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Introduction

The Shalt 21 B Projeet Site excavations uncovered the remains of Iwo features at 909 and 911
Kent Avenue ¢conlaming artifact and [aunal assemblages. The material recovered from these
features dates 1o the last quarler of the nincleenth century. The Feature 2 material from 909 Kent
Avenug is allributed 1o the Charles 13, Conway houschold, The material recovered [rom Feature
I was not assigned 1o a specific houschold. [nfotmation available for the two lots however
mdicates that all knowa residents came from similar cthmic background and social class, though
some may have been wealthier than others. Bascd on this information, assignment lo specilic
houschold 1s less critical since it is possible to consider the neighborhood as the broader unit of
cxaminafion. ‘This ncighborhood was composed of skilled and scmi-skilled workers and their
families, most of whom were of British descent gdicame from lower middle income
backgrounds. Documentary cvidence indicate that during the ninetecnth century owners of the
two lots in question resided on site and regularly had tenants living in their homes. From 1880-
1900 Charles Conway owned and lived at 909 Kent Avenue, and had the Cassidy family as his
tenants. It is(probabl@ that during the period in question the owners at 911 Kent Avenue followed
the same practice. > # porss bie.

This faunal addendum presents the results of the faunal analysis as well as a description of the
methodology used in the analysis, a list of the utilized codes, and the faunal database sorted by
provenience and by species. The bone from both features was in good condition, allowing for a
lair degree ol identification as to species and skeletal element. Both assemblages received an
inlensive level of analysis that included examination for mends and articulations. The goals of the
analysis were 1o produce dictary profiles for the houscholds associated with 909 and 911 Kent
Avenue, 1o compare the results and o consider them in ferms of neighborhood dictary
consumgplion patferns. The interpretation ol the Jaunal malerial focused on (he relalive importance
of specics in the dicl and the types of meat cuts consumed. The types of information considered
in the interpretation of the data-included the range of specics, relative frequencies of large
domestic mammal speeics, domestic specics body parts distributions, and ranking of meal cuts.

Resulls of the Analysis

The faunal assemblages recovered from Fealures 2 and 1 at 909 and 911 Kent Avenue yielded
480 Total Number of I'ragmenis of bone (TNE), 4.979 kilograms of shell and 0.010 kilograms of
coral. Lxcept for the coral, this material represeats dictary remains discarded by the residents of
the two lots al some point during the last quarter of the nincteenth century. It was anticipated that
there would be a predominance of domesticated animal remains, and a correspondingly small
amount of wild or cxploited specics. Except for some fish specics, wildlifc resources in the arca
had been severely depleted by this time (Rothschild 1990). The result was that game specics such
as deer and turtle became rarg and more expensive and ot commonly eaten by most
people. [t was also expected that the residents of the lots would not have butchered livestock
themselves. DBrooklyn, like New York City, had established market networks since the arrival of
the Dutch and English in the 17th century (DeVoe 1970). Most residents would have purchased
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their meat and poultry from the local markets. Gﬁcrcﬁn__bnncs associated with bulchering
activities were not expected to be present. '

Teaturc 2, 909 Kenl Avenug

Faunal materials recovered from Feature 2 at 909 Kent Avenue were composed of bone and shell
remains. There werc 283 Total Number of Fragments (TNTF) of bone consisting of bird, mammal
and fish, and 4.099 kilograms ol shell. Lable 1 summarizes the data for cach feature by class,
species and size range calegory. [t also provides two lypes of counts. The first is the Tolal
Number of Fragmenis (1INi") count which serves primarily as a euration lool. The second is the
Minimum Number of Units (MNU) which is a reduced count based on mends and actual number
of elements and mcat cuts. The word ‘clement’” refers to a bone that docs not exhibit signs of
butchery. All discussions about the faunal asscmblages are based on MNU counts and associated
percentages unless otherwise indicated. When the word 'bone'is used if infers an MNU value.
When the word'fiagment is used it infers a TNT value. A fair amount of mammal bone from
Feature 2 was not identified beyond the class level. This material was assigned to size range
categories that included large and medium size mammals. In general, large mammal corresponds
to cow, and medium mammal corresponds to sheep and pig. There were 139 elements and meat
cuts (MNU) in the bone assemblage from Feature 2, consisting of bird, mammal, and fish.
Mammal predominated (70%), followed by bird (22%) and then fish (4%).

