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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

From June to October 2004, a Phase 1B Cultural Resource Monitoring Study was undertaken on
behalf of the City of New York Department of Parks and Recreation at the Queens County Farm
Museurn in Queens (Queens County), New York, contract number Q453-202M. The Request for
Proposal called for archaeological monitoring of all subsurface excavation work prior to the
installation of new drainage, infrastructure improvements, a pond, irrigation pipes and a
windmill. Mondol Construction, Inc. conducted all excavation work with mechanical equipment
or by hand when necessary.

Based, in part, on the recommendations from a previous archaeological investigation (Pickman
1993), it was determined that monitoring of certain areas of the Farm Museum property would be
necessary due to their potential archaeological sensitivity. Monitoring was undertaken in three
areas: the new duck pond, the roadway and the windmill area.

With two exceptions, no artifacts, ecofacts or features were uncovered. Few distinct
stratigraphic layers were also noted attesting to the considerable disturbance and grading of the
property. An undisturbed cistern was partially exposed west of the Farm House in the area of the
windmill construction. Based on visual observation, the cistern appeared to be filled with mid to
late nineteenth century materials. After consultation with Parks and the New York City
Landmarks Preservation Commission, it was decided that instead of excavation, the project could
be easily redesigned in that area to avoid further disturbance. The second instance of artifact .
materials was in the trenching for new utility lines along the roadbed. A plastic bag that was full
of nineteenth century artifacts including a decomposed leather shoe material, whiteware ceramic
shards and bottle fragments was uncovered. Since the artifacts were found within a plastic bag,
in an area that was clearly disturbed, it is theorized that these artifacts were collected and stored
in the bag and, by accident, left behind during the 1993 excavations within that same area.

Although there is generally a potential to uncovering buried prehistoric and historic resources, it
is the opinion of this report that no further archaeological testing be considered for the areas of
the Queens County Farm Museum that has already been disturbed. The areas around the
farmhouse, the roadbeds, barn and duck ponds have been highly disturbed since the 1980s, and
throughout the mid twentieth century, destroying most, if not all, of the intact stratigraphic
record. If work is to be undertaken in areas further away from the cluster of the main building
complex, monitoring should be considered.
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

From June to October 2004, a Phase 1B Cultural Resource Monitoring Study was undertaken on
behalf of the City of New York Department of Parks and Recreation at the Queens County Farm
Museum in Queens (Queens County), New York, contract number Q453-202M. The Request for
Proposal called for archaeological monitoring of all subsurface excavation work prior to the
installation of new drainage, infrastructure improvements, a pond, irrigation pipes and a
windmill. Mondol Construction, Inc. conducted all excavation work with mechanical equipment
or by hand when necessary.

Based, in part, on the recommendations from a previous archaeological investigation (Pickman
1993), it was determined that monitoring of certain arcas of the Farm Museum property would be
necessary due to their potential archacological sensitivity. Monitoring was undertaken in three
areas: the new duck pond, the roadway and the windmil] area.

With two exceptions, no artifacts, ecofacts or features were uncovered. Few distinct
stratigraphic layers were also noted attesting to the considerable disturbance and grading of the
property. An undisturbed cistern was partially exposed west of the Farm House in the area of the
windmill construction. Based on visual observation, the cistern appeared to be filled with mid to
late nineteenth century materials. After consultation with Parks and the New York City
Landmarks Preservation Commission, it was decided that instead of excavation, the project could
be easily redesigned in that area to avoid further disturbance. The second instance of artifact
materials was in the trenching for new utility lines along the roadbed. A plastic bag that was full
of nineteenth century artifacts including a decomposed leather shoe material, whiteware ceramic
shards and bottle fragments was uncovered. Since the artifacts were found within a plastic bag,
in an area that was clearly disturbed, it is theorized that these artifacts were collected and stored
in the bag and, by accident, left behind during the 1993 excavations within that same area.

Although there is generally a potential to uncovering buried prehistoric and historic resources, it
is the opinion of this report that no further archaeological testing be considered for the areas of
the Queens County Farm Museum that has already been disturbed. The areas around the
farmhouse, the roadbeds, barn and duck ponds have been highly disturbed since the 1980s, and
throughout the mid twentieth century, destroying most, if not all, of the intact stratigraphic
record. If work is to be undertaken in areas further away from the cluster of the main building
complex, monitoring should be considered.
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1. Introduction:

Between July and October 2004, a Phase 1B Cultural Resource Monitoring of the construction
work in support of new utility lines, a Duck Pond and a Windmill complex was undertaken at the
Queens County Farm Museum, Queens (Queens County), New York, on behalf of Mondol
Construction, Inc., for the New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (Parks) and the
Historic House Trust (HHT), Contract Number Q453-202M. Field Monitoring was undertaken
by Alyssa Loorya, M.A, R P.A. (Principal Investigator) and assisted by Christopher Ricciardi,
PhD,RPA.

