ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS
FOUNDATION WATERPROOFING PROJECT
MORRIS-JUMEL MANSION

6S

[ 762 7

P

Tume]| TCrvraet

BY
ARNOLD PICKMAN

Conducted for the New York City Department of Parks,

Recreation and Historic Preservation

Submitted To
Viaggio and Sons, Inc.

J
!
!
I
[
I
i
i
i
I B 209 L (ob
I
I
I
i
i
i
i
]




TABLE OF CONTENTS

1. INTRODUCTION
IT. DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH: HISTORY OF THE MORRIS-JUMEL
MANSION PROPERTY
A. Introduction
B. Occupation of Property Prior to the Roger Morris
Ownership
C. The Roger Morris Occupation (ca. 1763-1773)
D. The Revolutionary War Period (1776-1783)
1. The Morris Mansion Property in the
Revolutionary Period
E. Post-Revolutionary Period (1783-1810)
F. The Stephen and Eliza Jumel Ownership (1810-1865)
1. Jumel Purchase and Early Occupation (1810-1815)
a. The Mansion Property in the Early Jumel Period
2. Jumel Occupation: 1815-1830
a. The New Ice House
3. Jumel Occupation: 1830-1850
4., Jumel Occupation: 1850-1865
a. The Mansion Property at the End of the
Jumel Period
G. Chase Family Occupancy (1865-1887)
l. The Chase Barn
H. Absentee Owners and Tenants (1897-1894)
1. Pathways and Carriage Drive
I. The Earle Occupation (1894-1903)
J. Public Ownership - After 1903

1. Early 20th Century Modifications
2. The ca. 1935 Renovation Project
a. Basement Stairs
b. Window Areavays
c. Removal of Earle Kitchen
d. Relaying of Gutter Stones
e. Bluestone Patio and Flagpole and Grading
South of Mansion
Sunken Garden
. Drainage and Other Piping
. Pathways
. Other Modifications
3. Recent Modifications

B Tn H

LIX, DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH: MORRIS-JUMEL MANSION ARCHAEOLOGY

A.
B.

Native American Sites
Previous Archaeological Investigations on the
Mansion Grounds
1. Bolton’s Examination
2. 1984 Test Excavations
a. Test Cut 1
b. Test Cut 2

[

Ww W

(BN )|

1l
L5
15
17
19
21
22
24
26

30
31
31
32
33
33
34
34
34
35
35
35
36

37
37
37
38
38

39
39
39

40
41
41
43




iv. ROGER MORRIS PARK: POSSIBLE LOCATIONS OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL 46
RESOURCES
A. Refuse Middens 45
B. Features 47
C. Outbuildings 47
D. Prehistoric Sites . S0
V. ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD EXAMINATION: PRE-CONSTRUCTIDN TESTING 51
A. Introduction 51
B. Excavation Unit A 52
1. Gutter Stone Supports 33
2. Unit A - Caobble Feature and Overlying Deposits 54
3. Strata Below Cobble Feature o6
4. Unit A - Summary and Interpretation 38
C. Shovel Tests 60
1. East Side of Mansion 60
a. Shovel Tests 1 and 2 &0
b. Shovel Test 3 and Cobble Feature 61
c. Shovel Test 4 64
2. Wegt Side of Mansion 64
a. Shovel Teste 5 and 6 64
b. Shovel Tests 7, 8, 9, and 14 and Cobble 66
Feature
" 3. Bluestone Patio Area - Shovel Tests 1l and 12 72
4. Dry Well Area - Shovel Tests 10 and 13 74
VI, ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD EXAMINATION: CONSTRUCTION MONITORING 76
A. Bedrock Elevations and Mansion Foundation Construction 76
1. Eaet Side of Mansion 76
2. West Side of Mansion 77
3. Brick "Platform™ - Socutheast Corner of Mansion 78
4. Construction of Northern Portion of Foundation 80
5. Ground Surface Prior to Mansion Consiruction and a1
Water-Deposited Stratum
B. Eastern Dryvell Excavation and Drainage Pipe Trench 82
l. Early Twentieth Century Flagpole Base 83
C. Weetern Dryvell Excavation and Drainage Pipe Trench 84
l. Nineteenth Century Retaining Wall 121}
D. Artifacts Recovered in HNorthwest Construction Area a7
E. Prehistoric Occupation - Analysis aa
VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 91
REFERENCES CITED 94
FIGURES:
Figure 1 Site Plan Showing Areas Excavated During Waterproofing Project
Figure 2 Riker Map Showing Early Harlem Land Ownership
Figure 3 1776 Sauthier Map
Figure 4 1782 Britieh Headquarters
Figure 5 1810 Loss Map
Figure & 1815 Randall Map
Figure 7a 1887 Holmes Map



Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure.
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
. Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure

PLATES:

Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate

VRN UALUNKE

7b

10
11
12
13
14
15
1s
17
1a
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
28
29
29
29
29
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40

1887 Holmee Map - Detail
1851 Dripps Map
1860 Washington Heighte Commissioners Hap
1867 Dripps Map .
13868 Major and Knapp Map
Ca. 1868 Map
1884 Robinson Map
1893 Sanborn - Perris Map
1309 Sanborn Map
Mid-19th Century Engraving of Morris-Jumel Mansion
1858-early 1860°’s Photograph Showing Jumel Family and Arbor
1872 Drawing Showing Retaining Wall
Late 19th Century Photograph of Morris-Jumel Mansion
Ca. 1892 Photagraph Prior to Construction of "Earle" Kitchen
Ca. 1897 Photograph Showing "Earle”™ Kitchen
Ca. 1904/6 Photograph of "Earle" Kitchen
Ca. 1907 Photograph Showing Early 20th Century Arbor
Ca. 1920 Photograph Showing Flagstone South of Man=ion
1932 Photograph Showing Early 20th Century Flagpole
1934/5 Photograph Showing Flagpole
1934/5 Photograph Showing Disturbance Northeast of Mansion
a Ca. 1917 Measured Drawing of Mansion - Cellar
b Ca. 1917 Measured Drawing of Mansion - lst Floor
a 1934 Basement Plan Showing New Basement Stairvwells
b 1934 Firet Floor Plan Showing Earle Kitchen Foundation
c 1934/5 Drainage Plan
d 1934/5 Basement Heating Syatem Plan Showing 0il Tank
e Ca. 1934/5 Grading Plan
Plans of Garden Northeast of Mans=ion
Bolton Map Showing Native American Sites in Upper Manhattan
Location of 1984 Test Units
1984 Test Cut 1 - North and South Wall Profiles
1984 Test Cut 2 - Horth and South Wall Profiles
Outbuilding/Feature Locations
Location of Pre-Construction Tests
Unit A - East Profile
Unit A - South Profile
Plan View - Cobble Feature East Side of Mansion
Plan View - Cobble Feature West Side of Mansion

Unit A/Feature 1

Unit A and South Extension/Cobble Feature

Unit A, Detail of Surface of Cobble Feature

Cabbles in North Wall of Unit A

Brown Sandatone Quoin Northeast Corner of Mansion
Cobble Feature/Shovel Test 3 and North Extension

Cobble Feature/Shovel Test 3/North and East Extensions
Cobbhle Feature Extending Under Brick Walkway

Cobble Feature/Additional Portion Beneath Brick Walkway

Plate 10 East Cobble Feature in Wall of Waterproofing Trench
Plate 11 East Foundation Wall of Earle Kitchen
Plate 12 Cobble Feature West of Mansion/Shovel Test 7 and Extension



Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate
Plate

‘Plate

Plate

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

‘39

40
41

Cobble Feature West of Mansion/Shavel Test 14

West Cobble Feature Exposed in Wall of Waterproofing Trench
Area Next To Foundstion East of Mansion

Area Next To Fggndation West of Mansion

Waterproofing Trench Northeast Corner of Mansion

North Foundation Wall of Mansion East of Hyphen

North Foundation Wall of Mansion and East Hyphen Wall
Intersection of North Mansion Foundation Wall and Hyphen Wall
Northweet Corner of Mansion Foundation Wall

Foundation Wall East of Northweet Corner of Mansion

Bedrock Surface Along Northeast Wall of Mansion

Portion of Northwest Mansion Foundation Wall

Northeast Foundation Wall and East Hyphen Foundation Wall
Intersection of Northeast Foundation Wall and Hyphen Wall
Slope of Bedrock Surface - West Side of Mansion

Portion of Foundation Wall Weet Side of Mansion

Foundation Wall At Southwest Corner of Mansion

East Side of Mansion - Northern End of Brick "Drain” Feature
East Side of Mansion - Brick "Drain" Feature

Brick "Drain" Feature - South Foundation Wall

Detail of Brick "Drain" Feature - Southeast Corner of Mansion
Eastern Dry Well Excavation - East Wall

Eastern Dry Well Excavation - Concrete Shaft for Flagpole Base
Eagtern Dry Well Excavation Base of Concrete Shaft

Eastern Drain Pipe Trench Near South End of Bluestone Patio
Western Dry Well Excavation - Weat Wall

Weetern Dry Well Excavation - Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall
Western Dry Well Excavation - Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall
Detail - Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall

APPENDICES:

Appendix A - Morris-Jumel Manegion Chain-of-Title

Appendix B - Artifact Inventory and Test Stratigraphy:

Excavation Unit A B-1

Shovel Tests:

Shovel Test 1 B-11
Shovel Test 2 B-13
Shovel Test 3 B-15
Shovel Te=st 4 B-18
Shovel Test 5 B-20
Shovel Test & B-22
Shovel Test 7 B-25
Shovel Test 8 B-31
Shovel Test 9 B-32
Shovel Test 10 B-33
Shovel Test 11 B-34
Shovel Test 12 B-36
Shovel Test 13 B-38
Shovel Test 14 B-40
Miscellaneous Surface Finds B-42
Artifacts Recovered During Construction Monitoring B-44



I. THTRODUCTIOHN

The Morris-Jumel Mansion is one of the few surviving colonial era
structures in New York City. Once situated on a larger estate, it
is now located within a city owned tract known as Roger Morris
Park which extends from West 160th Street to West 162nd Street
between Jumel Terrace and Edgecombe Avenue in the Borough of
Manhattan. The Mansion was designated as a New York City Landmark
on July 12, 1967. The structure consiste of a main portion with a
portico on itg southern side and an octagonal vwing (known as the
"octagon®) extending to the north. These two major wings are
linked by a short connecting portion, usually referred to as the
"hyphen. "

This report presents the results of archaeological lnvestigations
at the Morris-Jumel Mansion undertaken in conjunction with a
project to waterproof the building’s foundation and to make
assoclated drainage improvements. The project invalved excavation
of a trench adjacent to the foundation of the main and "hyphen”
portions of the Mansion in order to expose the foundation and
permit the waterproofing operatione to take place. Drainage pipes
were also installed in these trenches. In addition to exposure of
the foundation, excavations for the installation of tvwo dry wellse
were conducted south of the front of the Mansion, and trenches
excavated to connect the drainage pipes along the foundation to
the dry wells (see Figure 1). The foundation ©f the "“"octagon™
exteneion was not waterproofed, and excavation was not conducted
adjacent to this portion of the structure.

The archaeoclogical investigations for this project involved three
major components. Firet, documentary research was conducted
pertaining to the the history of the house. Initially, this
involved revievw of existing historical studies and reports of
previous archaeological inveatigations on the property. The ecope
of work for the project alaso called for "an extensive and through
{aic) program of archival research, focusing on primary documentg
pertaining to the site." Review of the previous studies indicated
that many of the available primary documents had been examined by
their authors. Hevertheleas, we conducted a review of many of the
primary documénte; including maps, census records, tax records,
directories; the Jumel papers, in the collection of the New York
Historical Society; and various documente located in the Morris-
Jumel Mangion archives. In some cases we were successful in
obtaining data not cited by the prior researchers.

In Qur review of the primary documents we attempted to obtain
additional information in several main areas. These included the
identification of outbuildings and possible archaeological
"features" associated with the house, sources of disturbance
vhich may have removed remnants of such archaeological resources,
and information on the non-ovner occupants of the houge,
including an assessment of the number of occupants, including
family members and servants, who occupied the house at various



times. The existing studies contain extensive material pertaining
to alterations of the house itself which are not relevant to
archaeological issues. These interior changes will not be
addressed in this report.

The data presented by the previous researchers and the additional
information obtained by a review of the primary documents have
been evaluated in order to identify possible lacations of

archaeclogical remains within the boundaries of Roger Morrie
Park.

The second porticn of the archaeological investigations involved
the conduct of pre-construction field testing. The location of
the tests were determined by the nature of the proposed
construction as well as the results of the documentary research
and prior archaeological excavations.

The third activity conducted for this project was archaeological
monitoring of the actual construction. One objective of the
monitoring was to assure that any archaeologicel features which
may not have been identified as = re=sult of the documentary
regearch and pre-conatructian testing would not be adversely
impacted. In addition, the manitoring enabled us to record
agpects of foundation construction and etratigraphy which
expanded the findings of the archaeological testing. The
archaeological monitoring, as well as the field testing, was
conducted by the author and by archaecologist Eugene Boesch. Both
archaeoglogiste are certified by the Society of Professicnal

Archaeoclogists ae specified in the Bcope of work for this
project.

[N}



II. DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH: _
HISTORY OF THE MORRIS-JUMEL MANSION PROPERTY

A. Introduction

There have been meveral major historical studies of the Morris
Jumel Mansion. The first was conducted in the early portion of
the 20th century by William Henry Shelton (1916), the first
curator of the Morris-Jumel house/museum (1908-1925). A second
major study was conducted in the late 1980’s by Greiff {n.d. ). In
addition, research was conducted by Steudenroth and Matero (n.d.)
in connection with preparation of a draft hietoric structures
report. Additicnally, the Morris-Jumel Mansion archives include
the results of a review of tax recorde and other documents
conducted by Robertas (1978).

Primary sources reviewed by these previous researchers include
maps; deeds; wills; nevspaper advertisements; tax records; census
recorde; the Jumel Papers, located in the New York Historical
Society, Stephen Jumel's business records, located in the New
York Public Library; and the records of the American Loyalist
Claims Commigesion. Stokes (1915 - 1927: paesim) also includes a
summary of the history of the houmse, texts of newspaper
advertisements, and deed citations.

In the discussion which follows, the basic history of the house
ie baged on the discuseiona in Shelton (1916) and Greiff (n.d.),
unless othervigse cited. The texts of the newspaper advertisements
have been taken from these esources and from Stokes (1913 - 1327).
Citations of deede transferring ownership of the Morris-Jumel
Mansion are alsc included in these atudies, and texts of the
deeds reviewed by their authors. Only a few of the deede vere re-
examined for the present study. Steudenroth and Matero (n.d.?
include a list of the major deeds vwhich is reproduced here as
Appendix A. Deed liber and page references can be found in thie
appendix and will not be repeated in the text.

"In cases where document citatione derive from secondary sources,
thie will be noted in the following discusesicon. Where secondary
gource ciltatione are not given, we have directly consulted the
primary documents.

B. Occupation of Property Prior to the Roger Morris Ownership

The early hietory of the property on which the Morrie-Jumel
Mansion nov standa was outlined by Riker (1304). The first of the
Dutch mBettlere agsociated with thies tract was Jan Kiersen. In
1686, one year after hie marriage, Kiersen and his father-in-law,
Captain Jan 'Van Dalsen, obtained from the town of Harlem a 12
year lease for a part of the tract known az the "Great Maize
Land" located on "Jochem Pieters’ Hille" which wae then the name
given to Harlem Heights, below Fort Washington. However, in 1691,



the town laid out lots on this land and allotted them to the
inhabitants of the town. Two lots, numbered 16 and 18, were
allotted to town settlers named Waldron and Holmes and sold by
them to Thomas Tourneur. On July 2, 1694, Jan Kiersen purchased
these lots from Tourneur. They were appareiitly located west of
the road which was then knovwn as the King’s Way, and later as the
Post Road and Kingsbridge Road. In the vicinity of the Morris-

Jumel Mansion, this road followed the approximate present course
of St. Kicholas Avenue.

In March 1696, Kiersen obtained a grant from the town of Harlem
to a half morgen (i.e. about an acre) of land

lying at the southeast hook of the land that Samuel Waldron
has dravn out of the common woods, which half morgen of land
he may build upon, thereon setting a house, barn and garden,
for which he promises to let lie a morgen of land upon the
northeast hook of the aforesaid lot, leaving a suitable road
or King’s way betwixt his house and the lot of Samuel
Waldron" (cited in Riker 1904:561).

In 1700 Kiersen obtained a deed from the Town for thie house lot,
vhich as the above description indicates, was situated on the
east side of the road. In 1712, Kiersen enlarged thies half morgen
house lot to eight acres. In 1720 he added an adjacent four acre
tract, and he subsequently added the Vermilyea lot {(numbered 6 on
Rikers map - see Figure 2) which adjoined hie land on the north.
Kiersen now owned 20 acreaz east of the Road.

In 1707 the line of the Post Road wvas surveyed. The survey
indicatee that the road was to

run by Barent Waldren’s....northeast from thence along the
fence and so by John Kierse’'s house on the right hand (cited
by Bolton 1903)

Thus it is known that Kiersen had constructed a house on the
tract east of the Post Road prior to 1707.

One of Jan Kiersen'’s daughters, Jannetie, married Jacob Dyckman
of Kingsbridge on May 16, 1716. Jacob Dyckman may have purchased
the Kiersen homestead tract, or as Riker (1904) speculates,
Dyckman and his wife may have been empowered to sell it under
terme of Jan Kiersen’s will. In any event, on January 29, 1763
Jacob Dyckman and his wife s80ld this tract to James Carroll,
described by Stokes (1922 IV:748) as a butcher.

James Carroll maintained ownership of this property for only some
tvo years. In the Spring of 1785, Carroll placed an advertigement
in two New York nevepapers, the New York Post Boy and the HNew
Yaork Mercury, its last eppearance being on the 13th of June. The
advertisement (cited in Shelton 1916:3) provides a description of
the property at that time:

A pleasant situested farm on the road leading to King'’s



bridge, in the Township of Harlem of York I=sland, containing
about 100 acres: ahout 30 acree of which is Wood land, a
fine piece of Meadow Ground, and more may easily be made:
and commands the finest Prospect in the whole country; the
Land rung from River to River, there ig Fishing, Oystering,
and Claming (sic) at either end. There is a-good House, a
fine Barn, 44 feet long and 42 feet wide or thereabouts, an
Orchard of good Fruit, with plenty of Quince Trees that bear
extraordinerily wall (sic), three good gardens the produce
of which are sent to the York markets daily, as it suits. An
indisputable Title to be given to the Purchaser. Inquire of
James Carroll, living on the Premiges, who will agree on
reasonable terms.

The text of the advertimpement indicates that Carroll actually
occupied the property and was actively engaged in agricultural
activities on it. The property apparently included all cf the
land which Kieraen had scquired on both sides of the road.

The deed by which Roger Morrise purchased the property from James
Carroll has never been located but it has been assumed (e.g
Shelton 1916:4) that the withdrawal of the newspaper
advertisement by Carroll in June 1765 marked the date of the
purchase of the property by Roger Morris (however, see below).

C. The Roger Morris Occupation (ca. 1765 - 1775)

Roger Morris was born in England in 1727. He came to America as a
soldier; was on General Braddock’s staff and was wounded in an
expedition againat Fort Duqueane during the the French and Indian
war. On January 28, 1758 he married Mary Phillipse, daughter of
Frederick Phillipse, lord of the Manor of Phillipsburg, and
member of one of the wealthiest and most prominent families in
New York. Morris waas promoted to Lieutenant Colonel in 1760 and
retired from the army in 1764 (Anonymous 1881; Pumpelly 1903).

Roger Morrie was a loyalist and went back to England in May of
1775, shortly before the outbhreak of the Revolution. However, in
1777 he returned to New York, then occupied by the British, and
remained there until 1783. Upon the Britieh evacuation of New
York City sfter the Revolution, Morrie and his wife, Mary,
returned to England permanently. Roger Morris died in 1794; his
wife died at the age of 95 in 1825, They are both buried in York,
England.

After the revolution, Roger Morris' property was confiscated.
Morris had the deed to the property sent to England after his
return, but it has apparently been lost. However, details about
his purchase have come to light in recent years through the
publication of the proceedinge of the American Loyalist Claima
Commission. These records were examined by Raberte {(1978) and
Greiff (n.d.). The deed to the property was apparently presented
to the Commission but the text was not recorded and does not
appear in the Commission records. However, Morris’ testimony



befare the commigeion indicates that the purchase of land from
James and Mary Carroll took place in August 1765. The purchases
included "one lot of 40 acres, another lot of 20 acres, one-half
of a woodland lot (No. 17) with no acreage specified, another
woodland lot (No. 7) containing 10 acres, another woodland lot
(Ne. 3) containing 6 acres, and a fourth woodland lot {(No. 8) of
4 1/2 acres....[as well as] a salt meadovw of 4 acres." Morris
stated that his house on the Harlew Heights property was built
sometime between 1765 and 1770 with the actual process of
construction occupying 3-4 yesrs {(cited by Greiff n.d. :29},

If Riker'se estimate of 20 acres for the Kiereen holdinge east of
the Road iB correct, thies would suggest that the second of the

tracts included in Morrig’ purchase from Carrcll was the homestead
property.

Morrie’ testimony before the Loyalist Claims Commission indicates
that there was a house on the property at the time of his
purchasge. This may be the building referred to in Revolutionary
War era documents as the "Morris farmhouse" or "White House." The
building is showvwn on two Revolutionary War period maps (discussed
below) near the current location of St. Nicholase Avenue between
159th and 160th Street, to the southwvest of Roger Morris Park.
Shelton (1916) states that this building, "wvhich stood close to
the road in the good old Dutch fashion at the time of the
Revolution, ™ was not the original farmhouee built by Kiersen ca.
1700, but "was probably built at a later date, as the Kiersen

. family proepered." Bolton (1903} also states that Kiersen's ca.

1700 house was located east of the road at 165th Street. The
authors give no reagon for this conclusion, and in the absence of
other evidence it is reasonable to amsume that the "White House®
may well have been the original Kiersen farmhouse.

The Loyalist Claime Commigsion records indicate that in addition
to the Mansion, Morris built stables and a coach house on the
property and ’laid out a great deal in Stone Fence’ (cited in
Grief n.d. :29-30).

Roger and Mary Morris had four children, born in 1761, 1763, 1765
and 1770 (Roberts 1978:2). Thue the household occupying the house
in the late 1860's and first half of the 1870’s would have
included Morris, his wife and 3-4 small children, as well as
servante and possibly slaves. Although no slaves wvere listed as
confiscated property in the Loyalist Claims Commission records,
Greiff cites evidence that at the time of her marriage, Mary
Phillipse ovned two female slaves which had been left to her in
her father’s will. Roger Morrie’ letters to Mary while he was in
England at the beginning of the Revclution were included a=s
supporting documents in the Loyalist Claime Commission records.
These letters note the disposition by Mary Morris of servants -
or more likely from the references made in the letters, =2laves -
named Jack, Laba, Martha and Cuba. A gardener, perhaps separate
from the above, was also mentioned.



D. The Revoluticpary War Period (1776 - 1783)
Shortly after the outbreak of the Revolution British troops
crossed the Narrows, landed in Brooklyn, and defeated
Washington’s trcops in what is known as the Battle of Long
Island. The American troops withdrew across the East River to New
York. The British troops scon followed, and the Americans wvere
forced to vwithdraw from the lower portion of Manhattan Island. On
the evening of September 14, 1776 Washington moved his
headguarters to the Roger Morris Mansion on Harlem Heights.
According to Shelton (1916:88) as early as September 5, 1776,
before Washington’s arrival, the Morris Mansion had been "used by
General Heath as a station where the officers of his picket made
their quarters."

The American troops withdrew from lower Manhattan to Harlem
Heights on September 15 and set up three defenaive lines. The
northernmost of the three lines was never completed, and no
redoubts were built along it (Johnaton 1897). This northernmost
line, shown on the 1776 Sauthier map (see Figure 3}, extended
acrogs the present location of 161st Street weest of Kingsbridge
Road. It line was thus entirely west of Washington’s headquarters
at the Roger Morrie Mansion. There were thus apparently no
defensive works constructed on the Mansion tract.

The battle of Harlem Heights, in which the Americans repulsed the
British, was fought on September 16, 1776 on ground located on
the west mide of Manhatten, but well socuth of the Morrig Man=sion
headquarters site (Johnston 1897). Washington remained at the
Morris mansion until shortly before the capture of Fort
Washington and the remainder of Harlem Heights by the British on
NHovember 16th, 1776. -

Greiff (n.d.) notes that during Washington’s occupation of the
Morrie Mansion it may have housed a large number of persons.
Washington’s staff included seven aides and secretaries as well
as a steward and accountant, a cook/housekeeper, a slave who
served as a body servant and at least four other gervants,
including two free blacks. One of the gervants may have been a
slave or servant who was formerly a part of the Morris household.
In addition, the aides had their own personal body servants.

Shelton (1916:115-121) reprints an account provided by Captain
Alexander OBraydon of his capture at the time of the fall of Fort
Washington. Graydon, vwho was at the lower line of breastworks,
wag first taken to an "old stable or outhouse” the location of
which is uncertain, but may have been south of the Norris
property. Subsequently Graydon and his fellow captives

were removed from this place to the barn of Colonel Morris’s
house....which had been the headquarters of our army, as it
nov wag of the Royal one....It was a good new building, and
we were ushered inta it among the rest, the whole body
consisting of from a hundred and fifty to two hundred"®.



The barn had a loft reached by a stepladder which Graydon
described as "a spacious room well roafed and floored and clear
of lumber."

During the period of use''6f the Morris mansion as American
headquarters "court-martials were held at ’‘the White House near
Head Quarters, '’ which was probably the house marked on old
surveys ag standing on the present St. Nicholas Avenue at One
Hundred and Sixtieth Street" (Johneton 1897:93). This was
apparently the old Kiersen farmhouse, as discussed above.

After the American retreat, the Morris Mansion was intermittently
uged by both British and Hessian officers as their headquarters
until the evacuation of Manhattan by the British on November 25,
1783, Historical documents indicate that the Mansion was occupiled
by Lieutenant General Sir Henry Clinton from July 14 to November
9, 1777 and by the Hessian Lieutenant General Baron Von
Knyphausen from July 23 to October 9, 1778. In 1780 and 1781 the
houge served as the residence of the Hessian Major General Von
Loesburg {(Shelton 1916:129-131).

Bolton (1916:54) notes the presence of a "tent camp at Lthel
Morrie - house" during this period and cites documents which record
the identity of several British and Hessian regiments stationed
at or near the Morris Mansion. Occupantse of this area appear to
have included the 38th British regiment and "mounted Yagers®
{Heegians).

Bolton also cites a relevant entry from the diary of a Hessian
named von Krafft. The latter wae on picket duty on December 9,
1778 ’'with six privates in No. 1, back of what wae called General
Knyphausen’'s quartere, Morris Hougse, at the waters edge. ' He was
apparently at the same location on December 22 when

‘at daybreak the morning, after leaving the picket with my
2ix men from Na. 1, it had been =nowing all night =so that
one could not find any foot path - I fell several times into
large snovw-covered pools of water, and finally into what had
been a cess-pool, but fortunately only a little above the
knee of my left leg. Both of my big toee were almost frozen
in my linen stockings’' (quoted in Bolton 1916:54).

1. The Morris Mansion Property in the Revolutionary Period
Two maps dating to the Revolutionary period provide details of
the Morris property at that time. The firast was surveyed by
Claude Joseph Sauthier in 1776 and published in 1777. This map '
(see Figure 3) shows the MHorria Mansion and four other buildings
on the property. One cof these, located immediately east of the
road and shown within a Beparate "enclcsure" would appear to be
the old Kiersen farmhouse, known as the "White House, " as noted
above. Another building is located atop a rise shown north and a
little west of the Manaion. Two buildings are shown weat of the
road on the Sauthier map, Jjust north of an encleoged area which



appears to represent a cultivated tract. This is referred to by
Shelton as the "garden of the Morris property", and the
northernmost line of the American defenees, noted above, is shown
extending into this cultivated area.

As noted above, the 1763 Carroll deed indicates that the property
purchased by Morris included a large barn, and the Loyalist
Claimse Commission documents indicate that Morris added a coach
houze and stable. These are apparently the three outbuildings
shovn on the Sauthier map. Greiff (n.d.) assumes that the
building north of the house was the coach house and that the
buildinge west of the road were the barn and another house.
Shelton alsc assumes that the barn was located west of the road.
This assumption may are correct since, if the old barn owned by
James Carroll was still standing in 1776, it may well have been
located west of the recad, closer to the "White House" than the
building north of the Mansion. However, it should be noted that
Captein Graydon referred to a "nev barn" on the property. Either
Graydon was actually referring to the stable or coach house built
by Morrie and mentioned in his Loyaliest Claims Commiesion
testimony, or it is possible that Morris had reconstructed the
old barn which he had acquired from Carroll. We may cautiously
assume, by referring to data shown on the later mape discussed
below, that the barn was located west of the road and the
building north of the Mansion was the coach house or stable.

It is likely that the second Btructure shown west of the road on
.the Sauthier map was in fact the third outbuilding mentioned in
the Carroll deed and Loyalist Claims Commission documents, and
not another domestic etructure as stated by Greiff.

It should be noted that the key shown on the Sauthier map seems
to indicate the buildings shown by the letter "a"™ as "barracks
built by the Americane for their winter quarters and which they
burnt up on the movement of the kinge army to Frogs Point.” The
latter reference is to a flanking movement by which the British
troope croesed Long Island socund from Long Island to what is now
knovn ag Throg’s Neck, thus making the American positions at
Harlem heighte untenable. Hovever, the data suggest that while
the American troops may certainly have occupied the Morrie
outhuildingas, these were built prior to the Revolution and were
not specially built as barracks. Early nineteenth century maps
{see below}) suggest that these buildings either not were not
burned or were reconstructed in place after the Revolution.

The Sauthier map shows two rows of trees which may have flanked
an entrance -way to the Morris Mansion. This entrance way was
apparently under congtruction immediately prior to the
Revolution. (Greiff n.d.:102) quotes a letter written from
England by Roger Morrig to hiese wife on December 2, 1773:

You say (& I will not doubt your Taste) the Road to the
Houge will be very ornamental when it is finished. 1if you
would have it like what iz thought Taste here, it must not
be straight. '



Shelton (1916:126) interprets the two double rows of trees to
indicate two entrance ways leading from the Kingebridge Road to
the property, one being an entrance, to the house and the second
to the outbuilding north’ of the house.

Bolton's (1916:51) somevhat different interpretation of the
entrance way{(s) shown on the Sauthier map should be noted. He
states that

the military map of 1777 [i.e. the Sauthier mapl indicates
that at the time of the capture of Fort Washington, a double
rowv of military huts had been erected during the American
occupation which extended nearly parallel with the drivewvay
from the high road to the house, or practically on the line
of the present private alley known as Sylvan Place. These
vere probably the guarters of the guard, and perhaps of some
of the staff.

It is8 obvious that Bolton misread the Sauthier map. The irregular
outline of what he interpreted to be huta indicate that they are
actually the trees which apparently lined the entrance way.

