3 units - 5' x 3', tentatively located in the northwest corner, southeast
corner and along the northern wall.

C) monitoring of soil removals for remainder of locations

Shovel tests along the perimeter of the house may be able to identify a builder's trench, if one
exists. which could contain material remains which may be able to address questions related to construction
dates of building elements. Tests in these locations also have the potential to identify locations of other
features. particularly a cistern. Historical documentation includes records of purchase of supplies to build
a cistern in 1806, however no record of its construction or location were recorded (GBJW 1985:1-2).
Unfortunately, it is possible this cistern was destroyed during the installation of central air conditioning
around 1987-89 when no archaeological testing was done. The King Manor Museum has in its collection
several boxes of artifacts recovered by the contractor at the time. These include many whole bottles and
other unbroken or large fragments of artifacts. The size and condition of these pieces indicate they came
from a discrete deposit, such as cistern fill, as opposed to the small and fragmentary nature of the
archaeological collections excavated during the current phase of work, as well as in Grossman's 1990
work. The TPQ of this collection is 1894 coming from a dated bisque head doll. Several other artifacts
from this collection have also dated from the late-19th century. However it may never be known if these
pieces were in fact recovered from a cistern. Therefore, until testing has provided negative evidence of
the cistern in likely locations off of the kitchen, no assumption can be made about the artifacts from the
air-conditioning project. Additionally, changes in the configuration of the building could imply an even
earlier cistern in another location.

The test excavation units at corners of the house reflect the potential to answer questions 10-15.
Two units are recommended at locations along the main house to identify possible dry well locations (B.a.
and B.b.). Construction dates are known for the main block of the house where these test units will be
located. therefore question 10 does not apply to these tests. The two test units proposed for the other
locations (B.c and B.d.) are in areas where construction dates are unclear from the historic records.
Elements were possibly moved and additions constructed, further confusing the building sequence. The
archaeological test units in these areas have the potential to clarify and date these events as well as
potentially locate other dry wells or a cistern or to elucidate a possible mortared brick feature behind the
summer kitchen.

The shallow units planned inside the porch could also help to identify dates of construction. While
it is known that the entire porch is not as old as the house, there is no data on the original porch. These
proposed units could determine the size, location and age of the original porch, if there was one and if
remnants of it are present just below the ground surface. The shallow units inside the summer kitchen
have a similar potential to reveal dates of construction. There is also the possibility, if this was the
original rear yard. of revealing an earlier ground surface and rear yard features such as the cistern or sheet
midden deposits.
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Grading of the area of the new parking spaces will likely impact topsoil only, based on the results
of the current phase of excavations. However the 1842 Johnson Map, and Grossman's 1991 interpretation
of it, place the location of a former outbuilding in the vicinity. Therefore monitoring is recommended in
this area, should the remains of the building be uncovered. In such a case, these remains would be
documented through photographs and drawing.

In addition to other areas not recommended for testing, monitoring is recommended for the
excavations of the drains leading away from the house. Although previous reports indicated outbuildings
may exist elsewhere on the property, the drain locations leading away from the house have reduced
archaeological potential based on the absence of features identified during the current testing and
installation of the fence.

The shovel tests will be about one to one and a half feet in diameter and excavated to the depth
of non-artifact bearing subsoil, or the limit of the methodology, to evaluate the nature ofthe soils and the
presence or absence of archaeological remains. Test excavation units will be excavated stratigraphically
to the maximum depth of planned impact or to non-artifact bearing soil. The general dimensions listed
above reflect overall length, width and maximum depth of impact which vary by location depending on
the extent of planned impacts. All hand excavated soils will be screened through 1/4 inch mesh for the
recovery of artifacts. Soils, stratigraphy and artifact inclusions will be recorded on forms. Test locations
will be mapped on the site plan. Photodocumentation and drawings will be done as appropriate. Standard
methods of artifact processing, labeling, identification, evaluation and documentation will be done on the
recovered materials.

Because scheduling is important to the Parks Department and the King Manor Museum, should
no archaeological features or deposits requiring further evaluation be encountered in portions of the project
area tested, the archaeologist will prepare a completion of fieldwork letter with these preliminary results
and provide clearance for the contractor to immediately commence work in those locations, pending
concurrence by the Parks Department and the Landmarks Preservation Commission. Within three months
of completion of all archaeological testing ofthis phase of the Rufus King Park project, the consultant will
provide a written report to the New York City Parks Department and the Landmarks Preservation
Commission setting forth the results of the field testing. The report shall indicate how the research
questions and fieldwork activities described above have been addressed. It shall also include; a record of
stratigraphy within shovel tests and test units, a complete catalogue of artifacts recovered, and an
assessment of the locations of intact archaeological resources for which data recovery. if needed, is
recommended. Map(s) at a scale of 1" =20' will be provided indicating results from such investigations
with locations investigated using shovel testing, test excavation units and monitoring techniques, and
showing locations of archaeological sensitivity with an indication of resource type. This report will be
an addendum to the report on the work outlined in the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work.

If archaeological features or potentially significant archaeological deposits have been identified
during testing, a plan to mitigate the impacts to the features would be made after their identification. Such
recommendations would be commensurate with the significance of the find and potential for impact to the
resource. This additional evaluation of archaeological resources would define their significance and extent
within the planned impacts. The consultant would develop a research design and scope of work for
archaeological data recovery, analysis, and curation, based upon the findings from the documentary record
and archaeological field testing. This scope of work to mitigate impacts, a protocol, schedule and budget
to proceed with the archaeological work would be done, if necessary, as specified in pages 4-5 of the
August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work.
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Should results of this testing program reveal no finding of effect or impact to significant
archaeological remains, then no further archaeological work would be recommended, except for monitoring
locations which have not been tested and contain a low potential for the identification or recovery of
archaeological deposits.
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MODIFICATION TO THE AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED SCOPE OF WORK FOR
ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATION IN ADVANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS

AT RUFUS KING PARK
GRADE BEAMS AND SPREAD FOOTERS

JAMAICA, QUEENS, NEW YORK
Project Q023-195

September 18, 1997

The New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) has initiated their additional
improvements at Rufus King Park in Jamaica, Queens. The finding of conditions relating to the structural
integrity of the manor house, a New York City landmark and a National Register of Historic Places site,
have necessitated a change is project design. Therefore this modification to the May 8, 1997 amendment
to the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work addresses the changes and recommends further
archaeological excavation within sections of the property prior to construction excavations. All activities
indicated below shall be conducted in a manner consistent with the LPC Guidelines for Archaeology
(1987) and the City Environmental Quality Review Technical Manual (1993).

The attached plans show the addition of grade beams and spread footers along the perimeter of
(he west wing and summer kitchen sections of the King manor house. The major below ground
disturbance will be from excavations for the spread footers. These will measure two feet square at the
summer kitchen and two by four feet along the west wing, with depths reaching about four feet below
grade. Most locations along the perimeter of the summer kitchen have either been previously
archaeologically tested or are disturbed. Archaeological tests were conducted at the northeast corner of
the summer kitchen, as well as just north of the east door. The results from these excavations indicate
a low probability of encountering additional archaeological remains in those areas. The two spread
footers drawn near the northwest corner of the summer kitchen are within the area previously disturbed
by the installation of central air-conditioning. The one located to their south is planned between the
summer kitchen and the adjacent lean-to. The three northernmost spread footers planned for the west
wing are generally believed to be in an area of low archaeological potential. However the southernmost
spread footer is planned to undercut both the west wing and the rear porch. This area is considered to
be archaeologically sensitive because it is believed the porch extended all the way across the back of the
main portion of the house before Rufus King moved the west wing section, formerly located elsewhere
on the property, to abut it. Therefore an archaeological test unit is recommended for that location.

This proposed excavation has the potential to reveal information about the earlier configuration
of the building and possibly provide tangible evidence of the changes to the building over time. The main
research question will be:

Is there archaeological evidence of Kings porch extending eastward?
If so, are there any material remains which would date the changes?

The answers to these questions cannot be found in the documentary record.

The recommended archaeological testing strategy includes excavation of one unit measuring two



by two feet and covering the footprint of the proposed spread footer outside of the house. This unit will
be excavated to a depth of the earlier ground surface and/or culturally sterile soil. Once the unit is
completed, further excavation will be done to the east to undercut the foundation, as the spread footer
will. All hand excavated soils will be screened through 1/4 inch mesh for the recovery of artifacts.
Soils, stratigraphy and artifact inclusions will be recorded on forms. The unit location will be mapped
on the site plan. Photodocumentation and drawings will be done as appropriate. Standard methods of
artifact processing. labeling, identification, evaluation and documentation will be done on the recovered
materials.

Because of the density of archaeological finds close to the house it is also recommended that care
be taken during the construction excavations and that the archaeologist be present to monitor these
excavations in untested areas. Should archaeological features or deposits be identified during construction
excavations, the contractor would be obliged to temporarily stop work and the archaeologist would notify
the Parks Department and the LPC and document these findings.

If archaeological features or potentially significant archaeological deposits have been identified
during testing, a plan to mitigate the impacts to the features would be made after their identification.
Such recommendations would be commensurate with the significance of the find and potential for impact
to the resource. This additional evaluation of archaeological resources would define their significance
and extent within the planned impacts. The consultant would develop a research design and scope of
work for archaeological data recovery, analysis, and curation, based upon the findings from the
documentary record and archaeological field testing. This scope of work to mitigate impacts, a protocol,
schedule and budget to proceed with the archaeological work would be done, if necessary, as specified
in pages 4-5 of the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work.

The results of this phase of work will be incorporated into the site report as outlined in the May
8, 1997 amendment to the scope of work. All recovered artifacts will be given to the King Manor
Museum and become part of their collection.
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MODIFICA TION TO THE AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED SCOPE OF WORK FOR
ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCA VATION IN ADVANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS

AT RUFUS KING PARK
GRADE BEAMS INSIDE THE SUMMER KITCHEN

JAMAICA, QUEENS, NEW YORK
Project Q023-195

December 17, t 997

The New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) has initiated their additional
improvements at Rufus King Park in Jamaica, Queens which have resulted in the installation of grade
beams and spread footers on the eastern side of the summer kitchen. These excavations were monitored
by the archaeologist who determined an area of about three feet in width is disturbed during the excavation
for grade beams, with about one and a half to two feet on the side of the building from where the
excavation is taking place. The remainder is underneath and on the opposite side of the wall. The current
plan for grade beams along the western side of the summer kitchen will be conducted from the interior,
thus potentially disturbing an area up to two feet from the wall, rather than the disturbance being merely
under the wall which the grade beams will support. Therefore there will be disturbance to a feature
previously identified in that vicinity during the archaeological excavations and a data recovery is
considered appropriate. As a result, this modification to the September 18,1997 modification to the May
8. 1997 amendment to the August 27, 1996 Revised Scope of Work addresses the changes recommended
for further archaeological excavation and data recovery within the summer kitchen, prior to contractor
excavations for grade beams at the western side of the building, a New York City landmark and a National
Register of Historic Places site. All activities indicated below shall be conducted in a manner consistent
with the LPC Guidelines for Archaeology (1987) and the City Environmental Quality Review Technical
Manual (1993).

A shallow excavation unit (unit #3) placed inside the northwest corner of the summer kitchen
revealed a corner of a hearthstone and a semi-circular shaped soil discoloration, in addition to artifacrual
material. Attached is the plan of unit locations within the summer kitchen and a rough closing plan of Unit
3. The semi-circular shaped feature is identified in the southern part of the unit. It was exposed at the
base of the unit excavation, at the depth of planned impact from flooring. The feature is likely a stain
related to a circular container such as a bucket or barrel which may have been about two feet in diameter
and sat on the original floor of the summer kitchen. It is expected the depth of the original summer
kitchen tloor was not much below the depth of the excavation of unit 3, perhaps no more than a few
inches.

The proposed mitigation plan includes excavation of one unit measuring two feet out from the wall
and two and a half feet south from the northern extent of the exposed soil discoloration. A unit of this size
should cover the entire north/south extent of the feature and to a point east equivalent to the planned
impact from grade beam excavation. Excavation would be taken to a depth of culturally sterile soil,
assumed to be slightly below the original floor or ground surface. If this plan is not accepted most, or all.



of this feature would be destroyed during the coarse of grade beam excavation.

The proposed excavation has the potential to reveal information about the use of the area as a
summer kitchen during the Rufus King period of the building, as well as the use of the space prior to the
construction of this building element. A series of research question can be formulated around the initial
results of the testing phase. The answers to these questions cannot be found in the documentary record.

1) Can a construction date(s) of the original summer kitchen be identified?
2) What is the identity of the soil discoloration feature?
3) Does the feature relate to the original hearth?
4) Can an earlier ground surface be identified within the impact areas?
5) Can any other uses of the space be identified, both prior to the original construction of the

summer kitchen and later?
6) If this space was the original rear yard, can an earlier ground surface and rear yard

features such as the cistern or sheet midden deposits be identified?