There were 31 bird elements representing 22% of the total bone assemblage from Feature 2
(Table 1). Identified species included chicken and furkey. A small amount of unidentified bird
was also present. Chicken was the most frequent bird specics. It consisted ol 29 clements
(21%). Figure 1A presents the body parts distribution for chicken. 1t indicates the wing (54%)
predominated, followed by the breast (17%), oot (17%) and back (13%). Thesc elements
represent the main meat bearing parts of the bird. 10birds were slaughlered on site there would
“have most likely have been heads and [eel. No head bone was present for chicken or any other
bird, however there was a low frequency of fool elements. The foot bones however do not
indicate on sile staughter. Instcad they probably were used for making stock. The overall
distribution ol body parts is consistent with the purchasc of dressed birds that have had the heads
removed but (he el lefi on. There were two lurkey clements representing 1%, Thesc two
clements came [from the breast and leg.  Eight unidentified bird fragments consisted of longbone

~ splinters. Posl depostitional factors affecting the appearance of the bird bong included staining,

gnawing and buming. Five fragments were bumed (o a calcined state, three bones were ehewed
and almost all of the bone was stained.

Mammal bone represented 70% of the bone assemblage and included cow (14%), pig (4%), and
sheep (16%) (Table 1). In addition to identified species, 33% of the bone was classified as
mediwn and large mammal, and 2% as small and unidentified mammal. Cow consisted of 19
meat cuts. Figure 1B presents the body parts distribution for cow. It shows that most of the
bone came from the upper hindlimb (45%), followed by the lower hindlimb (15%) and the upper
forelimb (15%). The lower forelimb (10%), vertebrae (10%) and rib (5%) were the least

£ 2
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF FAUNAL TABULATIONS
BY SPECIES, FEATURE , TNF, MNU AND RELATIVE PERCENT

-| Featurc 2 - 909 Kent Avenne Foature 1 - 911 Avenue
Species TNF Percent | MNU Percent | TNF Percent | MNU Percent
Bird , —
Chickon 13 12% 29 21% 21 11% 16 18%
Duck - - . - 1 <1% 1 1%
Turkey 2 1% 2 1% 3 1% 3 3%
Unidentified Bird a % = . 24 129% & ™
Subtotal 43 15% 3 2285 49 25% 2¢ 27%
Mammal
Cat = s - - ] <1% ] 1%
Cow 28 10% 20 14% 26 13% 18 20%
big 8 3% 6 4% 1 <1% 1 1%
Sheep 27 10% 25 17% 21 11% 16 18%
Smati Mammal 1 <1% 1 1% 2 1% ] 1%
Medium Mammal 123 43% 30 22%, 67 34% 20 22%
Large Mammal 35 12% 13 11% 24 12%. 8 9%
Unidentified Mammal 4 1% 2 1% ¥ - - -
Subtotal 226 809 27 70% 142 72% &5 72%
Fizh
Cod 4 1% 4 3% 1 <1% 1 1%
Unidentified Mammal 7 3% 7 % - - - -
Subtotal 1l 4% 1 B3 I <% ] 1%
Unidentified Material
Subtotal 3 1% = - 3 2% - =
TOTAL 3] 100% 139 | 100% 197 100% 90 ]  100%
3
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FIGURE 1
FEATURE 2, 909 KENT AVENUE
BODY PARTS DISTRIBUTIONS OF CHICKEN,
COW, PIG, SHEEP AND LARGE/MEDIUM MAMMAL
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represented parts. All of these bones came from meat bearing parts. e lack of head and (oot
bone is evidence that no bulchery wasle was present for cow. The types of meat cuts present are
hisied in the dalabase and lusirated in utilized codes of this addendum.  They came from a range
of primary beefl cuts including sirtoin, rump, chuck, shorl plate and shank. They were primarily
in the form of steaks although a fow roasts and stew culs were also reprosented.  In most cases
(e cuts were produced by sawing. Most of the bone was not aged; however in general the size
of the specinens indicate most were from [ull grown animals. Two bones were aged, one was a
pelvic scclion from a neonate call] the other was a distal ibia scction from an adult animal. This
mformalion mdicates that both veal and beel were represented in the deposit. In addition 1o
butchery marks some bone was further modified by other factors including heat cxposure and
staining. These modifications however are not specific to any onc specics in this deposit and will
be discussed later.

Pig was the least frequent (4%) mammal species recovered from the deposit, represented by 6
elements and meat cuts. Figure 1C indicates the body parts distribution was dominated by the
hindlimb (50%2), the upper limb being twice as frequent than the lower hindlimb. Other parts
were equally represented and included the lower forelimb, verlebra and head. Types of pork cuts
present included leg hams, picnic ham, loin and jowl. The meat cuts were processed by chopping
and cleaving. These cuts represented mostly large pieces of meat. The head was represented by a
deciduous upper molar. This specimen came from a neonate pig. Normally skull bone is an
indicator of bulchery waste. However in the case of pig it usually is not because the meal was-
from the hea_(ﬁ:aras olten processed for headcheese. Foot bone is also nol a good indicalor of
butchery wastc when it comes to pig because they were also commonly caten. In fact, the lack of
foot bones 1s noteworthy since al this time it was a popular lood cverywhere on the cast coast
among the working class. Two other specimens were aged besides the molar. One was a lumbar
vericbra aged al less than one year, the other a distal ulna, aged at less than 3 1/2 years. All three
aged specimens came from young, immalure animals, Like other bone in the deposit the pig
bonc was also stained. Onc bone specimen showed signs of caninc gnaw marks.