The second detailed Revolutionary War map is the =zo-called
British Headquarters map of 1782, This map (see Figure 4) agrees
in many aspects with the Sauthier map. The 1782 map shows the
Morrie Mansion and the outbullding north of the Mansion in
approximately the game position as the Sauthier map. Measurements
made on both maps, as well as examination of later maps (=see
belowv) indicate that this outbuilding would have been located
beyond the boundaries of the present Roger Morrie Park. The
"White House" is sBhown east of the Road as on the Sauthier map,
although the 1782 map shows it slightly further from the road.

The 1782 map showe only one of the two buildings depicted west of
the Road on the earlier Sauthier map. The smaller structure shown
furthest from the Road on the Sauthier map is not shown on the
British Headquarters map.

The 1782 map shows a fourth ocutbuillding, not shown on the earlier
map, east of the front portion of the Mangion building.
Measuremente of its location as shown on the map indicate that it
would have been situated approximately 120 feet east of the
Mansion, which would place it east of Roger Morris Park at the
present location of Edgecombe Avenue.

The British Headquarters map shows the entrance way to the
Mansion extending eastward from Kingsbridge Road and a second
entrance leading to the outbuilding northwest of Mansion in the
areas shown flanked by trees on the Sauthier map. If the map i=s
accurate, Mary Morrie did not conform to contemporary English
taste, as the entrance way does appear to be straight.

wWhile the 1782 map continues to shovw the defensive wvworks
extending west of the Road, it does not indicate the "garden"
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weat of the road as shown on the Sauthier map. It does, however,
indicate an extensive area of formal gardens and pathwayse
extending east, west and north of the house.

E. Poet-Revolutionary Period (1783-1810)

As noted above the property of Roger Morrise was subject to
confiecation after the War. Greiff (n.d:86) includes the text of
an advertisement in the Now York Gazette and Weekly Mercury of
May 19, 1783 announcing the auctioning of the househcld and
kitchen furnishings of the house which Roger Morris owned in
downtown Manhattan at 90 Queen Street (now Pearl Street).

On July 9, 1784 Igaac Stoutenburgh and Phillip Van Courtlandt,
Commiesioners of Forfeiture, deeded Roger Morris' Harlem Heights
property, consisting of 115 acres, to John Berian, merchant, and
Isaac Ledyard, physician. The deed (New York County Deeds Liber
47:452) conveyed

all that certain messuage or dwelling house, barn, =tables,
outhouses and farm situated in the Out Ward of the City of
New York on the Heights commonly called Harlem Heights
containing One Hundred and Fifteen Acres Forfeited to the
People of this State by the Conviction of Roger Morris
Esquire.

Berian and Ledyard apparently purchased the house for investment
purposes and neither occupied it. By the Spring of 1785, the
house had been rented to Talmadge Hall, who operated it as an inn
on the stage routee from New York to Boston and Albany.

An advertisement by Hall in the New York Packet of May 26, 1785
states that

having taken the elegant House on Haerlem Heights of Isaac
Ledyard, Esg.; for the accommodation of his eastern and
northern stages, [Talmadge Halll has been alsc at a very
coneiderable expence, in furnishing it for the accommodation
of Ladies and Gentlemen from town, as well as Gentlemen
travellers - He has provided himself with ready and obedient
servants, and the best fare the country and town affords.

Partiee from town, and travellers, may be gerved with
Breakfasts, Dinners, Suppers, Relishee, Tea, Punch &c. at
ten minutes notice. He keeps the choicest liquors, and
promiges that hie guests shall have the most prompt
attendance. He has provided aleo genteel lodgings, stabling
and pasture.

The Octagon room is very happlly calculated for a turtle
party, and hie guests shall have for deserts, Peaches,
Apricote, Pears, Gooseberries, MNectarines, Cherries,
Currants and Strawberriee in their seasonsa.
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The want of a genteel house of entertainment in the
neighbourhood of the town, has been a very common complaint;
the asubscriber hae made this as much =o, as his money and
taste would possibly allow; and humbly hopes for the
encouragement of the public. (Cited in Stokes 1922 IV:1202;
Greiff n.d:147)

The New York City Directory for 1786 liets "Hall, innkeeper,
Harlem Heights. " Greiff (n.d:147) aleo citee a diarist who
indicates that the Morris Manesion was still being used a= an inn
in the summer of 1786.

A listing in the 1787 New York City directory indicates that the
Boston and Albany stagees "set out from Hall's Tavern, HNo. 49
Cortlandt Street." This directory also indicates that "A stage
coach starts from Hall’'s Tavern every Day for Kingsbridge and
returnse the evening of the same day for the purposes and
amusement of partiee of pleasure.” There is no indicatiocn,
however, that Hall was still operating the inn at the Morris
Mangsion in 1787. It can thus be assumed that the period of
operation of the Morri=z Mangion as a tavern lasted no more than
twvo years.

Prior to 1791, Isaac Ledyard had sBold his half of the Morris
property to Theodore Hopkins and Michael Joy (the deed was
unrecorded but there is reference to it in a Power of Attorney
cited by Steudenroth and Matero (see Appendix A).

Greiff (n.d.:152-153) notes that from 1788 to 1792 advertigements
to sell or lease the property ran in the spring and summer months
and cltes three of thege advertisements dating to 1788, 1789 and
1790. The advertisements variously deacribe the property as
including 130, 190 and 140 acres. The adverti=sement in the New
York Dally Advertiser of March 12, 1790 mentions that the
greatest part of the property i=s

moving ground, and extends acrogss the Island from the East
to the North river. On the premises are a large coach house
and barn, with a garden containing a variety of the best
fruits.

It is likely that among the fruit speciees grown on the praoperty
are those vhich Talmadge Hall had offered hie guests for dessert
as indicated ia the 1785 advertisement cited above.

The tax assessment recorde for Harlem Division of Hew York County
for the years 1789 and 1790 list "Mr. Hopkinse, farm," and beneath
this lieting "in do John Bogardus.®™ This indicates that Bogardus
wae renting this property in 1789 and 1790. The tax records
indicate the value of Bogardus’ personal property as 40 English
pounds.

The 1790 census records for New York County, Harlem Divigion also

liet the household of John Bogardus. The houasehold included a
total of six persons; two free white males 18 years old and
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above, one free white male under 16 years, and three free white
females. There were no slaves in the Bogardus household.

It should be noted that Washington’s often cited account of his
vigit to the Morris Mansion in 1790 indicates that the Washington
party "dined on a dinner provided by Mr. Mariner at the House
lately Colo. Morris, but confiscated and in the occupation of a
common farmer." This entry in Washington’s diary has been
interpreted as indicating that Mr. Mariner was the occupant of
the house (e.g. Wilgon 1893 1I1:73). However, Mariner was
actually the proprietor of s tavern at Harlem, who supplied the
dinner to Washington at the Morrie Mansion (Anonymous 1881:102).
The entry in Washington’s diary does indicate that John Bogardus,
who occupied the house 2t the time of Washington’s vigit, was
engaged in actively farmwming the land.

The 1791 tax recorde for the Harlem Division of New York City’s
Outward are missing, but it is poseible that John Bogardue
continued to rent the Manelon property.

Although Isaac Ledyard had- disposed of his portion of the
property prior toc 1791 as noted above, John Berian held his half
until his death. In 1791 it wae sold by his estate to Anthony L.
Bleecker (mee Appendix A). In 1792, Bleeker acquired the other
half of the property from Hopkins and Joy and now was in
poesession of the entire property.

Bleeker apparently purchased the property as a real estate
invegstment, and soon attempted to sell it. Bleeker'’'s
advertigement in the Daily Advertiser of March 2, 1792 {(copy in
Stokes 1922 IV:1286 and Grief n.d. :156-157) provides a detailed
description of the house and land:

That pleazant and much-admired seat at Haerlem heights,
formerly the property of the Hon. Roger Morrige is offered
for sale by Anthony L. Bleecker, dietant 10 miles from New
York, containing about 130 acres of good arable pasture and
meadow land, including 5 acres of beet salt meadow. The land
producee good cropse of grain and graes and extends acroses
the Island from river to river, and from the advantage of a
communication by water on each side, and the easy
transportation of manure from the city, may be brought to
any state of improvement required.

On the premimes iz a large dwelling house, built in the
modern stile, with taste end elegance. It has in front a
portico supported by pillars, embellished and finished in
character; a large hall thro’ the center; a gpacious dining
room on the right, with an alcove, closets, and a convenient
pantry and store room adjoining, and beyond these, a light
eagy mahogany stair case. On the left i1s a handseome parlor,
and a large back room, particularly adapted and fitted for a
nurgery. A passage from the rear of the hall leada to an
oblong octagon room, about 32 feet by 22, with six sash
vindovs, marble chimney pieces and lofty airy ceiling. On
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the second floor are seven bed chambers, four with fire
places and marble hearthse; and a large hall communicating
wvith a gallery under the portico, and from which there is a
most inviting prospect. On the upper floor are five lodging
roomsg, three of which have fire platés; and at the top of
the house is affixed an electrical conductor. Underneath the
building are a large commodious kitchen and laundry, a wine
cellar, store room, kitchen pantry, sleeping apartmente for
servants, and 8 most complete dairy room, the floor a solid
flat rock, and which with common attention to cleanliness
cannot fail to render the place conetantly cool and sveet.

There are aleo con the premises a large barn, and most
excellent coach house and stsbles. The buildings have been
rather neglected of late, and will want some repair, but are
in some other respects substantially firm, sound and good.

The house ha= a zouthern praspect, and being situated on
rising ground at the narrowest part of York ieland commands
an extended view of the Hudeon and the opposite range of
lofty perpendicular rocky clifts (sic) that bound its
wveetern shore, of the east river, Harlem river, Hellgate,
the sound many miles to the eastward, and the shipping that
are constantly paseing and repassing those waters. In front
iz meen the city of New-York, and the high hills on Satten
{sic) Island, distant more than 20 wmiles. To the left, Long
Island, Westchester, Morrisania, and the village of Haerlem,
with itg beautiful level, cultivated Burrounding fields,
exhibit a variety of the most picturesque and plearing
views; in short, Haerlem Heights, affords perhaps a prospect
ag extensive, varied and delightful aes any to be met with in
the United States=; and considering its healthy, desirable
gituation, the ample accommodation of the buildings, 1itse
proper distance from town, the excellent road that leads to
it, and the many other asttendant advantages cannot fail to
strike the observant beholder as an eligible retreat for a
gentleman fond of rural amusements and employment, and who
wighes to pass the summer months with pleasure and comfort.

This advertisement, together with architectural evidence, is
cited by Greiff as proof that, contrary to previous observations
by architectural historiang, the porticoc of the Morris Mansion
wasg not a nineteenth century addition.

In a later advertisement, in the New York Daily Gazette of August
4, 1792 (cited in Greiff n.d.:158), Bleeker described the
property as including "a large barn, coach-house, well adopted
roomy stables &c, the whole lately repaired and improved at
considerable expence (sic), and now ready for the reception of a
large genteel family."

While Bleeker was attempting to sell the Mansion property he wvas
renting it. The 1792 tax records for the seventh ward list
Anthony L. Bleeker followed by "in do Jacob Myer." Hyer, who is
thug indicated as the tenant in the Morris Mansion, was li=sted
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with a value of personal property of 50 English pounde. The tax
records for 1793 have the same entry.

On September 25, 1793 Bleeker succeeded in selling the property
to William Kenyon {(see Appendix A} and on August 27, 1799 Kenyon
gold it to Leonard Parkineon, who continued to own the property
through 1809. The tax records for 1794 through 1809 reflect the
ownership of the property by Kenyon and Parkinson. For all of
these years the records indicate that Jacob Myer (also listed as
"Myres", "Meyer and "Meyers") continued to rent the property.

We were able to locate a listing for Jacob Myer in the 1800
census records for New York City’'s seventh ward, which at that
time included the Morris-Jumel Mansion property. The household
included a total of 11 persone: twvo free wvhite malesz under 10
years of age, one free white male 10 to 16 years old, one free
white male 26 to 45 yeare of age; one free white female under 10,
tvo free white females 10 - 16 and one free white female 26 to
45 years of age. The household algo included three slaves.

Dur attempts to obtain further information on the individual who
rented the Morrie Mansion from 1792 to 1809 met with only limited
guccess. The New York County Surrogates Court index to wills
lists the probate of the will of a Jacob Meyers on May 21,1801
(Liber 43:414) and a Jacobue Myers on May 8, 1809 {Liber 48:120).
The libers containing the texts of these wille vere unfortunately
unavailable at the time the research vas conducted, and it is
uncertain if either of theme individuale was the one renting the
Morris Mansion. Will abatracts (Savyer 1934) indicate that the
Jacob Meyer who died in 1801 was a grocer. His eldest son was
also named Jaccb, and it is also possible that he could have been
the resident of the Man=sion.

The Surrogates Court index to administraticne indicate that a
Jacob Myers died intestate in 1824. This individual could be the
gon of the Jacob Meyere who died in 1801 and could aleo be the
Jacob Myers Esqg, whose marriage to Eliza Ross of Baltimore,
Maryland was noted in the New York Magazine for May 1797 (Scott
and Gibbons 1373).

The Jacobus Myers vho died in 1809 was described in the will
abstract (Sawyer 1934) aa a "gentleman” which may be consistent
with residence at the Mansion.

On March 9, 1810, Leonard Parkinson gold the Morris Maneion and
the tract on which it stood to Stephen Jumel (New York County
Deeds Liber 88:86). The property conveyed totalled thirty Bix
acreg and one rcod. The deed indicates that Leonard Parkinson
resided in Kinnersly Castle in Hereford County, England. However,
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Parkingon had given his son Leonard Parkingson Jr. of Harlem
Heights power of attorney to transfer the property. Parkinson
alao deeded other tractzs to Jumel.

Stephen Jumel wag a prosperous merchant born in France. The card
index to the New York Public Library’s manugcript collection
includes an abstract from the proceedings of the U.5. District
Court (New York) indicating that Stephen Jumel was admitted to
United States citizenship on May 29, 1797.

Stephen Jumel married Eliza Bowen on April in 1804. The daughter
cf John Bowen, a seaman, and Pheobe Kelley, Eliza Jumel was born
in Providence, Rhode Island, reportedly in 1775. Her life prior
to taking up residence in New York and her marriage to Stephen
Jumel has been a matter of speculation. One allegation is that
she worked for a time as a prostitute (e.g see Duncan 19353;
Lomask 1982). It is known that in 1894 ghe bore an illegitimate
san, George Washington Bowen.

Eliza Jumel had a "niece™ named Mary Bownes. The genealogical
chart included by Shelton (1916) indicates that Mary wae actually
not a blood relative. After the death of Eliza’s father, John
Bowen, her mother married Jonathan Clarke. This was aleso Clarke’s
second marriage. Mary Bownes, born in 1801, was the

illegitimate daughter of Polly Clarke, who was Jonathan Clarke’'s
daughter by hig first marriage. This genealogically rather
distant relative ies relevant because at =some point, apparently
soon after their purchase of the former Morris estate, Mary came
to New York to live with the Jumels, and was eventually adopted
by Eliza Jumel.

The 1810 census records for New York City’s 7th ward {(which then
included Harlem) list the Stephen Jumel household, which then
included a total of twelve persong. The listing includes one free
vhite male aged 45 and over. Thige was apparently Stephen Jumel.
The eight free white males of 16-26 years of age probably
included servante. One free white female ie listed, aged 26-45;
this apparently was Eliza Jumel. The census listing also includes
two free blacks but no slaves. As noted by Greiff (n.d. :194) the
ceneus listing indicatee that Mary Bownes was not yet part of the
household.

It should be noted that Greiff (n.d.:194) states that the census
listing included six white malee 16 to 26 years of age, which
does not agree with our reading of the censur records which
indicatee the presence of eight such persons. Although the Jumels
vere clearly in residence in the Mansion at the time of the 1810
census, as noted by Greiff (n.d.:193), it is likely that they
divided their time between this residence and their house in
lowver Manhattan, located at 23 Pearl Street.

It is also of interest to note that the 1810 7th ward census
continues to list Jacob Myere, whose household at this time
congigted of =ix persons. It is possible that upon the purchase
of the Morris property by Stephen Jumel, Myers, who had been

16



renting this praperty, moved to another nearby pilece of land
which he had purchased several years earlier. The 1808 and 1809
tax records indicate that, in addition to being listed
Parkinson’e tenant in the Mansion, Jacob Myer owned a tract of
land in the Harlem area. This could obviouely not be the
individual whose will was probated in 1801, and probably not the
one vhose will was probated in 1809. As noted above it is more
likely that the Harlem resident in 1809 was the son of the
individual who died in 1801. .

It ig known that sometime in the middle of the second decade of
the 19th century, Stephen Jumel moved back to France. Greiff
(n.d. :186) indicates that this occurred in the late Spring or
Summer of 1815. Greiff (n.d.:195) cites newvspaper advertisements
indicating that in 1814 Jumel offered most of his properties,
including the Morris-Jumel Maneion, for sale. However he did not
sell the Mansion property.

Documents in the Jumel papers, cited by Greiff (n.d.) and
revieved for the present study indicate that on June 3, 1315,
prior to his departure for France, Stephen Jumel placed the 36
acre Mansion tract in trust. His busineas partner, Bejamin
Desobry, was the trustee. The terms of the trust were that the
property would be held "for the use and behoof of him the said
Stephen Jumel during the term of his natural life and after his
decease to the use and behoof of the said Eliza Bowen Jumel for
her natural life and after to the heirs of Stephen Jumel" {(Jumel
.papera: copy of trust document, Hew York County Deeds, Liber
111:324).

a. The Mansion Property. in the Early Jumel Period

Prior to the 1810 sale to Stephen Jumel, Leonard Parkinson had
his lande surveyed by Charles Loss. The portion of the survey
shoving the 36 acre Morris Mansion tract, deeignated on the
gsurvey as Lot No. 8. is included here as Figure 5. The survey
sBhowa only two outbuildinge on the property; a coach house
located north of the Mansion and a barn located west of the Post
Road (Kingsbridge Road). These would appear tc be the =ame
structures showvn on the two Revolutionary War periocd maps
discussed previously. The Loss survey indicates that the "White
House" was no longer standing in 1810. The second of the two
gtructurezs shovn weet of the Road on the Sauthier map, and the
structure shown east of the Maneion on the British Headquarters
map also were apparently no longer present in 1810.

The Lose gurvey shows that the land east of the road and
immediately north of Lot No. 8 was occupied by George Wear.
Additional acquigitions by Jumel in 1810 and in 1814 gave Jumel
title to some S0 additional acres eaet of the road and north of
the Wear property. It should be noted that Greiff (n.d: 151-191),
states that Jumel’s firast purchase, which included lots 5, 7, and
9-15, was west of the road, while the gpurvey clearly showse that
except for lot 5, all of these properties were east of the road.
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In addition, Greiff indicates that lot 6, well to the north of
the Mansion property, which was first sold by Parkinson to
Gerardus Post and subsequently, in 1814, by Post to Stephen
Jumel, was the land on which the Kiersen-Dyckman House stood. She
provides no evidence fof this, and it wvould appear not toc be
consistent with Riker’s (1904) discussion of the early ownership
of the property.

Another gurvey of the Jumel Mansion property was made ca. 1813
and included in Randall'’'s 1815 Blue Book of Farms. Comparison of
this map (Figure 6) with the 1810 Laose survey reflects
improvements apparently made by Jumel after hise purchase of the
property in 1810. It also shows an overlay of the Street grid
which had been laid out in 1811. It should be noted, however,
that the locations of some of these streete do not correspond
with those of the streets ag they now exist. In particular, 162nd
Street as shown on the Randall map is north of its present
location. '

The old harn wvest of Kingsbridge Road, possibly dating prior to
the purchase of the property by Roger Morrie, is still =shown on
the Randall map. The sheds shown on the 1815 survey west of the
road and north of this barn were apparently added by Jumel as
they did not appear on the Loss survey of 1810. Jumel had also
rebuilt and/or extended the old coach house structure shown north
and west of the Maneion on the Loses survey. At this same
location, the Randall survey shove two large barn and stable

. buildings, connected by shedg. The location of these buildinge

suggests that one of the two connected structures may represent
the "coach house"™ shown on the 1810 Loss survey. This building
may have been incorporated into the new barn/stable complex.
Measurementa on thise map and reference to later maps showing the
present location of 162nd Street (see Figurees 7a and 11) indicate
that these structures were located north and west of the present
Roger Morris Park boundaries.

The Randall map shows twvo small outbuildings north and east of
the house which were not showvn on the 1810 survey. The
eagternmost, labelled "ash house"” apparently was a smoke house
(gee belov)., Measurements and reference to the later maps
indicate that this outbuilding was located east of the Park
boundaries, at the present location of Edgecombe Avenue. The
building north of the house ie labelled "ice house." The site of
thig building wae most likely within the presgent Park boundaries.

The 1815 map also indicates that Jumel built a new "gemi-
circular®™ entrance gate to the property with two gate houses on
the east side of Kingsbridge Road.

As noted above, prior to his departure for France in 1815, Jumel
offered his property for sale or leaae. The manesion house tract
vas described in the advertisement in the New York Mercantile
Advertiser of September 16, 1814 (cited by Greiff n.d.: 270):

To let, at the lagt mentiocned place, the Mansion House, for
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two or three years with 36 acres of land, with two stables
that would contain 30 horses, with a building attached
thereunto large enough toc shelter 500 sheep, besides an ice
houze, a &moke house, with other outbuildings too numerous
to mention. A= this situation is known to command the most
extensive prospect on this island further description would
be useless. It may well be maid that there are but few
places vhich exceed the many advantages this handsome place
afforde; fruite of every kind in abundance, namely peaches,
pears, apricots, almonds, madeira nuts, cherries, plumbs.
Alszo a vineyard of French grapes, now in perfection, which
will supply any reasonable family with wine through the year
-- also oysters, clams and good fishing within 100 rode of
the mansion, and as to the crnamental part that environe
this aedifice there have been no pain and expence omitted.

The stables and sheep pen apparently refer to the barn/stable
structure shown north of the Mansion on the Randall map, as the
barn vest of the road would not be part of the 36 acre Mansion
property. The sheep pen mentioned in the above advertisement is
moet likely the U-shaped .central portion of the gtructure north
of the Mansion. The smoke house is apparently the building
labelled "ash house” on the Randall map. The outbuildinga "tco
numercus to mention" may refer to small sheds not shown on the
Randall survey.

2. Jumel Ogccupation: 1815-1830
Despite the 1814 advertisement cited above, there is no evidence
that Jumel actually leased the Mansion property upon his
departure for France. The tax records for this period do not
indicate the presence of tenants in the Mansion house. While the
1817 records indicate that one of the tracts owned by Jumel,
apparently located north of the Wear tract {(north of the Mansion
property), did have'a tenant none are listed for the 36 acre
Mansion property.

Eliza Jumel accompanied her husband to France in 18135. However,
she became ill and returned to New York in 1817. Eliza Jumel
apparently remained in New York until 1821 vhen she returned to
France. At this time she auctioned off at the Mansion a
collection of French paintings and furniture which she had
previously brought back to the United States.

All of the previous researchers indicate that Stephen Jumel
remained in France during this period. However, our reviev of the
1820 census records indicates that they include a listing for the
household of Stephen Jumel on Kingsbridge Road. The househkold
included a total of seven persons. These included three free
vhite males, one over 45 years of age, one 26-44 years old, and
one under 10 years of age. Four free wvhite females are listed,
two under 26 years of age and two 26 to 44 years old. HNo slaves
or free blacks were listed, and none of the occupants wvere listed
as engaged in agriculture or manufacturing. The female listed a=s
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over 45 wags apparently Eliza Jumel, and one of the females under
26 would have been Mary Bownes. The other two females were
apparently servants. It is poseible that the census taker listed
the head of this household as Stephen Jumel even though he was at
the time not resident in it. However, Stephen Jumel would have
been over 45 years of age at this time and it is possible that
the male listed in this category was in fact Stephen Jumel. If
go, it would suggest that he did return for a time to America in
1820. The other adult male listed in the census record was
apparently a servant, and he may have been married to one of the
female servants, with the young boy being their son.

In 1825 and 1826 Stephen Jumel gave Eliza Jumel power of attorney
over his affairs, and he also terminated the 1815 trust

agreement noted above and entered into a new trust agreement by
wvhich Eliza Jumel obtained sole ownership of the Jumel Mansion
property. While Shelton (1916) had viewed these transactions as
evidence of chicanery on the part of Elize Jumel, Greiff’s
interpretation of the evidence indicates that they were actually
intended to ghield Stephen Jumel’s property from his creditors, a
step neceasitated by business difficulties which he was
experiencing.

The terms of the agreements by which Eliza Jumel controlled the
Jumel estate specified that Stephen Jumel was toc receive an
income from the trust during his lifetime and upon the decease of
Stephen and Eliza Jumel the trust beneficiary would be Mary Jumel
Bownes.

Eliza Jumel returned to New York from France in 1826. At this
time the Mansion was apparently being rented to a Mr. Field. This
is indicated in correspondence by Eliza Jumel cited by Greiff
(n.d: 211). Shelton {(1916:170) identifies this individual a=s
Moges Field, but states that he cccupied the house in the summer
of 1825. Duncan (1935:219) indicates that Moses Field "was a man
of weath and position, and his wife, Suman Osgood Field, was the
daughter of Samuel Ozsgood, the first Postmaster General of the
United States, under Washington."

Shelton (1916:170) states that in the summer of 1826 the Mansion
wvag being rented by a widow, Mra. Hannah Clinton and her
daughters, Mary C. Clinton and Julia Clinton. Cousins of the
girle, George Clinton Tallmadge and J.M. Tallmadge were gueasts in
the house during the summer., A note by Shelton in the MJNM
archiveg dated 1910 indicate= that the information on the 1826
occupation was obtained from an elderly lady who visited the
Mansion and told Shelton that she was a relative of the Tallwmadge
family. Other data, cited below, suggest that this information
may not have been accurate in all reapects.

It should be noted that the New York City directories for the
years 1824-1827 ligt a Moses Field at 482 Broadway. The 1826 and
1827 directories ligt "Clinton, widow of George® at 385 Broadway.
The 1825 directory lists a George C. Tallmage at 4 Dey Street.
Thie tende to supports the conclusion that the Jumel Mansion may
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have been rented in these years as a summer residence only.

While the Jumel papers include leases to farmland which
apparently included the tracts narth of the 36 acre Mansion
property, there are no leases to the latter tract. Rental of the
mansion during this period may have been on an informal basis
without written leases.

Stephen Jumel returned to Hew York in the summer of 1828 and the
family was apparently occupying the Mansion in 1830, as the
Stephen Jumel household is included in 1830 cengus records under
the listings for the 12th ward (the ward designation which then
included Harlem). The household at this time included 11 persons.
The free white males included one between 60 and 69 years of age,
apparently Stephen Jumel, two between 30 and 39, two between 20
and 30 and one lese then ten years old. The free white females
included two aged 40 tc 49 and one between 20 and 29 years of
age. The latter is apparently Mary Bownes. Eliza Jumel would have
been over SO at this time. However, her age as provided to later
census takers appears tc have varied, so that one of the two
older females may well have been Eliza, perhaps "ghaving®™ a few
years off her true age. The other white members of the household
probably represented servants and their families. The household
also included a free "colored"” woman, apparently a servant,
between 24 and 35 years of age, and a free "colored" girl less
than ten years old, possibly her daughter.

Again Greiff'’'s analysis of the census records {n.d. :212) contains
an error, since she identifies the third white female in the
household, besides Eliza and Mary, as aged 30 to 40. Our
examination of the records indicate that there were no females
ligted in the 30-39 age category. Since Mary Bownes was born in
1801, eshe would have been 29 years of age in 1830, and the female
listed in the census in the 20-29 age category. The third white
female would have been one of the two listed in the census
records as 40-49 years of age.

A document in the Jumel papers indicatee that at least one
outbuilding, a new ice house, was conatructed after the Jumels’
return from France. Stephen Jumel described it in a letter to
Eliza (wvho was then visiting Charleston with Mary Bownes) dated
January 11, 1829:

The ice house is 10 feet long by 12 to 14 feet high - the
walls will be 3 feet wide - and the building of it will cost
about $40. There ere 3 or 4 men working on the foundation,
blasting the rocks near the chestnut treees of Miss Mary'e
promenade {(text as cited by Grief n.d:273).

The location of this new ice house is uncertain although the

deecription suggeats that it was at a location where the bedrock
was fairly close to the surface. This was most likely north,
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nartheast, or east of the house. Poesible locationsg of this
structure are discussed belowv.

3. Jumel Occupatiohi 1830-1850
Stephen Jumel died on May 22, 1832, Although Shelton (191i8)
indicated that his death was due to a fall, the death certificate

cited by Greiff (n.d.:213) gives the cause of death as a lung
inflammation.

On January 15, 1832, shortly prior to Stephen Jumel’s death Mary
Bownes had married Nel=an Chase, a young lawyer who Eliza Jumel
had introduced to Mary in 1831. Nelson and Mary Chase had two
children; Eliza Jumel Chase, born in 1836, and William Inglie
Chase, born in 1840.

After Mary Bownes marriage to Helson Chase in 1832, Eliza Jumel
reportedly brought an eight year old girl from upstate New York,
Mary Marilla Stever, to live with her in New York. The little
girl apparently lived with Eliza for four or five years.

On July 1, 1833, Eliza Jumel married Aaron Burr, former Vice-
President of the United States. Lomask (1982) gives Burr’'s age at
this time as 77 and Eliza Jumel’s as 58. Shelton gives Eliza’'s
age at the time of the marriage as 59. It has been Buggested
(Shelton 1916; Lomask 1982) that Burr married Eliza in an attempt

- to resolve his financial problems. In any event the marriage was

not a happy one, and the couple divorced in 1836. Excerpts from
the diary of Ann Parker (included in the Jumel papers), who
vieited the Jumel mansion in 1862, quote Eliza Jumel as saying at
that time, in referring to Burr, "and like a fool, I was married
to him; the wretch, but he did not stay here long."

After her separation from Aaron Burr, Eliza Jumel apparently
spent the summers on property she owned in Saratoga, and the
vinters in a house rented by Nelson and Mary Chase in New York
City. During this period, the Mansion wvas apparently rented,
although as noted above, there are no existing leases in the
Jumel papers. According to Shelton (1916:177) "in 1834 the
mansion was rented to a Mr. Pell and afterwards to a Mr. Monroe,
their tenancy covering five years®”. This information may have
derived, in part, from the tranecript of a court case (noted
below) involving a dispute over Eliza Jumel’s estate after her
death. Greiff (n.d.:224) cites these records as indicating that
*during the period when it was not occupied by Eliza Jumel and
the Chaases, the Moris-Jumel Mansion was rented successively to the
Pell and Monroe families. ™

The Jumel papers include an agreement between Eliza Jumel and
Alvah Knewlton, a carpenter, dated May 22, 1838, a copy of which
is also in the MJIM archives. Knaowlton agreed to erect new columns
as well as posts, fence, and entrance gates between the twvo
"porter’s lodgee" at the front entrance to the Mansion House.
This is the entrance way shown on the 1815 Randall map. This
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agreem=nt refers to the Mansion House property belonging to Eliza
Jume® "and now in the possession and occupation of James Monroe,
Esq. "

The tax records from the 1830’s and 1840's, after Stephen Jumel’s
death, show the Mansion House property as owned by the estate of
Stephen Jumel. With one exception no tenants are indicated in
these records. In the tax records for 1839, the line following
that listing the house and 36 acre property indicates "James
Monro", with no real property and $3000 of personal property. The
1838 New York City directory has a listing for James Monroe
"above Manhattanville." No such lieting appears in the
directorieas for 1836, 1837, 1839 or 1840. These data suggest that
James Monroe did occupy the Mansion for at least part of the
years 1838 and 1839. Eliza Jumel, in another letter in the MJM
archives makes another reference to "Col. Monrce.”