All hand excavated soils will be screened through 1/4 inch mesh for the recovery of artifacts.
Soils. stratigraphy and artifact inclusions will be recorded on forms. The unit location will be mapped on
the site plan. Photo documentation and drawings will be done as appropriate. Standard methods of artifact
processing. labeling, identification, evaluation and documentation will be done on the recovered materials.
A faunal specialist will analyze the food remains and provide an interpretation of their significance. Soil
samples will also be retained for potential to reveal botanical data. This report will be incorporated into
the findings from the research and from other artifact categories to provide a picture of the historic King
Manor summer kitchen. The results of this phase of work will be incorporated into the site report as
outlined in the September 18 modification to the May 8, 1997 amendment to the scope of work. All
recovered artifacts will be given to the King Manor Museum and become part of their collection.
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Appendix B

Shovel Test and Excavation Unit Stratigraphy



I Page
RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

I SHOVEL TEST STRATIGRAPHY

TEST LEVEL DEPTH MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE ARTIFACTS

I dark yellowish brown sad with sandy loam glass(s). metal. paper(d)201 1 0.6 lOYR4/4 ceramic.
2 il 10YR4/6 ye 11 m"i sh red mottled coarse sand glass(d)

I 3

"'~

I
{)

20:; 0.5 10rR2/2 very dark gray sad and topsoi 1 ceramic. concrete(d), brick frags & modern gla,s(d
2 1 0 lOYR4/3 brown/dark brown sandy loam nail, coal t d). clam she ll Id) . br ick frag(d)

I v 1.3 IOYR3/2 very dark gray brown silty sand ceramic. glass. nai lt s). coal t d). shell & bricUd)
'- l.8 lOYR3/3 dark brown wet silty clay ceramic. glass. coal(d)
- 2 -1 7.5YR4/6 strong brown wet sandy clay
6 2 6 7.5YR4/6 strong brO',,71 coarse sand subsoil

I 20": 0.3 lOYR3/3 dark brown sad with topsoi 1
~ 1.0 lOYR312 very dark gray brown moist silty sand ceramic. glass(s), burned wood(d). metal washer(d)

I
3 1.9 IOYR3/4 dark yellowish brown ashy sandy clay milk glass, clear glass(s),asphalt &cinders &shell

&coal &modern glass(d)
- 3.0 1OYR41 3 brown/dark brown coarse silty sand ceramic. 2 brick frags(d)
-

I
t:

20S o 5 concrete
2 0 9 10YRJ/2 very dark gray brown pebbly wet silty sand 1 brick frag & 1 window glass & 1 nail (d)

I - -, 10YR3!3 dark bro-n mottled wet silty sand window glass & nail (d)
- 1. 10YR313 dark brown sandy c1 ey
- 3.2 IOYR3/l very dark gray ashy silt bone,leather(s) ,sewer plpe? ,nail(s),brick &coa1(0)
E, 34 lOYR4/2 brown/dark brown silty sand

I 20~. o :, concrete
2 o E lOYR3/2 very dark brown moist silty sand asphalt paver(d). brick frag(d)

I
3.0 10YR3/4 dark yellowish bro~71 pebbly moist sand

-;

~

"
I 207 o 5 concrete

~ 0.9 10YR3/3 dark brown cl ayey loam redware. 1/3 nails(s). 3 small brick frags(d)L

3 1.9 lOYR3/4 dark yellowish brown pebbly silty clay bone ? brick frag(d)

I 4 2.4 lOYR3/2 very dark gray brown mottled silty sand ceramic
S 3 0 lOYr4/4 dark yellowish brown silty sand subsoil
6

I 208 o 4 10YRS/6 yellowish brown sandy loam window glass
2 0.9 10YR4/2 dark gray brown coal ash & cinders nail s , metal, coal & cinder (d). brick (d)
:; 1.0 2.5YR3/3 dark reddish brown stone

I
.:
5
6

I 20S 05 lOYR2/2 very dark gray fine sandy loam
<" I 5 10YR4/6 brown wet sandy loam stoneware, nails
3 2.2 7.5YR5/6 strong brown gravelly clayey loam
,
-r

I ;).,

I



Page IRUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT
SHOVEL TEST STRATIGRAPHY

I
TEST LEVEL DEPTH MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE ARTIFACTS

210 1 0.5 10YR31l very dark gray mottled sandy loam ceramic, nails. glasses), plastic(d) I
2 0.8 2.5Y6/3 lite yellowish brown coarse sand
3 1.0 2.5Y3/1 very dark gray coarse sand I4 1 1 2.5Y3/2 very dark gray brown fine sandy loam
5 1.2 SYRS/8 ye 11O'",ish red cl ayey sand
6

211 1 0.3 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown sad in loamy sand I2 1.3 10YR4/3 brown mottled loamy sand window glass. pipe stem. nails
3 2.5 7.5YR4/6 strong brown cl ayey sand

I4
5
6

212 1 0.3 loYR5/8 yellowish brown sad in loamy sand 2 brick frags(d) I2 2.2 10YR3/3 dark brown sandy laom ceramic. glasses). brick & mortar(s), nails(s)
3 3.3 7.5YR4/3 strong brown clayey sand brick & mortar frags. window glass
4 I...
6

213 0.1 10YR3/1 very dark gray sad in topsoil ceramic. glass, wooded) I2 0.3 1DYRS/4 ye 11owi sh brown loamy sand ceramic, gl ass, wooded)
3 1.7 10YR4/2 dark gray brown mottled sandy loam ceramic, glass. plastic. plpe stem, nails. brick &

mortar(s)

I, 2.6 7.5YR5/8 strong brown sand ceramic?-r

5
6

214 0.4 IDYR4/4 dark yellowish brown sod in sandy loam modern glass(d)
coal & brick frags(d), Shell(12 1.1 10YR3/2 very dark gray brown dry si1ty loam ceramic, glasses).

3 2.0 IDYR4/4 dark yellowish brown dry sandy loam ceramic. glasses). concrete(d). coal(d). brick(d)
, 3.0 7.5YR4/4 brown pebbly silty sand I.,
5
5

215 0,6 10YR3/2 very dark gray brown sod in sandy loam glass(s),nail(s). bone.pipe bowl.brick & mortar(1
2 1.3 10YR3/3 dark brown mottled sandy loam plastic(d), glass(s), ne il ts) , pipe bowl. br ickt
3 2.1 7.5YR5/8 strong brown sand shell. brick. nail. glass
4

I5
6

216 0.4 10YR212 very dark brO'n'l1 sad in topsoil modern glassed) I
2 0.9 10YR3/4 dark yellowish brown loamy sand metal? ceramic. brick & coal & modern glassed)
3 2.0 10YR3/3 dark brown mottled sandy loam nail, fire brick. refrigerator glass. cement &

brick(d), 51ag(d)
4 2.5 10YR3/2 very dark gray brO'n'l1 rubble. organic loam fire brick & bath tile & metal & brick frag(d) I5
6

217 1 0.3 10YR3/2 very dark gray brO'n'l1sad in loamy sand I2 0.7 10YR4/6 dark yellowish brown coarse sand plastic. glass. nails. coal & cindered)
3 1.0 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown mottled silty sand ceramic. tooth, nail. cinder & coal(d)
4 1.3 10YR31l very dark gray loamy sand I5 2.0 10YR5/6 yellowish brown coarse sandy silt
6 2.3 7.SYR5/6 strong brO'n'l1 coarse sand

I
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I
RUFUS KING PARK - DRAlNAJ3E/TERMlTE PROJECT

SHOVEL TEST STRATIGRAPHY

I
TEST LEVEL DEPTH MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE

218 1 0.6 asphalt
2 1.5 10YR3/3 dark brOWr) silty sand
3 1.7 10YR4/2 dark gray brown loamy sand
4 2.2 lOYR5/4 ye 11owish brown silty clay
5
6

AATIFACTS

I
asphalt pavers & belgian block? & cellophane(o)
thread(d) , mortared brick in situ

I
I
I
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RUFUS KING f'MK- DRAINAGE/TERHlTE PROJECT - EXCAVATION UNIT 1 STRATIGRAPHY

El EVAT rotH ft )
EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELl. COLOR TEXTURE AATIFACT~) RECORDm ON FORi'lS

- - -- - -
COMMENTS

2

2

2

1 2

1
1

3
3

1 4

1 4

45.50 45.30 10YR3/4

45.25 45.20 10YR3/2

2 45.25 45.05 10YR3/2

dark yellowish bfown s andy loam root mal

vet'Y dark gray brown sandy loam

vet'Y dark brown sandy loam

very dark brown sandy loam

dark brown mottled sandy s i lt

dark yellowish brown sandy loam
dark yellowish brown sandy loam

dark grayish brown ashy silty sand

yellowish brown ashy sand

5 45.00 44.75 7.5YR4/6 strong brown coarse sand

3 45.05 44.95 10YR3/2

5 2 44.85 43.75 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown coarse moist sand

6 1
6 2

4 44.90 44.85 10YR3J3

very dark brown silty clay

1
2

45.20 45.00 10YR4J4
45.00 44.85 10YR4/4

7 1 44.90 44.00 10YR4/6 dark yellowish brown mottled sandy silt

1 45.25 45.05 10YR4/2

7 2 44.00 44.00 10YR4J6 dark yellowish brown mottled sandy silt

2 45.15 45.00 10YR5J4

44.85 44.20 10YR3/2
44.20 44.01

bol.t le gla~s. p las t tc cap. window glass (5).

peanut (d)

cel'amics. bottle glasses), button. iron.
plastic(d). styrofoamld). coal(d)
lincoln cent. square cut nails. bottle
glasses). bone? pulltabld). plastic(d),
shell (d), coaled), window ql asstd). br tcktd)
bone, bottle glass. ceramic. nails(s).
coal (d). br-ickt d) , cement t d)
shellls), bottle glass. ceramic. nail.
brick(d). coal(d). mortar{d)

ceramic. glass. brickld). cementld)
brickld). asphalt(d)

nail. mortarld). cindered). coal(d),
brick(d)
ceramics. coal{d), coarcoal(d). brick(d).
mortared). cemented)

nail

bone. shell{s). ceramic. bottle glass.
nails. buckle. window glass. marble.
coal(d). brick(d). cindered). mortar{d)

washer(d), plasticld). asphalt{d)

ceramic. bottle glass. window glass{s).
nails. lead. pipe. shell{s). brick(d).
mortared). coal(d). cementld)
br-icktd) . mor-t art d)

sma 11 pebb 1es , uneven c 105 ing 5ur f ace. un it
s lopes down to north away from urvit

1ots of 20th c. debr t 5

20th century debris

just a pocket near the SW corner of the unit

lens in south of unit

closing elevetion on bricks 1.88. large brick
fragments discarded

along east wall of unit, came down on large
water worn cobbles
cobble fill with vertical placement. densly
packed against brick wall

E portion of EU down to brick floor parallel
to wall of kitchen
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RUFUS KING PARK- DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT - EXCAVATION UNIT 2 STRATIGRAPHY

ELEVATIDN( f't )
EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE COMMENTSARTIFACTS RECORDED ON FORMS

2 0 1 45.89 45.85 asphalt
2 0 2 45.49 45.29 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown coarse sand

2 1 45.29 44.89 lOYR5/2 grayish brown coal ash & cinder ceramic. bottle glass. butto~, pipestem.
tront s) , window glass(s), ccalj d): cindered),
brick(d). bone. shell(s)

2 1 2 4545 45.04 10YR4/3 brown/dark brown gravelly si1ty sand ceramic. nail. bottle glass. foi1(d). coa ltd).
cindered). gum wrapper(d)

2
2

2
2

1 44.69 43.89 10YR4J3
2 44 69 44.08 lOYR4/3

brown
brown

gravelly sand
wet gravelly sand

2 3 44.94 44.84 10YR4/3 brown/dark brown silty sand

2 4 45.29 44.74 IDYR4/3 dark brown wet silty sand

2 5 44.65 44.54 7.5YR4/6 strong brown moist silty sand

2 5 2 44,34 43.99 7.5YR4/6 strong brown moist

2 5 3 44.55 43.94 10YR3J4 dark yellowish brown wetter sandy clay
2 5 4 43.99 43.24 10YR3/4 dark yellOWish brown cl ayey snad

;: 6 43 97 43.85 10YR4/l brown sandy clily

2 43 94 43 29 lOYR3/4 dark yellowish brown clay

bottle glass. mortar(s)
NCM

ceramics. pipestem. bottle glass. shell.
nails. Window glassed). br ickrd) . coalr d) .
cindered)

ceramics. bottle glass. shell. nail. window
ql as st d) , br i dk tdj , coal rd) . c inder t d)

ceramics. bottle glass. nail. bone. brick(s).
mortared)

coin. bone, cer amtcs . 91ass. fish sca le? .
br ickt d). mort ar Cs)

bone, n-on shF:ll? br ick t d)
il'on(d). she l lrd) . bottle 9lass(s). lamp
chimney glass. bone

ceremic. bottle 9lds~. nails. tooth?

- - - - - -
bedding for asphalt

began as shovel test, top of rock is 1.15
below asphalt

unit expanded & datum established at 1/2
inch up from asphalt (surface els NE=.l.
SE~.07. NW=.05. SW=.05) represents
"L"-shaped section corresponding to
StrlLevl. pipe at -.65

NE corner' of ori gi na1 2x2 unit. north of
rock at pipe is same soil as Str2levl

reopened unit after rainstorm. SW corner
came down on 2 bricks

came down on two additional bricks

southern portion of unit Includes 2 large
stones and 1 level of bricks and matrix to
south of wall taken out as Str5levl
WIder large stone. small friable mortar
ccncentr at ion in Lev2 illl:1lediatelysouth of
in situ stone
soil under bricks in SW corner
final level after removal or r-ock & brick
feature. at south a new feature became
visible

smal] dad. stain turned alit to be quite
~~\<11l0\'1

ie<1tlll'e?found ill S of unit dur mq
excavat Ion of Str5Lev4
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RllflJ:, KING I'ARK· DrV\INAG[/TfYMITE I'fWJECT . EXCAVATION lINI r~; J. 11 and 5 jTRATIGRI\PHY

DEPTH cHOW
E\.OO" \ Il)

Ell STR LEV OPEN CLOSE l~lIN5ELL COl.OR TEXTURE ART! FACTS RECORDED ON 1:[Ji~11:; COMMENTj

3 0.18 0.33 10YR3/3 dark brown very dry 5ilty 5and bone. brick. peanut shell (d). window NW corner elev is actually 1 ft. south of
glassed). nail:;(d) corner. datum is atop joist. soil is very dry

loose over burden
J 2 0.33 1.22 10YR3/3 dark brown silty sand bone.ceramic.pipe5tem.marble.wire.metal.glas after level removed a barrel shape was

s(s).nall(s).shell(s).peach exposed in S and a hearth stone in east:
pit(d).peanut(dl.coal(dJ.walnut(d).foil& slightly moister than level 1
celophane(d)

3 2 0.43 1.DB lOYR3/3 dark brown ashy stony sandy silt button. bone. ceramic. nail. bottle glass. cobbles and soil matrix in northern half of
brlck(d). mortared). coal(d). cindered). uru t
peach pttt d)

3 3 0.38 1.01 10YR4/2 dark grayish brown ashy loamy sand bone. wocdr d) . mortar. br ickt s). plastic NE corner of EU. adjacent to hearth brick
wrapper(d) wall

3 4 1. 08 1. 29 7.5YR3/4 dark brown clayey sand ceramic. bone. pipestem. nail. barrel stave.
bottle glasses). shell(s). windown glassed)

4 0.63 0.98 10YR3/3 dark brown sandy loam cerami cs. cork. nai 1(5) .bone. she 11 . curved foundation stones coming up along W wall into
glass.ring.cigarette butt&coal(d).w. unit: underlaid with a mortary deposit with
glass(d).peach&plum concentrations in N&S
pit(d).peanut(d).hickory(d)

4 2 0.98 1.12 10YR212 very dark brown cl ayey silt ceramics. bone. shell. bottle glass.
nail (5). handle? window glass(d)

11 2 2 1.12 1.40 10YR3/3 dark brown clayey sandy silt ceramics. bone. shell. nails. bottle glass. less mortary than.Str2Levl
window 91ass(d). hickory/chestnut(d)

1.14 1.33 IOYR2/4 dark yellowish brown mottled light soil cer ami c .bone , she 11. nai l(5). keys .coins. star'.b powder-y so i 1
uttons.pencilld).plastlc(s),c1othes
pm. ~,h~11
Cd:,e. w. 9 1 as s (s) . peaIlLJt.fMoodP.coa1(d)