Sheep was the most frequent (16%) of the three large domestic mammal species recovered from
Feature 2 (Table 1). 1t consisted of 23 clements and meat culs, almost all of which cxhibiled
clear signs of butchering. Figure 1D indicates that sheep body- parts were dominaled by verlebra
(65%), followed by the upper hindlimb (22%). Lower hindlimb, lower forclimb and upper
forelimb were present m very low frequencics (4%). Meat culs included shoulder chops, loin
chops, leg roasts, rack and shank cuts. Most of the cuts were produced by chopping, some by
cleaving. No head or foot bone was present. Ten vertebrac were aged at 4 years plus, indicafing
mutton was consumed. Besides butchery marks and staining no modifications to the bone were
present.

As noted above much of the mammal bone not identified by species was classified as large and
medium mammal (33%6) (Table 1). Much of this bone was composed of butchered vertebrae and
ribs which came from cow, pig and sheep. In Figure 1E the skeletal data for large and medium

O
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TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF BONE MODIFICATIONS BY FEATURE
Totat Number | Total Number | Total Number | Tetal Number | Total Number
of Bumned of Gnawed of Weathered | of Mammal of Mammal
Booe Bone Bone Meat Cuts Bones With
Butchery
Marks
Feature TNF | % TNF | % THE | % MNU | % MNU | %
Feature 2 18 6% 6 2% 2011 74% 35| 36% T4 | T6%
909 Kent Avenue
Feature 1 n 36% 12 6% 67| 34% 0| 4% 41| 63%
911 Kent Avenne
G
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mammal remains have been combined. The ligure indicales that 0% of this malerial consisted of
ribs, 27% of longhone, 14% of verlebrae, 7% ol upper hindlimb and 2% of skull. The 2% skull
may be related to the pig woth noted above. Overall most of the mammal bone exhibited
butchery marks (76%). ‘T'able 2 indicales that there were 335 aclual meat cuts (MNU) and 74
clements (MNLU) with some type of bulchery mark.

I'ish comprisced 8% of (he bone assemblage (Table 1), Cod was the only fish species identified,
represenfing 3%. Cod was composed ol skull and vertebrae. Unidentified fish consisled of
vericbrac. No bulchery marks were observed on any fish clements.

The bone deposit from l'cature 2 was affected by a number of post-depositional factors including
burning, gnawing, and weathering. Table 2 summarizes this information data for both featurcs.
Based on the TNT count for Feature 2, 6% of the bone was bumed, 2% was gnawed and 74%
was weathered. The small amount of burned bone was calcined. It is possible that buming may
have been one way of disposing of dietary refuse.

Specimens exhibiting gnaw marks appeared limited to canine marks. There were no rodent gnaw
marks on any specimens. This is in accord with the complete lack of rodent remains in both
features. Almost all of the bone exhibited some signs of weathering. Weathering was seen as
tlaking off the cortex and as an oily discoloration or stain on the surface of the bone. Staining
was present on bone consistently throughout the deposit.

In addition 1o bone, shell remaing were also recovered Irom the lealure. Species present included
hard shcll clam and oyster. Hard shell clam consisted of 144 valves, and oyster of 25 valves.
There is evidence indicating thal the meat from these animals was also consumed by residents.
Forty-six hard shell ¢lam edge fragments and onc oyster shell fragment bear distine! pry marks.
Like the bone, much of the shell exhibited signs of weathering in the lorm of chalky flaking
surfaces.

The faunal material recovered from Feature 2 consisted primarily of domesticated animal remains
including chicken, turkey, cow, pig and sheep. In addition non-domesticated species were

present including cod, hard shell clamn and oyster. The distribution orl)ody parts for domesticated
specics indicales the material represents dictary reluse remains. “There is no buichery wastc

present for any species. Several meat culs were recorded for the three large domestic mammal
species. The types of meat euts present for beel were primarily sicaks, with low frequencies of
roasts and stew cuts. The same is fruc for mutton cuts. Howover pork cuts were farger and

tended to be hams and pork roasts. Most of the meat cuts arc of high and moderate cconomic

rank. A fow low rank cuts such as shanks were probably used for flavoring soups and stews.