James Monroe, the fifth President of the United States, had a
nephev also named James Monroe (Ammon 1971; Morgan 1869). This
nephew was referred to in 1858 as Col. James Monroe (Morgan
1969:455). It ie possible.that this individual was the renter of
the Maneion in 1838-1839 {see alsc below).

There are no data, however, confirming the occupation of the
Mansicon by the Pell family during the 1830’s. However, in an
article published in 1873, Lossing stated that

A few rode north of the mansion is the 'Marco Bozzaris
Rock, " on the verge of the rugged acclivity that rises from
the Harlem River. It was so named from the fact that in a
grassy nook at its foot, overlooking the Harlem River to the
King’s bridge and the gentle hilla of lower Westchester,
Fitz-Greene Halleck wrote his stirring poem, entitled ’Marco
Bozzaris.' The late Alfred Pell, of New York, was then
occupying the mansion, while the family were traveling, and
Halleck was his -guest. That was about the year 1826.

Stedman (1900) indicates that the poem Marco Bozzaris was
published in 1825, which supports Lossing’e dating of Pell’s
occupation of the Maneion to this period.

These data conflict with the identification of Pell as occupying
the mansion in the mid-1830°’s and Field and Clinton occupying the
mansion in 1825-26. The New York city directories contain no
listings for Alfred Pell in upper Manhattan during either period.
An Alfred S. Pell, a typefounder, ie listed in lower Manhattan in
the 1825 and 1826 directories and he continues to be liasted in
the 1833, 1834 and 1835 directories. Although it is only
speculation, it is possible that the Clinton and Pell families
rented the house st different times during the same years in
1825-1826, and Pell may have continued to rent it for the summer
during the 1830's.

Eliza Jumel appears to have continued tc abeent herself from the
Mangion through most of the 1840’s. Greiff (n.d:226) notes that
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the family was not listed in the 1840 census, and we also could
find no listing for either Eliza Jumel or Nelson Chase in the
census recorde for this year.

Mary Bownes Jumel Chaseé died in 1843. Shelton indicates that the
rest of the family: Eliza Jumel, Nelzon Chase, and the latter'’'s
twvo children tocgk up residence in the Mangion in 1848. The New
York city directoriea for 1849 and 1850 list Nelson Chase, lawyer
with offices at 1 New and haouse at Kingsbridge while the 1848
directory gives only the 1 New Street address. This would tend to
confirm the Jumel family’s re-occupation of the Mansion in the
latter portion of 1848. Eliza Jumel ie not listed in any of these
directories.

Greiff (n.d:226) states that the Jumel/Chase household ie not
iisted in the 1850 census. Although the family was, in fact, not
listed in the census index for that year, a search of the census
records for the 12th Ward did yield the listing for the household
of Eliza Jumel, who gave her age as 74. The household included a
total of nine persons. In addition to Eliza Jumwmel it included
Nelson Chase, age 40, 8 lawyer; his children, Eliza, 16, and
William, 11; and five mervants. These were Elias Williams, 25,
and Sarah McCallary, 30, both Irish immigrantsz; William Tart, 22,
& coachman, born in England; and Matthew Duane, a gardener, also
born in England. The household also included a nine year old
black boy, Sasetiny(?) Thomag, born in New York. He and the two
Chase children are all indicated in the recordsz asm having
attended school within the year. The position of this boy in the
household is uncertain. He may have been a gervant whom the Jumel
family sent to school as part of his remuneration.

The next twvo houaeholds listed in the 1850 census records after
the Jumel household are alsc of interest. The next listing is for
the household of Thomas Duane, listed as an Irish immigrant and a
laborer. It is possible that Matthew Duane, the Jumel gardener,
was the eon of this neighbor. The census listing indicatee that
thia family lived in a separate bullding from the Jumels, but
there is no listing in the column for value of real estate owned,
indicating that they were renteras. It is possible that the Thomas
Duane household, which included five persons, may have been
renting space in an outbuilding on the Jumel estate, although
there ig no evidence for this conclusion.

The census listing following that of the Duane household ie for
the household of Jamea Manroe, listed as a farmer and born in
Virginia. It is posaible that this is the James Monroe who had
rented the Mansion house in 1838-39. Thig individual was
apparently well-to-do, with reesl property worth 100,000 (the
value of Eliza Jumel’s real property was given as 3150, 000) and
eight servants. The birth of this individual in Virginia
strengthens the inference, noted above, that he may have been the
nephevy nof President Monrce.
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In 1853, at the age of 78, Eliza Jumel, accompanied by HNelson
Chase’'s two teen-age children, once again travelled to France.
While in France, Eliza Jumel Chaee married Paul Guillaume Raymond

Pery.

The 1855 New York State Census indicates that the Jumel household
at that time consisted of 14 person=s. The household still
included Eliza Jumel, Nelson Chase and his children William and
Eliza (Pery). However, Paul Pery is not listed in the census
record. Greiff (n.d.) indicates that Paul and Eliza Pery had been
living in France and that Eliza was visiting New York in 18335.
The household alsoc included 10 servants and their families. All
of the servante were listed ag aliens. They were David Wilkie,

28, a Scotesman; John Kelly, 40, Dominick Doyle, 26 and James
Clancy 17, Irish immigrants; Peter Tizcher and Frederick Windel,
Belgian immigrants; Proasper Coignou, 28, and his wife Madelaine
Coignou, 28, French immigrants; as well as their two year old
daughter Clementine Coignou, who had been born in Michigan.

The 1855 records aleo include the reporte of s census of
agriculture. Eliza Jumel is listed as the owner of 40 improved
acreszs and 3500 unimproved mcres, with the cash value of the
farmland listed as #250, 000, the cash value of livestock as $500,
and the cash value of tools and implements at $500. Also listed
are 10 acres of meadow, with 18 tons of hay being gathered during
the year. Theré are no other entries in the census for crops or
stock.

The 1860 United States censue indicates a reduced household size
at the Jumel Mangion. Besides Eliza Jumel and Nelson Chase the
household included five =ervants, all Irish immigrants. These
were Mary Ring, 27 and Mary Reegan, 39; John Kelley, 42, a
gardener, John Shea, 24, coachman; and Josheph Dclen, 18, a
footman, It is likely that John Kelley was the same servant
listed in the 1835 census despite the age discrepancy in the two
sets of records.

There are other age discrepanciee in the various census records.
For example Nelgon Chase was listed as 46 years old 1in 1850, 41
yearg old in 1855 and 54 yeare old in 1860. Eliza Jumel was
linted as 74 in 1850, 7S in 183535, and 86 in 1860.

A photograph dated by the MJM archives to the early 1860'e and by
Greiff (n.d.:235) to 1858 (gee Figure 17) shows the Jumel family
on the south portico of the Mansion. The men standing east of the
house are probably three of the gervants listed in the census
records.

The diary of Ann Parker includee a record of a vigit to the
mansion in 1862, as noted above. She states that at the time of
her vigit Eliza Jumel wags 82. Thuas there is some doubt as to her
actual age. The diary aleo notes that Madam Jumel appears to have
had a falling out with Nelson Chasgse. The diarigt notes that Chase
"lived until June 1862 with Madam, but interfered too much (and
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ghe threw him cut) - gince that time he hae lived in town". She
also noted that Eliza Jumel "has but two very inferior mervants
who have charge [of] houese, horses and place." Thus it wvould
appear that by 1862, Eliza Jumel lived alone in the mansion with
only two azervants. .

Eliza Jumel died on July 16, 1865. If she was actually born in
1775 she would have been 90 at the time of her death. Her
obituary in the New York Times indicates that she was 92 years
old at the time. The various estimates of her age given above
wvould suggest that she was at probably somewhere between 89 and
91 years of age at the time of her death.

Two documents dating to the 1850’s, included in the Jumel papers
but not cited by any of the previous researchers, are of
interest. The first is a manuscript account book listing Madame
Jumel’s account with John Cuthell, a butcher. The book coveres a
two month period beginning August 9, 1854. For most weeks during
the period there are entries six days per week. This suggests
that despite the presmence of an ice house on the property, fresh
meat was purchased on nearly a daily basis. Although =mome entries
are difficult tc read many purchases appear to be lamb, with some
entries also indicating the cut (e.g. shin, leg, chops). There
are also some entriee for purchases of mutton. Some entries do
not epecify the type of meat, and it is poseible that these are
beef purchases.

The New York City directory for 1854-1855 liste John Cuthell,
butcher at 150th Street near 10th Avenue. Hovever, there ie no
directory listing for Cuthell in either the preceding or
succeeding year.

Of particular interest is a contract between Madame Jumel and
Thomase Connolly (or Connelly) dated January 14, 1857. Under terms
of the contrect "Thomas Connolly agrees to blow out of the rock
near the Mansion house and build a well for Madam Jumel." The
contract givea no further information as to the location of the
vell. Under the contract Connolly was to receive $10 per foot for
the first 10 feet, and after that an increase of $2 per foot for
each additional 10 feet of depth required. Eliza Jumel may have
previously loaned money to Connolly since the contract indicates
that the work performed under the contract would "go toward paying
what said Connolly is indebted to Madam Jumel at the present
time. "

a. The Mansion Property at the End of the Jumel Period

Several mapsz show the configuration of the Mansion property in
the 1850-1870 period with some detail.

The first map to be discuesed was actually drawn in 1887 (sgee
Figures 7a and 7b}. However, it supposedly shows the property “as
it existed 100 years ago” with the 1887 street grid superimposed.
This map shows the outbuildings as they vere indicated on the
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1815 Randall map. These include the barn and gheds west of the
road, the barn/shed/stable complex northwegt of the Mansion,
gshown on the 1887 map within and slightly north of the location
of 162nd street, and the "ash house" shown at the location of
Edgecombe Avenue. However, there are two major differences from
the outbuilding configuration shown on the Randall map. First,
the ice house shown on the latter map is not shown on the 1887
version. Second, the 1887 map shows a well located north of the
Mansion which was not shown on the Randall map. It is possible
that the draftsman of the 1887 map updated the 1815 configuration
after a visit to the Mansion in the 1880C’s. Thus it is likely
that the well is the one which Eliza Jumel had blasted ocut of the
bedrock in 1857. The 1887 map appears to show it located on a
high point which may have represented a rock outcrop. The
location as shovn would place it just north of the present
"gunken garden" (see belaw). The well is not shown on any of the
other maps of the property.

The ice house shown on the 1815 Randall map was apparently
abandoned in 1829 when Stephen Jumel had a newv ice house
conagtructed. This second .ice house may have been abandoned, in
turn by 1887.

The Drippe map of 1851 (Figure 8) also showe the barn and stable
buildings north of the Mansion which were shown on the 1815
Randall survey. However, the sheds or sheep pens which connected
these twvo buildings as shown on the Randall map and described in
_the 1814 advertisement cited above are no langer shown on this
1851 map (or on the other maps dating to this period discussed
below). It should be noted that the mapped location of 162nd
Street on this map is further north than itse present location.
The 1851 map alsoc continuee to show the entrance driveway and
gatehouses on the east side of Kingasbridge Road. At this time the
west slide of Kingsbridge Road wae being developed. However, the
building shown west of the road at the location of 162nd Street
may be the old barn shown on the 18th and early 19th century
maps. However, the ice house shown north of the Mansion on the
1815 Randall survey is not shown on the 1851 wmap.

" The 1851 map showe the formal garden and circular
driveway/pathvay around the house which were added during the
Jumel occupation and discussed further below. The 1851 map also
shows an outbuilding east of the front portion of the Mansion,
with paths connecting it to the circular pathway around the house
and to the path leading to the garden. This structure ie in the
same approximate relationship to the Mansion as the outbuilding
shovn on the 1782 British Headquartera map, slthough the latter
structure was shown neither on the Loss or Randall surveys. The
poeltion of the structure as shown on both mape would place it at
the current location of Edgecombe Avenue and east of the Roger
Morrie Park boundaries. This outbuilding ie shown south of the
location of the outbuildings shown on the maps dating 10-15 years
later (mee Figures 9; 11-12). However, it 1a possible that the
same gtructures were shown in different positione by the various
19th century map makers. '
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A somevwhat distorted copy of an 1860 map is included in the
collection of the MJM archives (see Figure 9). The only
outbuildings on the Randall wep =still shown in 1860 would appear
to be the barn and stable® northwest of the house. A2 on the 1851
map the "gsheep barn" which connected thege two buildings in 1815
doea not appear on the 1860 map. The ice house and ash house
depicted on the Randell map are ml=oc not shown.

The 1860 map shows a pathway extending ea=t of the house,
beginning at the approximate location of the east doorway of the
main portion of the house. This pathway leads to a small
outbuilding located at the top of the bluff overlooking the
Harlem River. Two other somevwhat larger outbuildings are located
eagt of the octagon wing of the house. As shown on thies map the
location of all three of these ocutbuildingas would appear to be at
the present location of Edgecombe Avenue, east of the boundaries
of Roger Morris Park.

This 1860 map shows another outbuilding south of the house along
the southern border of the property. This location ie south of
the present Park boundaries.

The map showe the two porter’s lodgee at the entrance to the
property as shown on the Randall map and the entrance driveway.
It also shows a circular pathway or driveway around the house,
and a pathway leading from it to the barn/stable complex to the
north. A pathwey algo leads to a large ornamental garden in the
southvwest corner of the property. Thie garden was described by
Lossing (1873). It included box shrubs with a cedar tree in the
middle. A row of cypress treee was planted in a curve along the
garden’s southern borders. The cypress trees apparently circled
an ornamental pond (Boltan 1903; Steudenroth and Matero n.d. :86).
Losging (1973) described the walkway leading from the garden to
the house as a "gravelled walk®". Near the pathway in the northern
portion of the garden was "an immense Madeira-nut tree." This
complex of pathways and gardens was created during the Jumel
occupation and appearse to be substantially different from the
landacaping pattern shown on the 1783 British Headquartere map.

The 1867 Dripps map (Figure 10) shows less detail than the 1860
map, but does shown the barn and stable north of the house as
vell as the gate houses at the entrance.

Two versions of an 1868 map (Figures 11-12) have been examined.
Both versions show barn/stable buildings north of the house asa
shown on the Randsll map. As was the cage with the the 1851 and
1860 maps the connecting U-shaped "sgheep barn" or sheds are not
showvn. Both versione of the 1868 map show two outbuildings east
of the house. These may correspond with two of the three
buildings shown on the 1860 map, although they are shown in
glightly different positions than on the earlier map. The path
shown extending east of the building in 1868 and the outbuilding
at its eastern end appear to be slightly north of their location
as shown on the 1860 map, and north of the outbuilding shown on

28



the 1851 map. The 1868 map shows this outbuilding east of the
Roger Morris Park boundaries at the location of Edgecombhe Avenue.
The map also shows a second cutbhuilding to the north which
appears to represent one of the two outbuildings shown in this
areas on the 1860 mep. Both versions of the 1868 map show this
building within the boundaries= of Roger Morris Park. The other
outbuilding in this area may have been remaoved between 1860 and
1868.

Unlike the 1860 map both versionas of the 1868 map shov a swmall
outbuilding at the approximate location of the ice house shown on
the Randall map. This suggests the possibility that the "new" ice
house conetructed in 1829 represented a reconstruction of the
earlier building or was located in the =ame immediate area. "Mias
Mary’'s promenade”, indicated by Stephen Jumel in 1929 as being
next to the new ice house location may refer to the pathway shown
on the mid-19th century maps as connecting the Mansion with the
barn/stable buildinge to the northwest. The circular
path/carriagevay shown surrounding the Mansion house would appear
to be taoo clese to the building to permit blasting to be
conducted ag indicated in Stephen Jumel’s 1829 letter. There is
nao pathwvay shown along the bluff edge east of the house where the
other outbuildings are shown on the 1860°'s maps.

The two versione of the 1868 map differ mainly in their depiction
of the location of 162nd Street. The version of the map in the
New York Public Library (Figure 11) ghows the street Jjust north
of the "ice houee" location, which would place the site of the
latter structure within the boundaries of Roger Morrie Park. The
undated copy of the map in the MJM archives (Figure 12), which
apparently represents a copy of the original map published by a
real estate company, sBhows the "ice house" within the bed of
162nd Street. The location aof the street as shown on the New York
Public Library version would appear to be coneigtent with its
present location.

An 1872 drawving included in Greiff’s report (the drawing is
included here as Figure 18) showe several landecaping featuresa
not shown on the mid-19th century maps. Although the drawing was
made seven years after the death of Eliza Jumel, the features
shown most likely date to the Jumel occupation. The drawing shows
a summer house southwest of the house with an an arbor extending
to the Bouthwest. It is possible that this arbor enclosed or ran
alongside the pathway connecting the Mansion with the gardens tao
the southwvest showvn on the mid-19th century mwapa. Greiff’'s
comments on the drawing indicate that the summer house, as well
ag the arbor, would have been constructed of "natural boughs",
and that such summerhouses were fashiocnable in the mid-19th
century.

The 1872 drawing (Figure 18) also shows B stone retaining wall
south of the houge. Fill may have bheen depogited behind thie wall
to raise the grade of the land. Steudenroth and Matero {(n.d. :79)
cite a photograph which they date to the 1880’s showing what most
likely is this same unmortared retaining wall. These authora alsc
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note that by 1899, 160th Street had been paved and a new stone
retaining wall bordered the north side of the street.

G. Chase Family Occupancy (1865 - 1887)
After Eliza Jumel’s death there was a dispute as to the
settlement of her emtate. The details are not relevant to this
gtudy, but in summary Eliza Jumel had made a will in 1831 leaving
much of her property to charity. After her death, several suits
were filed challenging the will. Among the plaintiffs was George
Washington Bowen, Eliza Jumel’e illegitimate son, A= a result of
the eventual court rulinges, the bulk of the estate was divided in
three equal shares among Nels=on Chase; his daughter, Eliza Jumel
Pery; and hie =son, William Inglis Chase.

The Chase family occupied the house for some 20 years after the
death of Eliza Jumel. Shelton (1916} indicates that three years
after Eliza Jumel’s death Nelson Chase, his daughter Eliza and
her hueband Paul Pery, and his son William and his wife, =all
lived at the Mansmion with servants. However, he notes that the
three familiea were not on good terms and lived and dined
separately within the Mansion. This domestic friction may have
had its roots in the dispute over the gettlement of the Jumel
egtate.

We could not find a listing for the Chase household in the
recorde of the 1870 census. During the 1870’s Paul Pery died and
in 1876 Eliza Jumel Chase re-married Julius Henry Caryl, =on of
the founder of the Susquehanna Railroad (newespaper notice cited
in Duncan 195:315-317). As indicated by the 1880 census, Nelson
Chase, who had been a widower since the death of Mary Bownes
Jumel in 1843, also re-married during the 1870's. The census
records indicate his wife as Hattie Dunning, a woman some 40
yearsg his junior.

The 1880 census lists Nelson Chase’s household (at 0Old
Kingsbridge Road between 160th and 161 St. - i.e. the Jumel
Mansion) ae conseisting of 12 persons. These included NHelson
Chase, listed as a retired lawyer, then aged 70, and his second
wife, Hattie C. Chase, who was only 30 and listed as "keeping
house. " The household also included Nelson Chase's daughter
Eli=za, and her second husband Julius K. Caryl, 41, a produce
merchant, and Eliza’'s five year old son Raymond Chase. The
household also included Lizzie C. Dunning, 21, HNelson Chase’'s
gister-in-lawv. There were gix servants in the house at thi= time:
Patrick Carroll, 78, coachman, and Stephen McCarthy, 30 a "man of
all work", both Irish immigranta; a second coachman, Robert
Robinson, a black man born in New York; Annie Thompeon, the cook,
a black woman also born in New York; and two waitresses, HNora
McGrady, 28, an Irish immigrant and Lizzie Broadmore, who wvas
born in New York.

As 8 result of the division of the Jumel estate as noted above,
the Mansion property vas deeded by the estate to Nelson Chase and
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his daughter Eliza Jumel Caryl on June 30, 1882, Steudenroth and
Matero (n.d.) note that it was at this time that the property was
reduced to its present boundaries. The mansion property remained
in the posesession of Nelson Chase and hie daughter until March 13
1887, when it was deeded to Henry H. Tokey {(sBee Appendix A).

The Chases apparently resided in the mansion until the periocd of
thigs male. The 1884 voter ligtse show both Nelson Chase and hie
son-in-lav Julius H. Caryl as resident at 161st Street east of
St. Nicholas Avenue. Stephen McCarthy, one of the servants at the
Mansion listed in the 1880 census also appeare in the 1884 voter
list. Two other names listed with those noted above in the voter
list, Patrick Reilly and David Wilkie, Jr., may also have been
servants in the Mansion in 1884.

1. The Chage Barn
Even before the death of Eliza Jumel, some portione of the Jumel
esgtate (although not the 36 acre mansion tract), had been sold.
The development of the area in the 1860’s and 1870'e began to
impact the Mansion property. Lossing (1873:131) after a vieit to
the Mansion, noted that "the old entrance-gate, with ite flanking
lodges will =on be swept away to make room for the street. A like
fate may =soon overtake any part of the property". During the
1880’8 Jumel Terrace and Sylvan Terrace were opened.

The 1882 property division and the opening of 162nd street
removed the Jumel period barn/stable complex from the Mansion
property. This may have been the impetus for the construction of
a nevw barn on the property in the early 1880's8. The Jumel papers
include 8 receipt, dated March 17, 1885, for payment of insurance
by Nelson Chase on a "new barn.” This "new barn" is apparently
the ptructure shown immediately socuth of 162nd Street on the
Sanborn insurance map of 1893 (mee Figure 14). The map shows that
the two-story barn also had a emall one-story extension on its
eastern side. The coding placed on this building as shown on the
Sanborn map Buggests that in 1893 the building was undergoing
renovations poegibly associated with its conversion from
agricultural to other uses. The 1909 Sanborn map (Figure 13)
indicates that the Chase barn had been demolished by this date.

H. Abgentee Owners and Tenants (1887 - 1894}
Betveen 1887 and 1894 the Mansion went through several changes of
ovnership. It was sold on April 16, 1887 by Henry Tobey, who had
obtained the property from the Chase family to Eban Sutton, Jr.,
and on May 11, 1894 by Sutton to Seth Milliken (mee Appendix A).
The ownership by Tobey and Milliken were short term, and the=se
trangfers were most likely made in the proceas of transferring
ownership to and from Eban Sutton. It is alsc likely that ‘Sutton
purchased the mansion for purposee of speculation. There is no
evidence that he actually resided there.
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It is uncertain who, i1f anyone resided in the Mansion in the
latter portion of 1887 and 1888, immediately after the sale by
the Chagse family. However, Greiff (n.d:288) cites an inscription
on the back of a drawing at the New York Historical Society by G.
Marie Le Prince indicating thast she and her mother, L. Elizabeth
Le Prince "lived in the house from 1890 to /94." However, in
another document cited by Greiff (n.d.:294), Elizabeth Le Prince

indicates that the family rented the house from 1889 through
1854,

The Le Prince family had immigrated to New York in 1881. The
father of Gabriella Marie Le Prince, Auguetin Le Prince,
reportedly invented one of the first motion pilcture cameras. He
digappeared mysteriously in France in 1890. His wife, Elizabeth
Le Prince, taught at the Washington Heights School for the Deaf.
Their daughter, Gabriella Marie Le Prince

wvas born in Leeds in 1871. She became well-known in New York
ag a painter and ceramic artist. Along with her esister,
Aimee, and the sister’s husband, Harry Voorhees, she
establighed the Inwood pottery studioc in Manhattan (Greiff
n.d. :289-290; information taken from New York Times
articles).

The 1890 New York City directory liste Sarah E. LePrince, "Prof.
1ith Av. n. W 162nd Street, h. Washington heighte. "™ This listing
apparently refers to the wife of Augustin LePrince, referenced

above as "Elizabeth" and would appear to confirm her residence in
the Morris Mansion in 1890.

There is no listing for "Le Prince" in the 1891 directory, and
the 1892 directory has a listing for Sarah L. LePrince, "teacher
140 W. 23rd Street", with no separate home addreass. However, the
1833 Newv York City directory lists "Sarah Le Prince, artist, h,
W. 160 th n. St. Nicholae Av.", and the 1894 directory lists
Sarah E. Le Prince, "=school, 1122 Broadway, h. Wleist & Harlem
R." The home address for 1893 and 1894 appears to confirm the
family’s continued residence in the Jumel Mansion.

We attempted to find the Le Prince household listing in the
records of the 1890 Nev York City Police Census (the records of
the Federal Census for that year vere destroyed in a fire).
However the recorde for the 67th district, which would include
the Jumel Mansion, are are missing from the microfilmed records.

1. Pathways and Carriage Drive
A memoir by Elizabeth Le Prince, in the MJM archives and cited by
Greiff (n.d,:294) indicates that in 1889 the "sunken flagstone
pathways and carriage drive [were) dug up and relaid." She also
etates that "the remains of a sBecret entrance from below [wag]l
closed by bricklayers."

The flagstone carriage drive noted by Elizabeth Le Prince may
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have been added either late in the Jumel period or during the
occupation by the Chases after the death of Elizs Jumel. A print
dating to the mid-19th century (Figure 16) and a photograph taken
prior to 1900 (Figure 15) appear to show an earthen driveway in
front of the house. However, a photograph dated ca. 1920 (Figure
24) appeara to shov a gravelled path leading to a slightly raised
flagstone surface in front of the Mansion. This flagetone may
represent a part of the "flagstone carriage drive” referred to by
Elizabeth Le Prince.

The reference to an underground pasgs=sage by Gabriella Le Prince is
apparently inaccurste. As Bolton (1916:51) points out such a
passage would be "a not very reasonable requirement in a colonial
gentleman’'s summer residence, and a2 most impracticable
accompaniment in view of the rock on which the house is planted.”

I. The Earle Occupation (18394 - 1303)
The Jumel mansion was sold on May 17, 1894 teo Lillie J. Earle
(see Appendix A), wife of. General Ferdinand Pinney Earle, who was
in the hotel bueiness in New York City. The Earles apparently
moved into the Jumel Mansion shortly after the purchaee as the
1895 New York City directory liete Ferdinand P. Earle’s home
address asg Jumel Place near W. 161st Street.

The 1900 census showse the Earle household as congisting of seven
peraons. In addition to Earle, then 60 years of age, and his wife
Lillie, 56; four asone, agee 15 to 21, lived in the house. The
oldeset son, Ferdinand, Jr. was an artist, and the other sons were
attending school in 1900. The houeehold at this time included
only one gervant, Winifred Mahony, 30, an Irish immigrant.

From the time of the construction of the Mansion until itse
occupation by the Earles, the kitchen used by the house occupants
wag located in the southeagt corner of the bagement. Shortly
after the Earles purchased the mansion they constructed a new
kitchen as an addition to the first floor of the house. A ca.
1892 photograph (Figure 20) does not show the kitchen, while one
dated ca. 1897 (Figure 21) showse it in place. The Earle kitchen
is shown in more detail in a ca. 1904-1906 photograph (Figure
22), The house plans published in 1917 (Haddon 1917 - see Figure
28a) show that the Earle kitchen did not have a basement. It
remained attached to the house until the 1930's (see below).

Ferdinand P. Earle died in 1903 and later that year the Mansion
property was gpold to the City of New York. It was subsequently
administered by the Parks Department (now the Department of Parks
and Recreation). In 1907 the "Washington Headquarters
Agsociation, " founded by the Daughters of the American
Revolution, took over the operation of the house as a museum.
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1. Early 20th Century Modifications

Shortly after the Washington Headquartere Association took over
the property, the first series of "improvements" were made.
Although there are apparently no extant plans for these
renovations, they included installation of wooden floors in the
cellar, apparently covering the stone bedrock floor noted in the
1792 deacription of the house.

Other major changes made in the early 20th century include the
addition of the "Colonial Revival" flower garden northeast of the
house. Greiff (n.d.) cites notations in the MJM archives
indicating that the creation of this garden required removal of
the barn. This apparently refers to the "new barn" built by
Nelson Chase in the early 1880°’s.

As shown in the ca. 1860 photograph (Figure 17), a trellised
arbor had been constructed at the south end of the east facade,
These trellisses vere removed prior to 1903 (Steudenraoth and
Matero:59). The late 19th century photographs (e.g. see Figure
20) indicate that thie arbor had been removed prior to the Earle
family's occupation of the property. However, after the City
purchased the property a new arbor (see Figure 23) wvas added on
the east side of the house in approximately 1906. It was removed
between 1908 and 1925 (Steudenroth and Matero n.d.: 62-63). It is
indicated ag a "terrace" with a brick surface on the 1917 plans
(see Figure 28b).

Other alterations wvere made in 1922. These included modifications
to the pillars on the front portico and the reconstruction of the

"platform and steps” at the east entrance to the main wing of the
house,

2. The cga. 1935 Renovation Project
The second major seriea of "improvements" was designed by the
Depertment of Parks and carried out as a W.P.A. project. These
included a number of modifications affecting the ground surface
exterior to the house.

These major modifications, some of which were discumseed by Greiff
{n.d.! and Steudenroth and Materc {(n.d.) are reflected on the
project plane, copies of which are in the MJM archives. These
modifications affected much of Roger Morris Park and involved
excavation of a large portion of the area immediately adjacent to
both the emast and weet side of the foundation of the main portion
of the Mansion.

a. Bagement Staire

Prior to 1935 the basement stalrs on the east side of the housge
extended directly to the east, reaching the surface =some six feet
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from the foundation wall. The shed covering these stairs was
constructed during the 19th century and is shown on various 139th
and early 20th century photographs (see Figures 20; 22-23) as
well as on the ca. 1917 plans (Figure 28a and 28b). Steudenroth
and Matero (n.d.) date construction of this shed to the early
portion of the Jumel period (1810-1865). In 1935 this stairwell
and shelter was removed and the existing stairwell, extending
some 12 feet south of the basement door was conetructed. At this
time a second basement entrance was alsc opened at the northern
end of the east wall. A second stairwell was constructed
extending southward from this entrance for =zome 12-13 feet (=see
Figure 29a).

b. Window Areaways
Five "areawaya" or window welle were excavated on the west side
of the building; three along the west wall, one along the north
wall, and one along the south waell, adjacent to the weat aside of
the portico. Prior to these modifications, the basement windows
were the same type of narrow above-ground windows as still exist
in the octagon wing end on the north wall of the eastern portion
of the main wing. It should be noted that the 1917 plans (Figure
28a) shown areaways already in existence along the south wall of
the house eaat of and beneath the portico. Although not mentioned
in any of the sources, it is likely that the conatruction of
thege areaways datez to the 1907 wmodifications.

c. Removal of Earle Kitchen
The 1935 project also involved the removal of the "Earle™ kitchen
wing. The plane (see Figure 29b) indicate that the foundation
walle for thies wing were to be removed (however, see Chapter V).
The porch on the east aide of the hyphen was algso reconstructed
at this time.