- - --- - - -
Page No. 4

- - -- - -
RUFUS KING PARK- DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT - EXCAVATION UNIT 6 STRATIGRAPHY

ELEVATION( ft)
EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE COMMENTS

6 1 45.00 44.74 lOYR3/2 very dark gray brown sad & topsoi n

6 2 44.74 44.54 lOYR3/2 very dark gray brown loam

6 2 44.59 44.22 10YR2/1 organic loam

6 3 44.54 44.22 lOYR3/3 dark brown sandy loam

6 3 2 44.22 43.92 lOYR3/4 dark yellowish brown pebbley clayey sand

6 4 44.26 43.89 lOYR4/4 dark yell owi sh brown clayey sand

6 4 2 43.89 43.88 lOYR4/3 brown/dark brown sandy clay

6 5 44.39 43.64 lOYR3/3 dark brown sandy clay

ARTIFACTS RECORDED ON FORMS

- - - - -
bottle glass, ceramic. bone. shell. nails, brick(dl. datum at top of foundation
slag(d), coal(d), plastic{d). styrofoam(d)
ceramics, bottle glass, phono record, bone. nails, lead. under StrlLevl and Str2Levl
shell. styrofoam{d). plastic(d), pulltab(d), coal(d).
cement (d)

bottle neck. nail, amber glass, hardware(s). peach
pit{d). flat glass{d)

ceramics, shell. bottle glass. nalls, w. glass(~), iron
piperd). coal t d) , br-ickj d) . cinder(d)
ceramics. shell. nail(s), button, glass. brick(dl,
coal Cd)

ceramic

window glass{d)

tack. bottle glass, nai lt s) . plastic straw{d). br tckrd).
window glass(d)

6 6 43.92 42.78 lOYR3/4 dark yellowish brown gravelly coarse sand nail{s), birck(dl

6 6 2 42.78 42.65 lOYR4/6 dark ye llowish brown sandy clay bricktd)

6 7 42 65 42 27 lOYR2/2 very dark brOwn pipest em bl"ic~(d)

cone shaped deposit. about 0 8
feet diameter

this level covered the entlre
unit

circular stratum. possibly an
earlier shovel pit or sign post
hole

possible buiders trench in W of
unit. but could also be a trench
for drain pipe

loose patch in W corner
assoicated with pipe trench was
screened seperate1y: base of
level 1S 2.1 - 2.3 below ground
surface
slightly moister and rocks are
rougher than level above.
underlaid by a bur red ""A"" hor izon

wlndow well 011 ~' sHJe of S
eleveatlOIl is about Z 3 feet
be lox temp datum, str'atum ",as
uicreas i nsil.v sandy



- - - - - --- - - - --- -
RlIllI~, r.1NG f'N!K- n[,IIINAGEi I [1!~111T f'IU1J1;Cr r.xr:i\V/\TION liNn I ~;TR/\Trr;R/\PIIY

ELEVAT 1O:~( ft)
Ell STR LEV OPEN CLOSE ~llINSELL COLOR TEXTURE Nm r/\CTS r!ECOREJED ON roR:'I~

- -- -
7

COII,I~ENTS

7 2

'"5.50 45 29 iOYR4/4 dark ye lIowish brown mottled pebbly sand

2 45.29 44.68 10YR3/2 very dark gray brown hard packed

45.42 44.89 lOYR4/4 fine sand

7 3 44.68 44,21 7.5YR3/4 dark brown sand

7 4

7 3 2 44.21 43,97 lOYR3/3 dark brown

sand

7 .5

pebbly silty sand

44.68 44 52 lOYR3/3 dark brown

44.21 42.57 7.5YR4/4 brown mottled sand

bot t le glas~.(~.).ceramic. na ilCs)

cer-amics .. bottle glass{s). lithic? penny, crown cap,
rubber ball, na ilCs ). window glass(s), bricked).
shell (d)

bottle glass. nai lr s j , window glass(dl. br ick Cd)

window glassed)

nail, bottle glass. window q lasst d)

brick(d)

mottled with 10YR3/1 vdg &
2 5Y6/4 lyb. iron drywell pipe
st icks out in NE of unit: very
compact soil with lots of roots

stratum is mainly rocks: pipe at
edge of unit is 1.34·btd & at 1
foot over it is at 1.54'btd

Str4Levl overlaid this stratum in
the center of EU 5 of pipe
less sandy than Str3Levl

soil mottled with lOYR3/2 vdgb:
St.l·3Lev!under lies Str4Levl:
Str3Levl did not extent to W
corner as first sketched

brick frag may have fallen in:
mottled with 10YR5/6 yb &
7.5YR4/6 sb



-
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ELEVATION( ft )

EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELL COLOR

- - - - - - - - - - -- - -
RUFUS Kl NG PARK- DRAI NAGE/TERMITE PROJECT . EXCAVATION UNlTS 8 and 9 STRATIGRAPHY

COMMENTS

8

8

8
8

2
2

9

1 44.75 44,70

1 2 44,70 44.55

1
2

44.56 44.30 10YR3/4
44,30 44.20 10YR4/3

0.00 44.87

9 1 2 44.87 44.70

9 2

9 2

44,70 44.56 10YR3/3

2, 44.56 44.16 10YR4/4

TEXTURE

1eaf 1itter

1eaf 1itter

dark yellowish brown dry silty sand
brown/dark brown dry silty sand

dark brown

leaf litter

dark yellowish brown dry loamy sand

very dry sil ty sand

ARTIFACTS RECORDED ON FORMS

bottle glass(s), ceramlC. bone. metal/plactic click pen.
crown cap. wheel. nail(s). w, glasses).
peanut/chestnut(dl, brick(d)

ceramic. shell. bottle glass. na il t s ). window glasses)
ceramics. bottle 91ass. mortar(s), window glasses),
brick(s)

1937 metal, ceramic, charcoa1(d). pulltab(d). nai1(s),
window glass(s), plastic(dl. peanut/chestnutr d) .
mortared)

ceramic, bone, bottle glass. ne il t s ), mort arf d) . window
glasses)
molten glass, bone, ceramic. shell. nai lts ). mort.art s j .

or tckrd): plast.ertd) , window glassed}

loose debris across unit below
joists; datum under front door.
threshold is 2 lnches thick
very dry

3 bags
mottled with lOYR4/4 yb coarse
sand in SE corner; scattered
mortar in stratum similar to
units in summer kitchen

this represents the removal of
the leaf litter; unit adjacent to
W8 to the S

flagstone came up in S half at
2.48' btd
scattered mortar commg up (see
EU8Str2Lev2) more intensely as
umt went down; flat paving stone
in SE corner



-
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RUFUS KING PMK- DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT - EXCAVATION UNIT 10 STRATIGRAPHY

ELEVATION( fl)
EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE MTIFACTS RECORDED ON FORMS

- - - -- -
10

COMMENTS

10 2

10 2 2

10 2 3

10 2 4

10 2 5

10 ? 6

10 3

10 3 2

10 3 3

10 3 4

10 J 5

0.85 0.86

0.86 0.90 10YR4/3

0.90 1.07 10YR3/3

1.25 1.30 10YR3/4

1.30 1. 51 10YR3/3

1. 05 1.48 10YR3/6

1.55 1. 75 10YR3/6

0.90 1.12 10YR3/4

1.03 1.30 10YR4/4

1.30 1.58 10YR3/4

1.30 1.48 10YR3/4

1.48 1. 55 10YR3/4

brown/dark brown dry sandy siIt

dark brown dry sandy si1t

loamy sandy silt dark yelloWish brown

dark brown sandy clay

dark yellowish brown clay

dark yellowish brawn stony sandy clay

dark yellowish brown loose sandy silt

dark yellowish brown slightly sandy silt

dark yellowish brown ashy sandy clay

dark yellowish brown very ashy sandy clay

dark yellowish brown sandy clay

bone. ceramic. pipe stem. nail. corroded
metalldl. window glass(d). p last tcj d) ,
plastered). brick fragsld)

ceramic. bone. flat glass(s). curved
glasses). nat lsts ).flat stonet s) . oyster
shell (d): coal t d) , plaster(d).
wood(dl.brick(d)
case bottle. ceramic. bone. egg shell.
nail(s). brick & wood frags(d). coal(d),
shell (d). modern qlas stdl: flat glassed)
bone. ceramic. shell (d). ql assrd). brtcktd)

ceramic. bone. corroded naiis(d).
cinders(d). shell?(d)
ceramic. bone. glass. corroded metal(d).
shell (d) , br ickt d). coa udi. glassed)
ceramic. brick(d). sholl(d). glassed).
corroded metaled)

bone. pipe stem. button. plaster(d).
mortar(s). brickld). wooded). shell(d).
glassed), corroded metaled)
bone. pipe stem. case glass. stave(s),
nail (51. ecorntd) . cut woodtd) . she ll t d) .
p lest.erId) . glass(d)
bone. bottle glass. nail. barrel stave(s).
coal(d). burned wood(d), cinders(d)
bone, hardware. stave(s), barrel wood?(s).
br ickt d) , cinder(d) .. mortar(d)
decaying woodi d) . ctnoers rd). ashtd) ,
stave(d)

this is the loose soil WhlCh fell in between
excavation of EU 3 and EU 10: temporary datum
is 1.1 feet above hearth interior

southern part of unit: mortary deposit began
at the base of the level

southern part of EU above and around mortary
soil: barrel exposed in base of level

taken down to clean off to level of EU 3
excavation
pocket of soil directly outside barrel is
lOYR3/4 moist sandy silt
this is southern part of unit: underlaid by
original ground surface
all artifacts Irom top of stratum: original
ground surface: artifacts extremely
fragmentary: took soil sample

extremely loose near base and below: took
soil sample

barrel contents excavated to depth of
previous stratum

bisection of N half of barrel: sha110w
deposit
S half of barrel interior: took soil sample:
found decaying wood at base
contains base and sides of barrel: wood
sample put with artifacts from 10.3.4
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Page No. 8 RUFUS KING PARK- DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT - EXCAVATION UNIT 11 STRATIGRAPHY

ELEVATION( ft)
EU STR LEV OPEN CLOSE MUNSELL COLOR TEXTURE ARTIFACTS RECORDED ON FORMS COMMENTS

11 45.95 45.75 10YR3/2 very dark gray brown sandy loam concrete(d). window glassed). plaster(d),
wire nails(d). brick frags(d). slag(d)

11 2 45.45 45.15 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown stony sandy clay gun flint. ceramic. nails(s). glassed).
brick(d). cindered)
bone, glass, ceramic. flower pot. tumbler,
nail(s), metaled). w1ndow glassed)

11 2 2 45.19 44.89 10YR3/4 dark yellowish brown sandy clay

11 3 45.15 44.90 10YR3/3 dark brown moist sand bottle glass. ceramic, corroded nail(s).
concrete(d). brick(d), window glass{d)

11 4 1 44.88 44.65 10YR3/3 dark brown slightly clayey sand glass. slag(d), corroded nailed). brick
frag(d). window glassed)

pebbly sandy silt brick frag(d). window glassed), nails(d)11 4 2 44.65 44.10 10YR3/3 dark brown

11 5 1 44.65 44.50 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown stony clayey sand

11 5 2 44.50 44.12 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown slightly sandy clay ncm

11 6 44.10 43.70 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown mottled sandy clay brick frag(d)

11 6 2 43.70 43.34 10YR3/3 dark brown clayey loam

11 6 3 43.34 43.18 10YR4/4 dark yellowish brown slightly sandy clay nem

- - - - - -
pockets of coal ash: topsoil was previousl
removed: came down on concrete in S and pipe
in N & W

contains stones up to 4" diameter: base of
level revealed possible builders trench

builder's trench

stony soil: below possible builder's trench:
sandier toward the east
larger stones 1n SW corner: underlaid by
strat 6 which looks like continuation of
11.5.2

builder's trench: under 11.4.1: NE corner of
unit
builder's trench; completed 2/10/98: NE
corner of unit

below 11.4.2 and 11.5.2: soil looks like
11.5.2 only silghtly sandier: N&W part of
unit
soil darker and sandier than above and
becomes yellower with depth
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Appendix C

Artifact and Soil Inventories
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RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

INVENTORY OF SOIL SAMPLES

COLLECTION
DATE UNIT STRAT LEVEL LOCATION COMMENTS

12/2/97 from NE corner of summer kitchen at pier excavation
212/98 10 2 6
2/2/98 10 3 1 screened
212/98 10 3 4 screened
2/3/98 in front of summer kitchen hearth
2/18/98 west wing foundation excavations



- - - - -- - - -- - - - - - -
Page No RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

INVENTORY OF ARTIFACTS COLLECTFED DURING MONITORING

MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT \.[f(g) COLOR DE SCR I PTI ON DATE RANGE

COLLECTED 08/01/97 FROM under front porch
1 20 samp Ie

sill 6 5 fragmented; sample
7 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM under front porch ON 08/01/97

COLLECTED 09/25/97 FROM NW corner of house
Glass bottle clear who1e; medicine type; 13116" x 1 9/16" x 4"; cork stopper with

corroded metal cap, machine made
Ceramic
Ceramic
Glass

white
white
amber metal screw cap:

ironstone
porcelain floral overglaze worn off

whole; medicine type; 13/16" x 1 6116" x 3 1/2";
machine made: blue & white paper label worn off

4 ARTIFACTS RETAINEO FROM NW corner of house ON 09/25/97
COLLECTED 09/26/97 FROM NW corner rear of porch

Ceramic creamware rim
Ceramic porcelain tea cup?
Gla~s bottle base

plate base
bottle

chamber pot type
gilded overglaze rim bands partially worn off
milk type; embossed "I or; embossed scripted "ora": valve marked
base; mends
embossed sheild on molded imitation seal with mamelon
embossed along basal seam "CONTINENTAL DISTILLING
CORP, "/"PHILADELPHIA, PA,"; partial paper label
"PHI LN) ,.rr: ,1933 BY CONTIN","
metalic blue and green label worn off
medicine type? : whole; 13/16" x 1 9/16" x 315/16"; cork closure;
machine made; external thread exterior finish; paper label worn off

8 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM NW corner rear of porch ON 09/26/97
COLLECTED 11/07/97 FROM brick feature in drainage trench east of summer kitchen door

Ceramic brick 1 red whole; unmarked: some mortar attached: 7 3/4" x 3 112" x 2 3/8"
1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM brick feature in drainage trench east of summer kitchen door ON 11/07/97

COLLECTED 11/18/97 FROM above brick feature near new catch basin off NW corner of summer kitchen
Ceramic ironstone 1 white glazed maker's mark; ",. ,TONE CHINA/".& CAMPBELL"

1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM above brick feature near new catch basin off NW corner of summer kitchen ON 11/18/97
COLLECTED 12/02/97 FROM in foundation excavation at NE corner of summer kitchen

Ceranic redware ointment pot 2 red

1
1
2

white
white
clear'

Glass
Glass

bottle
bottle base

amber
amber

Glass
Glass

1
1

amber
clearbottle

Ceramic

tin glaze; white interior; yellow exter-ior; 2 1/2"dia, x 1 3/4"
high; mends

bottle finish gray Albany slip glaze
3 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM in foundation excavation at HE corner of sunmer kitchen ON 12/02/97

found~tion excavation at NE of summer kitchen
bottle neck & finish I green

stoneware

COLLECTED 12/02/97 FROM in
Gla~~ french wine type: hand blown; cut 1ip and eppl ied flattened string

rim
ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM in foundation excavation at NE of sinmer k itchen ON 12/02/97

- --

1889-1920s

early 19th C-present

late 19th C, - 1960s

1762-1820

1930s-1950s

late 19th C.
1933

1860-present
1889-1920s

1879-1900

c . 1780-1830

c1800-1900

late 18th C, -19th C.
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Page No. 2 RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