A National Register site, the Queens County Farm Museum, is the largest remaining farmland
site within the City of New York. The historic complex includes the Adriance farmhouse and
several barns, sheds and outbuildings. Today, it represents what a majority of the areas
surrounding the City of New York were like during the seventeenth through early twentieth
centuries. Still functioning as an active farm and museum, the complex provides for school
children and visitors to gain a greater understanding of the rural past of the area.

In keeping with the New York City Environmental Quality Review Act of 1977 (as amended)
(Beame 1977), past archaeological projects at the complex, and the obvious significance of the
house and grounds, it was determined by the New York City Landmarks Preservation
Commission (LPC) that archaeological monitoring of the excavation work would be required for
this project. A full scale documentary study was not required for this particular scope of work as
there have been several previous archaeological investigations at the site that have included
fairly exhaustive documentary histories. Past work has been undertaken by: Henry Fr. Ludder
(1980), who undertook the Historic Structures Report; Louis Berger and Associates, Inc. (1985);
Salwen (1987); Brighton (1991); Pickman (1993).

Mondol Construction, Inc., was hired to undertake the overall construction project at the Farm
Museum. Tasks included the construction of a new Duck Pond, installation of new utility lines
(including electric and water), new connections to existing sewer lines, installation of new water
fountains, resurfacing of the existing roadways and the installation of a new Windmill Complex
and associated features (i.e. drainage and supply lines).

Prior to the start of excavation work, several meetings were held, that included Parks, Mondol,
HHT, LPC and the archacologists. The outcome was a plan of action that was agreed upon with
regard to the monitoring project. The archaeologist would be present on site for excavation work
for the new Duck Pond and the Windmill Complex. Monitoring would also occur for portions of
the utility line work in areas that the 1993 Pickman archaeological report indicated as being an
area of significance (Pickman 1993). No monitoring would be required for the resurfacing of the
roadbed since excavation was not intended beyond the previous area of disturbance (i.e. no more
than thirty (30) centimeters below surface). The archacologist would determine if further
monitoring work would be required based on field observation and discussion with the LPC. If
the archaeologist were to determine that significant artifacts, ecofacts, features or stratigraphy
had been uncovered, work would cease until further investigation by the archaeologist, and
possible consultation with the various responsible parties, including the LPC, were completed.



As previously stated, since it was not required in the Scope of Work a documentary history of the
area is not included in this field report. See Pickman (1993) for a detailed history of the project
area, as well as the other reports listed.

IL 2004 Archaeological Monitoring Report:

All mechanical and hand excavation work undertaken during this project was conducted by
Mondol Construction, Inc., employees and supervised by the archaeologist. With the exception
of one potentially sensitive area, all work was completed mechanically. Three distinct areas of
the property were excavated: the Duck Pond, the Utility Line area (roadway) and the Windmill
Complex (see Site Map, Appendix B for a more detailed location of excavation work).

The Duck Pond Area:
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igure 01: Duck Pond Layout

Currently there is a small wading pond in the area adjacent to the barn complex that had been
constructed in the 1990s. The number of waterfowl has outgrown the size of the pond and a
new, larger, pond was planned. Its location is in an open field adjacent to the current sheep
pasture in the southeastern portion of the main complex (Figure 01). Historically this area was
open pasture.




The new pond is designed as a large oval, approximately six (6m) meters by eight meters (8m),
averaging approximately seventy-five (75cm) centimeters in depth, with an approximately two
(2m) meter deep basin at the center. Just to the outside of the pond, on the north side, an area
approximately two and a half (2.5m) meters in depth was excavated for a subsurface pump
station.

Fie 02: xcavatlon the new k Pond

Using a back-hoe and a bobcat, excavation work cleared the area of the existing soil (Figure 02).
Only two stratigraphic layers were uncovered in this area, a rich, dark, loamy top soil that
extended approximately thirty (30cm) centimeters below surface, followed by a reddish brown
layer that extended beyond the depth of the trench. This reddish brown layer appeared to be the
natural subsoil surface of the area. There was no indication of previous alterations the landscape,
i.e. plow zone marks. No cultural artifacts, ecofacts or features were uncovered in the areas
excavated for the Duck Pond and the associated pump station.