The bluestones and gutter stones adjacent to the house were
relaid in 1935. It is uncertain whether these gutter stones date
to the original construction of the house. None of the 19th
century photographs was sufficiently detailed to show them. It is
known, however that they were present at the beginning of the
20th century, as they are discussed by Shelton (1916). He implies
that he belleved them to be an original feature of the house:

To an architect, one of the curious and interesting features
in the construction of the old house is the stone gutter
bordering the basement walls. Modern gutterz on the roof
have left it useless for a hundred year, but here it remains
to tell its story of the past. It is in a good state of
pregervation, only, here and there, the turf overhanging and
drooping into the stone drain and taking root in the
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crevices between the blocks. It consists of a ledge of
limestone flagging twenty-two inches wide, just above the
level of the lewn and sloping slightly to an eight-inch
gutter, which is cut in a separate block of stone. For a
space at the back of the house, the &tone gutter has
disappeared and has been replaced by a few sectione of
madern copen drain tile.

This flagging was lalid down as the walls wvere built and is
quite wide enough for a walk along the sides of the house;
it was intended in the old days to receive the plashing of
the torrent from the roof and conduct it away underfoot
instead of coverhead.

Steudenroth and Matero (n.d.) note that the ca. 1860 photograph
of the house (Figure 17) shows the installation of roof gutters
on the portico and south facade, suggesting that the gutter
blocks date earlier than thie period.

It should be noted that the 1917 plans (gee Figure 28b) do not
show the gutter stones on the east side of the house. They had
apparently been removed as a result of the construction of the
Earle kitchen, the "terrace" on the east side of the house and
the stone flagging shown at the basme of the east side "porch?®
adjoining the firat floor entrance.

e. Bluestone Patio, Flagpole and Grading South of Mangion

The 1935 grading plan (gee Figure 29e) sghows that the
installation of the nev bluestone patio, which apparently
replaced the previous flagstone entrance way and a lawn area
south of the house, involved cutting or raiging of the grade
approximately cne foot or less. However, immediately south of the
patio, in the vicinity of the planned dry well installations,
gome 2 - 3 feet of fill are indicated. This suggeste that the
slope to the southwvest of the house was formerly even steeper
than that which existe at the present time.

The 1935 plans (Figure 29e) show a flagpole at the location of
the existing one, just south of the eastern end of the bluestone
patio (it ghould be noted that its position as shown on the
current eite plan - Figure 1 - is incorrect). However, there were
apparently at least two earlier flagpoles on the Mansion grounds.
According to Steudenroth and Matero (n.d. :88)

A photograph of 1899 (HYHS 55307) shows a flagpole
positioned near the Edgecombe Avenue side of the grounds.
Views from the early years of the twentieth century show
another flagpole on the south lawn on line with the eastern
edge of the portico. It has a equared-off wooden {(?) base
and itg weathervane ies of arrows, topped by a ball and
eagle. A photograph from 1934/5 (W.P.A. #226D) of work in
progress at the house showse a flagpole standing on a
different base. Only the coctagonal base flagpole erected 1in
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1935 is still in place.

The flagpole shown in the W.P.A. photograph (see Figure 26)
appears to be at the mame location as the existing one but as
noted in the above quote, on a different base, suggesting that it
was reconstructed during the 1935 project.

The fence and entrance gate surrounding Roger Morris park wvere
also replaced during the 1935 project.

f. Sunken Garden
The 1935 project also involved the construction of the walled
sunken garden northeast of the house. Thie involved nodifications
to a garden which had been installed at the beginning of the 20th
century. Reasearch, based on the examination of photographs,
showing the changes in this garden was conducted in conjunction
with the never-completed Historic Structures report (Steudenroth
and Matero n.d.:92) and is summarized in the diasgrams created for
inclusion in that report which are in the collection of the MJIN
archives (see Figure 30).

g. Drainage and Other Piping

The 1935 project alsc involved excavation for the installation of
drainage, water and sewage pipes (see Figure 29c) as well a= an
01l tank (Bee Figure 29d).

Two photographs in the MJM archives (Figuree 26-27) indicate that
major surface disturbance occurred in some areas cof Roger Morris
Park in connection with the 1935 project. One photograph (Figure
27) sBhows excavations northeast of the house apparently in
connection with the installation of the walled sunken garden, the
drainage system, and the water pipe connecting the octagon wing
with the drinking fountain north of the house. The exact location
of the disturbance southwest of the house shown in Figure 28 is
uncertain due to the angle at which the photograph is taken. The
disturbed area shown may be in the vicinity of the installation
of the newv perimeter fence and/or the drainage system.

h. Pathways
The 1935 plane called for the existing patha to be removed and
replaced with "Telford Walka." Telford pavements are constructed
of large broken stone packed with smaller pieces, covered with a
layer of finely broken stone or gravel, and rolled hard and
smooth (Funk and Wagnalls 1941). The 1935 apecifications called
for the Jumel Mansion valks

to be constructed with a foundation of 'eolidly hand-rolled

and tamped earth sub-soil, shaped with a 1 1/2" camber
[wvithl a top telford of about 8" gtones fitted closely and
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get on end, all interstices well filled with dry earth
thoroughly broom-swept into each joint.' At either side was
to be set a ’'strip of pure zinec, 1/8" thick and 9" wide,
extending 1" above the telford finished lines’ which served
a8 a ’'curb for the gravel topping.’ Whether or not such work
was actually undertaken is2 not known, but by 1954 the
pathvays were of brick, as as s8uch they have remained
(Steudenroth and Matero n.d:82)

i. Other Modifications

Another major regult of the 1935 project was the excavation of
the area under the portico and installation of a cement floor.

Among the interior changes undertaken in the 1935 project were
the installation of the present brick floor in the basement,
replacing the wooden floor installed earlier in the 20th century.

3. Recent Modifications

The most recent "improvement” project was designed in the 19807 =a.
The first etage of the external modifications, carried out within
the pagt few yeare, involved the filling-in of the northernmost
of the two basement stairwells and reinstallation of a stone slab
surface above the filled-in stairwell (Pokorny 1989). Concrete
infill of the door opening which had been created in 1935 is
vieible in the northeast corner of the basement men’s bathroom.
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III. DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH:
MORRIS-JUMEL MANSION ARCHAEOLOGY

A. Native American Sites

Bolton (1909) discussed the known Native American sites in the
upper portion of Manhattan, especially those at Inwood at the
northern tip of the Island. His site map is included here as
Figure 31. The only site shown on Bolton’s map in the vicinity of
the Morris-Jumel mansion ie the one designaeted as #3, noted as a
"gsupposed cave" site. Bolton makes no mention of this site in hie
discuggion, and the notation as given on the map indicates that
its actual existence is problematical.

The location of the Morris-Jumel Mansion, however, suggests that
it would have been as attractive a site for Native American
activity as it waes for the =ite of a colonial manzion. The spot
wvould have cffered a commanding view of the surrounding area,
including the Harlem River. Thus it could have gerved as a camp
for defensive purposes during times of conflict. The various
hiestoric period mapas (e.g. see Figures 4, 6, and 12) show streams
near the present location of 163rd street approximately 350 feet
north of the Mansion, and between 1539th and 160th Street,
approximately 400 - 500 feet south of the Mansion. Theae sBtreams
would have provided a scurce of fresh water for those at the camp
gite. In addition, the nearby streams would have attracted game
and the advantageous elevation would have made the Mansion site
an attractive location for hunting camps.

B. Previous Archaeoloqgical Investigatione on the Maneion Grounds

In the gecond decade of the twentieth century Reginald Pelham
Bolton, an avocational archaeologist who is beest known to modern
day practitioners of that profession for his study of Native
American sites and communication routes in Nev York City and
vicinity, undertook limited archaeological explorations at the
Mansion site.

Bolton reported on finds made near the building referred to as
"the White House" which, he notes, probably represents a farm
house constructed on the Kiersen property in the early 18th
century, prior to the purchase of the property by Roger Morris.

The little dwelling appears to have sBtood at a point about
125 feet south of the south eside of West 160th street, now
beneath an apartment house known as Morton Court. Its
poaition here was indicated by the presence of old bricks
and plaster, discloseed when the excavationa for that
building were made. It had probably been razed before the
Jumels purchased the estate for it occcupied a part of the
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space which formed the fish pond constructed after 1812, and
round which were planted the Egyptian cypress trees, which,
until recent years were a conspicucus feature of the
locality.

Immediately to the rear this of site, in the bank far below
the margin of the fish pond, was a deposit or ‘dump’ of
hougehold rubbish, in which was a pewter button of a private
goldier of the 57th or West Middlesex regiment, a mute
evidence of the presence of the military at the place...
[artifactg recovered fram this deposit includedl...a number
of brass pins of old form, some broken china, glass, bhones
and other domestic debris. The haste with which the place
was cleared precluded more extended search, and much more
wvag doubtleee lost to view farever (Bolton 1916:3532).

The recovery of the button suggests that this midden may have
been associated with the cccupation af the property by the
British after the withdrawal of the American troope from Harlem
Heighte. Since the house apparently fronted on the Kingsbridge
Road (St. Nicholas Avenue), the leocation of the midden as noted
by Bolton would most likely have been east of the house, where
the land begins its drop to the Harlem River. As noted previously
the location of the house and the midden would have been south of
Roger Morrie Park.

Boclton notee the probability that similar middens may have
accumulated in the vicinity of the Morris-Jumel Manesion during
the occupation of the house. He apparently conducted a surface
examination of at least a portion of the area eaat of the house.
His diecussion slso suggests that he undertook some sub-surface
examination, although he does not describe the number, extent or
depth of any sub-surface tests conducted.

A search vas made at several points in the present grounds
on the east side of the mansion, and a quantity of household
rubbish was found around the roote of one of the old trees
which Btill cling to the edge of the rocks where Edgecombe
Avenue wag cut acrose the property. The materimsl which was
found at the place proved to be uninteresting, coneisting
oenly of masees of charcoal, broken brick and plaster, with
oyseter and clam shells2 and broken bottles.

At several placez east of the house under the present grass
lawn and flower beds, there is more or less broken or
acattered debris, some of which consistse of crockery and
chinaware. So far, therefore, the vicinity of the
Headquarters House has not proven as fruitful in the
discovery of relice as have the sites of older though much
humbler dwellings (Bolton 1S16:352).

It should be noted that the authore of the report on the more
recent excavationg reviewed in the following section refer to a
pergonal communication by Patrick Broome, the former director of
the Morris-Jumel Mansion, to the effect that there are midden
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deposits in the southeast corner of the property. In the absence
of any indication of other archaeological vwork beasides that noted
here, it i= likely that Broome was actually referring to the
deposit noted by Bolton as discussed above.

2. 1984 Test Excavations
The only prcfessional archaeological investigations conducted at
the Morrie-Jumel Maneion were undertaken in 1984 by Susan Dublin
and Nan Rothschild in conjunction with the design of the current
program of "improvements" of the property.

These archaeologists excavated two test units immediately
adjacent to the foundation wall of the east aide of the Mansion
(gee Figure 32 for location). One unit wae located at the
goutheast corner of the main portion of the house while the
gecond vas located at the northeast corner of the octagon
exteneion. Each unit extended gseven feet east of the foundation
vall and four feet along the wall. On its eastern end, each unit
narroved to three feet. The results are summarized here. Selected
profiles from each unit are reproduced as Figures 33 and 34.

a. Test Cut 1

In the westernmoat part of the upper portion of the socutheastern
unit (Test Cut 1), Dublin and Rothschild encountered strata (see
Figure 23; Strata V, VI, VII} apparently associated with the
relaying of the gutter stones and associated flagstone during the
1935 renovatione. At this location the gutter block was supported
by an approximately one foot thick concrete "beam." The eastern
portion of the unit encountered cinder bedding underlying the
brick pathway which runs along the east side of the house.

Strata I and II, as well as the narrov lenses designated asm
Strata VIIlIa and V1IIb are aleo 20th century deposits, apparently
associated with the conetruction of the brick pathway and the
gmall areas of lawn which constitutes the surface between the
gutter stones and the brick path at the location of the unit.
Although stratum I, the topsoil underlying this lawn, yielded
only a moderate density of artifacts, it was the only deposit
excavated in this unit which yielded an appreciable number of
domestic ertifacts (bottle glass, ceramics, bone, etc.). The
deposit also yielded two pieces of plastic, confirming its 20th
century origin. The other material recovered included some
creamvare of 18th - early 19th century origin. The deposit
apparently represents soil rewvorked during an episode of 20th
century landscaping occurring during or subsequent to the 1935
improvement project.

The strata degignated III, 1V, and VII c-e, orange/brown sandy
gilt mottled with darker soil to various degreea; are interpreted
by the archaecologists as fill deposited in the 18th century at
the time of, or shortly after, the conetruction of the Mansion.
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The deposit yielded a large quantity of brick and mortar with
some of the brick appearing to have been burned. The report
indicates that stratum VIIId contained an especially high density
of brick. Only one poseibly diagnostic domestic artifasct, a small
ceramic sherd, wae recovered from thie deposit. The report
indicates this as "possibly pearlware." If this designation is
correct and if the sherd was not ipntrusive, the deposit would
necessarily been depoeited after completion of house
congtruction, as pearlware firet became commonly available in HNew
York ca. 1780.

Underlying the 18th century fill was a narrow stratum described
as banded tan, black and orange =andy micacecus silte (strata IXd
and XV), which the report suggests were water-deposited, and a
sBtratum of brown silty sand with mortar and charccal (stratum
IXa), which replaced the water laid deposite in the north portion
of the unit and is shown partially overlying it in the south
profile. TheBe strata are interpreted as an 18th century ground
surface. The artifacts from these strata "consisted alwost
entirely of construction/architectural debris, reinforcing the
suggesetion that thie stratum dates from the construction period
of the house" (Dublin and Rothsechild 1984).

The strata underlying this "ground surface” in the much of the
eastern portion of the unit consisted of a thin layer of orange
brown silt {(stratum XVI) interpreted as the naturslly occurring
subsoil, which immediately aoverlay the bedrock. In some locations
thig stratum was absent with the "ground surface" noted above
immediately overlying the bedrock.

The depoglte immediately adjacent to the foundation wall in the
eastern portion of the unit are termed by the authors of the
report ag a "bullders trench" (Strates IX b,c,e and £, X, XI,

XII, XIII, and XIV), at the bottom of which the excavation
encountered what is described as a brick "spread footer platform"
which runs beneath the stone foundation wall. The report notes
that the

bedrock appears to have been cut along ite west face,
leaving an almosat vertical surface extending down ta the
bottom of the foundation wall....The foundation wall rests
on a epread-footer platform....constructed of bricks which
are similar in gize and color to those found in the fabric
of the housge....the Bpread-footer platform may have been
constructed to level the surface for the foundation wall or
to provide a foundation for the oven and chimney located in
that section of the basement adjacent to the test cut. In
the absence of information regarding the foundation in other
areas of the main building, it is impoasible to ascertain
the purpoee of the spread-footer complex®™ (Dublin and
Rothechild 1984:20; 22).

After construction of the foundation wall and before accumulation

of the deposits discussed above, thie cut out portion of the
bedrock, or "builders trench" was filled in with "relatively
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hard-packed, heavily mottled silts with a very high density of
construction material." The only domestic artifacts recovered
from theee "trench" deposits were two sherds of non-diagnostic
clear glazed red earthenwvare.

It should be noted that tracee of Native American occupation were
recovered from both the 20th century strata and the 18th century
fill. These consist of a "Lamoka-type" projectile point, dateable
to the Late Archaic period, and pieces of quartz debitage (by-
products of Native American tool-wmaking activities). Although
from disturbed contexts, recovery of these artifacts provided the
firgt indication of the presence of a Native American site in the
vicinity of the Morris-Jumel Mansion.

b. Test Cut 2

The results of Test Cut 2, adjacent to the octagon foundation,
show differencea in stratigraphy from that encountered in Test
Cut 1. The uppermost strata (strata I, II, IIIa, and VII} in Test
Cut 2 (see Figure 34) are. apparently associated with 20th century
landscaping and relaying of the gutter stones and flagstones. The
sBupportse for the gutter stones exposed and removed in this unit
congigted of a course of brick underlain by a concrete =lab, a
different construction method than the concrete "beam® expoeged in
Teat Cut 1. The report suggeste that this support may have pre-
dated the 1935 restoration (howvever, see Chapter V).

Strata II and IIIa, designated as "dark brown sandy humus"
apparently were deposited during landscaping. This soil was
underlain in much of the unit by stratum V, a layer of cinder and
gravel, which the report suggeste was deposited for drainage
purposes during landsecaping, but which also could have served as
bedding for a pathway which was subsequently removed. A mixture
of 18th, 19th and 20th century artifacts were recovered from
these strata. The report suggeste that strata II, IIIa and V were
deposited "at the time the grade was raised, circa 1935....s8ince
there was no indication of disturbance related to the restoration
of the gutter, they most likely post-dated this event™ (Dublin
snd Rothschild 1984:23).

The underlying 4-5 inch thick stratum, IIIb, is described by the
excavatore as "orange sandy silt mottled with dark brown." This
stratum had the highest density of domeetic artifacte encountered
in either of the two 1984 unit=s. The authors of the report
interpret this deposit as representing the "ground surface which
existed priecr to the raising of grade circa 1935." The recovered
artifacts include 81 ceramic sherde, 28 pieces of bone and 4 clay
pipe fragments, as well as bottle glass and shell fragments. The
ceramics include 24 creamware and 10 pearlware sherds, but no
sherds are interpreted as whiteware, suggesting that the deposit
may pre-date the latter portion of the 19th century. The report
suggeets that these were materials "dropped on the ground during
the occupancy of the hougse."” However, it should bhe noted that the
stratum description is not consistent with that of an accretional
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surface, which would more likely consist of a darker soil matrix
due to the presence of organic material. The same argument could
be made againget characterizing this as a primary refuse deposit,
or midden. Two alternative explanations suggest themselves. The
first, a modification of the explanation offered, is that an
accretional surfece did accumulate, but that this surface wvas
removed during a 19th century episcde of landscaping. The
recovered mottled stratum may represent a "B-horizon" or
transitional zone underlying the topsoil of this accretional
surface. A second, and more likely, poseibility is that the
mottled stratum represents an episode of filling to raise the
grade which occurred after the construction period filling
repregsented by the underlying stratum. It should be noted that
substantial quantities of nails and window glass vere also
recovered from this stratum. The presence of the pearlwvare sherds
suggests that this fill wes deposited in the late 18th or early
19th century, possibly during landscaping which took place after
Stephen Jumel purchased the property in 1810.

Strata VI and VIII consisted of depositse of orange/brown sandy
gilt. These strata sre interpreted as representing 18th century
fill, deposited at the time the octagon was constructed. This
deposit wae similar to the construction fill encountered in Teat
Cut 1. A number of schist cobbles were noted at the base of the
fill deposit in Test Unit 2. In addition to the construction
debris the £fill yielded 7 ceramic sherds, including 4 sherde of
undecorated creamwvare. Creamware became commonly available ca.
1762. 1f themse sherds are not intrusive they may suggest that the
octagon was constructed somevhat later than the main portion of
the house, after at least some domestic refuse from the
occupation of the latter portion of the house had a chance to
accumulate.

Three pieces of quartz debitage were recovered from fill Btrata
IIIa and IIIb. In addition, a Brewerton side-notched projectile
point, dating to the Late Archaic period, was recovered from an
animal burrow adjacent to the foundation wall (excavated as
gtratum IX) which wvas intrusive into the 18th century £ill
deposit.

Underneath the 18th century construction fill deposit in Test Cut
2 was a gtratum described as dark brown silty humus, between 3
and 11 inches thick (strata X, XI and XII) interpreted as "the
pre-construction ground surface, a topsoil level created by
decayed vegetation” (Dublin and Rothschild 1984:33). Few
artifacts, mostly brick and mortar fragments, were recovered from
this stratum,

The strata underlying this surface would appear to represent the
naturally occurring subsoil. Stratum XIII, levels a and b, wa=s
described as orange brown sandy silt. Only a few artifacts,
consisting of small fragments of brick, mortar and coal, were
recovered from this stratum. Excavation in the eastern portion of
Tegt Cut 2 did not extend below this stratum, but in the western
portion, adjacent to the foundation, Test Cut 2 was extended to
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bedraock.

At mpproximately 36 inches below the surface of the flagetone
adjacent to the foundation the orange sandy silt graded into a
yellowish-tan =ilt, which extended to a depth of approximately 56
inches. Thie was excavated as Stratum XIII, levels c-e. This
stratum yielded nine prehistoric Native American artifacts;
consieting of a bifacialy worked quartz tool, a chert flake and
seven additional pieces of quartz debitage. The only historic
period material recovered consisted of a few small pieces of
coal.

Beneath the above stratum the excavation encountered a 1 - 5 inch
thick layer described as "bright rust-orange hard-packed =sandy
Bilt" (stratum XVI) which immediately overlay the bedrock. This
deposit yielded another chert flake and nine additional fragments
of quartz debitage. A single small piece of mortar was the only
historic period artifact recovered. The material recovered from
gite. The deposition of the prehistoric material will be
discussed further in the following Chapters.

The profiles indicate that the subsoil strata immediately abut
the foundation wall of the octagon; no builder’s trench wvas
encountered. The foundation rested directly on the bedrock
surface.
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Iv. ROGER HMORRIS PARK:
POSSIBLE LOCATIONS GF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Baged on the documentary history of the property and the results
cf the previous archaeological examinations, it ies possible to
note some areas where remains of archaeological interest may be
located. Significant depositse of artifacte associated with the
occupation of the house would most likely consist of household
refuse which wag disposed of on the property. Such refuse could
be in the form of refuse middens which accumulated on the
existing ground surface, and/or "trash" pitse excavated into the
subsoil. Such refuse could alsoc have been deposited in "features"
such as priviee, cisterns, velle, or underground ccld-storage
facilities. After the period cf primary use of such features vas
completed, either because new facilities were constructed or when
the availability of a public water supply made their continued
use unnecessary, the open festures were often filled-in with
household refuse. Such deposits are frequently encountered on
higtoric period archaeological sites.

Remaine associated with outbuildings would include the
foundations of theese buildings and deposite of artifacts
associated with their use which may have accumulated in and
around the outbuilding sites. If the outbuilding had a basement,
after the outbuilding was no longer used domestic refuse could
also have accumulated in the open cellar hole.

A. Refuge Middens

The data discussed in Chapter II indicate that during the history
of the house 1t was occupied not only by owners or tenants and
their families, but ailso by varying numbers of servante. The
cengug recordse indicate that the total number of occupants
between 1790 and 1900 varied from six to 14 persons. During its
use as a military headquarters and tavern during the 1770’8 and
1780's it may have been occupiled by still larger numbers of
personse.

Occupation of the Mansion by a large number of persons would have
resulted in the production of a correspondingly large amount of
refuse. The Blze of the house suggests that servants would
probably have been gquartered in the basement or attic, rather
than in separate smervants’ quartere. This was specifically
indicated in the 1792 advertisement cited in Chapter II.

Refuse middens would most likely have been located east of the
hougse. This i1g8 suggested by two factors. Firet the basement
entrance to the kitchen area ie located on this side. It is
reasonable to assume that disposal of kitchen and other household
refuse would have been carried out by servante exiting the house
from this entrance. Secondly, the maps indicate that the main
entrancevay to the Mansion wvas to the weat. It is reasonable to
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assume that refuse would have been deposited in areas not
traversed by or visible to visitors.

Dublin and Rothschild (1984:43) state that "a random surface
collection from the grounds to the east of the house produced
ceramicse which span the occupation period.” Bolton's
reconnaigsance of this portion of the property also yielded
indications of the presence of domestic refuse but did not appear
to indicate areas of concentrated refuse. However, Bolten does
not appear to have conducted a systematic aurvey of the area.

It should be noted that the topography of the area suggests the
possibility that the main area of refuse disposal may have been
located east of the present property boundary. The higtoric
period maps indicate that the grade fell gharply downward tovard
the Harlem River beginning st a point now at the location of
Edgecombe Avenue or slightly to the east. The present drop in
grade at the eastern edge of the Park is wvest of the original
drop-off and wes created when Edgecombe Avenue was cut through
the then existing ground surface in the late 19th century. It i=s
possible that refuse would have been disposed of over the edge of
the original drop-off in grade. Although this dispoesal strateqgy
would have required the refuse to be carried approximately 120 to
130 feet from the houase, servants could well have been detailed
to carry out this task. As noted previously, Bolton noted the
presence of a midden, apparently associated with the 18th century
British military occupation of the "white house" property, at the
edge of this “"bank."

The disposal of midden deposite at other locations within the
boundaries of the present Park, cannot be ruled out, however.
Tventieth century landscaping episodes may have regulted in the
disturbance of any surface midden= at many locatione within the
Park and the incorporation of artifacts from such middens into
grading "fill" redeposited elsevhere in the Park. Such fill
deposits were apparently encountered at some locations during the
pre-construction testing for thie project, a= vell as in 1984
Test Cut 2, discussed above.

B. Features

Two types of sub-surface features would have been required on the
Mansion property. The first would have been necessary as a source
of water for drinking and other purposes. Bolton (1924:121)
atates that before the Revolution "the water supply (for the
Morris Mansion] derived from a well located near 159th Street
vhere a spring emerged from the hillside and fed a little brook
that tumbled down the rocks to the Harlem River."

It is uncertain where Bolton cbtained this information. However,
he may be referring to the 1815 Randall survey (Figure 6) which
shovs a well adjacent to a house on the west side of Kingsbridge
Road in the vicinity of 159th Street. However this well would
appear to have been too far from the Morris-Jumel Mansion to have
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served as a feasible source of water.

The Randall map also shows a "pump" located at the head of the
atream located south of the house site (apparently the "brook"
noted by Bolton)., The major problem with the assumption that this
served as a source of water for the Morris-Jumel mansion is that
the stream and pump were located south of the Jumel property.
This property ie shown on the 1810 Loss survey (Figure 35) ae
"Land of Beekman", and on the 1815 Randall survey (Figure 6) as
owned by "Watkins." In addition, it is likely the pump would

have had to have been quite powerful to pump the water upgrade
from the stream location to Mansion. A water supply system
depending on a wind or early steam engine powered pump would have
been of doubtful reliability, and it is more likely that a
cistern or well closer to the house would have been a more
reliable source aof water. However, cisterns are usually fed from
roof guttere, and the apparent abaence of roof gutters on the
building during the early period of occupation, suggested by the
preseence of the gutter stones, would argue against the presence
of a cistern system.

It is known that a well waep congtructed on the property in 1857
{see Chapter II). It is2 uncertain whether this replaced an
earlier well. An 1887 map which purports to represent the
praoperty in the immediate post-revolutionary period (see Figure
7) shows what is most likely the 1857 well. Its approximate
location, slightly north of the present sunken garden, has been
indicated on a copy of the current site plan (see Figure 35).
This location would have been far enough from the house so that
blasting would not have affected the structure, but close enough
so that servants would have had ready access from the entrances
on the eagt gide of the house. The 1887 map indicates that it was
located on a rizse which is no longer present. However, even if
grading did occur the major portion of thie well, which was
blasted out of the bedrock, should =still be intact.

As with refuse deposits, the occupation of the house by large
numbers of persons would have required facilities for the
digpogal of quantities of human waste. There is no mention in the
recorde of the construction of privy pite. It should be noted
that the presence of bedrock fairly cloee to the surface in
portions of the property would have limited the areas in which it
would have been feasilible to install such features. While wells
could be blasted out of bedrock, construction of privies in such
a manner would have not allowed for the drainage of liquids. Any
features so constructed would have been in the nature of septic
tanks=, which would have had to be frequently emptied. As with
refuse depositse, privies or septic tanke would most likely have
been located east or northeast of the house, out of sight of
vigitors.

Considerations of eanitation and aesthetice suggest that the
disposal solutions which may have been carried out for household
refuse would not have been satisfactory for the disposal of this
type of waste. Although open cesspools may have been used by
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soldiers during the Revolution, as suggested by the diary entry
cited in Chapter II, it is more likely that covered privies or
gseptic tanks would have been used by the occupants of the house.
It is possible that such features would also have been located on
the eastern edge of the property at the present site of Edgecombe
Avenue (i.e. at least ca. 120-130 feet east of the house).
Hovever, unless chamber pots, to be emptied by the servants, were
utilized at all times, not just at night, it could be aggumed
that such features would have been located closer to the house
vhere they would have been more readily accessible to the
occupants of the Mansion. Therefore, there is = substantial
possibility that privy pites are located somewhere within the
boundaries of Roger Morris Park.

Features interpreted as underground cold storage facilities have
been reported from some historic period archaeclogical sites
{e.g., see Rothschild and Pickman 1990; Pickman 1994). It is
uncertain if such features would have been located on the Maneion
property. The documentary evidence suggests, for example, that at
least during the summer monthe in the mid-19th century, meat was
purchased on an almost daily basis.

Both cisterns/vwells and privies would have been required until
the public water supply and sewage system was available to
residents of the Mansion. This did not occur until the turn-of-
the-century periocd, during the occupation of the house by the
Earle family.

The 1884 Robinson map (mee Figure 13) showe that no water pipes
had been installed east of 10th Avenue and thus the public water
supply would not have been available at the Morris-Jumel Mansion
at thia time. Greiff (n.d.:284) cites photographs of the interior
of the Mansion dating to 1887 which show that the chandeliers
were either fitted with candlee or to burn kerosene, indicating
that gas also had not been introduced at this time, She also
states that "there is no evidence that indoor plumbing had been
installed, portable tubs for bathing and chambher pots for the
disposal cof waste must have been employed.*

The 1890 Robinson atlas showse that a six inch water pipe had been
inetalled on 162nd Street east of 10th {(now Amsterdam) Avenue.
However, the pipe is not shown extending southward along Jumel
Terrace, and it would have been difficult for the residents of
the Mansion to tap into this pipe.

The authors of the historic structure report indicate that indoor
plumbing was installed in the house after the Earles purchased
it, with a bathrocom constructed on the second floor (Steudenroth
and Matero n.d.). This ie consistent with the other documentary
evidence cited above.

C. QButbuildings

The examination of mape and other documents discussed in Chapter
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II indicates the approximate locations of a number of
outbuildings constructed on the property during the period of
occupation of the Mansion. Most of these sites were beyond the
present boundaries of Roger Morris Park: However, the location of
three cutbuildings are likely to have been within the present
Park boundaries. The approximate locations of these sites are
shown on Figure 35. The site of only one of these, the barn built
by Nelson Chase in the early 1880°’s, can be accurately
determined. This barn was located immediately south of 162nd
Street. The gites of the other two outbuildings as shown on
Figure 35 should be considered as only approximate. One of these
outbuildings is an ice house, apparently built shortly after the
property was purchased by Stephen Jumel in 1810 and shown on the
1815 Randall survey. The location of the ca. 1815 ice house as
shown on 1Sth century mape would place it in the northwest corner
of Roger Morris Park. This building was apparently replaced in
1829 by a nev ice house, possibly constructed at the same or an
adjacent location. The third outbuilding i=s a =small structure
shown immediately west of Edgecombe Avenue on maps dating to the
mid-19th century. Ite function is unknown.