INVENTORY OF ARTIFACTS COLLECTFED DURING MONITORING
MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WTlg) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

COLLECTED 12/02/97 FROM pier south of summer kltchen door
Ceramic porcelain insulator? 1 white

1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM pier south of summer kitchen door ON 12/02/97
COLLECTED 12/02/97 FROM east side of summer kitchen

Glass drinking stem 1 clear 2 l/B" diameter: plain conical foot: 1 bl aced knob: pontil mark
1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM east side of summer kitchen ON 12/02/97

COLLECTED 12/02/97 FROM in pier excavation at NE corner of summer Kitchen
Ceramic stoneware preserves jar 1 gray whole; 3" diameter base: 7" high; manganese glaze

1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM in pier excavation at NE corner of summer kitchen ON 12/02/97
COLLECTED 02/03/98 FROM inside summer kitchen

Ceramic ironstone rimlbase
Ceramic
Ceramic

green luster rim with gilded overglaze in floral swag from
connected concentric circles

button blank? red two cut outs: 13/8" diameter buttons
rim 1 white blue transfer print both sides

ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM inside summer Kitchen ON 02/03/98
excavation west side of summer kitchen
rim 1 white blue transfer print with yellow overglaze rim line

1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM in foundation excavation west side of summer kitchen ON 02/04198
foundation excavation

brick 1 red
flower pot rim 1 red
coin 1 nickel: 1947

3 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM West wing foundation excavat ion ON 02/17/98
foundation excavation. north end

bottle neck & finish 1 aqua hand blown: down tooled finish
1 ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM West wing foundation excavation. north end ON 02/17/98
foundation excavation

1 white
redware
refined earthenware

3
COLLECTED 02/04/98 FROM in foundation

Ceramic porcelain
COLLECTED 02/17/98 FROM West wing

Ceramic
Ceramic
Metal

whole: maker's mark : "KING": 8" x 3 112" x 2 1/2"
redware

COLLECTED 02/17/98 FROM West wing
Glass

COLLECTED 02/18/98 FROM West wing
Ceramic ironstone rim

Glass
Glass
Glass
Glass

gilded overglaze rim decoration: floral swag from connected
concentric circles; green overglaze along rim worn off

batt 1e base 1 aqua hand blown; push up
bott1e base 1 aqua push up
jar rim 1 aqua wide mouth type: machine made: 2 1/2" dian.
jar rirn 1 pale blue wide mouth type; machine made

ARTIFACTS RETAINED fROM West Wlrlgfoundation excavation ON 02/18/98

1 white

5

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM COLLECTION ~ 41

- - -

18th C.-late 19th C.

early laC-late 19thC

1860s-20th C.

1799-1880

1784-1864

172S-present
1947

1830s-c.1880

1860s-20th C

c.1740-1820s
c .1740-1820s
1893-presenl
1893-present
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p~~](' No RUrll~ Kl NCi PARK - ORAl NAGEl TERMITE I'ROJECT

SHOVEL TEST NnJ FACT 1NVENTORY

TEST STPJ\T MATERIAL WENT[TY FORM COUNT WT(G) COLOR DESCR] pnON DATE RANGE

SHOVEL TEST 201
201 1 Ceram1C porce 1ain white gr-een underglaze decor-ation 'inter ior
2111 I Gldss curved c 1ear oottle type
('01 1 Metal copper alloy ua i l?
201 1 Metal it'Oll
201 1 Meta 1 iron nail? round shank: corroded
201 1 Plast ic bakelite pink black exterior 1907-c.1940+

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 201 6
SHOVEL TEST 203
203 1 Ceramic whiteware white early 19th C.-1900+

203 2 Metal iron nail whole: 2 1/4": badly corroded

203 3 Ceramic ironstone 4 whi te early 19th C-present
203 3 Ceramic porcelain 1 white
203 3 Ceramic white granite 1 white 1840s -c. 1900
203 3 Ceramic whiteware :1 white early 19th C.-1900+
?O;l :l Gla~~ bottle 1 green
203 3 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c .1890

203 4 Ceramic whiteware white iron oxide glazed interior early 19th C.-1900+
203 4 Glass fl at green
203 4 Gl ass flat clear frosted

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 203 = 16
SHOVEL TEST 204
204 2 Ceramic whiteware white spall early 19th (.-1900+
204 2 Glass curved clear ri bbed exteri or; drinking glass? 1820-present

204 3 Glass curved clear
204 3 Glass milk curved white stippled exterior 1890s-1960s+

204 11 Ceramic refined earthenware white blue transfer print 1783-c.1900
204 il Ceramic whiteware white early 19th C.-1900+

TOTAL ARTi FACTS RETAINED FROM 5T 204 = 6
SHOVEL TEST 205
205 s Bone faunal 2
205 5 Ceramic earthenware pipe 1 buff sewer type
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Page No. 2 RUFUS KrNG PARK DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

SHOVEL TEST ARTIFACT INVENTORY

TEST STRAT MATERIAL IDENnTY FORM COUNT WT(G) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

205 5 Leather 1
205 5 Metal iron 1 badly corroded

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 205 = 5
SHOVEL TEST 207
207 2 Ceramic redware 1 red glazed one side 1830-1900+
207 2 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: 1 3/4". badly corroded

207 3 Bone faunal 1

207 4 Ceramic whiteware white early 19th C -1900+

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 207 = 4
SHOVEL TEST 208
208 1 Glass flat 1 aqua
208 1 Glass mirror 1 clear 1848-present

208 2 Metal copper alloy hook?
20B 2 Metal copper alloy nail whole. round shank: 1" c .lB90-present
20B 2 Metal iron nail whole. round shank: 3" c.1890-present

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 20B = 5
SHOVEL TEST 209
209 2 Ceramic stoneware 1 gray unglazed l720s-presenL
209 2 Metal iron nai 1 3 badly corroded

TOTAL ART! FACTS RETAl NED FROM ST 209 = 4
SHOVEL TEST 210
210 1 Ceramic brick? 1 < 5 red
210 1 Ceramic redware? 1 red
210 1 Ceramic whi t ewere 1 white spa 11 early 19th C. -lS00·
210 1 Ceramic whiteware I whi te ear ly 19th C. -1900+
210 1 Glass bottle 2 c lear
210 1 Glass bottle base 1 amber base molt! seam 1860 -present
210 1 Glass bottle base 2 clear' rldged r~5ting point: mends 1ate 19th C -present
210 1 Glass bottle base 1 c lear nligeli n,,:.1.Il1g point 1ate 19l h C -precent
210 1 Glass f1 at 5 illjLlil

210 1 Metal copper alloy ne i l 1 who Ie . round shanK: 1/2'" c.lB9D-pr'esenl
210 1 Metal iron nail 3 badly corroded
210 1 Stone quartz fl ake 1
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Page No 3 RUFUS KI NG I'ARK - DRAI NAGE ITERMITE PROJECT

SHOVEL TEST ARTlrACT INVENTORV

TEST STPAT ~\ATER!AL IDENT lTV FORM COUNT WT(G) COLOR OESCIH PTION DATE RANGE

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 210 ~ 20
SHOVEL TEST 211
211 1 Cer-amic r~dwan? flower pot red 1725-present

211 2 Cer armc kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white
211 2 Glass flat 11 aqua
211 2 Glass flat 4 clear
211 2 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
211 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 2 3/4": badly corroded

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 211 20
SHOVEL TEST 212
212 2 Ceramic brick 1 10 red
212 2 Ceramic redware spout 1 red ung1aled 1750-1900
212 2 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
212 2 Glass flat 2 aqua
212 2 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c .1890
212 2 Metal iron nail 1 whol e: square shank: 2 1/4": badly corroded 1798-c.1890
212 2 Metal iron nat l 1 whole: square shank: 23/8": badly corr-oded 1798-c .1890
212 2 Shell oyster 2 <: 5

212 3 Ceramic br ick 2 5 red
212 3 Glass flat 2 clear
212 3 Mortar o <: 5 white

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 212 = 14,
SHOVEL TEST 213
213 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white spall early 19th C. -1900+
213 I Glass curved 1 clear
213 1 Glass curved 1 amber 1860-present
213 1 Glass fl at 2 clear

213 3 C~ram1c brick 4 20 red
211 3 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stern 1 white
?1:J 3 Ceramic refined earthenware I whiLe blue t.r ans Ier print: spe l l 1783 -c. 1900
213 3 CeramlC refi ned eat-thenwar'e I white blue transfer print 1783-c.1900
213 3 Cer am'ic stoneware base I gray man9<lneSe glaze c. 1800 -1870
213 3 Ceramic whitewat'e 1 white early 19th C.-1900+
213 3 Glass batt Ie 3 green
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SHOVEL TEST ARTIFACT INVENTORY

TEST STRAT MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(G) COLOR DESCR IPTI ON DATE RANGE

213 3 Glass curved 1 clear bottle type
213 3 Glass flat 1 aqua
213 3 Metal copper alloy nail 1 whole; round shank; 1 112" c .1890 -present
213 3 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
213 3 Metal iron screw 1 whole; 1 114"
213 3 Shell oyster 1 < 5
213 3 Stone schi st 1 20 gray/blue palnt covered

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 213 = 25
SHOVEL TEST 214
214 2 Ceramic white granite white 1840s-c.1900
214 2 Glass bottle green molded; releaf decoration 1867-present
214 2 Glass curved clear
214 2 Glass rim amber' la60-present
214 3 Ceramic porcelain white
214 3 Glass curved clear'

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 214 6
SHOVEL TEST 215
215 1&2 Bone faunal 2
215 1&2 Ceramic brick 1 10 red
215 1&2 Ceramic kaolin? smoking pipe bowl? 1 white
215 1&2 Glass curved 1 clear light bulb?
215 1&2 G1ass curved 1 clear
215 1&2 Glass curved I gr'een modern: batt 1e type
215 1&2 Glass flat I aqua
215 1&2 Metal iron nai1 2 round ~hank.: 4ad1y corroded c .1890'present
215 1&2 Metal iron nei 1 3 square shank; badly corroded 1198 -c ,1890

215 3 Cer-amic brick? :l 5 red
215 3 Glass curved I <:jr'een bot t 1e typo
215 3 Glass flat 1 aqua
215 3 ~letal i,'on na i1 l ~'.qll.II'L· ::hclIlL. bad 1)' corr-oded 1798·c. 1890
215 3 Shell claln 2 5

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAIN[O FRor~ st 215 = 21
SHOVEL TEST 216
216 2 Cer arnic Wfll tewa re white spa 11 early 19th C ·1900.
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SHOVEL TEST ARTIFACT INVENTORY

TEST STRAT MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(G) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

216 3 Ceramic earthenware 2 buff fire brick?
216 3 Glass f1at 1 clear refrigerator type 1820-present
216 3 Metal iron nai1 1 whole: square shank: 2 1/4": corroded 1798-c .1890

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM 5T 216 = 5
SHOVEL TEST 217
217 2 Glass batt le 2 green
217 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole; round shank: 1 1/2": corroded c.1890-present
217 .2 Metal iron nail 1 whole; 1 1/4"; badly corroded
217 2 Plastic? 1 green fiber reinforced

217 3 Bone fauna 1 3
217 3 Ceramic redware 1 red white slip interior 1825-1875
217 3 Ceramic redware 3 red mustard glaze both sides c.1775-1900
217 3 Ceramic redware 1 red 1750-1900
217 3 Metal iron 1
217 3 Metal iron nail 1 whole; 3"; badly corroded
217 3 Shell? 1 < 5

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM ST 217 = 16

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM SHOVEL TESTING = 173
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Excavation Unit 1
1 1 1 Glass batt 1e 1 cleat modern
1 1 1 Glass bottle 1 green modern
1 1 1 Plasitc screw top 1 white 1927-present
1 1 1 Plastic plexiglass flat 2 c1ear mends 1931-present

1 2 1 Ceramic porcelain 1 white blue transfer print c.1760·early 20th C.
1 2 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white spal l early 19th C.-1900+
1 2 1 Glass bottl e 1 clear molded lettering "PIN" ... 1867-present
1 2 1 Glass bottl e 1 clear stippled exterior; molded late 19th C.-present
1 2 1 Glass bottle finish 1 amber screw top 1860-present
1 2 1 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
1 2 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: round shank: 3": corroded c .1B90-present
1 2 1 Metal iron strip 1 3/4" wide: corroded
1 2 1 Plastic button 1 black 4 hole 1930s-present
1 2 2 Bone fauna 1 1
1 2 2 Glass bottle foot 1 clear ridged resting point late 19th C. -present
1 2 2 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
1 2 2 Glass curved 1 amber bottle type 1860-present
1 2 2 Glass curved 2 clear thin; light bulb?
1 2 2 Metal copper coin 1 penny: 1980 1980
1 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 round shank; corroded c.1890-present
1 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank; 1 7/B": corroded 179B-c .1890
1 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank; 3"; corroded 179B-c .1890
1 2 3 Bone faunal 4
1 2 3 Ceramic creamware 1 white 1762-1820
1 2 3 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue transfer print one side c .1795-1840
1 2 3 Ceramic salt glaze stoneware 1 white c .1720-1805
1 2 3 Glass bottle 1 amber 1860- present
1 2 3 Gl ass flat 1 aqua
1 2 3 Metal iron nail 1 whole; round shank: 2 SIB". corroded c.1890-pr'esent
1 2 3 Metal iron nail 1 whole; square shank: 2 3/4": badly corroded 1798-c .1890
1 2 3 Shell clam 2 10
1 2 3 Shell oyster' S < 5
1 2 4 Bone faunal
1 2 4 Ceramic ironstone handle white early 19th C-present
1 2 4 Glass curved green bottle type
1 2 4 Gla!)~ fl at c lear
I 2 4 Metal iron n,li) badly corroded
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EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR OESCRI PTION DATE RANGE

2 4 Shell oyster 8 20

1 3 Concrete 5 gray paint one side
1 3 Glass sunglass 1ens gray green reflective exterior

1 4 1 Metal iron nail? 1 badly corroded
1 4 2 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue transfer print interior c.1795-1840
1 4 2 Metal iron nail 2 corroded

1 5 1 Metal iron nail 1 badly corroded
1 5 2 Bone faunal 67
1 5 2 Ceramic creamware 1 white 1762-1820
1 5 2 Ceramic creallMare plate base 3 white impressed mark "0" .,.1 "CAST" ,.. "POTIERY" /"0" ; c ,1790-1820

mends
1 5 2 Ceramic ironstone 1 white early 19th C-present1 5 2 Ceramic refined earthenware rim 1 white blue shell edge; scalloped: impressed: burned 1780s -1840s1 5 2 Ceramic stoneware 2 gray brown slip inter; or c .1800-present
1 5 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 white burned early 19th C. -1900+1 5 2 Egg Shell 3
1 5 2 Glass bottle 11 green patina
1 5 2 Glass bottle neck 1 green patina
1 5 2 Glass curved 2 aqua
1 5 2 Glass curved 1 green
1 5 2 Glass flat 1 aqua
1 5 2 Metal copper alloy belt buckle 1 1 3/4" wide
1 5 2 Metal iron 1 badlY corroded
1 5 2 Metal iron nail 1 badly corroded
1 5 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole; 1 1/2": badly corroded
1 5 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 2 1/2"; badly corroded
1 5 2 Metal iron nail 2 who 1e: square shank: 3"; badly corroded 1798-c.18901 5 2 Shell clam 8 135
1 5 2 Shell clam 1 65 whole: 2 liZ" di ernetar
1 5 2 Shell mussel 1 5 wt101 e: 2 3/4" Ionc
1 5 2 Shell oys tel' 6 10
1 5 2 Stone marble 1 420 white Cllt. smooth one side
1 5 2 Wood charcoal 1