The Utility Line Area (Roadway):

New water and electrical lines were to be placed beneath the pre-existing roadbed of the
complex. Plans included adding a new drinking fountain, dry well and wash basin. Based on
previous archaeological work in the area (Pickman 1993) it was determined that this area may be
archaeologically sensitive.
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Figure 03: Excavation the Utility Line

The Roadway:

Once excavation work cut through the existing concrete and asphalt slabs, which extended
approximately twenty (20cm) centimeters below surface, a fairly thin dark brown sub soil layer
was uncovered that extended approximately five (Scm) centimeters below the road surface
(Figure 03). Below this layer was a consistent orange-brown mixture of clean sand and soil.
This fill extended to the bottom of the trench, which in some areas was more than three (3m)
meters. With the exception of three areas for a connection to the existing sewer and man-holes,
the width of the trench cut was approximately seventy-five (75cm) centimeters wide.
Throughout the length of the trench, approximately thirty (30m) meters, the stratigraphic record
was consistent.

Several existing utility lines bisected the trench that was cut. These included water, electrical
and old gas lines. Most of these lines had some form of yellow or orange warning tape placed
over them, some having been encased in concrete.



Flgure 04: Clean ﬁll in compnsed the ma]onty of the Utlllty Line area

Few cultural remains were uncovered from this roadway area. Located approximately one half
meter (.5m) below surface, where along length of trench, a plastic bag filled with the decayed
remains of a woman’ leather shoe, whiteware ceramic shards, several pieces of a ceramic
stoneware jar and glass shard remains. These materials were disassociated and out of context as
they were recovered from within a modern plastic bag.




The Water Fountain Area:

IR o g £ 5 N A

- e NSl = —-—

Sl S el
Figure 05: Water Foundation, Dry Well, Wash Basin area

Located just west of the Cow Barn across from the pre-existing Duck Pond and south of the
existing road, the area between barn buildings was excavated for the placement of a dry well, as
well as new pipes for a replacement wash stand and drinking fountain (Figure 05). A trench, to a
depth of almost two (2m) meters, was excavated.

Excavation revealed a top soil layer that was dark and loamy and extended approximately thirty
(30cm) centimeters below surface. Below that was the same orange-brown sand/soil mix that
comprised the roadway area. This sterile soil layer continued below the excavated trench (Figure
06).

No cultural remains were uncovered in this area.




Figure 06: Can fill in the water fountain, dry well and wash basin area

The Windmill Complex:

According to Pickman, the area adjacent to the Adriance Farmhouse would most likely be the
most significant area on the property (Pickman 1993). Although fairly disturbed with the
addition of a large sweeping roadway to the east of the main house, he believed that enough
intact deposits still remained (Pickman 1993).

There were three separate components to the Windmill Complex that required monitoring: the
Windmill itself, which included two underground water storage tanks, new electrical service
lines from the roadway to the Windmill area and a conduit for water and electrical lines running
north to the planting fields (Figure 07).
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Figure 07: Windmill Complex area

The Water and Electrical Lines:

Using a mechanical pipe-trenching chain saw, two lines were excavated for water and electrical
pipes (Figure 08). One line ran from the new trench cut in the main road, north between the pre-
existing Duck Pond and the Adriance farmhouse. This trench ran approximately thirty (30m)
meters in length and was cut to a depth of fifty (50cm) centimeters with a width of twenty
(20cm) centimeters.
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F 1g(1ré 08: Trench cuttixig machine for util

Due to the limited exposure of the trench, a determination could not be made as to the
stratigraphy of the area (Figure 09). However, based on the type and color of the soil that was
removed from the trench by the excavator, it appears that only top soil was disturbed. This
would be consistent with other parts of the building complex.

Figure 09: i Line trench coleted




The second line cut ran from the Windmill area north toward the planting fields. This trench was
excavated to the same width and depth as the previous trench, but extended approximately thirty
(30m) meters in length.

As with the other trench, it was impossible to determine any stratigraphic layers, and only top
soil was removed from the trench.

No cultural remains were uncovered from either trench.

The Windmill Area:

| Fire 1:indill op R

The Windmill Complex, located just to the west of the Adriance farmhouse, was the largest area
to be excavated during the project (Figure 10). Foundations were required for the Windmill as
well as two large underground water storage tanks. A total of three separate excavation areas
were exposed as well as connecting trenches.

The Windmill foundation was to be located approximately three (3m) meters west from the
farmhouse. Prior to archaeological monitoring a well test pipe was excavated and driven into the
ground marking the location for the Windmill. A trench approximately four (4m) meters long
and five (5m) meters wide was excavated to a depth of two and a half (2.5m) meters.

10
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Fi 11 Stratphic record of the ndmill Complex area

As with the rest of the site, the stratigraphic record was fairly typical for the Windmill trench
(Figure 11). A rich, loamy, top soil layer that was approximately thirty (30cm) centimeters in
depth was followed by an orange-brown layer of clean sand, fill and soil that comprised the rest
of the trench. Previous disturbance to the test pipe area was evident.

However, along the south wall of the trench a slightly different stratigraphic layer was visible.
Just below the top soil layer was another layer that could best be describe as sub-soil. It was
fairly loose and brown. The addition of clean soil (fill) to the area was evident as this subsoil
layer was not very thick. Mixed in to the matrix were several loose red bricks.