D. Prehistoric Sites

As noted in Chapter III, what appears to be an in gitu
prehistoric Native American deposgit was encountered at the
northeast corner cof the octagon extension during the 1984
archaeologicel test excavations. The locatione of this and other

poseible prehistoric sites are discussed further in Chapter VI.
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V. ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD EXAMINATION:
PRE-CONSTRUCTION TESTING

A. Introduction

The archaeological field examination conducted for this project
congsisted of pre-construction testing followed by monitoring
during the actual construction process.

The objective of the testing conducted prior to the beginning of
construction was to determine whether there were any possibly
significant archaeological deposits within the area to be
impacted by the waterproofing project. The planned test locations
were selected after consideration of the area to be affected by
the waterproofing excavations, the results of the documentary
regearch, and assessment of the results of the prior
archaeological testing. In some cases the planned locations of
tests were adjusted based on the results of the initial testing.
In addition, the test objectives were expanded during the project
to include a limited assessment of the remains of two cobble
features which were encountered.

The testing included the excavation of 14 "shovel tests” and one
larger excavation unit. Shovel tests are units excavated with
looger stratigraphic controle than the larger test unite. While
the latter are excavated so as enable unit profilee to be drawn,
the shovel tests are designed to provide an indication of the
general stratigraphic sequence at the test location and to assess
the artifact content of depogitse. Shovel teste are typically
larger at the murface and narrowvw tovard the base. While the
shovel tests used in archaeological surveys typically cover ca. 1
- 1 1/2 square feet of surface area, many of thome excavated for
this project were larger. In addition, one of the excavations
designated a8 a "ashovel test" (S5.T. 14} was actually a small (2 x
2 foot) unit which was excavated to sample one of the cabble
features exposed during the testing.

In addition to the "shovel tests,"” we excavated a larger, 2 1/2 x
® 2 1/2 foot excavation unit (Unit A), extending from the gsurface
to bedrock. The rationale for the placement of this unit is
discussed in the following section.

The locatione of all tests are shown on Figure 36. Appendix B
lists the stratigraphy encountered in each teat and the artifactas
recovered from each stratigraphic context. Profiles of excavation
unit A, and plan views showing the expogsed portions of the two
cobble features are included as Figures 37 - 40.

Artifacts recovered during the excavationse were cleaned,
identified, and placed in clean plastic bags numbered with a
catalog number, as indicated in Appendix B, which designates the
excavated provenience.
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B. Excavation Unit A

Although unit A was actually excavated after the shovel tests, it
will be discussed first in order to describe the basgic
gtratigraphic sequence on the site and compare this sequence with
that discussed by the authors of the 1984 archaeological testing
report discussed in the previous chapter.

Unit A wag initially planned and laid out as a 2 1/2’ x S’ unit
to be placed adjacent to the north foundation wall of the east
gide of the main wing of the Mansion. As planned, excavation of
this unit had three main cobjectives. First the locatian of Unit A
wvas vithin the area covered by the Earle kitchen between ca. 1895
and 1935. Thus it was considered thet epieodes of landecaping and
other spurface disturbances which may have occurred during this
period would not have affected this area. The location was
selected 80 as to avoid the site of the foundation walls for the
Earle kitchen extension as shown on the 1917 and 1935 plans.

Secondly, the location chosen for this excavation was within the
portion of the area to be affected by the proposed waterproofing
trench which was cloeest to the location of the prehistoric site
detected during the 1984 excavations. A major objective of the
Unit A excavation wae to determine if the prehistoric eite
extended to the location of the planned construction.

Finally, it was ocur original cbjective to determine whether there
wvas a builder’'s trench, and/er brick "spread footer platform” at
thie location, such were detected in the southeast corner of the
building during the 1984 excavation, or whether the construction
at this location more closely resembled that noted during
excavation of 1984 test unit 2, placed adjacent to the foundation
of the octagon wing. As noted below, the premence of the gutter
stone support and associated deposits of concrete prevented us
from excavating the 2 1/2 feet closeet to the wall. However, the
area adjacent to the wall was examined during the conetruction
monitoring.

Only the easternmost 2 1/2 feet of the unit as originally laid
out was actually excavated. Thus the area excavated as Unit A
actually measured 2 1/2 by 2 1/2 feet.

In the diescussion of the excavation of unit A, it should be noted
that the stratum degcriptione and numbering assigned during
excavation and listed in Appendix B do not excactly match the
etrata as shown on the profiles drawn after the excavation vas
completed {(see Figures 37 and 38). References in the discussion
will be to the profile gtratum numbers and the catalog numbers
asgigned to designate the excavated strata. Appendix B includes a
chart correlating the profile and excavation stratum
designations.

Prior to the beginning of archaeological testing the flagastones
and the gutter sptones which overlay the 2 1/2 foot portion of
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Unit A immediately adjacent to the foundation wall were removed
by the coentractor, after consultation with the archaeoclogists. In
addition, prior to excavation the surface area between 2 1/2 and
S feet east of the foundation wall, in which Unit A was actually
excavated, had been covered by a limestone "gtepping stone”
walkway. These stones were &lso removed by the contractor prior
to the start of the excavations. The ground immediately north of
the unit conseisted of a lawn area. The surface of the sod
immediately adjacent to the excavation was 2 1/2 inchee above the
Unit A datum elevation.

1. Gutter Stone Supportse
At the time of the excavation of Unit A the surface of the 2 172
foot wide area immediately adjoining the foundation congisted of
tan sand and gravel vhich had underlain the previously removed
bluestone flagging and gutter stones. This sand and gravel was
removed without screening, exposing the surface of the gutter
stone support at approximately five inches belov the unit A
datum. The exposed area between the gutter stone support and the
foundation wall was filled with mortar/concrete (see Plate 2).
After completion of the pre-construction tegting, during the
monitoring phase, wve were able to further investigate this area.
The gutter stone support, approximately 12 inches in width,
coneiated of two courses of brick. Overlying the brick were some
two inches of mortar which had served to attach the gutter stones
to the brick support. Underlying the brick support (at ca. 12 1/2
inches helow the unit A datum) was a concrete slab, 4" thick.
This construction was more similar to that noted in 1984 Test Cut
2 than to the concrete beam noted in the 1984 Test Cut 1.

Hovever, the 1984 Test Cut 2 profile (see Figure 34) indicates
the support at that location aas having only one course of brick,
rather than the two courses encountered in unit A. Another
difference im that at the site of Unit A, the concrete slab
extended all the way to the wall, that is, it underlay both the
brick gutter block support and the mortar/concrete which filled
the intervening apace between the gutter stones and the
foundation wall. In 1984 Test Cut 2, the concrete only underlay
the gutter block support.

Because of the difference in construction of the gutter block
supporta at the two locations tested in 1984, Dublin and
Rotaschild (1984) speculated that the gutter block support exposed
in Test Cut 2 may have pre-dated the 1935 renovations. It sBhould
be noted, hovever, that the location of unit A was beneath the
Earle kitchen. Therefore, the support at this location would
necesgsarily date either to 1935 or later, or prior to ca. 1893
vhen the Earle kitchen was constructed. Since the description of
the stone gutter given by Shelton suggested that the blocke were
ginking below the sod level, it is almost certain that the gutter
block supports were a 20th century addition, and thus necessarily
post-date the demolition of the Earle kitchen in 1935. The
reasong for variations in construction of the gutter block and
flagstone supports is uncertain.
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It should be noted also that the concrete beam type support was
encountered in the northeast corner of the building, adjacent to
the raised porch (see plan view - Figure 39). It is possible that
the gutter block smupporte on the east side of the house were once
again reconstructed subsequent to 1935.

2. Unit A: Cobble Feature and Overlying Strata
The first stratum excavated in unit A, beneath the previously
removed limestone blocke, coneisted of 4-5 inches of mixed soll
types (@ee Figure 37, stratum 1). This soil was apparently laid
down as a bedding for the limestone walkway constructed in 19333
or later. This i= supported by the recovery of an aluminum nail
and piecesz of plastic wrapping from stratum 1. It should be noted
that the latter stratum, as well as strata 2 and 3, was not
present in the southernmost ca. 1-3 inches of the excavation unit
and are not shown in the southern profile (Figure 38). These
strata were cut through by the excavation conducted to install
the gutter stone support. The stratum indicated as 3a on the Unit
A profiles coneists of disturbed material adjacent to this gutter
block support.

At a depth of ca. 2 1/2 - 4 inches belowv the unit datum the
surface of stratum 2 (mottled orasnge/brown sandy silt with
pebbles and fine gravel) wvas encountered. This stratum may also
be agsociated with the landscaping associated with the walkway
construction. The disturbance in the southern portion of the east
vall profile (etratum 2a) is probably alao associated with the
trench dug to install the gutter stone support.

At the surface of stratum 2 we noted the presence of a roughly
circular intrusive pit which we designated ms unit A/feature 1
(gee Plate 1), This pit was approximately 20 inchea in diameter
and ite bottom was encountered at approximately 15 inches. The
feature was contained completely within the boundary of unit A
and therefore is not shown on the profiles. Its sides were fairly
straight for the uppermost ca. 10 inches, narroving at the
bottom. The feature was excavated separately from the surrounding
setrata (Catalog #2, #4 and #8). Recovery of plastic, Phillips
head wood screws and industrial-type porcelain indicate a 20th
century date for this intrusive event. It may have been associated
with the 1935 renovations or later activity. This may have been a
hole excavated for installation of a post, possibly to support a
scaffold needed during work on the house. The hole was dug
through the underlying cobble surface (see below), with the
cobbles backfilled into the hole {(see Plates 2 and 3). The
backfilling of the hole with material excavated from it suggests
that it was excavated for temporary purposes.

Underlying stratum 2 was the cobble surface (see Plate 3)
previously encountered further tc the east during the shovel
testing. This cobble feature, apparently a walkway, is discussed
further in a subsequent section. The cobbles were laid in a ca. 4
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inch thick matrix of medium red/brown sandy silt {(stratum 3;
catalog #7). It should be noted that the sample of this stratum
excavated consisted of only approximately 4 square feet, about
2/3 of the area of the excavation unit, since feature 1 had cut
through this deposit. Examination of the unit profiles indicated
that at some locations a thin (ca. 1/8) layer of a scil matrix
gimilar to that in which the cobbles were laid also overlay the
cobbles. However, observations made during the excavation
indicate that the overlying soil was more mottled that that
surrounding the cobbles. The material immediately overlying the
cobbles waa excavated as catalog #5, which may have also included
some of the material from the overlying stratum 2.

The material excavated as catalog #7 (profile stratum 3) consists
of the soil surrounding the cobbles. It yielded both domestic and
"architectural"-type artifacts {(construction/demolition debris},
ag well as 1l swall pieces of hard shell clam. Several artifacts
recovered moet likely date to the latter portion of the 19th
century. Three of the four cerawmic sherds recovered are
indentifiable as whiteware, with a fourth, very gmall, sherd
being whiteware or possibly pearlvare. Although whiteware was
firet introduced in the early 19th century, it iz most likely
that these sherds date to the latter portion of the 19th century.
In addition, a wire nail wae recovered from this stratum. Wire
nails first became available in this country in the 1850’s.
Howvever, these early wire naile were small ones used in cigar box
manufacturing etc. Machinery for manufacturing the larger wire
naile ueed in building conetruction wa=s not perfected until the
1860’'s and 1870’s. Wire nails came into more widespread use in
the 1880’s and did not become the dominant type used until the
1890’s {(Nelmon 1968).

Other domestic artifacts recovered from stratum 3 include four
kaolin smoking pipe fragments; a small, woman’s barette-type hair
pin, probably brass; two piecese of bottle glass; and two other
semall pieces of curved glass. Such gmall pleces of curved glass
could represent bottle, table or other types of glass produced
for domestic or personal use.

Construction/architectural related artifacta recovered from
stratum 3 include emall pleces of brick and mortar. Nineteen flat
glass pieces were alao recovered. Most of the of the flat glass
piecee recovered from this and other contexts probably represent
vindow glass. However, since most pieces are swmall, such
fragmente could also represent fragments of flat sided bottles
{such as medicine bottles), table glassa, or other artifact types.
In addition, three nails were recovered in addition to the wire
nail noted esbove. Most iron naille recovered from this and other
contexts are heavily corroded. Those which are clearly not wire
naile could represent either hand wrought or machine-cut nails.
Early machine cut naile with hand wrought heads and machine cut
shank’s were introduced after the Revolution, but wrought nails
continued to be used for several decades thereafter. Nails with
machine cut heads and shanke became available ca. 1815, and cut
nails gpimilar to mid-late 20th century cut nails were introduced
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in the 1830’s (Neleson 1968).

A sample of the cobbles removed from the feature were retained;
their dimensions and weights are given in Appendix B.

It should be noted that there were two posgible sources (feature
1 and the trench for the gutter stone supports) of artifacts
intrusive into stratum 3. However, during excavation of thie
stratum, we made an attempt to assure that the intrusive material
was not processed with that associated with the cobble feature.
Thus the artifacts recovered from stratum 3 suggest that this
cobble walkway was constructed in the latter portion of the 19th
century. It must also be remembered that the area in which unit A
was located was sealed by the Earle kitchen ca. 1895. Thus, based
on the small gample excavated in unit A, the cobble feature can
be dated most likely ca. 1870’'s - 1894, the period of occupation
of the house by the Chase and Le Prince fawmilies.

3. Strata Below Cobble Feature
A thin layer, 1-3 inches thick, of brown sandy silt with orange
brown mottling is shown in the profiles immediately underlying
the cobble feature (stratum 4; catalog #9). It was followed by
gtratum 5 (catalog #10), orange sandy silt with brown mottling
and stratum 6 (catalog #l11), orange/brown sandy silt with black
and dark brown mottling. These strata correspond to the upper
portion of the 18th century construction fill as noted in the
1984 excavationse. They ceontained a relatively low density of
artifacte; moat of the recovered material consgisting of small
piecea of brick and plaster. One notable artifact recovered from
gtratum 5 was a large piece of building stone (sandstone), with
decorative grooves. Blockas of sandstone with similar grooved
decorations form the gquoinz at the corners of the main portion of
the building (see Plate 5). The only diagnostic artifact
recovered is a8 plain creamware sherd (ca. 1762-1820) from stratum
6. The dates of manufacture for this and other ceramic types
discussed elsevhere are as given by South (1972) and by Janowitz
(1990).

The strata indicated on the unit A profiles as 7a and 7b (catalog
#12) represent the bamsal portion of the 18th century £fill. As in
the 1984 excavations, the fill material included large quantities
of brick and mortar, with most of the larger pieces being
recovered from the lower portion of the stratum. This stratum
aleo yielded 26 nails. If this deposit dates to the period of
construction of the house, the naila would necessarily be
wrought. However, due to corrosion it was not possible to confirm
that these nails were, in fact, hand wrought rather than machine
cut. Pieces of schist were alsc recovered from the base of the
stratum. Schist cobblee were also noted at the base of this
depogit in 1984 Test Cut 2. A swoking pipe bowl fragment from the
upper portion of the stratum was the only domesgtic artifact
recovered.
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The 18th century construction fill deposit was underlain, at a
depth of ca. 24/26 inches below the unit A datum, by stratum 8, a
thin (ca. 3-4 inch) band of dark brown silty sand with tan sand
laminae. During excavation the tan sand appeared on the floor of
the unit as swirle in the darker brown matrix. This stratum has
the appearance of having been wvater-deposited, similar to the
deposit encountered in 1984 Test Cut 1. The artifactse recovered
(catalog #13) consisted mainly of small pieces of red brick.
Although this deposit also yielded a small piece of calcined bird
bone, no domestic artifacte were recovered.

Except in the southwestern portion of the unit the water-
deposited layer was underlain by a 2-4 inch thick stratum of
yellow/brown silt (stratum 9 - catalog #14). Only a few brick
chipe were recovered.

The stratum underlying the yellow/brown gilt at a depth of ca 23-
30 inchee consisted of dark brown sandy silt, ca. 2 - 5 thick
(stratum 10, catalog 15). This stratum apparently represents the
remains of a ground surface, possibly the basal portion of a plow
zone, which existed prior.to the construction of the house, and
is apparently the same deposit encountered in 1984 Test Cut 2. In
the latter unit this surface was ca. 10-12 inches cleser to the
existing ground surface than in Unit A. The east wvall profile of
Unit A also suggests that the stratum has a general downvward
slope to the south. Few artifacts were recovered from this
deposit. These included 12 small pieces of red brick, a mortar
fragment, an oyster shell fragment, and a single domestic
artifact, a sherd of red earthenware. Alsc recovered from this
stratum was a wire nail, which is inconeistent with its
stratigraphic position. Although this wire nail could have
derived from the disturbance in the southern portion of the unit
(see below) it is also inconsistent with the stratigraphic
position of this intrusive deposit. The wire nail most likely
derived from one of the several root disturbances which were
noted in this stratum. It is likely that this intrusive artifact
was carried dovwnward into this stratum by the root disturbances.

The strata underlying this ground surface appear to be the msame
as those encountered in 1984 Test Cut 2. Stratum 11 (catalog #16}
consisted of reddish brown slightly sandy 8ilt (during excavation
the color of this soil was perceived as more orange/brown than
reddish/brown - which is more consistent with its description in
the 1984 excavation report). This stratum yielded a few small
pieces of brick and mortar, coal and cinder. What appeared to be
a piece of plastic was also recovered. This artifact, like the
wire nail recovered from stratum 10, was apparently intrusive
into the deposit due to root action. The material from the
disturbance in the southern portion of the unit (see below), was
screened separately and is so listed in Appendix B. Stratum 11
also yielded a gray chert blocky fragment, which appears to have
been utilized as a tool by Native Americans. This artifact does
encountered in 1984 ms it is in the incorrect stratigraphic
poasition. Ite presence in stratum 11 may be due to the root
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disturbancee which led to the recovery of clearly intrusive
artifacts from this stratum and the overlying stratum 10.

Stratum 11 was followed by a light brown/tan silt {(described as
yellow/brovn during excavation) which graded with depth to
yellaow/tan silt (stratum 12 - catalog #17 and 18). Only a few
pieces of red brick, coal and cinder, and charcoal were
recovered, mosi pieces from the upper portion of the stratum.
Thie stratum ended at a depth of 72-74 inches.

Because of the small size of the unit, only its eastern portion
could be excavated below stratum 12. The =o0il encountered wvas
described as fine reddish brown silt {(stratum 13). Bedrock was
encountered et the base 0f this stratum, at & depth of 84 inches
below the unit A datum. Thie stratum waes thicker and poasibly
darker than the "bright rust orange sand" described by the 1984
excavators as immedistely overlying the bedrock in Test Cut 2,
but it probably represente the same deposit. The material
recovered from stratum 13 and the basal portion of stratum 12 is
included in catalog #19. It coneists only of a one small red
brick fragment and a single small piece of coml. The prehistoric
depaosit recovered in 1984 Teat Cut 2 from the streta analogous to
Unit A strata 12 and 13, apparently did not extend to the
location of Unit A.

At the base of the water laid deposit (stratum 8) a disturbance
wag noted in the southvestern portion of the unit. It is shown on
the south wall profile (Figure 38) as stratum 14. This
disturbance extended a maximum of approximately one foot into the
unit, and sloped to the south with depth as well ae to the west
(as shown in the southern profile). The disturbance penetrated
through strata 9 and 10 and into stratum 11. As seen in the
profile a rock (schist) was present at the base of this intruesive
pit. The profile suggests that it may represent an excavation
wvhich was backfilled prior to accumulation of the water-deposited
stratum (stratum 8). Obgervations during monitoring of the
construction trench excavation indicated that the disturbance
ended at the approximate location of the west wall of Unit A, and
that it only extended & fevw inches south of the Unit A south
wall.

The ground gurface present prior to the construction of the
Morrise mansion ca. 1765-1770 i= at least partially intact at the
location of unit A and is represented by stratum 10. The same
gtratum extende to the north, as indicated indicated by the 1984
excavation located east of the octagon wing, and is also preeent
on the weset side of the house ae indicated by the results of
shovel test 7 and observations during monitoring. As discussed
belcow, this stratum may represent the basal portion of a plow
zone.

The first step in the construction of the Mansion would have been
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excavation of the bamement. At the rear of the main house wing
and at the octagon location, where bedrock is deeper than at the
gides of the main wing, this was accomplished by excavating the
ground surface and underlying subsoil to bedrock. During this
excavation the top portion of the plow zone may have been removed
from the area adjacent to the foundation.

The material excavated from the cellar hole may have been
initially piled up away from the house to permit work on the
house to proceed. At the location of Unit A, a thin layer of this
soil (stratum 9) appears to have been deposited over the remains
of the plov zone. Subsequently, a shallow hole was apparently
excavated (the disturbance noted in the southwestern portion of
the unit - stratum 14). After excavation of the cellar hole, a
ghort period of time may have elapsed before the the foundation
wallse and superstructure of the house were constructed. During
this period, and perhaps during the initial portion of the
foundation wall construction, the water deposited stratum
(stratum 8) accumulated. At the location of unit A this deposit
overlay the digturbance noted above, as well as the soil
deposited during the cellar excavation.

The foundation of the Mansion was constructed of schist blocks
wvhich were most likely quarried from the local bedrock during
excavation of the bapement. During the construction of the
foundation, pieces of schist produced during the quarrying and
shaping of the foundation stones, ae well as brick and mortar
fragments produced during construction of the superstructure,
accumulated around the house.

After construction was completed, the brick, mortar and echiet
debris which covered the area was mixed with and overlain by soil
vhich probably derived from the excavation of the cellar hole.
This material formed the 18th century construction fill depoeits
noted during the 1984 excavationa, and represented in Unit A by
strata 4 - 7. The above process is consistent with the
concentration of the brick and schist fragments in the lawer
portion of the fill deposits. A= noted by the authors of the 1384
report the top of the foundation well after construction was some
4 1/2 ~ 5 1/2 feet above the ground purface and/or the exposed
bedrock. This fill deposit served to raise the ground surface
nearer to the top of the foundation.

After deposition of the 18th century construction fill, ground
surfaces must have developed over the area. Such surfaces wmay
have included deposite of refuse from the occupation of the
house. However, at the location of unit A, as well as the other
areas near the house which were tested during this project and by
the 1984 excavations, these surfaceg and deposita have apparently
been removed as a result of later episodes of landascaping and/or
construction.

At the locetion of unit A, a cobble walkway, apparently

constructed during the latter portion of the 19th century,
probably during during the Chase or Le Prince occupationes,
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overlay the construction fill deposite. Remnants of & similar
walkway, which may have been conastructed earlier in the 19th
century, during the early portion of the Jumel period, were
encountered on the west side of the house (see below). The
existence of this walkway on the wvest sidé of the house suggests
that a correspanding one on the east side of the house may have
originally been constructed during game early 19th century
period. This earlier walkway may have been taken up and relaid
later in the 19th century. As noted in Chapter II, Elizabeth Le
Prince mentioned that her family undertoock repairs to flagetone
pathwvays around the Mansion. The cobble walkway east of the house
may have been similarly repaired at this time. This cobble
walkway would appear to have directly underlain the one-story
Earle kitchen, built in 1895.

The deposita excavated in Unit A which overlay the cobble
walkway, as well as the intrusive pit (Unit A, feature 1)
apparently date to the 1935 renovations, when the Earle kitchen
wag removed, or even later in the 20th century.

C. Shovel Tesgis

A total of 14 shovel tests were excavated within or immediately
adjacent to the areas affected by the foundation waterproofing
project. The results of the 1984 tests indicated that the area
immediately adjacent to the building was disturbed by the
installetion of the gutter stone supports, and this was
eventually confirmed by the excavation of unit A and the
abgservations during monitoring. Thue all of the shovel teata were
placed so as to avoid these supports.

l. East Side of Mansion

Except for the southernmost nine feet, the trench excavated for
the waterproofing project on the east side of the Mansion
adjoined the concrete bulkhead wall for the two basement
stairvelle vhich were constructed ca. 1935, and did not abut the
foundation. An approximately six foot wide brick walkway,
congtructed either during or subsequent to the 1933 renovations
immediately adjoined this bulkhead wall.

Prior to the beginning of the pre-congtruction teeting,
constructicon workers had begun excavation of a trench adjacent to
these bulkhead walls as a "probe" to explore their depth. Thie
trench extended some two feet west of the bulkhead walle and some
1 1/2 feet below the top of the brick walkway. Examination of the
flocor of thia trench indicated that the disturbance caused by the
congtruction of the bulkhead walls extended eastward from these
walls for as much as 15 inches.

We examined the eastern walls of the trench to agsure that no

60



significant depoeits had been digturbed. We then excavated two
shovel tests (shovel tests 1 and 2) downward from the floor of
the trench. The stratigraphic descriptions in Appendix B record
the sequence of strata as noted in the east profile of the trench
and those encountered in the shovel teasts.

The strata removed prior to excavation of ghovel teste 1 and 2
consist of the brick walkway, a thin layer of tan gand and a
thicker layer of cinders which serve as the hedding for the
walkway, and the upper portion of the 18th century construction
fill deposit, which wae encountered at approximately 14 inches
belovw the walkvay surface. At the location of gzhovel test 2 an
approximately five inch thick gtratum of medium brown sandy eilt
vag interposed between the cinder and the arange brown silty sand
fi111. Examination of the profile indicated that this gtratum did
not contain a dense accumulation of artifacts.

As in the larger test unite diascueesed previously, the base of the
fill stratum yielded quantities of brick, mortar and schist
fragments, as well as flat (probably window) glass fragments and
nails. In shovel test 2 this fill stratum directly overlay the
bedrock at 30 inches belowv the surface of the brick walkway.
However, in shovel test 1, the fill was underlain by =a thin (ca.
1-3 inch) stratum of very dark brown silt caontaining rootlets,
which immediately overlay the bedrock at some 22-28 inches below
the brick walkway. This stratum apparently repreeents a layer of
humic material which accumulated at the surface of the bedrock
outcrop prior to construction of the house. This soil is darker
than the "plow zone" stratum encountered in Unit A and shovel
tegt 7 (see below). It is likely that continuous ercosion at thie
local high point prevented the accumulation of deep soil deposits
cverlying the bhedrock.

The humic stratum overlying the bedrock in the initial shovel
test yielded only small pieces of brick and mortar. We
subsequently extended the shovel test ca. 2 1/2 feet to the nerth
to obtain a larger sample of this stratum (catalog #25), In
addition to small pieces of brick and mortar and same coal
fragments, the only artifact recovered vas a gmoking pipe stem
fragment, which a bhore diameter of 5/64. " It should be noted that
all of the pipe stems recovered from the test excavationg have
bare diameters of 4/64" and 5/64". Manufacture of pipes with bore
diameters larger than 5/64” supposedly ended ca. 1750 (NHoel Hume
1976). Thus the pipe stems recovered are consistent with an
initial occupation of the site ca. 1765-1770.

b. Shovel Test 3 and Cobble Feature
Shovel tegt #3 was excavated near the northeast corner of the
house, immediately adjacent to the western edge of the brick
wvalkwvay. The upper twvo strata in this test, dark brown sandy silt
{catalog #33) and brown/black silt mottled with tan/brown pebbly
gi1lt (catalog #335) did not yield any diagnostic artifacts.
However, sherds of pearlware and porcelain, ae well as a wire
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nail were recovered (catalog #34 and #36) while extending the
test (mee below). These strata were most likely deposited during
20th century landscaping/construction activities.

At the base of stratum ii, at approximately 12 - 12 1/2 inches
below the surface, we encountered a cobble surface {Plate 6).
Stratum III (catalog #37) in shovel test 3 conesieted of the soil
matrix, a medium brown sandy silt, in which the cobbles had been
laid. However, in the southern portion of the shovel test, the
cobble surface had been disturbed by the installation of the
gutter block supports (see plan view - Figure 39), and/or
congtruction of the bhasement stairwell at the northeast corner of
the Mansion. No diagnostic artifacts were recovered from stratum
1II. Samples of the cobbles from the feature vere retained and
their measurements are included in Appendix B. Aas with those
recovered from unit A, these cobbles appear to have been rounded
and smoothed on all sides by natural processes, such as water
action. These cobbles may have derived from the local subsoil
although the subsoil deposits encountered during the pre-
construction testing and monitoring did not appear to include
large quantities of such cobbles. It is possible that cobbles
vere gpecially acquired for incorporation into the walkway.

The stratum beneath the cobbles, at ca. 16 inches, which
consisted of hard packed orange asandy silt, apparently represents
the 18th century construction fill stratum. Bedrock was
encountered at the base of this stratum, at a depth of only 20-23
inches below the surface.

Subsequent to the excavation of shovel test 3, the overlying =soil
vag removed from a narrow strip extending to the north to
determine whether the cobble surface was intact in this area (mee
Plate 7). In addition the brick walkway was removed from an small
area extending to the east to determine whether the feature ran
underneath the walkway. This initial examination indicated that
the feature did, in fact, extend beneath the cinder bedding of
the walkway (Plate 8)., Excavation of the construction trench for
the waterproofing project necessitated excavation beneath an
additional small portion of the brick walkway. The remaining
intact cobbles beneath the removed portion of the walkwvay were
recorded prior to their removal (see Plate 9 and Figure 39).

Closer examination of the trench which had been excavated along
the east side of the house indicated that the cobbles associated
with the walkwvay were present in the eastern wall of thise trench
for a distance extending some four feet south of the northern
wall of the house (see Plate 10). At this point the cinder
bedding for the walkway and an underlying disturbance appear to
have cut through the cobble feature. South of thig disturbance
the walkway was not visible in the trench wall. However, ag shown
in Figure 39, the waterproofing trench was located approximately
one foot closer ta the house in this area than where the cobblers
vere exposed in the trench wall. This suggeets that the western
edge of the cobble feature may be located east of the southern
portion of the waterproofing trench.
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At the northeastern corner of the house, the msouthern edge of the
cobble feature appears to have been removed by the construction
of the ca. 1935 concrete gutter block support.

The western extension of shovel test 3 had indicated that the
cobble feature ended or had been cut off at a point aligned with
the eastern wall of the house. This was the location of the
eastern foundation wall of the Earle kitchen. During the
construction monitoring the end of this wall, which appeared to
be =ome seven inches thick and constructed of gtones set 1in
mortar/concrete, waas noted in the east wall of the waterproofing
trench (Plate 11). Thue, the Earle kitchen foundation wall was
not, in fact, removed at the time of the 1935 improvemente as
indicated on the plana for these improvements (gee Figure 29b).

Congtruction of the wall of the Earle kitchen had cut through the
cobble feature, providing further confirmation that the feature
predated the conetruction of the kitchen. (see also the above
digcueeicn of the Unit A excavation). The Earle kitchen
foundation wall had, in turn, been cut through by construction of
the concrete and brick qutter block support, confirming that this
gupport was, in fact, conetructed after the demolition of the
Earle kitchen in 1935 (mee also the above discussion of the Unit
A excavation}.

North of the Mansion, the southern edge of the cobble feature was
adjacent to the gutter blocks and extended at leamt to a point
five feet north of the house, as it wa= visible in the north
profiles of shovel test 3 and Unit A (see Plate 4).

Monitoring of the waterproofing trench excavation indicated that
the cobble feature extended west of the location of unit A where
it was cut through by the north-south oriented gutter stone
support located east of the hyphen perch and the octagon wing. As
noted in the waterproofing trench wall the cobble feature aleo
extended northward of this gutter stone support for a distance of
gome 18 inches, where it appeared to end.