6 Cer'amic cr earware r im while 17621820
6 Ceramic kaol in smoking pipe b(~l white
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Excavation Unit 1
1 6 1 Glass
1 6 1 Gl ass
1 6 1 Shell
1 6 2 Ceramic
1 6 2 Ceramic
1 6 2 Glass

1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7
1 7

1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Glass
1 Glass
1 Leather
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Shell
1 Shell
2 Bone
2 Ceramic
2 Ceramic
2 Ceramic
2 Glass
2 Glass
2 Glass
2 Metal
2 Metal
2 Shell

Excavation Unit 2
2 0 0 Ceramic

Z
2
2

Bone
Ceramic
Ceramic

bot.t l e base
curved

oyster
pear lware rim
refined ear'thenware rim

window

de 1ftware
kaol in
kaolin
pearlw~re
porcelain
refined earthenware
whiteware
whiteware

iron
lead
clam
oyster
fauna 1
pearl ware
pearl ware
whiteware

iron
lead
oyster

smoking pipe bowl
smoking pipe stem
oilltment pot
rlm

rim
boUle neck" finish
flat
strip
nai l?

handle
ointment pot

curved
flat
window
nail

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 61

fillJl1al
trom.tone
ironstone

brick

base

I ~lI'een
I ~jT'een
1 20
1 whi te
1 whi te
Z aqua

1
1
1
4
2
3
1
1
1
2
1
2
2 5
7 5
6 < 5
1
4
2
1
2
1
1
1
4 35
2 25

3
ZI
2

white
white
white
while
white
white

white
green
i1qua
black

white
white
white
clear
aqua
aqua

red

white
white

r i dqed r et.tinq point: molded Ietter s "JG/6 84/18" 1867-pl'esellt

whole: 3" diameter
blue trans fer print inter i or: geometric pattern
green shell edge: scalloped: impressed

3" diaroe-let-:crossmends with Elil-Str7 -Lev2
blue transfer print: geometric
blue transfer print

hand made: down tooled lip

badly corroded
molten

2 mend
crossmends with EUI-Str7-Levl

whole: round shank: 2 1/2": corroded
molten

whole: unmarked: some mor'tar attached: 2 )/4" x 3
5/8" x 7 3/4"

calcined

mends

1784-mid-19th C.
1770s-1840s

1625-1800+

1779-1820+
1784-1864
1783-c.1900
early 19th C.-1900+
early 19th C.-1900+
1820s -1920:;

1779-1820+
1779-18Z0+
early 19th C. -1900+

c.1890-present

eer ly )9lh C - presen t
early 19th C-present



-Page No. 4- -
EU STR LEV MATERIAL

- - - - - - - -
COUNT WT(g) COLOR

RUFUS KING PARK - ORAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT
EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

- - -
IDENTITY FORM

- - _.- -
OESCRI PTlON DATE RANGE

Excavation Unit 2
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1

2 2
2 2

2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3
2 3

1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Ceramic
1 Glass
1 61 ass
1 Glass
1 Gl ass
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Metal
1 Metal
2 Ceramic
2 Ceramic
2 Glass
2 Meta 1

Glass
Mortar

Ceramic
Ceramic
Ceramic
Ceramic
Ceramlc
Glass
Glass
Glass
Glass

ironstone
kaolin
pearlware
redware
redware
redware
stoneware
stoneware
stoneware
stoneware
....niteware
whiteware

mi 1k
copper
iron
iron
iron
iron
iron
iron
ironstone
porcelain

iron

kaolin
pear lware
redware
whiteware
whitewar'e

rim
smoking pipe stem
base

rim

base

footring
bottle
curved
flat

button

nail
nai 1
nail
nail
nail

curved

curved

smoking pipe stem

bottle finish
curved
curved
flat

2
1
2
2
1
1
1
3
2
1
9
1
3
1
3
1
1
2
4
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

white
whlte
white
red
red
red
buff
buff
buff
buff
whlte
white
green
clear
aqua
whi te

white
white
cl ear'

1 green
o 55 white

9
1
2

white
wtl1te
rerl
Whl LC'
wtn LEe
(l"·,,r'
c loar
C1("iH~

aqua

early 19th C-present

mends
spall
whlte slip one side: spall
white slip worn off

1779-1820+
c .1750 -1900
c,1750-1900
c.1750-1875
1720s-present
c .1800-1900
c.1800-1900
c .1800-1900
early 19th [.-1900+
early 19th C.-1900+

Albany slip interlor
Albany slip interior: mends
Albany slip interior

1890s-1960s+
shank; 1 118" di ameter
badly corroded
badly corroded
whole: round shank: 1"
whole: square shank:
whole: square shank:
whole: square shank:
spall

corroded
1/2": coroded

2 1/2"; corroded
3": corroded

c.1890-present
1798-c.1890
1798-c.1890
1798-c.1890
early 19th C-present

bottle type: modern
badly corroded

bottle type
sample

blue transfer print one side
spa 11

c.1795-1840
c.1750-1900
early 19th C. -1900~
early 19th C. -1900+
1870 -c .19305

splal
I1<Hld f 1111 ~thod
bot.IIe type. modern
lamp chimney?
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Excavation Unit ::'
2 3 1 Metal iron Iluil 4 badly corroded
2 3 1 Metal f ron nai 1 1 corroded
2 3 1 Metal le,ld? 1 .< r:

.)

2 3 1 She l l cys LeI' 4 ., ..
,)

2 4 1 Ceramic redware 1 red spall c.1750-1900
::' 4 1 Glass curved 8 clear modern
2 4 1 Metal iron nail 3 badly corrodE'd
2 4 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: square shank: 1 3/4": corroded 1798-c .1890
2 4 1 Shell oyster? 1 < 5

2 5 1 Bone faunal 1
2 5 1 Cer emic brick 3 5 r-ed
2 5 1 Ceramic creal1!o'lare 2 white spa 11 1762-1820
2 5 1 Ceramic creal1!o'lare 1 white 1762-1820
2 5 1 Ceramic ironstone 1 white early 19th C-present
2 5 1 Ceramic ironstone 2 white spalls early 19th C-present
2 5 1 Ceramic ironstone handl e 2 white mends early 19th C-present
2 5 1 Ceramic refined earthenware 1 white blue transfer print one side 1783-c.1900
2 5 1 Ceramic refined earthenware rim 1 white blue shell edge: scallped: impressed 1780s-1840s
2 5 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white spall 1779-1820+
2 5 1 Glass curved 3 clear
2 5 1 Metal iron nail? 1 badly corroded
2 5 2 Bone faunal 4
2 5 2 Ceramic whiteware 2 white spall early 19th C -1900+
2 5 2 Glass flat 4 aqua
2 5 2 Metal brass gambling counter 1 18mm: Head-prof't le with "GEORGIVS III DEI 1793

GRATIA/SIMCOX": Tat l-crest wi th "MBF ET H REX FOB ET
LDSRI AT ET E/1793"

2 5 2 Metal iron 2 badly corroded
2 5 2 Metal iron nail 10 badly corroded
2 5 2 Mortar 5 < 5 white
2 5 3 Bone faunal 1
2 5 3 Ceramic brick 1 red whole: 1 3/4" x 3 1/4" x 7 1/2"
2 5 3 Ceramic brick 1 red whole: 2" x 4" x B"
2 5 3 Metal iron nail 3 badly corroded
2 5 3 Shell clam 1 < 5
2 5 4 Glass curved 1 clear lamp chimney?
2 5 4 Glass fl at 2 clear"

2 7 Ceramic brick 3 5 r-ed
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2 7 1 Ceramic creanware 3 white spa 11s 1762-1820
2 7 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white spall early 19th C.-1900+
2 7 1 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
2 7 1 Glass fl at 1 aqua
2 7 1 Metal 1ron nai 1 3 badly corroded
2 7 1 Metal iron nai 1 2 whole: 3 1/2": badly corroded
2 7 1 Shell clam 2 < 5

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 2 ~ 191

Excavation Unit 3
3 1 1 Bone faunal 14
3 1 1 Ceramic brick 1 25 red marked: contains two partial 1etters
3 1 2 Bone fauna 1 137
3 1 2 Ceramic marble 1 brown 5/8" diameter
3 1 2 Ceramic creamware 7 white 1762-1820
3 1 2 Ceramic creamware rim 2 white 1762-1820
3 1 2 Ceramic creall'Ware rim 2 white shell edge: scall oped; impressed; overglaze worn 1770s -17905

off
3 1 2 Ceramic creamware r1m white shell edge: uneven sc a11 op : impressed straight 1770s-1790s

1ines
3 1 2 Ceramic earthenware 1 buff burned
3 1 2 CeramlC ironstone 4 white early 19th C-present
3 1 2 Ceramic jackfield 1 red 1740-1780
3 1 2 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white
3 1 2 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white impressed mark ... "OHN/ ...RA .../ ...V"
3 1 2 Ceramic pearl ware 4 white 1779-1820+
3 1 2 Ceramic pearlware handle 1 white brown hand painted underglaze decoration exter-ior 1820s-c.1850
3 1 2 Ceramic pearlware rim 1 white blue shell edge: scalloped 1780s -18405
3 I 2 Ceramic pear lware rim 1 white molded fl ora 1 exterior: blue hand painted 1780-1820

lInderglaze inter-ior
3 2 Ceramic pearlware rim 1 while polychrome: brown band r im: blue. orange & yellow 1790s-c.1812
3 2 Ceramic porcelain I white blue transfer print both sides c 1760-early 20th C.
3 2 Ceramic porcelain rim 1 white blue geometr-ic rim decor at ion c 1760-1880
3 Z Ceramic porcelain t i Io ? white blue trans fer print c.1760-early 20th C.
3 2 Ceramic redware f1ower' pot? ? t'ed c I72S-present
3 ? (el'amlc wh i t.ewcre I" wh lie early 19th C. -1900+
:\ ., Cer ami c wl1iteware rim ;l while, early 19th C. -1900+(-

3 2 Ceramic ye 11OI>W,lr' e rim 1 buff 1830-1900
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3 1 2 Gla55 bottle 2 ~weell
3 1 2 Gla5:' batt 1 e 1 clear molded letl8"ing "CO" ... lB67-present
3 1 2 Glass curved 2 clear bottle type
3 1 2 Glass curved 2 clear fro:.ted: lamp chimney?
3 1 2 Glass curved 1 cl ear molded 1867 -present
3 1 2 Glass curved Ij amber sl ight patina 1860~present
3 1 2 Glass curved 4 clear thin: light bulb?
3 1 2 Glass f1 at 6 aqua slight patina
3 1 2 Metal copper wire 1
J 1 2 Metal iron 1 circular disk: partial: corroded
3 1 2 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: 2 3/B": badly corroded
J 1 2 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: round shank: J 1/4": corroded c.1890-present
3 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 23/8": corroded 1798-c.1890
3 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 whole: square shank: 3": corroded 179B-( 1890
3 1 2 Metal iron screw 1 1 1/2": corroded
3 1 2 Shell clam 2 10
3 1 2 Shell oyster 1 230
3 1 2 Stone? 2 black flat cut side: 3/16" thick

3 2 1 Bone fauna 1 26
3 2 1 Ceramic creallWare 3 white 1762-1820
3 2 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white 1779-1820+
3 2 1 Ceramic pearlware rim 1 white blue shell edge: scalloped 17805-18405
3 2 1 Ceramic whiteware 3 white early 19th C.-1900+
3 2 1 Ceramic yellowware 2 buff 1830-1900
3 2 1 Glass bottl e 1 green
3 2 1 Glass curved 2 clear
3 2 1 Glass fl at 2 aqua
3 2 1 Metal iron bolt 1 1 1/2": corroded
3 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 2 1/4": badly corroded
3 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 23/16" 179B-c .1890
3 2 1 Shell & Metal mother of pearl/brass button 5 white 3/8" diameter: mends 1855-mid·ZDth C.

3 3 Bone fauna 1 Ij

3 3 Ceramic brick l 5 red
3 3 Glass curved 1 cleor 1ight bulb?
3 3 Glass flat. 1 clear

3 4 Bone faunal
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EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

3 4 ] Ceramic creaf!Jll'are 7 white 1762 -1820
3 4 ] Ceramic creafTholare plate base 2 white 1762-1820
3 4 1 Ceramic creanware rim 2 white mends 1762-1820
3 4 1 Ceramic earthenware 1 buff unglazed
3 4 1 Ceramic jackfield handle 1 red 1740-1780
3 4 1 Ceramic jackfi eld rim 1 red 1740-1780
3 4 1 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white
3 4 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white 1779-1820+
3 4 1 Ceramic pearlware 2 white blue transfer print exterior c .1795-1840
3 4 1 Ceramic pearlware 2 white blue transfer print exterior: mends c,1795-1840
3 4 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white thin brown line on interior c.I770-1830s
3 4 1 Ceramic pearlware rim 2 white blue shell edge: scalloped: impressed lines 1780s-1840s
3 4 1 Ceramic redware 1 red white slip interior decoration c.1750-1875
3 4 1 Ceramic refined earthenware 2 white blue transfer print one side 1783-c .1900
3 4 1 Ceramic refined earthenware rim 1 white blue band or transfer print interior c.1770-1950s3 4 1 Ceramic refined earthenware r im 1 white blue shell edge: scalloped: impressed 17805-18405
3 4 1 Ceramic whiteware 7 white early 19th C.-1900+
3 4 1 Ceramic yellowware rim 1 buff 1830-1900
3 4 1 Glass bottle 2 qreen patina
3 4 1 Glass curved I clear
3 4 1 Glass curved 1 aqua thin
3 4 1 Metal iron barre 1 stave? 1 r iveted
3 4 1 Metal iron nail 1 badly corroded
3 4 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 33/16": corroded 1798-c .1890
3 4 1 Shell clam 2 5
3 4 1 Shell oyster 1 100 whole: 5" long