911 Kent Avenue
Feature 1, located at 911 Kent Avenue yielded a faunal assemblage similar in composition to

Feature 2 at 909 Kent Avenue, though slightly smaller, than. There were 197 Total Number of ‘/
Fragments (TNF) of bone, 0.880 kilograms of shell and 0.010 kilograms of coral. With the -
exception of the coral all of this material represented dietary retuse. In iact the single piece of

tinger coral should probably be considered te-he a small ﬁnd/q' and

77
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nol pari of the faunal asscmblage. Table 1 the faunal data by class, specics and size-range "
calegory and provides the TNF and MNU counts. As with Feature 2, all discussion concerning
Feature 1 is bascd on MNU counts unless otherwise noled. The bone deposit consisied of 90
clements and meat cuts from bird, mammal, and fish. Mammal predominated (72%), followed
by hird (27%) and then (ish (1%).

Bird represented 27% of the total bone assemblage ffom Peature 1. Identified species included
chicken (18%), duck (1%) and turkey (3%). In addition lo identified specics, unidentified specics
comprised another 7% (lable 1). ‘There were 16 chicken clements. Figurc 2A presents the

distribution of chicken body parts. The wing was the most frequentlf body part represented
(55%), followed by the breast (21%), and finally the back and foot equally (12%). These
represent the primary meat bearing parts. Once again as in Feature 2 there was:euvidcncc goof .,
skull bone. Two bones exhibited canine gnaw marks, four bones were calcined, and another four
bones were stained. Turkey was represented by three leg bones, and duck by a humerus. The
turkey bones showed no signs of modification. The duck bone was calcined. Unidentified bird
bone included two sternum fragments and three radii. The rest of the material consisted of
longbone splinters. A

Mammal bone comprised 72% of the bone assemblage and included cat 1%), cow (20%), pig
(1%), and sheep (18%) (Table 1). Medium and large size mammal comprised 31% and small
mammal 1%. Cal was represented by a partial humerus. Small mammal consists of a rib which
may have belonged 1o the cat. The cat was a nzonate probably less than two months old. The
presence of cal was not suwrprising sitce there were a number of bones in the deposit exhibiting
small caninc gnaw marks. Cow was the most frequent of the three large domestic mammal
specics, represcnied by 18 clemoents and meal cuts (209%). Figure 2B shows that cow was
composed predominantly of cuts from the upper hindlimb (33%) and vertebrace (2826). Rib and
the lower forelimb were equally represented (11%). The least frequent parts were the upper
forelimb, lower hindlimb and foot, cach represented by 6%. With the exception of the foot bone
all of these are meat bearing body parts. There was o wide range of beelmeal culs present in the
deposil. They included short loin, rib, sirloin, Tound, rump, chuck, short rib, and shank. Most of
the cuts were produced by sawing. Foot bone consisted of a single hoof. 1t docs not appear to be
butchery wasic. No exact age was oblained (or the hoof. However based on ity it appears 10
have come from a young animal. At this time calves feet were commonly purchased for
rendering gelatin. ‘This specimen probably originaled from that type of activity. T'wo olher
specimens were aged in addition to the hoof. Onc was a distal bumerus, aged at 1 1/2 years plus.
The other was a proximal tibia, aged at 3 1/2 ycars plus. With the exception of the hoof, there
was no cvidence for veal, only for beef. Bone modifications other than butchery marks included
two bones with canine gnaw marks, two burned hones, and 12 bones exhibiting signs of exposure
to the clements.

Pig was poorly represented in Feature 1 (196) (Table 1). There was a single bone
conststing of a calcmed proximal femur epiphysis that probably came from a shankless ham. It
was aged at less than 3 1/2 years,

x
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FIGURE 2
FEATURE 1, 911 KENT AVENUE
BODY PARTS DISTRIBUTIONS OF CHICKEN,
COW, PIG, SHEEP AND LARGEMEDIUM MAMMAL

A. Chicken
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Sheep was the sccond most [requent mammal specics (18%) (Table 1), 1L consisled of 16
clements and meat cuts. Figure 2C indicates that sheep body parls came predominately from (he
lower hindlimb (35%), followed by the upper hindlimb (23%). 'The next mosl common parts
were the upper forelimb (18%), vertebrae (1296) and the lower forelimb (12%).  Meal cuts
included leg roasts, shoulder chops and shanks. Most of the meat culs were produced by
chopping and cleaving. Nine specimens were aged. Iive of these were aged at less than 3 1/2
years of age. Onc was aged af less (han 3 years, one al 1/4 year plus, one at 1/2 year plus and one
at 3 1/2 yecars plus. This mdicates the presence of lamb and mutton. One bone exhibited canine
gnaw marks. Three bones were humcgcilhcr charred or caleined.

Medium and large mammal bone comprised 31% of the bone assemblage. Figure 2D indicates
that the majority of this material consisted of rib (48%3), followed by vertcbra (24%) and longbone
(16%). Much of the bone exhibited butchery marks. Several of the bones were calcined, a few
exhibited canine gnaw marks and some were weathered from exposure to the elements.

Ome piece of cod was present (196), represented by one vertebra.