The extent of this feature as indicated by test excavations and
the monitoring observations is indicated on the plan view
included as Figure 33. The location and appearance of the feature
indicates that it represents a cobble walkway extending eastward
from the east hyphen porch and adjacent to the gutter blocks
slong the north wall of the house. At the northeagt corner of the
house the walkway apparently turns to the south. Ite southward
extent is unknown, and could only be determined by further
excavation.

The existing brick walkway wvae relaid during the waterproofing
project. This involved removal of approximately three inches of
the upper portion of the existing cinder bedding material,
Obgervations during monitoring indicated that relaying of the
valkwvay did not penetrate below the existing bedding at any
point, and remains of the underlying cobble feature were not
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disturbed.

Excavation for the foundation waterproofing project involved
minimal disturbance to the cobble feature along the northern wall
of the house. The trench extended outward from the foundation
wall maximum of only some three feet at the level of the cobble
feature. Thus, only the socuthernmost ca. six inches of this
feature was impacted by the construction.

c. Shovel Test 4

Shovel test 4 was placed within the lawn area east of the portice
some eight feet smouth of the Mansion. The location wae chosen in
an attempt to avoid disturbed areas assoclated with areaway
construction and repairs to the portico wall. During the
mitigation, examination of the south wall of the construction
trench indicated the presence of what appeared to be two
overlapping trenches extending some six feet west of the portico.
One of these was apparently asgociated with the exposure of the
portico wall during the 1935 renovation and the second with
construction or reconstruction of the areawvay. The location
chosen for the shovel test was also in the vicinity of the
drainage pipe trench connecting the house with one of the new
dryvells.

The uppermost stratum in shovel test 4 consisted of 5 1/2 - 7
inchee of topsoil underlying the modern sod. This was followed by
mottled light brown sandy silt to a depth of 12 inchee. Few
artifacts, mainly small pieces of brick and coal, were recovered
from these sBtrata.

Stratum III consisted of reddish brown eilty sand containing
pebbles and cobbles which extended to a depth of only 23 inches,
wvhere what appeared to be the bedrock surface was encountered.
This stratum yielded only a single gmall piece of coal.

It should be noted that in the pipe trench connecting the Mansion
to the drywell, vwhich was located only some 2-3 feet east of the
test location, the bedrock was below the base of the trench
(vhich was ca. 4-5 feet belov the surface). This suggests the
possibility that the rock encountered in shovel test 4 was
agsociated with the disturbances noted above, and was not
actually bedrock.

2. Wegt Side of Mansion

Shovel testa 5 and 6 were located west of the main wing of the
Mangion. We placed these tests further from the foundation than
the western edge of the wvaterproofing trench in an attemwpt to
avoid the disturbances caused by the ca. 1935 installation of the
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areawvays and associated construction on this side of the house.

Shovel test 5 was located approximately five feet west of the
southwvest corner of the Mansion. The topsoil in this test and an
underlying five inch thick stratum of tan/brown gilt yielded few

artifacte.

Stratum III in this teet, yellow/brown ailt with rocks (catalog
#45), yielded a substantial number of brick chips. This probably
represents the 18th century constructiaon f£fill. This stratum was
followed in shovel test S5, at a depth of some 29 inches below the
surface, by a layer of culturally sterile light brown sandy silt
vhich was excavated to a depth of 36 1/2 inches below the
surface. Due to the small eize of this shovel test thie stratum
vae excavated using a post-hole auger, resulting in recovery of
only a small sample of this stratum, and we were unable to
continue excavation below 36 1/2 inches.

During the monitoring we examined the profile of the construction
trench, located approximately 2 - 2 1/2 feet east of the shovel
test location. At this location an approximately three inch thick
stratum of tan/brown fine =andy silt was noted at 31 inches belovw
the gurface. This stratum did not appear to be laminated like the
wvater-deposited layer noted on the east side of the house in Unit
A and 1984 Teet Cut 1, and in the construction trench profile
south of the Mansion. However, it was lighter in color than the
"plow zone"” stratum noted north of the main mansion wing on both
sides of the house. This stratum apparently represents the
remnants of an uncultivated ground surface ("A horizon") which
existed prior to the time the Mansion wae constructed. As noted
in the following Chapter, this ground surface continues south of
the Mansion.

The so0il noted below this layer in the construction trench
apparently represents the natural subeoil. The material excavated
at the base of shovel test 5 probably included both the tan/brown
ground surface layer and the underlying subsoil. Due to the small
size of the shovel teat we vere unable to accurately distinguish
gtratigraphic changes at thia depth.

Shovel test 6 wae placed just south of the stump which as
indicated on the plans vas tc be removed during the waterproofing
project. However, we were informed by a representative of the HNew
York City Department of Parke and Recreation that the project
specifications have been changed and that this stump will be
removed during a future landscaping project. It should be noted
that the location of this stump as shown on the project plans is
in error. The actual location is approximately one foot north of
the location of shovel test 6 as shown on Figure 36.

The topeonil excavated in shovel teat 6 extended to a depth of 10-
11 inches belov the surface. It yielded modern plastic, including
a plastic eyeglass lens, as vell as a 19th century pearlware
sherd.
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This stratum was followed by etratum II (catalog #48) a light
brown/tan silt deposit similar ta the stratum encountered below
the topeoil in shovel test 5, =some 17 feet further to the south.
In ghovel test 6, this stratum yielded several notable artifacts.
These included a brass button, which unfortunately was
undecorated and was therefore temporally non-diagnostic, and two
Native American lithic tool fragmentse, in addition to nails,
brick chips, and small pieces of mortar and coal.

The underlying stratum (stratum III - catalog #49) appsrently
includes the game 20il type as stratum II mottled with
orange/brown and dark brown silt. While a 19th century pearlware
sherd was recovered from this deposit, it also yielded the rim
and neck portion from a bottle (probably a milk bottle). The
presence of a mold seam around the rim indicates that the bottle
and the stratum probebly date no earlier than the early 20th
century. This gtratum also yielded a quantity of
construction/demolition debris, including brick fragments and
flat (probably window) glass. The underlying stratum of hard
packed gray/browvn silt (stratum IV) appeared not to be similar to
the so0il matrix of the 18th century construction £ill, and did
not include the high density of conastruction debris which
characterized the latter deposit. Algo unlike the construction
£ill thie stratum contained several piecea of bottle/table glaes.

The location of shovel test 6 placed it ca. 3 feet west of one of
the areawvaye constructed in 1935. Examination of the west wall of
the waterproofing trench located just to the east of the test
location, indicated that the disturbance connected with the area
wvay construction extended westward into the trench wall, and it
ie likely that gstrata IT-IV in shovel test 6 are associated with
this disturbance.

A three inch thick layer of hard packed orange/brown sandy =silt
(Stratum V, Catslog #51) was encountered in shovel test 6 at 30
inches below the surface, and immediately overlay the bedrock at
33 inches. A few gmell pieces of coal, a piece of corroded metal
and a gwall brick fragment were the only artifacts recovered.
Thig stratum may represent the construction £ill or possibly the
remains of a subeoil deposit. In either case, any pre-
congtruction ground surface had been removed at this location.

b. Shovel Tests 7, 8, 3, snd 14 and Cobble Feature
Shovel teet 7 wazs placed some five feet west of the northern
portion of the weetern hyphen porch, and approximately two feet
west of the gutter stones. Thise location waeg near the
northernmost extent of the drainage pipe trench excavated during
the waterproofing project.

The topscil in shovel test 7 yielded 18th and 19th century
ceramic sherdse as well as modern artifacts including plastic, a
machine screw, and an aluminum nail. The topsoil was underlain by
stratum Il (catalog #54), a deposit of mottled orange/brown sandy
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silt. This soil contained 18th-early 19th century domestic
artifacte, including creamware and pipe stem fragments. However,
the recovery of a brass machine screw from thie deposit suggests
a possible later date of deposition of this stratum, which
apparently represents landscaping fill.

Underlying stratum II, shovel test 7 encountered a cobble sBurface
at a depth of gaome 12 1/2" below the existing ground surface. In
order to further examine this surface we expanded the test so
that it measured 36" by 27", with ite eastern edge adjacent to
the gutter stones. After removing the goil to the level of the
cobble surface it could be seen that this surface had been cut
through in the easternmost ca. 11 inches of thia area by the
trench excavated to install the gutter stone gupports (see Plate
125,

The edge of the cobble feature in the northvestern portion cf the
exposed area was curved (see Figure 40 and Plate 12). 'To the
extent that could be determined by the excavation, it appeared
that this was the original edge of the cobble feature, rather
than a result of disturbance subsequent to ite construction.

During the expansion of shovel test 7, gtratum I, which
represents the topsoil, was removed without screening. However,
gtratum II, the mottled orange brown sandy silt f1ll overlying
the cobbles was screened (catalog #55). This deposit yielded
additional 18th/19th century domestic artifacts, inluding five
sherds of white s2alt glazed stoneware (1720-1803), eight sherds
of plain creamvare (1762-1820), and a sherd of blue transfer
printed pearliware (1795-1840). Other domestic artifacts include
four pieces of bottle/curved glass and five pipe stem fragments.
Four fragments of mammal and bird bone were also recovered, as
wvell as two pieces of debitage from Native American stone tool
manufacture. It should be noted that thie deposit extended
downward below the top of the cobble feature in the area adjacent
to ite edge in the northwest corner of the test. During
excavation it was noted that the ceramic and pipe stem fragments
appeared to be concentrated in this corner of the unit. A root
was plso noted in this area, possibly associated with a tree
located north of the test location. It is possible that the
srtifacte were concentrated in this portion of the unit as a
regult of root action.

After exposure and photographic recording of the cobbles, shovel
test 7 was continued downward in the western portion of the area
exposed, with the cobbles being removed. A sample of these
cobbles was retained. The cobbles were set in four inches of
brown sandy silt with light brown sandy silt mottling, excavated
as stratum III (catalog #56)}. Only one diagnostic artifact, an
undecorated creamware gherd (1762-1820) was recovered from this
stratum. The =oil adjescent to the cobbles in the northwestern
corner of the test was excavated separately as stratum IV
{catalog #57). The matrix wvas described as light brown sandy =ilt
vith light orange sandy silt mottling. The artifacte recovered
appear to be gimiler in character to those noted in this portion
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of the unit during the excavation of the overlying stratum II.
They include eight ceramiec sherds, including an additional sherd
of white =alt glazed stonewvare, five gherde of plain creamware,
and two sherde of blue underglaze painted oriental export
porcelain. Stratum IV also yielded four mammal bone fragments.

It should be noted that the shreds of white salt glazed stoneware
from shovel test 7, strata II and IV, were the only examples of
this cersmic type recovered from the test excavations conducted
for this project and the 1984 excavations. Use of this ceramic
type was more frequent before the widespread introduction of
creamware in the 1760’'s, and probably dates to the early portion
of the occupation of the Mansion.

The cobble feature and the soil adjacent to it in the northwest
corner of the test were underlain at ca. 12-17 inches below the
surface by what appears to be the construction fill deposit.

The upper portion of thie deposit was characterized by the
orange/brown sandy esilt which formed the soil watrix for this
deposit in most locations teated, with some mottling deriving
from the material in the lover portion. This upper portion of the
construction £i1ll yielded a single creamware sherd aleong with the
usgsual brick, mortar and coal fragments. As at most locations
tegted, the density of building materials was not aB great as in
the lover portion of the fill.

The lower portion of the construction £ill at the location of
shovel test 7 consisted of black/dark brown sandy silt with brown
and orange/brown mottling. This deposit (atratum VI, catalog #59)
wvas characterized by the presence of large pieces of schist as
vell as smaller fragmente. As noted previously the schist
fragments most likely derive from the shaping of the foundation
stones during the construction of the house. Staining resulting
from the inclusion of the friable schiset fragments within the
201l matrix may account for the dark color of this deposit.
Stratum VI aleo yielded fragmente of red brick as well as an
unglazed red earthenware sherd. The two piecea of what appear to
be plaster wall board recovered from thie stratum are most likely
intrueive into the deposit. The ection of roots, which continued
to be noted in the test at this depth, may be responsible for the
presence of these intrusive artifacts.

Underlying the construction f£1il11 at a depth of ca. 28-32 inches
below the surface was a stratum of medium brown sandy silt with
some darker brown/black and some orange/yellow mottling (stratum
VII, catalog # 60). The mottliing apparently derives from
intrueiong of the overlying and underlying soil. This stratum,
ca. S-7 inches thick, apparently represents the remains of the
pre-construction ground surface (probably a plow zone) which was
also encountered northeast of the house (see above). The stratum
yielded a large piece of brick as vell as smaller brick
fragments. The only other artifact recovered wae a piece of
curved glass. These artifacts wvere moet likely impressed into
this atratum at the time the overlying material was deposited.
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Both this stratum and the overlying construction fill deposit
vere also noted in the walle of the waterproofing trench beneath
the hyphen porch. The "plow zone" stratum extended westward in
the construction trench profile to a point approximately 5 1/2 -
6 feet west of the hyphen porch steps, where it was cut off by
the disturbance caused by construction of the areavay. The
stratum was visible for a distance of only about one foot west of
the disturbed area and ende at the point where the bedrock rises
above the elevatiecn of thie "plow zone."

In shovel test 7, a stratum of orange/brown gilt (stratum VII,
catalog #61), representing the upper portion of the subsoll,
underlay the "plowv zone" deposit at 33 1/2-34 inches. It was
tested to a depth of 46 1/2 inches, with only three small pieces
of coal, cinder and wood being recovered. The shovel test could
not be continued beneath this depth without gubstantially
expanding its its size.

I+ should be noted that the construction trench for the
installation of the drainage pipe did not impact the site of
shovel test 7. The exposed cobbles in the eastern half of the
expanded test area which were not removed during the testing
remain. in place (see plan view - Figure 40).

Shovel test 8 was placed 33 inches west of the location of shovel
test 7 in order tc determine if the cobble feature extended to
thisg location. It was excavated to a depth of 13 1/2 - 15 inches,
below the elevation of the cobbles. The test indicated that the
cobble feature was not intact at this location. A mixture of
18th-19th century and modern artifacts were retrieved as well as
a pisce of Native American quartz tool-making debitage.

Shovel test 9 wvas located approximately seven feet north of
shovel teat B. At the location of both of these ghovel tests, the
stone pathway shown on the site plan (see Figure 1) had been
removed prior to the pre-construction testing. Immediately after
the start of the excavation of shovel test 9 vhat appeared to be
a continuation of the cobble feature exposed in shovel test 7

wag encountered at a depth of only 2-3 inches below the surface.
The excavation of the shovel test vas terminated at this point.

Subsequently we exposed additional portions of this cobble
feature and conducted probes to explore its boundaries. The
extent of the feature as indicated by this examination as vell as
by monitoring of the construction trench excavation are indicated
on Figure 40.

The cobble feature in the vicinity of shovel tests 9 and 14 (see
below) appeared to occupy a rectangular area, the wvestern
boundary of which was located some two feet wegt of the line of
the western wall of the Mansion. It extended eastward for
approximately seven feet, ending approximately one foot west of
the line of the areaway adjacent to the north wall basement
window. To the east, the cobble feature was moet likely removed
by the disturbance caused by congatruction of the areaway.
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During the waterproofing it proved necegsary to expand the trench
along the northern waell to a widtih of approximately 4 1/2 feet to
permit cutting of the bedrock. Thie removed some of the remaining
portion of the cobble feature. However, the approximately two
foot wide northernmoet portion of this feature remaine intact
west of the location of shovel test 14 (Bee Figure 40 and Plate
14).

Shovel teat 14 wvas excavated in order to obtain a sample of the
goil in which the cobblee were laid (in addition to the sample
previousgly excavated in shovel tegt 7). Shovel test 14 was
actually a two by two foot square located at the eastern edge of
the cobble feature. The modern sod and topsoil, which extended to
a depth of 2 - 6.5 inches below the surface at this location,

were removed and not screened. It was followed by a stratum of medium

orange/brown sandy =ilt (stratum II, catalog #79), similar to the
stratum encountered above the cobbles in shovel test 7. Despite
the presence of a digturbed area in the eastern portion of the
test, the diagnostic artifacte recovered from this stratum sre
all dateable to the late 18th and early 19th century. These
include nine sherdse of creamware (1762-1820), and six sherds of
pearlware. The pearlware includese a blue transfer printed sherd
(1795-1840), 8 hand painted sherd (1780-1820), and a green edge
decorated sherd (1780-1830), as well as three undecorated sherds
(1780-1830). Domestic artifacts also included sherds of hard
paste porcelain and unglezed red earthenware, three pipe stem
fragmente, and four pieces of curved glasse. Three pieces of
mammal bone and a small piece of oyester shell were also
recovered. The atratum also included conetruction/demolition
related artifactse, including two naile, eix pieces of flat glasa,
and four brick fragmente as well as pleces of coal and =slag.
Evaluation of the contents of the samples of this deposit
recovered in shovel tests 7 and 14 suggeet that it probably
represents fill deposited during the 19th century to raiase the
grade during a landecaping episode which occurred after the
cobble feature wase no longer in use. The machine screw recovered
from thie stratum in shovel test 7 may be considered asgs intrusive
(the presence of many roots in the laetter test was noted above}.

In shovel test 14 the cobble feature was encountered below
stratum II in the western portion of the test at a depth of 5 - 8
1/2 inches belov the surface (see Plate 14). In the eastern
portion of the test the cobbles had been disturbed. As noted
above, probes and monitoring of the construction excavations
suggested that the construction of the areawvay for the windowvw on
the northern wall of the Mansion had removed the cobble feature
immediately east of the location of shovel test 14. The
disturbance in the eastern portion of the test may, in fact, be
the western edge of the area way disturbance. It is aleso possible
that at the location of the shovel test the cobbles may have
undergone further disturbance due to root action.

The cobbleg were laid in an approximately four inch thick matrix
of medium brown sandy silt, again similar to the matrix
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associated with the cobbles in shovel test 7. The intact cobbles
and surrounding soil vere excavated separately (stratum I1II,
catalog #80) from the disturbed area in the eastern portion of
the test. This =s0il yielded meven sherds of undecorated creamware
(1762-1820), a sherd of undecorated pearlware (1780-1830), and
another of blue transfer printed pearlware (1795-1840), as vell
as three pieces of curved glass. The construction/demolition
related artifacts consisted of a single nail and a small brick
fragment. Two small pieces of coal were also recovered.

The separately excavated disturbed area in the eastern portion of
the test (astratum IV, catalog #81) yielded meven additional
creamware sherdas, as well as two pieces of flat glass and four
piecee of red brick.

The small sample tested suggests that the cobble walkway was most
likely constructed in the early 19th century, during the early
period of the Jumel occupation, and could represent a portion of
the renovations conducted by the Jumel family st the time they
acquired the property.

Excavation of shovel test 14 ended at the base of the cobble
feature. However, subsequent observation of the profile of the
construction trench south of the test location indicates that the
underlying strata were the same as those encountered in shovel
test 7. The cobble stratum was followed by approximately 4 1/2
inchee of mottled orange gandy ailt, and 9 1/2 inches of the
mottled orange and black sandy s8ilt containing schist cobbles,
with these two strata apparently representing the 18th century
construction fill. This was directly followed by 1G inches of
orange esilt which overlies the bedrock and represents the
subsoil. The "plow zone" stratum was not present at this
location.

Clearing of portiona of the cobble feature and the reasults of
shovel test 14 indiceted that the feature ended 6 1/2 feet north
of the north wall of the Mansion. It is most likely that thie
represents the original northern edge of the feature rather than
an additional disturbance.

Additional observations during wonitoring suggest that the cobble
feature most likely represente the remains of a walkway analogous
to that encountered on the east side of the house. It may have
extended west from the hyphen porch and then turned to the south
to extend along the west side of the house. Immediately west of
the hyphen porch, the walkway may have had a semicircular
extension to the north, a portion of which was exposed in shovel
tegt 7. Thie extenesion would have resgulted in the presence of a
cobble surface along the entire extent of the base of the hyphen
porch steps. It should be noted that elevations taken with a
level line indicate that the cobble surface near the northwestern
corner of the Mansgion is some 3-5 inches above the elevation of
the cobble surface exposed in shovel test 7.

Along the west wall of the Mansion, the 1935 renovations
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apparently involved not only the construction of three areavays,
but also installation of a mass of concrete between the
northernnmost two areaways and from the northernmost areaway to
the northwestern corner of the building (see Plate 16). This
construction may have have resulted in the removal of the cobble
walkway along the western side of the Mansion. In any event, the
profile of the construction trench along the western wall of the
Mansion provided no indication of the presence of the cobble
feature.

3. Bluestoneg Patic Area - Shovel Tests 11 and 12
Twvo shovel teaste were excavated in the area occupied by the
bluestone patio at the front of the house. As discussed in
Chapter II, the documentary research suggestse that the
carraigeway at the front of the house had an earthen surface
until the latter part of the 19th century when a flagstone
surface was installed. The present bluestone patio was installed
in 1935.

The two shovel tests vere placed adjacent to the locations of the
drainage pipe trenches connecting the Mansion foundation with the
drywelle ag shown on Figure 1. Since the actual locations of the
drywelle and trenches were chosen by the contractor during the
project the shovel teats were not at the exact location of the
trenches and drywell excavations. As it turned out, the location
of sBhovel test 11 vas immediately west of the trench excavated
acroas the eastern portion of the patio, and shovel test 12 was
immediately east of the westernmost trench.

At the location of each test one of the large bluestone slabs
compriging the patio was removed, and the test conducted beneath
the slabs. At the surface shovel test 11 measured approximately
26 by 19 1/2 inches and shovel test 12, approximately 32 by 21
1/2 inches. As noted previously each of these shovel tests
decreased conaiderably in size with depth.

Immediately below the bluestone slabs, each test encountered s
thin layer of tan sand and another thin layer of cement. This was
folloved by a depoeit of cinder and ash which was some 7 1/2
inches thick in shovel test 11, on the eastern side of the patio,
and 3 1/2 - 5 1/2 inches thick in shovel temst 12, on the western
side of the patio. The sand, cement and cinder were apparently
all associated with the construction of the bluestone patio. In
shovel test 12, what appeared to be an intermittent layer of
cement was noted at the base of the cinder/ash deposit. In shovel
test 11, pieces of broken-up flagstone were noted in the cinder
and ash and at the base of the deposit several pieces of
flagstone may have been in situ. Theae may represent remains of
the flagstone carriagewvay noted in this area in the latter
porticn of the 19th century. This older surface may have been
torn up at the time the present patio wvas congtructed in 1935.

The stratum underlying the cinder and ash deposit was different
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in the two shovel testse. In shovel test 12, the underlying soil
matrix consisted of reddish brown sandy silt (stratum V, catalog
#74). In addition to a small piece of mortar, the only artifacts
recovered were pieces of cinder/slag and coal which most likely
derived from the overlying cinder deposit. A fractured cokble
recovered from this stratum may have been fire cracked but also
may have been fractured by natural processes. This deposit was
tested to a depth of 33 inches belov the patio surface.
Subsequent excavation of the backhoe trench immediately west of
the shovel test location indicates that it represents the upper
portion of a fill deposit.

In contrast, in shovel test 11 the material underlying the cinder
and ash consisted of a deposit of tan/orange/brown sandy silt
(stratum V, cetalog #69) which contained a gubgtantial number of
artifacts. Domestic artifacts included nine ceramic gherds, ten
kaolin smoking pipe fragments and three piece of bottle glass.
Five pieces of mammal bone and four pileces of oyster shell were
also recovered from this deposit. The ceramics included five
plain creamvare sherds (1762-1820), one pearlware sherd with blue
painted decoration (1780-1820), two plain pearlware sherds (1780-
1830) and a single sherd of oriental export percelain. A quartz
tool associsted with the Native American occupation of the area
was also recovered, ae vwell as two pieces of quartz debitage. The
conatruction/demolition material included two nails and two brick
fragments, as well as a metal rod and eighteen pieces of flat
glass, most of which represented wvindovw glass. Thie deposit
appeared to continue below the base of the test at 42.5 inches.
This fill was apparently deposited during an episode of early
19th century landscaping. The artifacts recovered suggest that
this landscaping may have occurred during the Jumel occupation.
It may be contemporary either with the landacaping epilisode
represented by the installation of the cobble walkway on the west
side of the house, or the episode which resulted in the deposit
of additional fill overlying this cobble feature. The absence of
wvhiteware from all of these depositse would appear to date them
earlier than the installation of the cobble walkway on the east
gide of the house. However, this conclusion must be regarded as
tentative due to the relatively small size of the samples
obtained.

As noted above, the west wall of the drainage pipe trench was
located immediately east of shovel test 1l. Examination of the
profile in this portion of the trench during monitoring indicates
the presence, at a depth of some 44 inches belov the surface of
the existing bluestone patio, of a 4 - 5 inch thick layer of
tan/brovn silt which represents the ground surface prior to
construction of the Mansion. This stratum was belov the depth
reached by shovel test 11. At the north end of the patio, the
construction trench profile indicated that this ground surface
vas only some 36 inches below the bluestone patio. Thus the
ground surface at the time the Mansion was built sloped downward
to the mouth. The fill overlying the ground surface may have been
deposited to level the surface.
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It should also be noted that the construction trench profile east
of shovel test 11 indicated the presence of two distinct layers
of fill, an uppermost 10 inch layer of orange/brown gandy silt,
followed by 18 inches of a redder and sandier soil matrix. A thin
(less than one inch thidk}) layer of orangé fine sandy silt
immediately overlay the ground surface. These distinctions among
the fill strata were not recognized during excavation of the
shovel test. At the north end of the patio the redder and sandier
soil matrix overlies the orange sandy silt. It is possible that
the different soil types represent loads of fill deposited during
the same filling episode, which may be contemporaneous with
construction of a retaining wall encountered during the
monitoring (see Chapter VI).

4. Dry Well Area - Shovel tests 10 and 13
A test was placed near each of the two dry well locations as
indicated on the project plans. These locationse are some 20 feet
south of the bluestone patio. The 1935 construction plans
suggested that 2-3 feet of fill were deposited in this area in
association with the landscaping carried out at that time.

Shovel test 10 was placed near the planned location of the
easternmost dry well gite. However, because the contractor wanted
to avoid an area of high bedrock elevation to the east, the
location of the dry well excavation was moved so that the test
location was actually some 15 feet northeast of the dry well
excavation. In the shovel test a stratum of very hard packed tan
silty sand containing brick, mortar, cocal, and cinder was
encountered beneath the topscil at a depth of seven inches below
the present surface. This fill deposit was excavated to a depth
of only 21 inches due to the difficulty of continuing the shovel
test through the hard packed fill.

Shovel test 13 was excavated at the planned location of the
vegternmost dry well. The location turned out to be some 2-3 feet
northeast of the actual location of the dry well excavation.

In this test a five inch thick stratum of hard packed mottled
yellow/brown pandy silt was encountered beneath the sod and.
topsoil at a depth of ten inches. This was followed by
yellovw/gray sandy =silt at a depth of 35 inches below the present
surface. The test could not be readily continued below this depth
and only the uppermost inch of the latter stratum was sampled.

Examination of the profiles of the dry well excavation suggest
that the gray/brown sandy silt stratum may be amsociated with the
pre-1935 ground surface, with the overlying material representing
the ca. 1935 fill and the underlying yellow/gray sandy silt an
earlier fill deposit. In the northern portion of the dry well
excavation, the bedrock was some four feet belov the present
gsurface. A dark layer immediately above the bedrock in asome
locations may represent the remains of the ground surface prior
ta congtruction of the Mansion (see FPlate 38 and further
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discussion of stratigraphy in Chapter VI).

The strates encountered in shovel test 13 did not contein a high
density of artifacts. Among the those recovered are a small clear
glass bead (atratum IV, catalog #77), and tvwo pieces of Native
American quartz debitage (stratum II, catalog #75). Small pieces
of what appear to be pressed glasa and a few ceramic sherds,
including single whitewvare, creamvare and red earthenvare sherds
vere also recovered from the fill.
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VI. ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD EXAMINATION:
CONSTRUCTION MONITORING

Archaeological monitoring was conducted during the excavation of
the hand-dug foundation waterproofing trench and during the
backhoe trenching for installation of the dry wells and drainage
pipe trenches south of the Mansion. The primary objective of the
monitoring wase to detect any features, midden deposits or other
archeeological resources undetected by the pre-constructicn
testing. In addition we were able to photographically record and
make other observatione concerning stratigraphy, construction
details of the Mansion foundation, the pre-construction
topography, landscaping features and prehistoric aectivity in the
vicinity of the Mansion. During the monitoring, an archaeolcogist
wasg present on site during all excevation of scil. The project
also required the contractor to cut through bedrock in some
areas. Archaeoclogists were not present during this activity nor
during the actual waterproofing of the foundation.

It should be noted that much of the foundation on the east and
west sides of the main wing of the Mansion was not exposed during
construction. On the east side this was due to the presence of
the two basement stair wells (Plate 15) and on the west side to
the presence of the three 1935 areavays and the assaciated
concrete slab noted in the previous chapter {(Plate 16).

A. Bedrock Elevations and Mansion Foundation Construction

We were able to determine the approximate elevatione of the
bedrock surface and the base of the foundation by taking
approximate measurements of their depths below the present ground
surface, the base of the wooden superstructure siding, and the
hyphen porches and relating these depths to elevations shown on
the mite plan. It should be emphasized that the elevations as
given belov are only approximate.

1. East Side of Mansion
The waterproofing trench observations indicate that a ridge of
bedrock extends along the east side of the house approximately
two feet belov the present surface (elevation of approximately
177 1/2 - 178 1/2 feet, with a slight elope downward to the south
and a high point at the northeast corner of the Mansion). Along
the north wall of the Mansion, Jjust west of the its northeast
corner the bedrock drops abruptly scme 4.5 feet to an elevation
of approximately 173 1/2-174 feet (Plate 17). Immediately west of
this bedrock drop-off, the base of the foundation rests on the
bedrock surface (see Plate 18), which ie fairly level for a
distance of mome 9-10 feet west of the northeast corner of the
house. At this point, the bedrock dips downward to the west,
below the base of the waterproofing trench, and the base of the
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foundation rests directly on the reddish fine sandy silt subsoil
deposit west of this point (see Plate 19), with the bamse of the
foundation slightly lower (ca. nine inches) than where the base
restse on bedrock.

The base of the eastern foundation wall of the hyphen is at
approximately the same depth as that of the north vall of the
main wing, and also rests on gubsoil (Plates 19 and 20). The
results of the 1984 archaeological testing indicated that at the
location of the northern portion of the octagon extension, the
bedrock is some 1 - 1 1/2 feet higher than at the north wall of
the main wing, at an elevation of ca. 175 feet, and the 1984
report indicates that the foundation at this location once again
rests on the bedrock.

Ae noted in the discussion of the 1984 excavations, conatruction
of the southern portion of the foundation wall along the east
side of the Mansion involved the cutting awvay of the bedrock to
form a ca. 1 1/2 - 2 foot wide trench, at the base of which was a
brick "aspread-footer platform" (see further discussion below).
The top of this platform, on which the foundation wvall rests is
at approximately 175 - 175 1/2 feet, some two feet above the
elevation of the north wall.

2. West Side of Mansion
The bedrock elevations and foundation construction noted on the
weet aide of the Manmion are similar to that on the east side. At
the northwest corner of the building the bedrock elevation i=
only some one foot below the present ground surface, at a
approximate elevation of 178.5 feet, comparable to that in the
northeastern corner of the Mansion. The northwestern corner of
the Mansion foundation rests on a flat eslab of bedrock ca. 8 - 10
inches below this elevation (Plate 21). This flat surface wae most
likely created by cutting away bedrock in this location.