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 3 = 345

Excavation Unit 4
4 Bone fauna 1 19
4 Ceramic pearl ware 1 white 1779-1820+
4 Ceramic pearlware foot ring ] white 1779-1820+
4 Ceramic porcelain 1 white
'I Ceramic porcelain rim I whlt.e gray and red hand painted over'glazed interior 1750s -1850s
.; Ceramic refined ear-thenware l W!\l t e blue tran~ fer' pr in tone side 1783-c 1900
4 Cer~mic refined ear-thenwar-e 1 whltl? I'('d t r.ms fer pr int. one s ido. branch aneJ urn 1818-18li8

decor at iOil

4 Ceramic whiteware 2 wtlile ear ly 19t h C. -1900+
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4 1 1 Cork stopper' 1 5/8" diameter
4 1 1 Glas5 curved 2 9,-een
4 1 1 Glass curved 4 c lear
4 1 1 Glass curved 1 cleiw/white milk glass type interior 1890s-1960s+
4 1 1 Glass curved 2 clear thin: light bulb?
1\ 1 1 Glass f1 at 1 clear
4 1 1 Glass window 1 cleat- remnant of caulk
4 1 1 Metal alloy 1 crimped
4 1 1 Metal copper alloy finger ring 1 impressed exterior decoration
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 4 badly corrroded
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: corroded 1798-c. 1890
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 1 7/8"
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 2 3/4"
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole; 7/8"
4 1 1 Metal iron nail J whole: round shank; 2 3/4": corroded c.1890-present
4 1 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: round shank. 2" c .1890 -present
4 1 1 Metal iron ne il 2 whole; round shank; 3 118"; corroded c .1890 -present
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank; 1": corroded 1798-c,1890
4 1 1 Metal iron nail 4 whole; square shank: J": corroded 1798-c.1890
4 1 1 Metal iron wire 1 5 1/4": corroded
4 1 1 Shell clam 4 15

4 2 1 Bone faunal 11
4 2 1 Ceramic creallWare 20 white 1762-1B20
4 2 1 Ceramic creaiTh'lare rim 1 white 1762-1820
4 2 1 Ceramic earthenware 1 buff yellow 9laze exterior
4 2 1 Ceramic ironstone 2 white early 19th C-present
4 2 1 Ceramic ironstone rim 2 white early 19th C-present
4 2 1 Ceramic pearl ware 13 white 1779-1820+
4 2 1 Ceramic pearl ware 1 white light blue and brown annular 1790s-c .1812
4 2 1 Ceramic pearlware foot 1 wIlite 1779-1820+
4 2 1 Ceramic porcelain rim 1 white blue cross hatched rim decoration c .1760-1880
4 2 1 Ceramic redware 1 red clear glaze one side: other side spalled off c .1750-1900
4 2 1 Ceramic redware 2 red manganese glazed interior: exterior spalled off c 1775-1900
4 2 1 Ceramic ref ined eartheoware 1 white blue hand painted underglaze asterisk shape c. 1780 -1820
4 2 1 Ceramic ref ined ear thenwar e 1 white yellow and white lmpressed banded exterior c .1780-1890
4 2 1 Ceramic ref ined earthellwat'e r im 2 white blue shell edge: scallopcd 17805 -IMOs
4 2 1 Ceramic refined eartheoware r un 1 white blue shell edge: scalloped; imp'-e:',:,ed 17805 - I fJ-10:.
4 2 1 Ceramic refined ear-thenware r im 1 whi te blue shell edge: scalloped: imp'-e:.:.ed1 ines 17805-18405
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EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DEseRI PTI ON DATE RANGE

4 2 Ceramic refined earthenware rim white blue shell edge: scalloped: impressed lines: 1780s~1840s
burned

4 2 1 Ceramic white granite 12 white IB40s-c.1900
4 2 1 Ceramic white granite rim 1 white 1840s-c.1900
4 2 1 Ceramic whiteware 15 white early 19th C,-1900+
4 2 1 Ceramic whiteware 2 white spall early 19th C. ~1900+
4 2 1 Ceramic whiteware rim 3 white early 19th C.-1900+
4 2 1 Glass curved 1 clear frosted
4 2 1 Metal iron knife? 1 corroded
4 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 1 l/Z": corroded c. 1890~present
4 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 2 liZ": corroded c .1890~present
4 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 2 1/4": corroded 1798-c.1890
4 2 1 Plaster 2 5 white mends
4 2 1 Shell clam 5 20
4 2 2 Bone faunal 3
4 2 2 Ceramic creamware 8 white 1762-1820
4 2 2 Ceramic creamware 12 whlte 1762·1820
4 2 2 Ceramic creamware 3 white overglaze interior decoration worn off c.1765-1810
4 2 2 Ceramic creaAl\o/are foot ring 1 white 1762 -1820
4 2 2 Ceramic creaAl\o/are rim 2 white 1762-1820
4 2 2 Ceramic creamware rim 1 white overql azsd interior' decoration worn off c.1765-1810
4 2 2 Ceramic ironstone 2 white early 19th C~present
4 2 2 Ceramic ironstone rim 1 white early 19th C~present
4 2 2 Ceramic pearlware 3 while 1779-1820+
4 2 2 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue transfer print one side c ,1795-1840
4 2 2 Ceramic pearlware 9 white spal l s 1779-1820+
4 2 2 Ceramic pearlware rim 12 white blue shell edge: scalloped: inpres sed 1ines 17805 -1840s
4 2 2 Ceramic porcelain rim 1 white blue geometr'ic print underglaze tnter ior band 1760-1880
4 2 2 Ceramic redware 4 red embossed ext er ior . overql aze decoration worn off: 1820-1900

mellds
4 2 2 Ceramic redware 3 red glazed both sides c.1750~1900
4 2 2 Ceramic redwar'e 1 red glazed one side c.1750-1900
'\ 2 2 Ceramic refined earthenwal'e 3 white blue t.rans f'er pr int aile side 1783~c .1900
4 2 2 Ceramic refilled eer-thenware 1 white brown b and exter ior 1I1ldel'glaze 1790s-c 1810
4 2 2 Ceramic refined ear-thenware I white po 1ychrrxne 1U1del'g 1aze . 1ea f spri g: gt'een l, brown 18205-( 1860
4 2 2 Cel'amlC rerlnerl earthenware I wtll t.e polychrome undel'gla:ce, ol'Jnge. yellow, & blue 1820s~c 1840
4 2 2 Cer ann c r'efined earthenwal'e 1 wh i t.c J"ulycllI'ome undrl'glal.e: yelll)w & ill'OWll 1820s-c 1840
4 2 2 Cer am c refined earthenware I'lm 3 white IJ lue she 11 edge. sc d 11oped: impressed 1780s-1840s
4 2 2 Cel'amlC refined earthenware rim 1 white blue lI'ill1sferprint one side 1783-c.1900
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EXCAVATfON UNIT ART IFACT INVENTORY

Ell STR LEV MATERIAL IDENT[TY FORM COUNT W1"(g) COLOR

4 2 2 Ceramic refined earthenware rlm 1 white
4 2 2 Ceramic white granite 2 white
4 2 2 Ceramic white griltlite rim 1 white
4 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 19 white
4 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 29 white
4 2 2 Ceramlc whiteware rim 3 white
4 2 2 Ceramic yellowware 1 buff
4 2 2 Glass curved 1 clear
4 2 2 Metal iron nail 2
4 2 2 Shell clam B 20

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM Ell 4 = 318

Excavation Unit 5
5 1 1 Bone
5 1 1 Ceramic
5 1 1 Ceramic
5 1 1 Ceramic
5 1 1 Cork
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Glass
5 1 1 Metal
5 1 1 Metal
5 1 1 Metal

5 Metal

5 Metal

5 Metal
5 Metal
5 Metal

5 Metal

faunal
porcelain
redware
yellowware

15
1
1
1
1
3
4

1
1
1
1
2
1
1
1

plate base
smoking pipe mouthpiece
spout
stopper
bottle
curved
eyeglass lens
f1 at
f1at
rim
rim
coin
key
key

white
red
buff

green
aqua
clear
aqua
clear
clear
clear

key

key

alloy
copper ,111 ay
copper ,11 loy

t'ing
button back?
deeOl'aLive

copper ,,11oy f as tner?

- - -- - - --
DESCR1PTION DATE RANGE

one brown band exterlOr: two brown band~ interior 1790s-c.1810
1840s-c.1900
1840s-c,1900
early 19th (.-1900+

spalls early 19th C.-1900+
early 19th C. -1900+

spall 1830-1900

whole: square shank: 21/2": corroded 1798-c.1890

1830-1900
J 3/8" diameter

patina
drinklng glass?
drinking glass?: mends
dime; 196? 1960s
club head: "INDEPENDENT/LOCK" .."Co": corroded
eared head: "J STEIN"I .."160ST"/ .."20" 1/ c.1970-1993
"INDEPENDENT/LOCK Co/FITCHBURG. MASS"
round head; "NEW/KE IL/YORKIl59AA" // "J c. 1970 -1993
ST£] N" I ... "160 ST"
tr-i anqul ar head: "ACE/LEOMINSTER. MASS" 1/
encircled "R".,
j ewe 1I'y?: 3/4" diameter': corr-oded
112" di ameter
5-pollited star with twisted strips to each pOlt1t.
pa~~ible lighting fixture part
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EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

[U STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

5 1 1 Metal ir-on 2 65 badly corroded
5 1 1 Metal iron hook 1 corroded
5 1 1 Metal iron key head 1 sardine can type
5 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c.1890
5 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 1 7/8": corroded c .1890-present
5 1 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: round shank: 2 1/2": corroded c.1890-present
5 1 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 who 1e: round shank i : 1 5/8": corroded c.1890-present
5 1 1 Metal iron nail 2 whole: square shank: 2 3/8": corroded 1798-c.1890
5 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 3 1/8"; corroded 1798-c .IB90
5 1 1 Metal iron washer 1 3/4" diameter
5 1 1 Metal steel ring 1 hardware connector?: 1 7/8" round with split end

1 1 Plastic button cover? 1 112" diameter
1 1 Rubber rim 1
1 1 Shell clam 2 25

5 1 1 Shell mother of pearl button 1 2 hole: 1/2" diameter: recessed one side
5 1 1 Wood clothes pin 1

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 5 = 60

Excavation Unit 6
6 1 1 Bone faunal 1
6 1 1 Ceramic black basalt? 1 black matte finish worn off
6 1 1 Ceramic creamware 1 white 1762-1820
6 1 1 Ceramic refined earthenware 1 white blue transfer print one side 1783-c. 1900
6 1 1 Glass battl e 1 amber embossed IB67-present
6 1 1 Glass bottle 2 amber embossed decoration lncluding stars 1867-present
6 1 1 Glass curved 4 clear
6 1 1 Glass curved 7 amber bottle type 1860-present
6 ] 1 Glass curved 4 green bottle type
6 1 1 Glass curved 2 clear molded stippled exterior late 19th C.-present
6 1 1 Glass curved 1 clear partial embossed lettering 1867-present
6 1 1 Glass fl at 2 aqua
6 1 1 Glass fl at 5 clear
6 1 1 Glass fl al ) c lear fros ted one Sloe
6 1 11e1.al alloy fl at 3
G 1 11r:1.a1 1l'OJI na 1 I 2 ",holl',round :.hall~:.1 112". con' oded c 1890'pt'(~sent
6 1 "iela1 i ron ndll 1 whole. "olliid ::lldnk. ]"" corroocu I.: 1890 -present
6 1 11eta1 11'011 ns il? I badly COI'I'orJeo
6 I '''eta 1 iron screw 1 \~I\Ol e 2 ]/·1"
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EXCAVATION lINIT ART! un 1NVEWOI{Y

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDEN['jTY FORI-; COUNT ~Il( 9 ) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

6 1 1 Metal iron scr-ew 1 who 1o: 2": cor-roded
6 1 1 Meta 1 lead I 135 InO l t.en

6 1 1 Shell clam 1 .:: 5
6 1 2 Bone fauna 1 L
6 1 2 Ceramic br ick 2 < 5 red
6 1 2 Ceramic cr-eamwar'e 1 white 1762-1820
6 1 2 Ceramic pearlware 1 white 1779-1820+
6 1 2 Ceramic pearlware handle 1 white 1779-1820+
6 1 2 Ceramic redware flower pot rim 1 red c.I72S-present
6 1 2 Ceramic stoneware 1 gray brown glaze one side 1820-present
6 1 2 Glass bottle finish 1 clear threaded rim 1876-present
6 1 2 Glass curved 12 clear
6 1 2 Glass curved 3 green bottle type
6 1 2 Glass curved 2 amber bottle type 1860-present
6 1 2 Glass fl at 2 ilqua
6 1 2 Gl ass f1at 2 clear
6 1 2 Metal copper' alloy button back 1 3/4" diameter: shank broken off
6 1 2 Metal copper a11 OJ furrn ture hardware 1 drawer pull or furniture medallion
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 whole; 1 3/4": badly corroded
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 who 1e: 2 1/2": badly corroded
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 whole: 2": badly corroded
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole; round shank: 1 IJ2". badly corroded c .1890-present
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 2 112" e.1890-present
6 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole; square shank: 1 1J4"; badly corroded 1798-c .1890
6 1 2 Metal iron alloy flat 1 rectangular: 13J16" x ?
6 1 2 Metal lead 2 30 molten
6 1 2 Plastic phonograph record 2 black mends c .1900-present
6 1 2 Shell clam? 3 < 5

6 2 Glass bottle 1 amber mold seam 1860-present
6 2 Glass bottle finish 1 amber machine made; partial embossed lettering: remnants lale 19th C.-present

of gray/blue paint
6 2 Metal iron nail square shank: badly corroded 1798-c.1890
6 2 Metal 1 ron nail whole: 2 3J4": badly corroded
6 2 Metal ir-on wire 7 3/4"

6 3 Ceramic creamwilre white remnant of overglaze decor at ion c.17651810
6 3 Cer anric pear lware 5 wh it.o 1779-1520"
6 3 Ceramic r-edwar'e red manganese g 1aze ext.er ior'. c 1edt" 91 aze iI1let'l or- e 1775-1900
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EXCAVATION UNIT .ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCR IPTI ON DATE RANGE

6 3 1 Ceramic refined earthenware I white blue transfer print 1783-c .1900
6 3 1 Ceramic stoneware shoulder 1 gray llght brown exterior glaze 1820-present
6 3 1 Ceramic whiteware 2 white early 19th C.-1900+
6 3 1 Glass curved 2 clear
6 3 1 Glass curved 2 green bottle type
6 3 1 Glass flat 3 pale qreen
6 3 1 Glass flat 3 clear
6 3 1 Metal al uminum pull tab 1 1962-1983
6 3 1 Metal iron 1 badly corroded
6 3 1 Metal iron nail 5 badly corroded
6 3 1 Metal iron nail? 1 badly corroded
6 3 1 Shell clam 4 5
6 3 2 Ceramic redware 1 red manganese speckled glaze: molded c.1800-1900
6 3 2 Ceramic whiteware 3 white mends early 19th C.-1900+
6 3 2 Glass fl at 2 aqua
6 3 2 Metal copper alloy button 1 1/2" diameter: back shank
6 3 2 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
6 3 2 Shell clam 1 <:: 5

6 4 Ceramic whiteware while spall early 19th C.-1900+

6 5 Glass curved 1 clear
6 5 Metal copper alloy tack head 1 7/16" diameter
6 5 Metal iron nai 1 3 badly corroded