The bone from Feature | was fairly well impacted by post-depositional factors. Table 2 indicates
that 36% of the bone was burmed, much of it calcined. In addition, 6% exhibited canine gnaw
marks. Forty-six percent of the hone exhibited signs of weathering. The bone from Feature 1
wis not stained like that in Feature 2.

In addifion to bong shell was recovered Irom the feature. It consisied of hard shell clam and v
oyster. There were 17 hard shell clam valves, seven of which exhibited pry marks. There were 6
oyster valves none ol which showed signs of pry marks.

The faunal material from Feature 1 was composed mainly of domesticated bird and mammal
species. ish and molluses were present as well. An examination ol body paris distributions for
chicken, cow, pig and sheep indicated the assemblage was composed strictly of diclary refusc
mualerial. Meat euls were present for all three large mammal species. Becll was represented by &
‘wide variety of meat cuts of high, moderate and low cconomic rank. Veal and beef were both
represenied for cow. Sheep cuts came Fom both lumb and mution. Most of the cuts were of low
cconomie rank.

v’

Comparison of Faunal Materials fiom Jeaturcs 2 and 1 /
The faunal assemblages from the two features shared many similanties. There were however a

number of ways in which they differed. The similaritics and differcnces will be discussed

terms of range of species, relative percent of large domestic mammals, body parts distributions of

large domestic mammals and economic ranking of meat cuts.

There was a limited range of species in both features. Bird species for both features included
chicken and turkey. However Featurza 1 from 911 Kent Avenue also had a low frequency of

Lo
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duck. In cach feature chicken was the nws‘l‘ﬁ'uquml‘;ﬂ/bird specics. Mammal species were also

comparable. gNcither (Cature contained rodent remains. Both had cow, pig and sheep. In addllmn
Ieature 1 yﬂlf?ﬁi low lrcm of cal;«-ﬂhouQI thisis not signilicant in lerms of dict. Fish was ~

present in both [eaturgin low I'rcqummca,\vﬂh cod being the only identified species. Vinally both
fcalures contained hard shell clam and oyster.

The relative Teguencies of the three large domestic mammal speeics can be an indication of their
importance as diclary staples. In Feature 2 their relative [requeneics were cow 41%, pig 12%,
and sheep 47%. In Feature 1 their relalive frequencics were cow 51%, pig 3%, and sheep 46%.
The extremctly low trcqucncy pig in Featurc 1 impacts thesc values to a certain extent. Flowcever
overall the values scrve 1o 1llustrntc that pig was nol an important component in the diets of
residents at either lot. Cow and sheep were important clements. In Feature 2 sheep is more
frequent, while in Feature 1 cow is more frequent. -

As observed above the two features werc similar in terms of the relative importance of the three
larpedomestic mammal species. In order to further investigate this similarity it is necessary to
compare body parts distributions. Figure 3 compares body partf distributions for cow, sheep and
large/medium mammal. The data for pig are not presented here because of its low frequency in
both teatures. It is enough to say that femurs were present in both features and theretorthey are
similar. Figure 3A presents body parts distributions for cow. It shows major differences overall
in the distribution frequencies between the features. The upper hindlimb predominated in both
features. In Fealure 2 however the upper hindlimb is significantly more common than all other
body parts which all lic within 5 percent of cach other. In Fealure 1 on the other hand, vertebrac
arc almost as frequent as the upper hindlimb. Al other body parts are present inovery low
frequencics and within 3 pereent o other, Figure 3B presents body parts distributions {or sheep.
Again (he distributions hetween the two features are very different. In T’C:aturc 2 wimost all of the
bonc came from vertebrae. Except for the upper hindlimb all other body parls were prescal in
very low [requencics. The forelimb is Tar less represented than the hindlimb. In Feature 1 the
lower hindlimb predominated, followed by the upper hindlimb.  Vertebrae and forelimb were
present in lower frequencics. “The only similarity betweon the two [catures is that the hindlimb is
more frequent than the forelimb in both. The combined data for large and mc.dlum mammal
remaing are presented in Figure 3C. They are more similar (han cow and sheep.” This is probably
becausc they both contain gsimilar fype of unidentificd bone such as longbone and rib fragments.

Body parts distributions do not provide cnough information for assessing the quality of meat cuts

ol ., consumed by the residents of the two lots. Based on this information g6 alonc it might scem that
x5 residents from both lots caf consumed primarily cxpensive beef cuts from the upper hindquarter,

£ while the high frequency of sheep vertebrae found in Feature 1 might be mistaken for cheap meat
cuts. In order to fully understand the significance of these distributions it is necessary to consider

the types of meat cuts present in terms of economic rank or scale. Table 3 presents the economic

11
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Comparison of Body Paris Distributions of Cow, Sheep

and Large/Medium Mammal from Feature 2, 909 Kent Avenue
and Feature 1, 911 Kent Avenue
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ranking of beef, muiton and pork meat cuts. These ceconomic ranks are based on the work by
Schulz and Gus! (1983) from a number of laie nincteenth sttes in Old Sacramento, Califorma.