The bedrock slopes downward slightly for a distance of some nine
feet east of the northvwest corner of the building (approximate
location of areaway), wvwhere it is st an elevation of some 177
feet, In this area, immedistely west of the north wall areaway,
it appeared that the bedrock immediately adjacent to the areaway
had been cut down in a similar manner to that noted in the
southeast corner of the building (see Plates 21-23). However, the
resulting "trench® in this area did not extend as far from the
foundation wall. The foundation wall stones exposed at the base
of thies trench appeared to be oriented transversely to the
overlying stones {(see Plate 22).

East of the western end of the the north foundation wall areawvay

the bedrock slopes downward steeply to an elevation of ca. 173 -

173 1/2 feet at the east side of the areaway, with the foundation
resting on bedrock at this location (Plate 23). Beneath the west

hyphen porch the bedrock elevation first rises alightly and then,
approximately two feet west of the hyphen foundation, falls an
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additional foot. West of this point the base of the foundation
wvall regte on bedrock. To the east the bedrock drops below the
base of the foundation which continues at the =mame approximate
elevation, resting an subscil (Plate 25). The base of the west
hyphen foundation wall continues at this approximate elevation,
alBo resting on subsoil. ‘

The lover portion of the north wall of the main portion of the
Mangion on both sides of the hyphen appears to be wider than the
upper portion while the hyphen wall extends straight downward
(see Plates 19-20 and 25-26). This may be due to the fact that
foundation of the main Mansion wing would necessarily need to
bear more weight than the foundation walls of the hyphen.

Along the west side of the Mansion the bedrock surface slopes
downward gradually between the location of the northwest corner
of the building (elevation ca. 179 feet) and the location of the
second of the three areaways, at which location the bedrock
elevation is some 2 1/2 feet bhelow that at the northwest corner
0f the building (elevation ca. 176.5 feet). This slope can be
seen in the profile created by the cutting away of the bedrock
required for the installation of the drainage pipes on the west
8ide of the Mansion (mee Plate 27).

We wvere able to examine a small portion of the foundation wall
base exposed between the tvwo southernmost areaways. Construction
of the foundation wall at this location appeared to utilize the
same method noted along the north wall west of the areaway; the
bedrock adjacent to the foundation wall was cut out (at this
location to a depth of some one foot) and foundation stones laid
trangversely to the overlying wall (see Plate 28).

While exposing the base of the wall between the two areaways a
small amount of 8oil was removed from the base of the hedrock
"trench. "™ Although the =s0il was not screened, artifacts
encountered were retained {(Catalog #95). These include window
glass fragments and a single small sherd of undecorated porcelain
(in addition to brick fragments, which were discarded).

South of this location (between the two southernmost areaways)
the bedrock slopes downward more steeply, falling an additional
ca. 2 1/2 feet to the location of the southwestern corner of the
Maneion, where bedrock ie at an elevation of ca. 173.5 feet, with

the base of the foundation wall resting on the bedrock surface
(Bee Plate 29).

3. Brick "Platform"™ - Socutheast Corner of Mansion

Exposure of the Mansion foundation indicated that the brick
"spead footer pletform" noted at the base of the southeastern
portion of the foundation during the 1984 excavations was present
only in this area. Aes noted above, this "platform®" wae at the
base of a "trench" formed by the cutting away of the bedrock
adjacent to the foundation. During the monitoring this brick
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feature was exposed and further examined (gee Plates 30-33).

The brick feature was exposed for a distance of nine feet north
of the southeast corner of the Mansion (see Plates 30 and 31),
vhich vwag the northern limit of foundation wall exposure. The
feature appears to continue to the north, running underneath the
bage of the concrete wall representing the gouthern bulkhead wall
of the bamement stairwell (Plate 30). The feature also extends
around the southeastern corner of the building and along the
south wall for a distance of three feet at which point it is cut
off by the disturbance agsociated with the south wall areawvay

(Plate 32).

Examination of the feature indicates that at least three courses
of brick underlie the foundation (Plate 33). Adjacent to these
bricks there is a space of ca. 7 1/2 inches in width in which the
upper two courses are not present. The third course, laid
perpendicular to the upper two, underlies this space. After the 7
1/2 inch space there are again three courses of brick which form
the outer portion of the feature. Except as noted below, a fourth
course of brick, also oriented perpendicularly to those
underlying was mortarred to the uppermost of the three brick
courses, bridging the gap noted above. This was apparently the
course exposed by the 1984 excavation unit.

The outer edge of the brick construction ig ca. 12 inches from
the foundation wall. Along the east wall of the Mansion there is
a ca. five inch wide space between the brick and the edge of the
cut-out bedrock "trench." At one location wvwhere the soil wa=s
cleared from this space, it wae seen to be filled with mortar
with embedded brick fragments, which easentislly anchored the
brick construction to the bedrock.

The bricks of which this feature is constructed, one of which was
retained (catalog #100), measure 8 5/8" x 4 1/2" x 2 1/8". This
appears to be the same size as the bricks which conastitute the
superstructure walls.

Consideration of the characteristics of the brick construction
indicate that it functioned at least in part as a covered drain.
This conclusion is supported by the fact that elevations taken
with a level line indicate that at the northernmost point of the
exposed portion of the feature the uppermost course of brick (the
drain "cover") is eight inchee higher than at the wvegternmost
point exposed along the south wall of the house. This would
permit water to flow through the drain.

It should be noted also that this brick construction iz external
to the brick oven located in the southeast corner of the basement
kitchen. The brick platform supporting this oven may have been
constructed prior to and extended beneath the foundation wall.
The builders of the Mansion way have realized that cutting away
of the bedrock external to the foundation wall in this area would
lead to water being trapped in the bedrock channel. The drainage
channel may have been constructed here to assure that water
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seepage would not affect the oven, whereas such steps may not
have been considered necessary in other areas along the west and
northvest walls where the bedrock had been cut away adjacent to
the foundation (see above discussion).

As shown in Plates 31-33, the uppermost, perpendicular course of
brick {(the drain "cover") is not present at the southeaat corner
of the Mansion. At least some of these bricks were removed by
construction workers in the absence of the archaeological
monitors, and they also excavated the soil filling the drain in a
small area. However, according to the construction vorkers this
perpendicular upper course (the "cover") was missing along the
eastern end of the south wall (the western portion of the area
where this course is migaing) and had not been removed by them.

While cleaning cut the loose soil in the area probed by the
construction workers (shown in Plates 31-33) wve recovered a
number of windovw glass fragmente from the material filling the
channel (catalog #101). It is assumed that this material derived
from the fill within the cut-out bedrock "trench.”

During the construction monitoring we were able to observe the
Boil profile adjacent to the north wall of the foundation at a
location approximately two feet west of the location of Unit A.
The profile indicated that where the foundation rested on top of
the naturally occurring bedrock surface or on sgsubsoil, there vas
no assocliated external construction trench. In these locations
the wall appears to have been built from within the excavated
bazement. However, as ie common in guch situations, an area of
looger soil was noted immediately adjacent to the exterior of the
foundation wall. This was apparently caused by the excavation for
the wall construction extending slightly beyond the wall. The
resulting space ims then filled in by alumping of the adjacent
astrata and/or filling in of the space subsequent to construction.
Several pieces of bird and mammal bone (catalog #98) were
recovered from thie loose soil. This disturbance adjacent to the
foundation wall was not noted above the stratum representing the
pre-construction ground surface. The subsequently depoasited 18th
century construction fill immediately abuts the foundation,
confirming that it was deposited after the construction of the
foundation wall was completed.

A Bimilar situation was noted in the profile observed at the
northern end of the waterproofing trench beneath the west hyphen
porch. Thie location is at the southern end of the foundation
wall for the octagon wing. As st the above location, a disturbed
area wae noted adjacent to the foundation wall extending downward
for mome two feet from the top of the stratum representing the
pre-congtruction ground surface, with the overlying fill strata
immediately abutting the wall. The disturbed soil extended
outward a maximum of 4 1/2 inches from the foundation.
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At the corresponding position at the southern end of the octagon
vall beneath the east hyphen porch, the stratum representing the
pre-construction ground surface also appeared to be disturbed,
glumping downward for a distance of some 8-10 inches outward from
the wall, Because of poor vigibility beneath the porch, it could
not be accurately determined whether the subsoil was similarly
digturbed adjacent to the wall. At this location the fill strata
overlying the subsoil and pre-construction ground surface
appeared to have been disturbed in the area immediately adjacent
to the wall. Although this could be interpreted to indicate that
the octagon foundation was constructed subsequent to completion
of the main wing of the Mangion and deposition of the
construction fill, this is doubtful since a similar stratigraphic
gsituation was not noted on the west side of the house. In
addition, observation of the waterproofing trench profiles
indicated thet the soil beneath the east hyphen porch had been
dug out and replaced, probably during a reconstruction of the
east hyphen porch. Thie was not the case on the west side of the
house. However, the profile beneath the west hyphen porch
indicated the presence of a pit beneath the southwest corner of
the porch. Stone slabs noted in the trench profile may be at the
bage of this pit. These probably represent supports installed
during a previous phase of construction of the steps snd porch
adjacent to the west side hyphen entrance.

The observations during monitoring suggest that the hyphen
porches on both sides of the Mansion may have undergone several
episodes of reconstruction. These apparently involved more
extensive excavations on the east aide of the house than on the
vest side.

5. Ground Surface Prior to Mansion Construction and Water -

As noted in the discussion of the various archaeonloagical test
units and waterproofing trenchesa, at least the lower portion of
the ground surface which exieted prior to construction of the
Mansion remains intact beneath later fill deposits at most
locations exposed except in the areas of higher bedrock
elevationse along the east and west sides of the main Mansion wing
and at the location of a portion of the western drywell
excavation (Eee below). However, in the area adjacent to the
goutheast corner of the Mansion this surface appears to have been
removed during its construction. The stratum was noted in the
profile of the eaetern dreainage pipe trench beginning
approximately seven feet south of the foundation and continuing
to the south.

North of the main Mansion wing the color and texture of this
ground surface appeare to be consistent with interpretation of
thig stratum ag the base of a plow zone. In the area scuth of the
Mansion, the appearance of thie ground surface is conaistent with
that of an uncultivated ™A heorizon." This may suggest that the
northern portion of the property was cultivaeted prior to
construction of the Mansion, while the area of steeper glope to

81



the scuth remained uncultivated.

The laminated, water-deposited stratum which apparently
accumulated during construction of the Mansion was present only
on its eastern side. Examination of the walle of the eastern
drainage pipe trench excavated south of the house indicated that
this stratum ended some 28 - 29 feet from the south wall of the
Mansion. The absence of this deposit on the west side of the
house may be due to the topography of the surface created during
Maneion construction, which may'have permitted water to drain
away from the construction area on the west side but not the east
side of the foundation.

B. Eastern Drywell Excavation and Drainage Pipe Trench
Monitoring of the 12 by 12 foot eastern dry well excavation and
the drainage pipe trench connecting it with the Mansion indicated
that south of the houese, the bedrock surface was below the base
of the trench at ca. 4 - 5 feet belovw the existing ground
surface. At the dry well location the bedrock was at ca. 9 - 11
below the existing ground surface, with the higher elevation in
the northeastern portion of the area excavated. The stratigraphy
(see Plate 34) indicates that the ground gsurface at the time the
mansion was constructed was approximately six feet below the
preaent surface. This surface is represented by a six inch thick
stratum of light tan/brown fine sandy silt.

This ground surface was noted in the backhoe trench connecting
the Mansion with the dry well. The depths of this stratum below
the surface end the elevations given on the site plan (Figure 1)
indicate that it ie at an approximate elevation of approximately
175 feet at the north end of the bluestone patio and 174 feet at
the south end. At the northeast corner of the dry well excavation
thig stratum would be at an elevation of 170 feet. Thus the
dovwnward slope of the surface south of the Mansion when the house
vas built was steeper than at present, with a more gentle slope
immediately south of the Mansion and a steeper grade south of the
presnet patioc location.

Within the dryvell excavation, this original ground surface
stratum appeared to follow the present ground contours.

Overlying this surface at the drywell location iz some three feet
of fill which appearently represents an episode of landscaping
cccurring after the Mangion was constructed. Thias may

repregaent the same stratum encountered in shovel test 11 (gee
Chapter V) which apparently was a 19th century landmscaping fill
deposit. At the surface of this fill is an approximately two

inch thick band where the soil exhibits darker staining, suggesting the

presence of a weekly developed soil layer at this location. This
apparently represents the rewmains of a ground surface vhich
developed after the deposition of the 19th century fill (the pre-
1935 ground surface).
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This pre-1935 ground surface is apparently the same stratum noted
in the profile of the drainage pipe trench, beginning at a point
gsome three feet north of the south side of the patioc (see Plate
37). At this location it is immediately below the cinder bedding
for the bluestone patio (elevation approximately 177 feet). North of
this point it apparently was at a higher elevation and wase graded
off in 1935 when the ground was levelled for the copstruction of
the patio. South of this location this stratum slopes downward
gharply to its location some three feet below the preesent ground
surface in the dry well excavation (elevation in northeast corner
approximately 173). This surface is overlain by the fill and
topsoil deposited at the time of the ca. 1935 grading. These
deposits, which vere encountered in shovel test 10, are
approximately three feet thick at the location of the dry well
excavation.

1. Early Twentieth Century Flagpole Bage

Two features were noted in the southeastern corner of the dry
well excavation. The inita) area excavated was nat square, with
ite eastern wall angling from northeast to southwest, and the
gouthern wall being only some nine feet wide. Thus, the
southeastern corner of the excavation was some three feet vest of
itg eventual location after excavation of the 12 by 12 foot area
vas completed. The resulting eastern profile (see Plate 34)
indicated the presence of a pit filled with =tone, concrete and
brick. Pieces of porcelain, apparently of the type found in
bathroom fixtures (one plece retained - catalog #103), and
fragments of floor tile, also of the type found in bhathrooms,
were noted during the excavation of this portion of the dry well
site, and these may have derived from this pit. The pit appeared
to extend downward from & point near the surface, and was
probably associated with the 1935 landscaping and construction
project. The base of the pit was approximately gix feet below the
present surface, cutting through the layer representing the
original ground surface.

The initial profile of the dry well excavation indicated that the
rubble-filled pit overlay what appeared to be a hole filled with
concrete (gsee Plate 34). Subsequently, after the excavation of
the southeastern portion of the twelve by twelve foot drywell
area was completed, it could be seen that the concrete
represented the lover portion of a roughly 28 inch square
concrete "shaftway® {(vith rounded corners). This shaft (see
Plates 35 and 36) extended below the base of the excavation at
nine feet below the present surface. Excavation of the rubble
filled pit had cut off the northernmost portion of the feature
but the uppermost portion of its concrete smouth wall was vigible
in the south wall of the excavation. Ite top appeared to be at
the level of the base of the 1935 fill deposit at a depth of some
three feet below the present surface. The entire shaftway was
intact only at the base of the excavation at ca. nine feet. The
lover portion of the concrete shaft was filled with decayed wood
{Plate 36). Probing indicated that the wood and surrounding
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concrete continued downvard at least for another foot.

The edges of the pit which had been dug to install the concrete
shaftway were noted in the walls of the drywell excavation some 2
1/2 feet north and 5 feet east of ite southeastern corner.

The rubble filled pit was removed by the expansion of the dry
well excavation.

The most likely interpretation of the concrete shaftway is that
it was installed as a support and protection for the wooden beam
found within it. As shown on Figure 1 the location of this
feature is such that it aligns with the eastern edge of the
portico. As discussed in Chapter II, in the early portion of the
twentieth century a wooden-base flagpole was constructed on the
south lawn, aligned with the eastern edge of the portico. This
was replaced by the present flagpole ca. 1935. The feature
uncovered in the dry well excavation apparently represents this
early twentieth century flagpole.

As suggested by the observed stratigraphy the top of this
flagpole was removed in 1935 and covered by the landscaping fill.
Prior to completion of landecaping, a pit was excavated and
filled with rubble, possibly toc promote drainage or to serve as a
digposal pit for contractor’s rubble. This pit further disturbed
the below-ground remaine of the earlier flagpole.

—_—— e EmEm e e e m e mwS mmemERem—maan e e

The westernmost of the tvo dryvwell excavations was somevhat
larger than the one to the east, measuring 20 feet north-south by
12 feet east-west. At the initial excavation location the
contractor encountered bedrock ca. 4-5 feet below the present
surface. He therefore expanded the excavation to the south to
minimize the need to cut through bedrock in order to install the
concrete drywell.

Examination of the drainage pipe trench connecting the mansion
with the dry well indicated that the bedrock at itse northern end
is below the bame of the trench, which was at approximwmately =six
feet belovw the existing surface. However, at a poilnt Zome 24 feet
north of the southwest corner of the mansion, the bedrock surface
rises steeply, being ca. 3 1/2 feet below the surface of the
bluestone patio (i.e. elevation 175 1/2 feet) at thie laocation.
South of the patio, the bedrock begins gloping downward, and is
at an elevation of ca. 171 - 172 feet at the northern end of the
“drywell excavation.

Within the dry well excavation, the bedrock slopee downward to
the =zoutheasgt, to a depth of approximately seven feet in the
southeastern corner of the excavation (elevation ca. 167 feet).
The ground surface pre-dating construction of the Mansion, which

wag noted near ite southvestern corner, was also observed in the
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profiles of the drainage pipe trench. It slopes downward ca. 1
1/2 - 2 feet from corner of the mansion to the location of the
gouthern edge of the bluestone patio {vhere it is at an elevation
of ca. 174 1/2). From this point it falls more steeply, with the
elevation some 1 1/2 feet lower 10 feet south of the patio. In
the area of the higher bedrock surface, noted above, there was
only a thin layer of subsoil separating the base of the ground
gurface stratum from the bedrock.

From the point ca. 10 feet south of the patio southward to the
drywell excavation and extending along the west wall of thig
excavation (see Plate 38), the bedrock apparently outcropped
above the ground surface, only traces of which were noted
immediately overlying the bedrock at some locations.

Ag noted for the bedrock, the pre-construction ground surface
also sloped downwvard to the goutheast within the area exposed by
the drywell excavation. In the scutheastern corner of the
excavation it was noted ca. five feet belov the existing ground
surface (elevation ca. 169 feet).

In the northern portion of the drainage pipe trench the f£ill
strata encountered between the base of the cinder bedding for the
bluestone patio and the pre-construction ground surface appeared
gimilar to those noted in the eastern drainage pipe trench,
consisting of deposits of reddish silty gand and yellow/orange
slightly sandy silt.

Beginning ca. 24 - 25 feet south of the mansion, however, and
extending southward for ca. 12 feet, what appeared to be several
superimpoged trenches cut through these fill etrata and, in the
gouthern portion, the pre-construction ground surface. At least
one of themse intrugive trenches had been backfilled with cobbles
and large rocks.

South of these disturbances the fill strata appeared to be
different than those noted to the north, consisting of depoeits
of crumbly yellow and orange mottled sandy silt; gray, rust and
orange mottled sandy silt, and tan/gray sandy silt. It is
uncertain if these fill deposits were part of the same filling
episodes as those noted closer to the Mansion.

The surface which existed at the time of the 1935 landscaping
begins near the southern end of the bluestone patio, a similar
location as noted in the eastern drainage pipe trench. From this
location it slopes downward to the drywell excavation where it i=
approximately two feet below the existing surface. The deposits
encountered between the existing topsoil and this pre-1935 ground
gpurface represent fill deposited during the ca. 1935 landscaping.

The plans for the 1935 renovations included a drainage plan as
noted in Chapter II (see Figure 29c). This plan shows two "6 inch
vitreoug" drainage pipes traversing the western portion of the
bluestone patio. The backhoe trench excavated for installation of
the drainage pipes for the current project intersected the route
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of the two pipes as shown on the plan. However, no drainage pilpes
vere noted in the trench walls at or near the locations shown on
the plan. It is pogsible that the disturbances noted in the
backhoe trench walls represent trenches excavated for
installation of thege pipes but that, for =some reason, the pipes
vere never installed. '

A six inch ceramic drainage pipe, the type and size specified in
the 1935 plans, wvag obgerved crossing the backhoe trench at ca.
twvo feet below the existing ground surface. In the east wall of
the backhoe trench the pipe is located some 17 1/2 feet south of
the bluestone patio. This ceramic pipe iB oriented northwest-
goutheast and was noted 2 1/2 feet further to the north in the
ca. 2 1/2 foot wide backhoe trench than in the east wall (i.e. at
a ca. 45 degree orientation to the trench and the Mansion). There
ig no pipe shown at this location on the 1935 plans. The results
of the monitoring suggest that the 1935 drainage plan was
subsequently modified, possibly during the course of
construction.

In the southwestern corner of the western dry well excavation,
the backhoe exposed an approximately five foot long portion of a
dry laid stone wall (Plate 39). In the process of excavation,
gome of the stones of which the wall waes constructed were
removed. This wall was apparently at leagt 2-3 feet thick and it
remains paertly intact slong the entire length of expasure even
after removal of some of the sBtones from ite northern side during
the excavation. (see Plates 40 and 41). The dry well excavation
vag at approximately the mame orientation as the walls of the
Mansion. Howvever, the gtone wall exposed in the corner of the
excavation wae at an angle of some 20 degrees to both the Mansion
and the dry well excavation. It appeared to continue both
northeast and socuthwest of the portion exposed by the dry well
excavation.

A shown 1in Plateas 40 and 41, what appears to he a natural
"bench” of bedrock steps upwardse in the socuthwest corner of the
area excavated, with the adjacent bedrock surface ca. 7-8 inches
below the top of this "bench.” The easternmost portion of the
exposed stone wall rests on this bench. However, the westernmost
portion exposed is adjacent to the bench, and rests on the
brovn/orange suhbhsoil. The top of the well is below the surface
vhich existed at the time of the 1935 landscaping.

The exposed wall maogt likely represents the dry-laid stone
retaining wall shovwn in an 1872 drawing (see Figure 18) and
digcusged in Chapter II. 1t would appear toc be in approximately
the same relationship to the house as the wall shown in thie
drawving. The portion exposed may be near the northvestern end of
the wall, which apparently reste on the elevated bedrock surface.
The landfill vhich overlies the pre-construction ground surface
may have been deposited behind this wall.
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The date of construction of this wall is uncertain. However, it
may have been added during the Jumel period. The artifacts
recovered from the landfill deposit in shovel test 11 vould be
consistent with deposition during thie period. In addition, the
orientation of the wall appears to be generally parallel to 160th
Street although some 40 feet north of the existing sidewalk. This
may suggest construction after the street grid was firet laid out
in the early 19th century, but well before the actual street
congtruction.

As discussed in Chapter II, a nev retaining wall wvas apparently
constructed when 160th Street was aopened at the end of the 19th
century. All of the landfill south of the retaining wall expoged
in the dry well excavetion would poat-date the construction of
this later wall.

D. Artifacts Recovered in Northwest Consiruction Area

Most of the domeetic artifacte recovered from the pre-
congtruction archaeological testing as well as from the 19584
tests consisted of =small fragmente. This is consistent with
identification of the contexts from which they were recovered as
landfill deposits.

It should be noted, however, that eseveral larger artifact
fragments were recovered during construction monitoring of the
excavations in the vicinity of the west hyphen porch and the
adjacent north wall of the main Mansion wing. These include
mendable sherds (catalog #87) from an overglaze painted oriental
export porcelain saucer recovered from what appeared to be the
18th century conetruction f£fill stratum. In addition the backdirt
from excavation of the waterproofing tréench in this area yielded
the basal porticn of a delftwvare ointment pot as well as smaller
gsherds of creamvare and pearlware (catalog #88). These ceramic
types have manufacturing datee spanning the eecond half of the
eighteenth through the early portion of the 19th century. The
ointment pot base vwae the only delftware recovered from either
the present project or the 1984 excavations. A base and portion
of a neck from a wine bottle were also recovered from the
backdirt. Characterietics of the neck portion suggest a mid-19th
century date of manufacture.

The recovery of these artifacte and the relatively high density
of artifacts recovered from fill contexte in shovel tests 7 and
14 suggest the possibility that a primary refuse deposit may have
been located northwest of the main Mansion wing, with material
from this deposit subsequently incorporated into the fill. It
should be noted, however, that the presence of such a depoait in
this area is inconsigtent with the refuse disposal model
discussed in Chapter 1IV. It is uncertain whether any portion of
this deposit could remain intact north of the areas excavated for
the waterproocfing project.
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E. Prehigtoric Occupation - Anglyseis

The 1984 excavations indicated the presence of an in situ
prehistoric deposit, probably dating te thé Late Archaic period,
in what appeared to be the bagal portion of the subsoil,
overlying bhedrock, at the location of the northeastern corner of
the octagon wing of the Mansian. The excavation of Unit A during
the pre-construction testing indicated that the site did not

extend to the location of the latter test.

Consideration of the bedrock elevationa as exposed during the
testing and construction monitoring, ss well es observation of
the present surface topography, indicates that two bedrock ridges
extend in a generally north-scuth orientation along the east and
veet sides of the main portion of the housme, but further to the
east and wvest at the locations of hyphen and octagon wing. During
the prehistoric and early historic periods the bedrock apparently
coutcropped in large portions of these ridge areas, with a thin
layer of humic material overlying the bedrock in other portions.

One or both of these ridges at least partially underlay the main
ving of the Mansion, and rock removed during the excavation of
the cellar hole was probably used to construct the foundation. A
narth-gouth oriented "gully" with a bedrock elevation some four
feet or more lower than the elevation as noted along the sides of
the Mans=ion probebly extended beneath the eventual Mansion site.

The bedrock elevation at the site of 1984 Test Cut 2 would appear
to be some 1 1/2 feet higher than at the location of test unit A.
It it is possible that one or more "ssddles" of bedrock with
elevationg lowver than the two ridges but above the base of the
"gully", extend east to west beneath the Mansion, possibly
connecting the two "ridgeg". One such "saddle" may be at the =ite
cf the northern portion of the octagon.

At the time of the prehistoric occupation, there had apparently
been minimal s0il accumulation above the bedrock, at least at the
location of the 1984 test. The ground surface at this time would
have been located near the base of the existing subsoil,
accounting for the recovery of the prehistoric artifacts in the
stratigraphic position as reported by Dublin and Rothechild
(1984).

Subasequent to the prehistoric occupation, soil apparently
continued to accumulate with leaching of organic components from
the lower portions as the surface continued to accrete. This
process led to the formation of the thicker subseoil strata
encountered during the archaeoclogical teasting, with the surface
during prehistoric times having been incorporated into the lower
portion of the subsoil aB it existed at the time the Mansion wae
congiructed.

If it is assumed that approximately the same amount of soil
accumulated over the bedrock at the location of Unit A as at the
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gite of the 1984 test, the surface at the former location would
have been at an elevation some 1 1/2 feet lower than at the
northern end of the octagon.

Examination of the exieting topography indicates that the
location of 1984 Teat Cut 2 would have been west of the high
point of land, vwhere the bedrock maost likely outcropped. The
latter location could have served as a lookout point. The camping
spot may have been located at the slightly lawer elevation at the
test cut location, where there had been a soil accumulation, but
not at the lowest point of the "gully" located to the south
and/or southwest.

The prehistoric site, most likely representing a hunting
camp/lookout site, may have extended somevhat east and/or north
of the site of the 1984 test and also may have continued westward
beneath the site of the octagon wing of the Morris-Jumel mansion.
Soil removed when the cellar for the octagon was constructed
vould have been incorporated into the fill spread over the area
after the completion of construction. This would account for the
recovery of prehistoric artifacts in fill contexte in the
archaeological tests placed at various locations around the
house. -

In addition, other camp site loci may have existed at or near
other high points of the topography around the property,
including other east-west oriented "saddles" which may have been
located at the location of the main wing of the Mansion.
Artifacts from such loci may also have been incorporated inte the
fill.

A total of ten fragmentse of Native American stone tools or pleces
of debitage resulting from stone tool manufacture were recovered
from fill deposits in shovel teste 6, 7, 8, 11 and 13. Additional
smaller stone chips were recovered, some of which may have been
produced during the process of Native American tool manufacture.

At the time of the construction of the Mansion, bedrock probably
outcropped at many locations along the ridges along the east and
west sides of its main wing. Reesults of shovel test 1, on the
east side of the Manaion suggest that a thin layer of humus may
have overlain the bedrock at some locations. On the west side the
stratigraphy was disturbed at most locations near the foundation
by the 1935 construction of areaways and associated pipe trenches
and concrete slabs. However obeervation of the waterproofing
trench profile indicated the presence of a portion of a stratum
vhich appears to represent a ground gurface pre-dating
congtruction of the mansion for a short distance between the
northernmost two areaways. This surface appeared tc be underlain
by some eight inches of subsoil, overlying the bedrock.

During the archaeological monitoring two Native American
artifacta (catalog #89) vere recovered from thie area, apparently
agsociated with the "ground surface” stratum. One is a quart=z
blocky debitage fragment. The other is a quartz bilface fragment
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wvhich may represent the basal portion of a projectile point (with
the upper portion of the blade and part of the stem broken off}.
Although the size of this fragment does not permit a firm
typological identification to be made, 1ts morphology is not
inconeistent with that of a Lamoka-type point. One of the two
Late Archaic projectile pointe recovered during the 1984
excavationz was of this type. '

It is poesible that mnother camp site loci was located in this
area, which ie at a higher elevation than that of the deposit
excavated by Dublin and Rothschild in 1984 at the northeast
corner of the octagon. This gomewhat higher area apparently did
not experience accretion of eoll subsequent tec the prehistoric
occupation to the extent which occurred at the 1584 test site.
Remaing of any prehistoric gite in this area may have been
incorporated into the ground surface existing at the time of
Mansion conetruction.
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VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The pre-construction testing and monitoring of the area affected
by the foundation waterproofing project indicated the premsence of
remaing of two previously undocumented cobble valkvays extending
east and west of the "hyphen" portion of the Morris-Jumel
mansion.

A large portion of the walkway on the eastern gide of the house
appeare to remain intact. It extends cagtward from the hyphen
porch and appears to turn to the south parallel to the eastern
side of the house, running beneath the existing brick valkway.
Construction impacted only a small portion of this feature. The
artifacte recovered from a sample of the soil in which this
walkway was laid suggests construction in the latter portion of
the 19th century (ca. 1870’'s-1894).

Renovations conducted in 1935 apparently resulted in extensive
disturbance to a similarly constructed walkway on the west side
of the hyphen. Artifacts recovered from two samples of the
remaine of this feature suggest that it dates earlier than the
one on the eastern side. Itz most likely period of construction
would be the early portion of the 19th century.

Monitoring of the construction excavatione indicated that the
brick feature at the base of the foundation in the southeastern
corner of the mansion which had been identified in 1984 as a
*spread-footer platform" in fact included a covered channel
apparently intended to drain this portion of the foundation.

In addition to these landecaping/architectural features the
remaine of an early tvwentieth century wooden flagpole and
gupporting concrete shaft, and a nineteenth century sBtone
retaining wall were uncovered at the eites of the two dry well
excavatlons south of the Mansion.

Examination of the foundation also indicated that details of its
conatruction varied in different locations as required to adapt
to the varying depthe of the bedrock surface.