Approximately eighty (80cm) below ground surface several more bricks appeared. The

archaeologists halted the excavator when it appeared that a conglomerate of bricks had broken
off in the backhoe’s bucket.

11
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Figure 12:
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The backhoe had clipped the edge of what was the outside wall and partial top of a sealed semi-
circular feature (Figure 12). Lime plaster lined the interior of the brick conglomerate that was
inadvertently damaged. All work in the area was halted.

The archaeologists examined the opening and immediately determined it to be a cistern. The top
was rounded and plaster lined the interior walls (Figure 13). A hole, approximately one hundred
and forty (140cm) wide had been cut into the side of the cistern. Cultural materials filled the
entire cavity to the top of the interior roof. It was impossible to determine the size and depth of
the entire feature. Only the portion that was accidentally clipped in the excavation was exposed.
The majority of the cistern remained in the scarp wall of the trench.

12




Parks and LPC were immediately notified of the find. In a field meeting between the
archaeologists, Parks and Mondol, it was determined that an electrical line was planned to be
excavated in the area just south of the Windmill trench and would therefore most likely impact
the cistern. It was suggested that the electrical line be moved to avoid the cistern and therefore
the rest of it would remain intact and undisturbed.

After further consultation between Parks, Mondol, the archaeologists and LPC, it was
determined that it was possible to redesign the electrical trench area to avoid the cistern.

No artifacts were removed from the cistern, but it was clear that many of the visible objects were
metal cans, leather shoes, bottles with two and three seams and whiteware ceramic shards.
Plywood was installed and braced against the opening in the cistern so that further excavation
work would not disturb this feature. Furthermore, the area above the cistern was cordoned off so
that pressure from mechanical equipment and foot pressure would not cause further damage to
roof of the cistern (Figure 14).

13



Figure 14: Cistern feature in relation to surface

One of the two large underground water tanks was to be located between the farmhouse and the
eastern edge of the Windmill trench. With the discovery of the cistern, extra care was taken
during excavation since this area was closer to the house.

The typical stratigraphic pattern that was present throughout the rest of the site was once again
evident. A thin top soil layer, approximately thirty (30cm) centimeters in depth, was followed by
the orange-brown clean fill below (Figure 15).

This trench was approximately three (3m) meters square and excavated to a depth of
approximately three (3m) meters. A small connecting trench for utility lines was then connected
between the Windmill and the water tank area.

The final underground water tank was a massive plastic container unit that was to be located just
to the north of the Windmill trench. The excavated trench measured approximately five (5m)
meters wide and five (5m) meters deep. As with the other underground storage tank trench the
same stratigraphic layers were uncovered (Figure 16).

No cultural remains were recovered from either of the underground water tank areas or their
connecting trenches to the Windmill area.
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Figure 15: Excavation for large undergrnd water storage tank
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.  Summary and Recommendations:

With the exception of the cistern located adjacent to the Adriance Farm House, the current
project did not reveal any significant archaeological materials or stratigraphic remains.

In the excavation for the new Duck Pond there was no indication as to the historic function of
this area. The stratigraphic record consisted of top soil and what was determined to be the
natural sub (sterile) soil of the property. No indication of former farm activity, such as plowing,
was revealed. Perhaps during the history of the area, and the change in ownership and property
usage, these indicators were destroyed.

The main road that bisects the building complex is highly disturbed. Clean sandy orange/brown
fill comprised the area to a depth of at least three (3m) meters in some areas. The discovery of a
plastic bag filled with mixed artifacts is an indication that during the previous monitoring
excavation project, most likely in the early 1990s, these materials were recovered from the area
and accidentally left behind. Since the artifacts are out of context, no determination can be made
as to where they were originally located.

The portion of the cistern uncovered in the Windmill area was covered with plywood and the
project was redesigned to avoid further disturbance. Based on the various meetings between the
archaeologists, LPC, Mondol Construction, Inc., and Parks, it was determined that the best action
was to avoid the feature and leave it for future investigation when time and a research design for
the excavation and interpretation could be formulated.

The combination of fill and grading has destroyed a majority of any significant buried surfaces
around the Farm Museum’s building complex. Although there is always a chance that
undisturbed areas may have escaped the various excavations and filling episodes, there is little
chance of these surfaces being recovered. With the past destruction of significant archaeological
features, materials and stratigraphic records, it is the recommendation of this report that no
further archaeological testing occur in the building complex area at the Queens County Farm
Museum. The uncovering of the cistern revealed that certain areas immediately surrounding the
Adriance firmhouse retain potential for uncovering in situ culfural remains. [t is recommended
that monitoring continue for future work that encompasses the area of the farmhouse.
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