The ceconomic ranks [or beel cuts can be lumped into high (ranks 1-3), modcerale (ranks 4-6) and
low (ranks 7-10) brackets. Ieature 2 beel cuts consisi o' 40% high value culs, 25% moderate -
value cuts, and 35% low value culs. Feature 1 beel culs consists of 36% high value culs, 16.5%
moderate value culs and 27.5% low valuc cuts. While l'eature 1 elearly has a grealer percent of
high value culs, m general the overall distributions are not too dilferent. The economic ranks for
muiton present a very different piclure. The meal cuts can be lumped into three categories of
high valuc cuts (ranks 1-2), moderate value cuts (rank 3-4) and low valuc cuts (rank 5). In
Feature 2 meat cuts arc spread out across all three categorics, 47% are high value cuts, 35% arc
modcrate value cuts, and 17% arc low value cuts. In Feature 1 meat cuts come from the three
categories as well, 25.5% are high value cuts, 12% are moderate value cuts, and 62.5% are low
value cuts. Unlike I'eature 2 where there is a great frequency of high value cuts (47%), in
Feature I there 1s a preponderance of low value cuts (62.5%6). Pork economic ranks are also
provided in Table 3. However the small sample of pig bones limits the conchisions that can be
drawn from this data, In Feature 2 pork meat cuts are more or less evenly distributed between
high, moderate and low value cuts. In Featuré;l the only meat cut present came from a high value
cut. oo

Summary and Conclusions
The primary goals of the investigation of the Taupal remains from Feature 2 at 909 Kent Avenue
and Fealturc 1 al 911 Kent Avenue were 1o generate dielary profiles for both lois, to compare the
results and to consider them in terms of their significance at the neighborhood level. Overall the
two fcatures were quile similar. The assemblages were composed ol the remains ol
domesticated bird and mammal species, as well as low frequencics of fish. In both, mammal

/ predominated, followed by bird, then fish. Neither yielded wild mammal or bird specics remains.
Chicken was mestthe most (requent bird spccicg, and turkcy was present in small amounts in the
two features. - Also in both Featurcs mammal species consisled of cow, pig and sheep. The same
shell species were represented consisting of hard shell clams and oyster,

The bone from the two [eatures differed from each other slightly in the range of spoecics and
relative frequencies of large domestic mammals. Feature 1 at 911 Kent Avenue had a low
frequency of duck and cat, neither of which species were present in Feature 2. In Feature 2 shecp
predominated relative to cow and pig, while in lecature 1 cow predominated relative to sheep and
pig. In beth fcanu'c/s however, pig was present in very low frequencics. Basically, however, the
relative frequencics of cow 1{ sheep were not large cnough to be considered significant. The
assemblages also differed slightly in terms of post-depositional factors aftecting the bone.
Feature 2 had low percentages of burned and gnawed bone, and a high percentage of weathered
bone. Feature 1 on the other hand had higher percentages of burned and gnawed bone, and a
lower percentage of weathered bone. Body parts distributions were basically the same for
chicken but diftered tor cow and sheep. .These differences were considered in terms of the

15
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Table 3
Economi¢ Ranking of Beef, Mutton and Pork Meat Cuts
Meat Rank# ) Primasy Meat Cuts | Feature 2, Feature 1,
909 Kent Averue 911 Kent Avenue
Relative Percent Relative Percent
Beef 1 | Short Loin - 28%
21Rib 5% 5.5%
2 { Sirloin 35% 17%
3§ Round - 5.5%
4 | Rump 10% 55%
5 | Chuek 15% 5.5%
6 | Short Rib - 5.5%
7 | Short Plate 5% -
8 | Neck 5% -
9 | Shank 25% 22%
I 0 | Foot - 5.5%
Mutton 1] Loin 26% -
1] Rack 4% -
2| Leg 17% 25 5%
3 | Shoulder 35% 12%
4 | Rreast - =
5 | Shank 17% 62.5%
Pork 1 | Shankless Ham 33% 100%
2 | Loin 16.6% “
3 | Butt - =
4 | Shank Ham 16.6% -
4 | Picaic Hant 16.6% -
5 | Bacon - =
6 | Salt Pork - =
7 { Spare Ribs = =
8tJow 16.6% -
9 ] Feet = -
14
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economic ranking of meat cuts represented. When considered in such a way the fact that different
meal culs were present did not change the fact that they were more or less of the same cconomic
rank. Mutton and Jamb meat cuts on the other hand were very diflerent. In Feature 2 meat culs
were predominantly of high and moderate cconomic rank, while in Featurc 1 the majority of the
cuts were of low economic rank. This was perhaps the most significant difference between the
twa assemblages,