6 6 1 Metal iron nail whole: square shank: 1 5/8": badly corr-oded 1798-c ,1890

6 7 1 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem white

TOTAL .ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 6 = 148

Excavation Unit 7
7 1 1 Cer-ami C ironst.one handle white' early 19th C-present
7 1 1 Glass bottle amber ,:mbo~sc'd Iet.ter 1119 "REG .. IB67-present
7 I 1 Glass bottle c lo.n: r.·rnboss"~(Jst ipp les lat.e J9t.t1C -present
7 1 J Glass bottl!? ~W':dl C'mbo~,~',("..(l ~1: I pp 10;':' 1at e 19th C, -present
7 I 1 Gld~~ bolt Ie dnlbl-~I' 1110 1 d S\~'dm l!l60-ptesent
7 I I r.ldSS bot t l e [ln1:.11 ~11~L:'l;~1 :~c('(:lt~1 :.op 1et.e 19th C, -present
7 1 J Gla~~ bott.le rllll~i1 dllllJt.',' ~,r;r'e\,top Iate 19th C. -present
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Ell STR LEV MATERIAL lDENTlIY FO~~1-1 coll~n Wl(g) COLOR UESCRli'TiON DATE RANGE

7 1 1 Glass bottle foot I qr een embos sed ridges late 19th C. -present
7 1 1 Glass n ilt 1 clear
7 1 1 Metal iron hal'dware 1 edging?
7 1 1 Metal iron nai1 1 corroded
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 4": badly corroded
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 1 112": corroded c.1890-present
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 1 7/8" c .la90-present
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 2 whole: round shank: 1" c .1890-present
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 3": corroded c,1890-present
7 1 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 1 3/4": corroded 1798-c, 1890
7 1 1 Metal iron screw 1 whole: 1 3/4": corroded
7 1 1 Metal/Plastic bottle top 1 crown cap type: 1" diameter 1930s-present
7 1 2 Ceramic creamware 2 white spall 1762-1820
7 1 2 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue line c. 1790 -1890
7 1 2 Ceramlc pear1ware 1 white spal l 1779-1820+
7 1 2 Ceramic redware 1 red rermant , of manqenese glaze ext er ior c .1775-1900
7 1 2 Ceramic redware rim 1 red manganese glazed c. 1775 -1900
7 1 2 Ceramic whiteware 2 white early 19th C. -1900+
7 1 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 whlte spall early 19th C. -1900+
7 1 2 Ceramic whiteware base 1 white early 19th (-1900+
7 1 2 Glass bottle 2 green
7 1 2 Glass bottle 1 amber embossed lettering ... "TER" 1867-present
7 1 2 Glass bottle 1 clear partial embossed letter 1867-present
7 1 2 Glass bottle 1 clear stippled exterior late 19th C.-present
7 1 2 Glass bottle finish 1 clear
7 1 2 Glass bottle finish 1 green screw top late 19th C.-present
7 1 2 Glass curved 1 green
7 1 2 Glass curved 1 aqua
7 1 2 Metal copper coin 1 penny: 1980 1980
7 1 2 Metal copper alloy hardware? 1
7 1 2 Metal iron hook 2 corroded
7 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
7 1 2 Metal iron nai1 1 whole: round shank: 1 1/8" c.1890-present
7 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 2 1/2": badly corroded c.1890-present
7 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 1 1/2": corroded 1798-c .1890
7 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: squal'e shank; 2 1/2"; corroded 1798-c.1890
7 1 2 Metal iron screw 1 whole: 1"
7 1 2 Metal iron tack 1 whole: round shank; 1/2": COlT oded
7 1 2 Metal/Plastic bottle top I crown cap: 1 1/8" diameter 1930s-pr'esent
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EXCAVATIONUNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCRIPT ION DATE RANGE

7 2 Rubber ba 11 yellow
7 2 Stone chert fl ake?

7 3 1 Glass batt 1e 1 green
7 3 1 Metal 1 ron nai 1 1 badly corroded
7 3 1 Metal iron nai 1 2 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c, 1890
7 3 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 2 114": corroded 1798-c, 1890
7 3 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 23/4": corroded 1798-c .1890

7 4 1 Glass curved 1 green
7 4 1 Metal iron nail 2 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c , 1890
7 4 1 Metal iron screw 1 whole: 1 112": badly corroded

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 7 64

Excavation Unit a
8 1 2 Bone faunal 13
a 1 2 Ceramic redware 1 red c . 1750 - 1900
a 1 2 Ceramic whiteware plate base 1 white early 19th C.-1900+
a 1 2 Glass bottle 1 clear' embossed letter-ing ... "UAR" ... 1867 -present
8 1 2 Glass bottle 1 clear part ial embossed lettering and stipples 1867'present
8 1 2 Glass curved 1 green
B 1 2 Glass curved 1 amber 1860- present
8 1 2 Glass curved 1 clear frosted late 19th C. -present
8 1 2 Glass fl at 1 aqua
8 1 2 Glass fl at 2 clear
8 1 2 Metal alloy curtain hook 1
8 1 2 Metal copper alloy she 11 casing? 1 1/4" di ameter
a 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank: 1 3/4": corroded c . 1890-present
8 1 2 Metdl iron nail I whole: round shank: 2 1/2" c .la90-present
a 1 2 Metal ir'On nail 1 whole: round shanK: 2 1/2": corroded c . 1890-present
8 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 whole: square shanK. 2 1/2": corroded 1798-c .1890
8 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 \olhole. square shank: 2": corroded 1798-c .1890
8 1 2 Metal iron nail " whole: square shank: 3"· corroded 179B-c 1890c
8 1 2 Metal 11'011 screw 1'.,1101 e: I 1/8": corroded
8 1 2 Meta llPl ast i c bott1 i: top I" di amct er : cor-roded
8 1 2 Rubber' whee 1? irr dt amet.er

8 2 Ceramic redware fl oweI' pot? 2 I'ed c.l72S-present
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8 2 Cer amit: st.on('W<1n' .111~';' I red cmbo:',:;ed:,r:,-jpt.ed ",JAR" 1720s-( 1830
8 2 Ceranic wh I LQWdt'C I willtc early 19th C -[900·
8 2 Glass bolLle 10 9,'eell
8 2 Glass bottle base I qreen emponLilled push up; basal ~lllmp; 3 3/4" di<1meter, c .1740-1820s

heavy patina
8 2 1 Glass bottle f inish 1 green down tooled lip; applied string rim c .1770-1785
8 2 1 Glass bottle finish 1 green v -too 1ed 1iP ; applied string rmi c.I7701785
8 2 1 Glass bottle heel 1 green
8 2 1 Glass curved 1 green bottle type; modern
8 2 1 Glass fl at 3 aqua
8 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 whole; square shank: 2 112": corroded 1798-c.1890
8 2 1 Metal 1ron nail 1 whole; square shank; 2 1/4"; corroded 1798·c. 1890
8 2 1 Shell clam 2 15
8 2 2 Ceramic brick 1 55 reo
8 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 whiLe spa l l early 19th C. -1900.
8 2 2 Glass bottle 1 green
8 2 2 Glass curved 5 green
8 2 2 Glass fl at 2 aqua
8 2 2 Metal iron nail 4 square shank; corroded 1798-( 1890
8 2 2 Mortar 8 20

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 8 = 85

Excavation Unit 9
9 1 2 Ceramic redware flower pot 1 red c .172S-present
9 1 2 Glass curved 2 clear
9 1 2 Glass flat 1 aqua
9 1 2 Metal copper coin 1 penny; badly corroded
9 1 2 Metal copper alloy medal 1 "1937 IROA": covered with a perforated dial 1937
9 1 2 Metal iron fastener 1 whole: 2"; rusting
9 1 2 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
9 1 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: round shank; 3" c.1890-present
9 1 2 Metal 1 ron nail 1 whole; round shank: 3": corroded c. IB90~pl'eset1t.
9 1 2 Metal iron nail 6 whole; square shank: 2 1/2": corroded 1798-c .1890
9 1 2 Metal iron tack 1 whole: corroded

9 2 Bone fallT1a1 1
9 2 CeramlC br ick 1 10 red
9 2 Cer smi C n::dwan~ f IOWE't' pot. ,1 red c .172[,-pr'l:~,r~nt.
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EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DE SCR 1PTI ON DATE RANGE

9 2 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white spal l early 19th C.-1900+
9 2 1 Glass curved 3 green exterior embossed ridging late 19th C.-present
9 2 1 Glass fl ask shoulder 1 amber 1860-present
9 2 1 Glass fl at 1 aqua
9 2 1 Metal iron nail I square shank: corroded 1798-c.1890
9 2 I Metal iron nai 1 2 whole; round shank; 3 1/4"; corroded c.1890-present
9 2 1 Metal iron nai 1 I whole: square shank; 1 1/2"; corroded 1798-c.1890
9 2 I Metal iron nai1 1 whole; square shank; I": corroded 179B-c.1890
9 2 1 Metal iron nail 3 whole; square shank; 2 1/2": corroded 1798-c.1890
9 2 1 Metal iron nai 1 2 whole; square shank; 2 7/8"; corroded 1798-c.1890
9 2 2 80ne faunal 1
9 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 white early 19th C.-1900+
9 2 2 Glass molten 1 aqua
9 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank; 2 1/8": corroded 1798-c.1890
9 2 2 Metal iron nail 2 whole: square shank; 2 3/8"; corroded 1798-c .1890
9 2 2 Metal 1 ron tack 1 whole; 3/4": cor-roded
9 2 2 Mortar 1 70
9 2 2 Shell clam 1 110 whole: 5 3/4" long

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 9 = 48

Excavation Unit 10
10 1 1 Bone fauna 1 10
10 1 1 Ceramic creamware 1 white 1762-1820
10 1 1 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white
10 1 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white hand painted brown and green underglaze decoration c.1795-1820s
10 1 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white early 19thC.-1900+
10 1 1 Glass bottle 1 amber molded?
10 1 1 G1ass curved 1 clear 1ight bul b type?
10 I 1 Glass fl at 2 aqua
10 1 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: 3 1/4"; badly corroded
10 1 1 Shell egg 1

10 2 Bone faunal fJ
10 2 Cer nrni c bl'ownwal'e I IJr()'",n Roc], i1l9hill1l/tllocha type extericr. yellow int er i or C 1850-1900
10 2 Cer ermc creanware H wtllt.? 1762-1820
10 ~ eel'ami C pear 1wa I'e ,'l Will t,;' 1779-1820+c

10 2 Ceramic pear lware I Will t.e !:'r'owilband lInderglaze c 1770-18305
10 2 Cer emi C pearlware rim 3 whlte bllle ~hell edge, embo~sed lines c 1820-1840s
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10 2 1 Cer-ami c pOITe lain r irn 1 white blue tJ'all~ fer pr int 1llterior: geometrlC design 1784 -1864
10 2 1 Cer-amic whi toware 1 Will te early 19thC. -1900+
10 2 1 Conqlcmer ate bui Idlllg mat er ia I 1 30 b l ack cuL on one side
10 2 1 Glass curved 1 ~J!'een
10 2 1 Glass flat 2 equa
10 2 1 Metal iron na i 1 I whole: I 114": badly corr-oded
10 2 1 Metal iron nai 1 1 whole: round shank: 3": corroded c .1890 -present
10 2 2 Bone faunal 2
10 2 2 Ceramic crealJl\oolare 2 white 1762·1B20
10 2 2 Ceramic ironstone 3 white early 19thC. -present
10 2 2 Ceramic pearlware rim 1 white blue shell edge: scalloped: embossed 1ines c.1820·1840s
10 2 2 Ceramic redware 1 red clear lead glaze both sides 1750,1900
10 2 2 Ceramic redware 1 red manganese glaze; spall 1775-1900
10 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 white early 19thC, -1900+
10 2 2 Glass case bottle 1 green early 18th-mid-19thC
10 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 whole: square shank: 1 1/8"; corroded 1798-c .1890
10 2 2 Shell egg 4
10 2 3 Bone fauna 1 2
10 2 3 Ceramic ironstone 2 white spall early 19thC. -present
10 2 3 Ceramic pearlware 3 white 1779·1820+
10 2 3 Ceramic refined earthenware 1 white blue transfer print one side c.1780-early 20th C.
10 2 3 Ceramic whiteware 2 white spall early 19thC.·1900+
10 2 4 Bone faunal 3
10 2 4 Bone faunal 2
10 2 4 Ceramic crealJl\oolare 1 white spall 1762-1820
10 2 4 Ceramic pearlware 1 white 1779-1820+
10 2 4 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue transfer print one side c.1780-early 20th C.
10 2 4 Ceramtc pearlware 2 white spall 1779·1820+
10 2 4 Ceramic porcelain foot ring 1 white overglaze interior worn off
10 2 4 Ceramic redware 1 red manganese glaze both sides 1775 -1900
10 2 4 Ceramic refined earthenware 1 white red stippled transfer print both sides 1818-1869
10 2 4 Ceramic whitewat'e 5 white spall early 19th C. -1900+
10 2 5 Ceramic crealJl\oolare 3 white 1762-1820
10 2 5 Ceramic crealJl\oolat'e t-im 1 white 1762·1820
10 2 5 Ceramic pearlware 5 white 1779-1820+
10 2 5 Ceramic pear lware r im 1 white brown overglaze band at rlm C .1770-1830s
10 2 5 Ceramic porce 1a 111 r im 1 white scalloped: overglaze worn off
10 2 5 Ceramic refined, cart.hr-nware l white gt'een underg 1ale illcnruer, spa 11 18J8-1859
10 2 5 Ceramic whi t,?W,WC rin 1 white impressed shell edge. st:illloped c 1820 I8~ O~,
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Page No. 20 RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

10 2 5 Glass curved green bottle type
10 2 6 Ceramic creallWare white 1762-1820
10 2 6 Ceramic ironstone white early 19thC.-present
10 2 6 Ceramic whiteware rim white double brown band at rim; wider band at top c.1800-1830s

10 3 1 Bone fauna 1 9
10 3 1 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stern 1 white
10 3 1 Metal iron alloy button 1 5/B" diameter; back shank: corroded
10 3 2 Bone faunal 7
10 3 2 Ceramic kaolin smoking pipe stem 1 white
10 3 2 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
10 3 2 Metal iron barre 1 stave 1 1 1/8" wide: badly corroded
10 3 2 Metal iron nail 1 badly corroded; burned?
10 3 3 Bone faunal 7
10 3 3 Glass curved 1 green bottle type
10 3 3 Metal iron latch? 1 badly corroded
10 3 3 Metal iron nail 1 badly corroded
10 3 3 Metal iron nail 1 whole: 2"; badly corroded
10 3 4 Bone fauna 1 8
10 3 4 Metal iron barrel stave 1 badly corroded
10 3 4 Metal iron hook 1 corroded
10 3 4 Metal/Wood iron barre 1 1 fragment

TOTAL AATIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 10 ~ 159

Excavation Unit 11
11 1 I Ceramic pearlware I white 1779-1820+
11 1 I Ceramic redware flower pot 2 red 1725-present
1l 1 1 Ceramic whlteware rim I white early 19thC.-1900+