In conclusion,the faunal assemblages from 909 and 911 Kent Avenue presented overall similar =~
dictary profiles. They cach consisted of a variety of foods based on four domesticated bird and
mammal species. The lack bone commonly associated with on-site slaughtering and butchering of .~
livestock indicates that the residents purchased their meat and poultry from the market. The types
of meat culs represented by cow, pig and sheep are an indication that the residents had the abi]ilyb

to buy relalively cxpensive 10 moderately expensive meals. The high requencey of low valusiculs
from 911 Kenl Avenue may simply be the houschold preference and an “Cononti intiSHe W 1L~
general the similarifies between the two [ofs sugpest that residents KA access fo guality foods and
the fifancial means to buy them. They also imply that the residents shared similar preferences for
beel and mution over pork, The resulis of the investigation indicate that the residents sclected

their meats and poultry lrom what was available at the market, that they shared lood preferences

and that had the financial means 1o buy expensive 10 moderaltely expensive foods on a regular

basis. A
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Methodalogy

The faunal maltenial received a Stage 2 level of analysis allowing for identification of specics,
clement, age at death, and bone modilications. I'wo types ol counts were oblained, the Total
Number of Fragments {TNF) and the Minimum Number of Units (MNU). The TNF count scrves
mainly as a curational tool. It retlects the number of bone fragments comprising a single line of
data entry. For example, if seven bone fragments mend to form a single cow mandible the TNI
count is 7. ‘The MNU counl represents an adjusted count based on mends. So in the example
Irom above the same data entry line will have an MNU count of 1. Both types of counts werc
obtainced aller the faunal assemblages were examined for mends. The age at death determination
of an element §¥&ré based on Schmid (1972). Meat cut identifications were illustrated using an
expanded version of Lyman’s cufs (1979). Identifications were made with the aid of a
comparaftve faunal type collection and the use of reference materials including Abbott (19638),
Brown and Gustalson (1979), Cannon (1987), Gilbert (1973), Lyman (19—?—), Olsen (1964, 1979)
and Schmid (1972). 1

The database contams fifieen named fields of information, including, Provenience, Species, TNI,
Wgt.&(g , Bone, Part, Age, Cut, Mark, Bum, Guaw, Wihr,, Typc, and MNU. A deseription of
each ficld is provided below. 'The full name of cach field is writlen out in bold while actual
appearance in the dalabasce 18 in parentheses.

Provenience. Provides the unil coordinates, stralum and level inlormation. The data was cotered
in provenience order.

Species. The common name of a species was used during identification detr in order to facilitate
the recognition of an animal by laymen. When a specimen could not be identificd by speeies it
was placed witliin the broader category of class.

Total Number of Frapments (TNF). Represents the actual number of fragmentis of bone or
shell. All entries of bone and shell received a total number of fragment count.

Weight, in Kilograms (Wgt.Kg.). All shell malcrial was weighed in kilograms in addition lo
being counted.

Bone. This specifies skeletal clement or bone heing described. When an element could not be
specifically identified, a general descriptor such as “longbone” was used. For shell the default is

“shefl*.

Part. This indicates the portion of a bone or shell present, In addition, it distingnishes butchered
from non-butchered bone specimens. Shell was descnbed as whole, valve or fragment.

Age. Age at death was identified for skeletal elements when possible.

Vala
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Meat Cuts (Cut). Meal culs were identified and recorded using an expanded version off
Lyman’s cuts. The illustrations are included here in the utilized codes.

Cut Mark (Mark). This describes the type ol cutling action uscd (o produce a mead cul, or cul
marks present on he surlace ol an clement.

Burning (Bum). Indicales the presence ol heat exposure and when possible the type of burning
that has occurred. :

Gnaw Marks {Gnaw). Rcecords the presence and type of gnaw marks obscrved on a specimen.
Weathering (Wthr). Indicates if a specimen exhiibits signs ol wealthering,

Type of MINU (Type). Describes the type of Minimum Number of’ Units.

Minimum Number of Units (MNU). Minimum Number of Units count provides an adjusted
count based on mended fragments. 1t was only used when a specific element was identified and
described. lor example, a distal radius would have an MNU count ol 1. However 12 radius

shafi lragments that do not mend will not recoive an MNU counl.