11 2 Bone faunal
1l 2 Ceramic ironstone rim white early 19thC. -present
11 2 Ceramic porce lain ~llte
II ... Ceranic redware f Iower pot r im red 1725-pl'esellt~
11 2 Ceramic refined ear thenware white blue pr iut.? ~Pdll c.1780-early 20th C.
II 2 Ceramic reflned earthenware whlle b l ue trans Ier pr int both sides c.17Bo-early 20th C.
11 2 Ceramic refined eal-thenware white b lue tr-ans ter pr int one side. spa ll c.17BO-early 20th C.
11 2 Ceramic wt1iteware white spa 11 early 19th C -1900+
11 2 Glass bottle shoulder? clear frosted?
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Page No. 21 RUFUS KING PARK - DRAINAGE/TERMITE PROJECT

EXCAVATION UNIT ARTIFACT INVENTORY

EU STR LEV MATERIAL IDENTITY FORM COUNT WT(g) COLOR DESCRIPTION DATE RANGE

11 2 Metal copper flat 1 < 5 unfinished: cut; 2 5/8" 10ng; jagged along other
edge

11 2 1 Metal iron nai1 2 badly corroded
11 2 1 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: corroded 1798-c .1890
11 2 . 1 Metal iron nail 1 who 1e: square shank: 2 112": corroded 1798-c.1890
11 2 1 Stone fl tnt gun flint 1 black English type: 13/16" x 15/16" 18th C.- mid 19th C.
11 2 2 Bone faunal 2
11 2 2 Ceramic redware flower pot 1 red 1725-present
11 2 2 Ceramic whiteware 1 white early 19thC.-1900+
11 2· 2 Glass bottle base? 1 clear molded: panelled exterior: frosted?
11 2 2 Glass curved 2 green bottle type
11 2 2 Glass tumbler base 1 clear molded: panelled: 9 sides: 2 112" diameter 18th C. -present
11 2 2 Metal iron nail 2 badly corroded
11 2 2 Metal iron nail 1 square shank: badly corroded 1798-c.1890

11 3 1 Ceramic pearlware 1 white blue transfer print exterior c.1780-early 20th C.
11 3 1 Ceramic whiteware 1 white spall early 19thC. -1900+
11 3 1 Glass curved 2 aqua molded: stippled exterior: mends 1867-pre?ent
11 3 1 Metal iron nail 1 who 1e: 2": badly corroded
11 3 1 Metal lead? 1 5

11 4 Glass curved 1 green bottle type

11 0 0 Glass bottle heel 1 clear modern type

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM EU 11 a 38

TOTAL ARTIFACTS RETAINED FROM UNIT EXCAVATIONS = 1701'
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Faunal Report
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ZOOARCHAEOLOGICAL ANALYSIS
by

Patience Freeman

Recent work at Rufus King Manor permitted limited archaeological excavation and testing to take place.

Faunal remains were recovered during this work and, although the modest total is only 331 fragments of

bone. they do contribute towards an interpretation of certain features found.

Methodology

After excavation in the field the bones were recovered by dry screening of the soil through I/4inch wire

mesh. The bones were later washed in the laboratory in water, allowed to dry thoroughly and stored in

plastic bags.

Identification of the fauna was carried out using the comparative faunal collection of the Bioarchaeology

Laboratory at Hunter College (CUNY) and this author's private reference collection. Also used as

supplementary refences were the manuals of Schmid (1972), Olsen (1979), Gilbert et al. (1985) and Gilbert

(] 990).

Each specimen was identified to the most precise taxon possible. Where a fragment could not be assigned

at the genus/species level the next higher taxonomic level was used. Although sheep are referred to below

it must be noted that the domestic goat (Capra hircus) is almost identical to it morphologically and can

only he distinguished from it by the use of a large comparative collection (Boessneck 1970). The presence

of goats or goat meat is unlikely, but neither can it be excluded.

Where the degree of fragmentation has precluded identification beyond the level of class (i.e. .Mammalia)

such blanket assignments have been subdivide into large, medium and small. The term large mammal

refers to horse or cows, medium to pig, sheep/goat and small mammals are such as dogs, cats and rodents.

A number of fragments fall into the category of "scrap".

Bones recovered from the site include among domestic mammals, cow (Bos taurus), pig (Sus scrofai, sheep

iOvis aries), chicken (Gallus gallus) and other related birds (Galliformes), and cat (Felis catusv. Wild

fauna present include mallard (Anas platyrnyncos), striped porgy or scup tStenotomus chrysopsy. sheephead

iArchosarus porbatocephalusi and other fish of the porgy family (Sparidae). The common and ubiquitous



I
rat (Rattus sp.) was present both from its bones and from the plentiful evidence of gnawed bones. Squirrel I
tSciurus carolinensis) and pigeon (Columba sp.) were also found.

I
A snail shell of a common European species, Helix sp.,family Helicidae, was found in Unit 10,. This

non-native species was readily introduced in the nineteenth century as eggs in soil adhering to imported I
plants, and is now common in this country.

I
Butcherv

There is remarkably little evidence of butchery from the recent excavations. Only 27 bones (8 %), all from

cow or sheep, have any sawn ends and all but 3 were found in the summer kitchen area. Those found do

indicate some of the better cuts of meat, beef sirloin and T-bone steaks and ribs, and legs of Jamb, rack

of lamb and chops.

The scarcity of butchered bone does not mean that cuts of meat were not being cooked, it simply means

that debris was usually disposed of in more formal ways, but the recovered bones had fallen away and

were overlooked during dispoal.

Burning

Evidence for burning or roasting from burnt bones is very slight. Summer cooking may have made only

rare use of big fires and may not have burnt the trash. Only 6 bones were burnt and only 1 was in a unit

associated with the kitchen.

Rodent and Cat Activity

The forgotten fragments of bone were found and gnawed by rats and chewed by cats. Rats gnawed,

sometimes heavily. on 57 bones (19%) from the 5 kitchen units, and cats and a kitten chewed on 3 more

fragments. proving that the debris lay around for extended periods of time. Rat bones were also found

from at least 2 individuals and a sub adult. Cat bones, both adult and neonate, were found mostly in Units

3 and 4.

Excavated areas not associated with the summer kitchen
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Table 1 Distribution of Faunal Remains in Units not Associated with the Summer Kitchen

CONTEXT ANIMAL

-.l

~ .-.
-.l

~. -;~
~ -

= ~
Q

=.. e, --:: ~ :s ~ ~ t:S ~ l:Q~ .~ f.,.

UNIT STRAT LEVEL c ::: ~ U OJ ~ iii; !i ~ z
u ~ ~ e, !-

2 I I 4 4

2 5 1 1 1

2 5 2 1 2 1 4

2 5 3 1 1
Total 1 1 7 1 10

6 ] 1 1 1

6 ] 2 1 1

Total 1 1 2

8 I 2 1 1 1 1 6 10
Total 1 1 1 1 6 10

9 2 1 1 1

9 2 2 1 1
Total 1 1 2

11 2 1 1 1
11 2 2 2 2

Total 3 3
Grand Total 2 2 1 1 1 1 7 8 4 27

3



Units 2, 6, 8, 9, and 11 produced a total of 27 bones. This is 8.2 % of the total for the site, with a TNB

(total numher of hones) of 331. Unit 7 contained none. Fragments identified to species numbered eight.

In the front of the house, by the porch, Units 8 and 9 contained evidence for cat, squirrel and pigeon, with

other unidentifiable fragments of bird bone - all very likely inhabitants of the front garden. The other units,

2. 6. and II, showed little evidence for untidy disposal of food debris (Table 1).

Shovel tests, 205, 207, 215 and 217 showed nothing worthy of discussion (Table 2). Fourteen other tests

wl:re hone-free.

Table 2 Distribution of Faunal Remains in Shovel Tests

SHOVEL LEVEL I COW I SCRAP I~TEST #

205 5 I 1

207 3 1 1

215 1,2 2 2

217 3 2 2

I Total I 113 13 116 I
Excavated areas associated with the summer kitchen

For fauna the most productive excavations were those inside or near the summer kitchen, where new

flooring was being installed, and it is from these Units, numbers 1,3,4,5, and 10, that 299 bones (90%

of the total) were recovered, with 129 (43%) identified to species (Table 3). While Units 3,4,5 and 10 are

within the present kitchen (rebuilt after J 855), Unit I is outside to the north but nevertheless lay within

the earlier kitchen as mapped in 1842. These five units are discussed here for the information they may

reveal of the use of this kitchen during the summer months.

When Rufus King bought and moved into the manor in 1806, Jamaica was still rural and the household

was sustained, in part, by its farm of about 90 acres. In 1807 there were five public meat, .fish and

produce markets in Manhattan (De Voe 1862 :223). It is unlikely that King's household bought everyday

4
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Table 3 Distribution of Faunal Remains in Units Associated with the Summer Kitchen

CONTEXT ANIMAL

-..J -..J
t..o) ~

-..J
~

~ Q ~ ~ ~
I ec:. ~ ~ U ~

~
~,

~
a

~
~

~ ~I Q", ~ ::... S ~ j Q",

UNIT ISTRAT
:s t;j

~
:j § t..:l ec:. ::t: ~ ~ "'"\:) s-, s-,

~ ~ ~ ec:.
~ e8 ~ it =" "'" t:§ ~ ::sLEVEL u Q::: Q::l r..-:l r..-:l t.l.; ~ ~ ~ t..o) TNB

1i 21 2 I I I I 1 1 1
-

1: 21 I I I I3 1 2 3-- II 21 I I I 14 1 1
II sl 2 4 3 2 I 1 4 1 10 1 1 1 8 2114 SI
11 71 2 I I 1 1 I I I I 1

I ITotal 41 31 21 I 1 41 2 111 1 I 21 I 11112114 57,

3 11 1 1 31 I 2 4 1 1 I 1 12-- 3: 11 8 181 31 912 S 14 2 2 38 6 lOS
31 21 1 31 I 31 1 4 2 1 41 11 19

---31 3[ I I I II 2 1 11 4,
31 41 1 I I I 1 I I I 1

I ITotal 91241 41121 6 141 7 8 I 1 2 21431 81 1 141
4' 1 1 I 2 I 21 2 2 31 I 31 4 18I

41 2 I I 3 1 2 1 2 I 2 11
4 21 2 11 I ! 1 I I I I I I I 11 1 3

; ITotal 11 51 I 3) 41 2 1 3 I 51 11 7 32
5: II 1 81 I I I 21 I I 11 I I I 41 I 15

I ITotal 81 I I I 21 I I 11 41 I IS
lOi II 1 1 31 2 1 1 1 1 10
10: 21 1 1 I 11 I 2 2 6

1O[~ 2 I I 1 1 2
101 2 3 I I I 1 1 I 2
101 2 4 I 1 2 3
loj 2 S 1 1 I 11 2
101 3 1 21 I I I 1 3 2 9
101 31 2 1 I 11 3 I 11 1 7
101 3 3 1 3 2 I 11 7
101 3 4 I I I 2 1 I 6

I ITotal 21 71 I 21 51 61 II 7 I 3 1 91 51 6 S4
Grand Total I 241391 61 171 181 261 11 I 291 I 11 II 7 11 21721161281 299
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provisions at a market, even if there were any locally. It is also unlikely that his farm and the manor were

self-sufficient.

Recent work, using farm account books from several extended families (430 people) in and around Suffield

in the Connecticut River Valley for the period 1765-1800, has strongly suggested that subsistence is a

community event (Bowen 1988: 170).

"Zooarchaaeologists analyzing faunal remains from historical sites have based their

interpretations primarily on the relative importance of identified species. These relative

proportions have been explained as being the result of factors such as cultural ferences,

socio-economic differences, or a market economy. We can now see that the relative

importance of different kinds of animals fluctuates with the agricultural seasons. "(Bowen

1988: 170).

She notes that it was impractical to butcher large animals in hot weather since the meat would spoil before

such a large amount could be distributed among relatives and neighbors. Smaller animals, such as sheep

and calves, could be shared and the account books note exchange of quarters of mutton, lamb or veal

(Bowen 1988: 169). Indeed, in Unit 10 there is a lumbar vertebra from a sheep which has been sawn both

horizontally and vertically, as it would be in the process of quartering the animal. There is also a neck

bone (axis) of a sheep, sawn through in decapitation.

The season of deposition was presumably summer. There were fish, among them a striped porgy (scup)

and a sheephead. This latter has been virtually extinct locally since the 1920s. There was a mallard,

possibly shot locally, identified by its head. There were chickens ( two of them male) and other

unidentifiable bird bones, all food debris.

There is data from three Manhattan markets for 1816 which can be compared with Bowen's data and with

some numbers from this report. The three markets, Fly Market, Catharine Market and Washington Market

had supplied figures for the first four months of 1816 of animals slaughtered and "exposed" for sale (De

Voe 1862:234,351,411). The numbers for January and April have been averaged for the three markets

and compared to the King kitchen bone data as well as to Bowen's Connecticut figures for winter and

spring and summer ]765-1800 (1988:168).
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Table 4 Average % for Three Manhattan Markets, the King kitchen
and Connecticut River Valley Data

Location SHEEP CATTLE VEAL HOGS

Manhattan Markets 1816

January 55.8 26.5 8.3 9.4
(n=5941)

April 10.2 14.7 76.3 4.6
(n=6805)

King Kitchen 56.5 34.8 8.7

Connecticut River Valley 1765-
1800

March-May 2.0 19.0 11.9 35.4

June-Sept. 13.3 13.8 28.8 19.5

Oct.-Feb. 2.6 63.3 0 28.2

Bowen's Connecticut River Valley data does not compare well with the King kitchen. Perhaps this is

because of the rural, as opposed to incipient suburban, situation of the farms. However it is noteworthy

that the numbers for the King kitchen are almost identical to those of the Manhattan markets for January

(Table 4). This quite unexpected finding calls into question the use of this presumed "summer" kitchen.

In Unit I an area of packed cobbles was found with a dense spread of bone fragments (15.5 per cu. inch).

It is thought that this was a hearth area and it may be that it was a larger (and hence safer) cooking fire

than any in the main house, and so was used year round for occasional roasting and the cooking of large

meals. Unit 3 had a similar density of bone fragments (13.1 per cu. inch), 24 of which were badly gnawed.

If the kitchen was somewhat used then bone debris may well have lain around from time to time for the

cats and rats to eat undisturbed.

In Unit 10. close to the present hearth, the outline of a barrel, about one foot in diameter, was disclosed

in Stratum 3. Thirty bone fragments were found, among them four identified as sheep, three as rat, and'

six as chicken. Nothing that suggests use of the barrel as a rubbish bin. However at the bottom of this

barrel was a snail shell (Helix sp.) which was not originally native to the Americas (although now

common). It is conceivable that the barrel with the shell was brought from England with garden plants or

shrubs, and put co further use in the kitchen.

7



Conclusion

The comparison between fragments from the King kitchen and data from city markets strongly suggests

that the kitchen was used in mid-winter. Although the numbers from the kitchen are, in comparison,

modest the conclusion cannot be ignored. Even if the King household did not use the kitchen daily in the

winter it was certainly used. This may not have been unusual. It may be that "summer" kitchens were often

put to use in other seasons. This is an unexpected finding that should lead to more research.
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