Noteficld. This ficld was usced for wrillen comments.
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The utilized codes are necessary for the translation of the database. The provenience,
species, TNF, Wgt Kg , and MNU fields are self-cxplanatory. The remaining nine fields of
information contain encoded information that is not immediately understood. The

translations are provided below.
Booe Part
1 Skuli 1
7  Mandible 2
13 Molar 3
30 Vertebra 4
31 -Atlas 5
a2 Axis 6
33 Cervical Vertebra 7
34 Lumbar Yertebra £
36 Thoracic Vertebra 9
33 Rib 10
3¢ Sacrum 11
43 Costal Rib 41
49 Stermum 50
$0  Scapula
51 Clavicle Age
52 Coracoid 2
59 RadioUina 15
60 Humenus 5
61 Radius 76
62 Ulna 78
63 Carpal 84
65 Carpometcarpus B6
77  Phalange 91
89 Pelvis 92
100  Femur 93
101  Tibia 94
102  Fibula
103 Patelly Mark
106  Tibiotarsus 1
109  Tarsometatarsus 3
112 Calcaneus 8
120  Longbone 12
152  Cleithram 15
700  Shell 21
710 Coral 51
998  Posmbly Identifisbie 60
999  Unidentified

Bwn
Whole 1 Presence
Fragmem 3 Charred
Section 4 Calcined
Partial 50 Polished
Shaft
Proximal Fragment  Gnaw
Distal Fragment 10 Camivore
Proximal Section
Digtal Section Weathering
Proximal Epiphysis 1 Presence
Distat Epiphysis 50 Flaking
Shaft Section 60 Stained
Valve

Type of MNY]
Neonate 2 Elements
Unfused 3 Articulated Meat Cuts
0-1 Year 4 Meat Cuts
1/4 Year Plus
1/2 Year Plus
1 1/2 Years Plus
2 Years Plus
Minus 3 Years
3 1/2 Years Plys
Minus 3 1/2 Years
4 Years Plus
Sawed
Cut Marks On Body
Chopped
Bisectad
Sawed, Cut Marks On Bady
Chap And Cut Marks On Body
Quartered
Cleaved

19
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Meat Cuts

229 245 27 285

479 520 633
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- Shat 21B Faunal Database
909 Kent Avenue
{proventence arder)
Provenience]Species TNF [WgtKg [BonelPart JAge JCuT_[Mark Bumn [Ghav| Wiy |1 ype | MINU[NOtahek
09-8002.01 JOyster 1 3] 0mMej FoO] 2] | |
09-8002.01 JOyster 1| _o.00e] 700 50| | T
06-6002.01 JOyster 12] 0487} 700 1 {One exhibis pry marks
09-8002.01 [Oyster 8] 0.045) 700 2 50 ]
09-6002.01 [Oysiar Al 0.041] 700] %0 | sol |
Iﬁ-suoz.m Oyster 7t 0.1%8] 700 1 ] 7
08-6002.01 [Hard Shelf Clam 41] 1234[ 700] 1 | 50 Twenty exhibit pry marks
08-8002.01 |Hard Sheil Clam 100] 0.888] 700 50 50
08-6002.01 JHard Shell Clam 228 1203} 700| 2 ] 50 Twenty-one exhibit pry marks
09-6002.01 JUnidentitied Material | 3 099 2| e Nate says ‘exoskeleton’
09-8002,01 JChicken 1 71 B gal 2] 1
Chicksn 1 71 2 1]Wingtip
Unidentified Fish 4 0] 1 60 3 4
01 {Pig 1 13 1] 75 FHIE -
08-8002.01 {Medium Mamynal 1 a8 2 8o, 2] 1
09500201 |Medum Mammal | 2 a8 8 277 8 8o 2 2
K 09-5002.01 {Medium Mammal 2 LS 28] 8 10] 80/ 4/ 1|Mend
08-5002.01 {Medium Mammal 1 120 2 80
09-8002.01 jLarge Mammal 1 120] 3] ] 1 10] 80 4 1 e |
2.01 [Medium Mammal 1 30/ 3| 1% 51 80l 4| 1
[06-8062.01 [Chicken 1 8| 8 80| 2| 1[Copper Stalned
08-8002.01 |Medium Mammal 5 3 3 Zig] 8] BO| 4 3
08-5002.01 [Cow 1 g 3 2[ 3| @ 11 4 1
09-8002.01 §Medium Mammal 4 120 3 1 | 60] 4 3[Steakbones 1/4™1"Thick |
06-8002.01 |Sheep_ 1 @ 2 T 80 3 1
068002 01 |Shesp 1 34 3 228 8 ' 807 4] 1
08-8002.01 [Medium Msmmal 2 a 3 8 1| 4] 1|Possibly sacrat
08-8002.01 |Unidantified Mammal | 2 998 3 8 1 4 1
pu:amzm Pig 1 100 ¢ 4130 1 T e[ 1 4 1
09-8002.11 JCow 3 10] 10| [ 478] 1 . 4]  4]Mend
09-6002.01 {Cow 1 101 41 454 1] %0 4 1
49-8002.01 fCow 1 50] 41 103 1 4 1
09-6002.01 ICow 2 sol 3 K 80{ 4] 1iMend
08-8002.01_JLarge Mantmal 1 [ 38 8 FirllK] 80 4 1
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