The pre-construction testing and monitoring, as well as
archaeological excavations conducted in 1984 indicated that a
portion of a stratum representing the ground surface prior to
construction of the Hanaﬁfﬁn remaing partially intact in the area
adjacent to the north portion of the main wing of the house, the
octagon extension, the southwestern corner of the main wing, and
the area south of the Mansion. This stratum appears to have been
removed in the area immediately adjacent to the southeastern
corner of the Mansion.

A vater-deposited soil stratum apparently accumulated adjacent to

the east =mide of the foundation after the cellar was excavated
and prior to the completion of the foundation and superstiructure.
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The testes indicate that fill was deposited around the Mansion
after construction to raise the grade adjacent to the foundation
wall.

As expected, no midden deposits were encountered adjacent to the
foundation. However, in the area tested, any ground surfaces on
which such middens would have accumulated were apparently removed
during the course of subsequent episodez of landsecaping. Nearly
all of the domestic artifacte, as well as the faunal remaine
recovered consisted of small fragments, which is consistent with
the identification of the contexte from which the artifacts were
recovered es represgenting fill.

Fill deposits dating to the perliod of occupation of the house,
moet likely during the early 19th century, wvere encountered
overlying the remains of the cobble feature on the west side of
the house and in shovel test 10, south of the housge. The presence
in these deposits of relatively high densities of domestic
artifacte suggest that primary depositas of such refuse were
located on the property and that material from these deposits
vere submequently incorpeorated into landfill during grading
operations. This process of revorking of primary refuse deposits
would account for the reducticn in =mize of the artifacts
recovered.

Ag anticipated, no features such as cisterns, privies, welle or
refuse pits were encountered close to or south of the Mane=ion
house. However, such features may still exist within the
boundaries of Roger Morris Park. The documentary research
conducted for this study indicated the location cof at least aone
well, probably dating to the mid-19th century. The locations of
at leagt three outbuildings, one dating to the early-19th, one to
the mid-19th and one to the late-19th century, are likely to have
been within the present boundaries of Roger Morrie Park.

While midden deposite, refuse pits and/or privies may have been
located outside of the boundaries of the Park, the presence of
some deposits and features of this nature within the Park
boundaries cannot be ruled out. The maost likely location of such
depositse would be east or northeast of the house.

The pre-construction testing and monitoring resulted in the
recovery, from fill and other disturbed contexts, of Native
American stone toole and fragments of debitage representing by-
products of Native American tool working activities. Thie
confirme the presence on the property of one or more Native
American sites, What appears to be an in situ deposit was
detected east of the octagon wing during archaeological testing
in 19B4. The excavation of unit A, immediately north of the
northeastern wall of the main wing of the Mansion indicated that
this deposit does not extend to the locaetions affected by the
vaterproofing project.

Two projectile points recovered from disturbed contexte in 1984
suggest that prehistoric occupation on the property most likely
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dated to the pre-ceramic Late Archaic period. The fact that no
Native American ceramic sherds were recovered from either the
1984 excavatione or the present testing supports this inference.

It ia likely that sites on the property represent hunting/lockout

camps which vwere located near ridges the location of which are
indicated by the bedrock topography.

We recommend that archaeological testing be conducted prior to
any future excavatione or construction in Roger Morris Park. The
sensitivity of various portions of the Park as indicated in this
report should be coneidered in the preparation of any future
archeeological testing plans. However, these considerations
should not preclude testing in any portion of the present Park
area to be impacted by such conatruction.
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Figure 8
Source: Dripps (1851)
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Figure 10
Source: Dripps
Scale of Original:
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Source: Major and Knapp (1868)
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Figure 13
Source: Raobinson (1884) { '
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Figure 14

Source: Sanborn - Perris (1893)
Scale: 1" = 50’
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1 Source: Sanborn (1909)
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Figure 16
Morris-Jumel Mansion
Mid-19th Century Engraving
Source: Print in Files of New York City
Landmarks Preservation Commission
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Figure 17
1858-early 1860’s Photograph
Showing Jumel Family and Arbor on
East Side of Mansion
Source: Copy from files of New York ”

City Landmarks Preservation
Commission
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Figure 26. Morris-Jumel Mansion from the southeast. Drawing,
1872. Elizabeth Greatorex. When this view was made, 17
years after Eliza Jumel’s death, the grounds had become
unkempt. Nevertheless, features of the landscape that dated
to her lifetime are still visible. The drawing reveals that
the lawn in front of the house was leveled by means of a stone
retaining wall. Also clearly delineated are the rustic summer
house to the southwest of the mansion and the arbor leading
from it to the flower garden. Summer house such as these,
made of natural boughs, became fashionable in the mid-
nineteenth century, after they were featured in Andrew Jackson
Downing’s Theory and Practice of Landscape Gardening, first
published in 1841. Museum of the City of New York, 35.408.24;
22x28, dw/vw/19/greatorex.

Figure 18
1872 Drawing
Source: Greiff (n.d.:Figure 26)
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Figure 19

Late 19th Century Urbrock
New York Public Library

Collection Photograph

Source:

) Lty
R
A .:m,w,.m.u.




Figure 20
Ca. 1892 Photograph
Note: "Earle" Kitchen not Present
Source: MJM Archives (A 142)




Figure 21
Ca. 1897 Photograph
Note: "Earle" Kitchen Visible
to Left of Tree
Source: MIJM Archives




Figure 22
Ca. 1904/6 Photograph
Detail View of "Earle" Kitchen

Source:

MIM Archives




Figure 23
Photograph Showing Early 20th Century Arbor
Brentano’s (1907)

Source

B e D
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Figure 24
Ca. 1920 Ewing Calloway Photograph
Showing Flagstone South of Mansion
Source: New York Public Library
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Figure 25
1932 J. Clarence Davies Photograph
Showing Early 20th Century Flagpole South of Mansion
Source: New York Public Library




- Figure 26

| y 1934/5 W.P.A. Photograph

Rl ; Showing Flagpole and Construction
! : Disturbance Southwest of Mansion
Nl Source: MJM Archives (A40)

TS




Figure 27
1934/5 W.P.A. Photograph
Showing Construction Disturbance
Northeast of Mansion
Source: MJM Archives (Al1l21)
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Figure
1934 Basement Plan
New Basement Stairvwells
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Figure 29b
1934 First Floor Plan
Showing Earle Kitchen Foundation RSl
and 0ld Basement Stairwell i
Scale: 1/4" = 1°
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Figure 29d
1934/5 Heating System Plan
Basement Plan Showing
0il Tank and Piping
Scale: 1/4" = 1’
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Figure 29e
934/5 Grading Plan

i" = 20°
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Figure 30
Plans of Garden Northeast of Mansion
Source: Darling (n.d.)}
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Native American Sites in Upper Manhattan
Source: Belton 1909




Catalog Number: 41 Opening Depths (in.?): 12.0

Stratum: III Closing Depthes {(in.): 23.0
Stratum Description: Reddish Brown Silty Sand with Pebbles and

Cobbles (bedrock at base of stratum) : I
Quantity Artifact Description I
1 pc. coal 0.7 gms I
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Figure 32

Location of 1984 Test Units

Source:

Dublin and Rothschild (1984:7)
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Figure 33 ’
North and South Wall Profiles
1984 Test Cut 1
Source: Dublin and Rothschild (1984:10-11)
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North and South Wall Profiles
1984 Test Cut 2 ‘
Dublin and Rothachild (1984:24;26}
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Outkuilding/Feature Locations
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Figure 37
Unit A

East Wall Profile

Scale:

ll

1!

1. Yellaw/Brown Sandy Silt with Dark

Brown and Orange/Brown Mottling

2. Orange/Brown Sandy S5ilt w. Black

Mottling w. Pehbles and Fine Gravel

7a.

- 7b.

10,

11.

i12a.

12b.

13.

Mixture of Stratum 1 and 2 Soils

Cobbles Lald in Medium Red/Brown
Sandy Siilt

Gray/Black Sandy Silt with Rubble

Brown Sandy Silt with Orange/Brown
Mottling

Orange Sandy Silt with Brown
Mottling

Mortar Lens

Qrange Brown SandyASilt with
Black and Dark Brown Mottling

Crumbly Medium Brown Sandy Silt
Mixed with Yellow Brown Sandy Silt
and Brick and Mortar Fragments
Crumbly Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt
Mottled with Brown Sandy Silt and
Heavy Brick and Mortar.

Dark Gray/Brown Silty Sand
Laminated with Brown/Tan Fine
Silty Sand

Yellow/Brown Silt with Some Brown
Mottling

Dark Brown Sandy Silt .
Reddish/Orange/Brown Sandy S5Silt

Light Brown/Tan Silt (grades to
12b)

Yellow/Tan Silt
Red/Brown Fine Sandy Silt
Root Stains

Mortar Lens
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Figure 38
Unit A
South Wall Profile
Scale: 1" = 1°/

1 -

3a.

7a.

7b.

10.
11.

12a.

1Z2b.
13.

14.

3 Not Present on South Wall
Gray/Black Sandy Silt with Rubble

Brown Sandy Silt with Orange/Brown
Mottling

Orange Sandy Silt with Brown
Mottling

Mortar Lens

Orange Brown Sandy Silt with
Black and Dark Brown Mottling

Crumbly Medium Brown Sandy S5ilt
Mixed with Yellow Brown Sandy Silt
and Brick and Mortar Fragments
Crumbly Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt
Mottled with Brown Sandy Silt and
Heavy Brick and Mortar.

Dark Gray/Brown Silty Sand
Laminated with Brown/Tan Fine
Silty Sand

Yellow/Brown Silt with Some Brown
Mottling

Dark Brown Sandy Silt
Reddish/Orange/Brown Sandy Silt

Light Brown/Tan Silt (grades to
12hb)

Yellow/Tan S5ilt
Red/Brown Fine Sandy Silt

Mixture of Black/Brown, Dark
Brown, and Brown Sandy Silt

Root Stain #HH Brick
Concrete Rock
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Figure 39 g X
Plan View (] %
Cobble Feature East of Mansion © X
Scale: 1" = 3’ r——b
) 3
|%°238 Exposed Cobbles /"> Shovel Test 3 X
‘ ‘ X -
E—H Brick Gutter Stone Support a Cobbles Visible in Wall of ¥
Waterproofing Trench East ; ¥
[ Concrete Gutter Stone Support of This Point ;
[NS] No Cobbles Present in this Area b Cobbles Visible in Wall
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Figure 40
Plan View

Cobble Feature West Side of Mansion

Scale:; 1" = 3°
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APPENDIX B
PRE-CONSTRUCTION ARCHAEOLOGICAL TESTING
AND CONSTRUCTIDN MONITORING
ARTIFACT INVENTORY AND TEST STRATIGRAPHY



EXCAVATION UNIT A



March 12, 1887

Aapril 16, 1887

May 11, 1894

May 17, 1894

October 2@,

18563

Chase & Caryl tio Henry H. Taobey
Liber 2045:32284-7 (recorded May 4,
1887)

consideration: %103, 222,

Tobey to Eben Sutton, Jr.
Liber £045:327-30 (recorded May 4,
1887

consideration: $1@0,200.

Suttor to Seth Milliken
Liber 4:416 (Sectiocn 8) (recorded
May 17, 1894%)

consideration: $1. + valuable

considerations

Milliken to Lillie J. Earle

Liber 4:414 (Section 8) (recorded
May 17, 1894)

consideration: %$1. + valuaEle

considerations

Earle to the City of New York
Liber 18:127-8 (Section 8)

{(recorded October 21, 19@3)



March 9, 1812

March 9, 1812

April 28, 1810

May 3, 1814

Jure 3@, 1882

Parkinsorn (Jr. ) to Stephen Jumel
Liber 88:73
conisideration: $9927. 50 (Loss

survey Lots #3, 7, 3-15)

Parkinscor (Jr.) to Gerardus Post
Liber 87:253
consideration: $35412.

(Lzss survey

Lot #6)

Parkinson (Jr.) to Stephen Jumel
Liber 88:86
»

consideration: $10,000. {Loss

survey Lot #8 w/mansion house)

Post to Stephen Jumel
Liber 106:261 -
consideration: $3700.

(Loss survey

Lot #6)

Jumei Estate to Nelson Chase & Eliza
Jumel Caryl, tenants in common

Liber 1824:453-5 (recorded Jan. 10,
1885) '

consideration: $45,084. (?) (houge

1ot)




Theddore Hopkirns & Michael Joy
{unrecorded)

referernce: Fower of Attorney,
Hopkins & Joy to Leornard Cutting &
John Hooper, atfarneys. L-iber
XLVII: 454 (dated ODctober 31, 1791

recorded August 13, 1792

February 1, 1792 Hopkins & Joy to Anthony L. arnd Mary
Bleecker
Liber XLVII:456 (recorded FAugust 2@,

1792) consideration: 120a.
X

September =3, 1793 Bleecker to William and Abigail
Kenyaon
Liber 58:491 (recorded August 11,

180Q) corisideration: 375Q.

August E?, 17399 Heryon to Lecnard Farkinson
Liber 57:354 (recorded January 21,

1828) corsideration: =201,

March 2, 1820 Parkinscon to Lecnard Parkinson
Jr. (Power of Attorrney

Liber 86:59, 61




2. 1 Chairn—af-Title

[l
Mna

(References: Survrogate’s Court, City of New York

Stokes, I.N. Phelps, The_ Iconosgraphy

New York, 132813
Jarnuary 29, 1763 Jacnb Dyckman, et. al., to James
Carrmll Liber XXVII:4 Grecorded

Jure 13, 1764) cornsideration: 1223,

. 1765 () Carrall to Roger Morris
(urrecorded)
reference: New_ York Mercury adv.,

May 13-June 13, 17&5

July 9, 1784 Isaac Stoutenburgh & Phillip Van
Courtlandt o John Berian & Isaac
Ledyard Liber XLVII:431-2
(recorded August 13, 1792)

consideration: 2ee50.

August 16, 1791 Johr Berian’s Estate (undivided
half) to Anthony L. Bleecker
- Liber XLVII:43532 (recorded August 135,

1792) cornsideration: 1 aQid.,

pre-1791 Isaac Ledyard (undivided half) to



APPENDIX A

MORRIS-JUMEL MANSION CHAIN-OF-TITLE

(Source:

Steudenroth and Matero n.d.)




Plate 40

Western Dry Well Excavation
Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall in Southwest Corner of Excavation
Photo Aftar Removal of Additional Stones by Backhoe and Additional
Clearing o drock Platform - Yiew South
N { TN E N Y ¥ SRRy /e

Plate 41
Western Dry Well Excavation
Detail - Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall in Southwest Corner of Excavatio

View South




(Some Stones Removed)

Plate 39
Western Dry Well Excavation

Dry Laid Stone Retaining Wall in Southwest Corner of Excavation
View South

Photo After Initial Exposure




Plate 38
W=2stern Dry Well Excavation
Western Wall
Dark Band in Middle of Profile Represents Pre-1935 Ground Surface
View West




Plate 37
3t=2rn Drain Pipe Trench
Portion Mear South End of Bluestone Patio
Downward S5loping Dark Sktratum At Top of Photo
Repre2sents Pre-1935 Ground Surface
View Southwest

se
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Plate 36
Eastern Dry Well Excavation
Wocd-Fill=d Concrete Shaft (Flagpole Base)
Yiew South

in

Southeast

Corner
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Plate 36
Woll
aft

Sou

Eastern Dry
Concr=2t2 5h

Yiew

Excavation

(Flagpol=z Base)
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rlate 35

n Dry Well Excawvati
l2 Base in Socutheas
Ti=2w Southeast

1]

Zxpansion




Plate 34
Eastern Dry Well Excavation
East Wall Before Expansion of Excavation in Southeast Corner
Mote Rubble-filled Pit at Right and Concrete Extending
Downward from Base of Pit, Darker Band Extending to Left
Irom Base of Pit Represents Original Ground Surface
Vi=w East




Plate 33
Detail of Brick "Drain” Feature at
3ase of Foundation Wall at Southeast Corner of Man
View Morth

=1

=

he

on




Plate 32
East Side of Mansion
Brick "Drain" Feature at Base of South Foundation Wall
Southeast Corner of Mansion at Right
Areaway at Extreme Left of Photo
View North
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Morthern

End of Brick

Plate 30
East 5Side of Mansion

"Dradn”

Feature at Base of Foundation

Bagsement Stairwell at Right, Bedrock in Foreground

Yiew

West
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Plata 29
W23t Side of Mansion
At Southwest Corner of Man
t Arsaway at Leit
iz2v East

S8ase of Foundation Wall
Southernmos
7

M
r
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ate 29
=2 of Mansion
t. Corner of

o
Wast ’id

Foundation Wall At Southwves

:outﬁarﬁmoat Arsavay
Yiew cast

=

at Laft

Manzion




;o

= B M o

=

v 0
- &
8]
'S B o
m n.

0
E H
c a

[
v a
£ 0
+

3
c 0w
0ommm

-+{
m o~
Cox o
meE MmO
m x >
™ (o “
H Q@ =0
oL m=
4! = X
nf+ M=
~ T o o m
o 4@ & A
n - >

-
+ o~ .
m o4
=W
> ]
c

0
.||_t
< M

m
g N
cn
= 0
0 W
[ B
Y
vy m

8]

]

mn

5]

m







Pt -
ntarzsection of Nestheagt F
and Tast Foundati

ii2v South Leocoking

2 2O

oundation Wall of
aon Wall of Hyohen

<
Downvard

From Hyphen




9]

Plate 25
Zastarn Portion of Northeast Foundation Wall
and East Foundation Wall of Hyphen
n Foundation Wall Resting on Bedrock in Foreground
Subsoil in Background

and




Morthwye
Portion

s
I

Plate
L Mansion
mmediataly

Yi=wv No

ISR MM R
FEETASBAISN

" ipay
.ﬁ\\‘? -

24

Foundation Wall
East of Arsavay
rth




Morth=ast

Downward
Hall ot

Plat=
S5loping
Mansion

'll:_’.f

5 |
-
Bedrock Surface
Showing Construction ol

East

A

-
i

ENEV




L T

1%
el

l‘é&’&:ﬁ‘ 3

Plat=a 22
of Morthwest Corasr ©
ock and Foundaticn Wa
=y Morth

Foundation Wall Zast
sanoviag "@at Dok B

ll Base

R a2




Morthwyast

0

Lo ner

9,

A%

=y
b
7]

B
o

o]
uy




1

=

o
i
3

2

=\

or

Dovnwvard

¥all o=f
Hyphen
Irom

Hvohen

1

Mansi




Me

ey

i il

soundaticn Wall

of

Plates 19
Mansion and
Yiaw West

Hdvphan




Plate 13
Morth Foundation Wall of Mansicn Exposed East
Motz Blu= Matarial on Wall Appli=ad During ¥Water
Vi=v East
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Mortheast Corner of Mansion
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Plata 42
Ccbbl2 Foatur= East of Manszion
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Cobbl2 F=2atur=2 Exposed in Wall oifi Waterproofing Trench
lorth End of Tre2nch East of Main Manszion Wing




Plate 3
Additional Portion of Cobble Feature Beneath Brick Walkway
Exposed During Waterproofing Trench Excavations
Area South of Stake Previously Disturbed by Ca. 1935 Construction
View East
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Plate 8
Brick Walkway Removed East of Shovel Test 3 Showing
Cobble Feature Extending Under Brick
View East
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Plate 5
Cobbl= F=2aturs Exposed in Shovel Test 3 and North Exta2nsion
Yi=2w South




e
B v

2 {oie -'h
P

Wd 'r'_...‘ :&

Plak=s 35
Browvn 3Sandstons Quoin
Mortheast Corner of Mansion
Yiaw South

W

-




South of Wall

Upper Portion

Plate 4

Wailll ‘of Unit A,

wing Cobble F

eature Extending

North

Sho




A,

Plate 2
Unit A and South Extension
Showing Ccbble Feature (Top of Stra
Featur= 1 Cutting Through Cobbles,

Detail of Surface of Cobble Featur
vith F2ature 1 Conktinuing Belowv Cobb
Yiaw West

tum =LY,
and Gutter

Stone Supports with Adjacent Concrete to South

& (Stratum III),

le Stratum

Yo

4

;;»

s

b




1
5

re
of

2atu
=]

Pla
¢t AVE
art

Uni
a




PLATES




| E T—T

™M A1 JaN A

o .ﬂ.r r ;Er io q ﬂ_?o T FO BT BP0 Srreer

bk EFE E:

A

o

L2,

=R

e

sl

£

é7x UPPER TIANHATTAN

I~

B INDIAN OCCUPATION

|2 _J

; 1 Rechowas Point € Mawze Fleted 11 Rock dwelling do

ff 7 2 Fishing Place 7 Camp Site 12, Planting grovad.

_— 3 sSu,b,bosed. Cave 8 Look ouvt 13 Ceremoncal Site
4 Shell deposets 4 F‘lsﬁ.ing Flace 14 Ca.mp Site

- P 8 Shell heap 10 Vellage Site 15-16 Fishin 4 FPraces

Regimuld Temom Dalron,

Figure 31

Native American
Sourc

Sites in Upper Manhattan
e: Bolton 1909



Catalog Number: 41 Opening Depths (in.): 12.0
Stratum: III Cleeing Depths (in.): 23.0

Stratum Description: Reddish Brown Silty Sand with Pebbles and
Cobbles (bedrock at base of gtratum)

Quantity Artifact Deacription
1l pc. coal 0.7 gme
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Figure 37
Unit A
East Wall Profile
Scale: 1" = 1’

1. Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt with Dark

Brown and Orange/Brown Mottling

2. Orange/Brown Sandy Silt w. Black

Mottling w. Pebbles and Fine Gravel

Z2a.

3a.

' 7b.

10.

11.

12a.

12b.

13.

Mixture of Stratum 1 and 2 Soils

Cobbles Laid in Medium Red/Brown
Sandy Silt

Gray/Black Sandy 5ilt with Rubble

Brown Sandy Silt with Orange/Brown
Mottling

Orange Sandy Silt with Brown
Mottling

Mortar Lene

Orange Brown Sandy Silt with
Black and Dark Brown Mottling

Crumbly Medium Brown Sandy Silt
Mixed with Yellow Brown Sandy Silt
and Brick and Morter Fragments
Crumbly Yellaw/Brown Sandy Silt
Mottled with Brown Sandy Silit and
Heavy Brick and Mortar.

Dark Gray/Brawn Silty Sand
Laminated with Brown/Tan Fine
Silty Sand

Yellow/Brown Silt with Some Brown
Mottling

Dark Brown Sandy Silt .
Reddish/Orange/Brown Sandy S5ilt

Light Brown/Tan Silt (grades to
12b)

Yellow/Tan Silt
Red/Brown Fine Sandy Silt
Root Staine

Mortar Lens



7b.

I2s 10.

11.

12a.

12b.

13.

14.

~

Figure 38
Unit A
South Wall Profile
Scale: 1* 1’

3 Not Present on South Wall
Gray/Black Sandy S5ilt with Rubble

Brown Sandy Silt with Orange/Brown
Mottling

Orange Sandy Silt with Brown
Mottling

Mortar Lens

Orange Brown Sandy Silt with
Black and Dark Brown Mottling

Crumbly Medium Brown Sandy Silt
Mixed with Yellow Brown Sandy Silt
and Brick and Mortar Fragments

Crumbly Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt
Mottled with Braown Sandy Silt and
Heavy Brick and HMortar.

Dark Gray/Brown Silty Sand
Laminated with Brown/Tan Fine
Silty Sand

Yellow/Brown Silt with Some Brown
Mottling

Dark Brown Sandy Silt
Reddish/Orange/Brown Sandy Silt

Light Brown/Tan Silt
12b)

{grades to

Yellow/Tan Silt
Red/Brown Fine Sandy S5ilt

Mixture of Black/Brown, Dark

Brown, and Brown Sandy S5ilt
Root Stain HH Brick
Concrete ¥77) Rock
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Plan View Q
Cobble Feature East of Mansion ©
Scale: 1" = 3°
I%°%58 Exposed Cobbles 77> Shovel Test 3
F-TH Brick Gutter Stone Suppart a Cobbles Visible in Wall of
Waterproofing Trench East ;
[T conerete Gutter Stone Support of This Point Co
No Cobbles Present in this Area b Cobbles Visible in Wall .
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Plan View
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APPENDIX B
PRE-CONSTRUCTION ARCHAEOLOGICAL TESTING
AND CONSTRUCTION MONITORING
ARTIFACT INVENTORY AND TEST STRATIGRAPHY



EXCAVATION UNIT A



March 13, 1887

April 16, 1887

May 11, 1834

May 17, 1894

October 20,

1903

Chase & Caryl tio Hernry H. Tobey
Liber ZB45:324-7 (recovrded May 4,
18873

consideration: $103,222.

Tobey to Eben Sutton, Jr.
Liber 2045:327-30 (recorded May 4,
1887)

consideration: $122, 2002,

Suttorn to Seth Milliken
Liber 4:416 (Section B) {(recorded
May 17, 1834)

consideration: $1. #+ wvaluable

considerations

Milliker to Lillie J. Earle

Liber 4:414 (Section 8) (recorded
May 17, 1894)

considerations $1. + valuaﬁle

considerations

Earle to the City of New York
Liber 18:127-8 (Sectian 8)

(recorded October &1, 1903)



March 3,

March 2,

April 28, 1810

18109

1812

May 3, 1814

Jure 38,

iasa

Farkinson (Jr.) to Stephen Jumel
Liber 88:79
consideration: $9327.52 (Loss

survey Lots #5, 7, 3-135)

Farkinsor {(Jr.?) to Gerardus Post
Liber 87:2%3
comsideration: $3540. (Loss survey

Lot #&)

Rarkinsorr (Jr.) to Stephen Jumel
Liber 88:8¢6
»

consideration: $10@,0040. (Loss

survey Lot #8 w/mansion house)

Post to Stephen Jumel
Liber 1B6:261 -
consideration: $37Q20. (Loss survey

Lot #6)

Jumei Estate to Nelson Chase & Eli;a
Jumel Caryl, tenants in common

Libeyr 1824:453-3 (recorded Jan. 1@,
1885) .

consideration: $45,20@. (?) {(house

lot)




Theodo~e Hopkins & Michael Joy
(unrecorded)

reference: Power of Rttorney,
Hopkins & Joy to Leorard Cutting &
John Hooper, atgorneys, Liber
XLVII: 454 (dated October 31, 1731

recorded August 13, 1733

February 1, 1732 Hopkins & Joy to Anthony L. and Mary
Bleecker
Liber XLVII:456 (recorded August 2@,

1792) consideration: laa,
1]

September 235, 1793 Bleecker to William and Abigail
Kenyon
Liber S8:431 (recorded August 11,

1822) consideration: S790.

August Ef, 1799 Henyon to Leonard Farkinson
Liber 37:354 (recorded January 21,

180@) consideration: ZDAQa.

March 3, 1822 Parkinson to Lecrmard Parkinson
Jr. {(Fower of Attorrney

Liber 86:59, 61




[References:

January 29, L1763

c. 1763 (?)

July 9, 1784

August 1&, 1791

Surrogate?s Court, City of New York

Stokes, I.N. Phelps, The_lgonography

New York, 13281
Jacob Dyckman, et. al., to James

Carrall Liber XXVIIr4 (recorded

Jure 19, 1764) consideration: 1 2d.

Carrall to Roger Morris

(unrecorded)

reference: New York Mercury adv.,

a

May 13-June 13, 1765

Isaac Stoutenburgh & Phillip Van
Courtlandt o John Berian & Isaac
Ladyard Liber XLVII:435i-2
{(recorded August 13, 1792

consideration: ceoa.

John Herian's Estate (undivided

half} to Anthony L. Bleecker

-Liber XLVII:453 (recorded August

pre—-1731

1792) cohsideﬁation: 129,

Isaac Ledyard (undivided half) &
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UNIT A - PROFILE AND EXCAVATED STRATUM DESIGNATIONS
Profile Stratum Catalog Number Field Degignation
1 1 I
Not Shown 2, 4, 8 Feature 1
2 3 IT
3 {above cobbles) 3 III
3 (matrix v. cobbles) 7 Iv
4 9 . v
S 10 VI
6 11 ) Vii/Level 1
7a, 7b 12 Viil/Level 2
2 13 VIII
9 14 IX
10 15 X
11 16 XI
12 (upper portion) 17 XII
12 (lower portien) 18 XIII
13 19 XIV
14 Excavated with other strata



Catalog Humber: 1

Stratum: I

0/3
2.5/4.0

Opening Depths (in.):
Cloaing Depthas {(in. ):

Stratum Description: Dark Brown/Black Sandy Silt with Orange Sandy
Silt Mottling

Quantity Artifact Description

1l pc vhitewvare/pearlware? plain

3 pce plaetic thin flexible gray

2 pcs plastic clear thin plastic wrapping l

l pc curved glass aqua

2 pcs flat glass aqua

1 pc lead triangular lead strip 5/8" at base; 2 I
1/4 long; 1/32" thick (2.7 gms)

1 pc saw blade iron (hack?) saw blade, 5/8" wide, 5
1/4" long)

1 vire nail attached to above maw blade by I
corrosion products :

1 aluminum nail

20 nails 17 wire (S galvanized), 3 cut/wrought I

2 pce wood with adhering mortar/plaster/putty?
(4.1 gma) :

26 pcs vood 5.2 gma I

2 am pcs red brick 0.9 gms

- 25 pcsB mortar/plaster/putty 34.2 gma

4 pce vall board posaibly asbestoa? (4.1 gms)

7 pca shingle/tar paper 4. 6 gmam I

1 pe concrete 42.3 gmae

6 pcs coal 4.5 gm=

12 pcs cinder/glag 45.1 gws I

pcse coal/slag/wood digcarded in field

Botenical:

2 seeds I

Catalog Number: 2

Stratum:

Feature 1/Stratum I

Opening Depthe (in.): 3.0/3.5
Closing Depths (in.): 6.0/8.5 l

Stratum Degcription: Reddish Brown Silty Sand with Brown Silty Sand

Mottling I
Quantity Artifact Deascription I
1l pc plaatic thin flexible gray
1 sherd hard paste porcelain plain, from ring bame of plate, trace
of overglaze painted design
1l sherd pearlvare plain

B-1 I



! -

3 pcs curved (hottle) glass
11 pcs flat glasse

4 nails

2 nail fragmentis
2 cobbles

5 pce red brick

17 pcs mortar/plaster
2 pca mortar/plester
9 pcs concrete
-7 pca vood

15 pcs coal

6 pcse cinder/slag
pcs coal/elag/vood
1 quartz chip
Botanical:

2 nut/fragmente

1 clear 2 green

agqua

wire, 1 cut/wrought, 2 unidentified
1 wire, 2 cut/vwrought

sample of cobbles in feature originally
from cobble feature); ca. 4" x 3" x 1
1/2" - 426.3 gms; 3 3/4" x 3" x 3" -
a72.4 gms.

3.9 gme

9.2 gme

21.6 gms (sample, other pcs embedded
in lumps of soll diacarded)

367.6 gmse

1.7 gms

19.3 gma

3.9 gma

digcarded in field

poesibly non-aboriginally fractured

—— e L — ————— — o U . T——— . ——— —

Catalog Number: 3

Stratum: II

Opening Depths (in.): 3.0/4.0
Cloeing Depths (in.): 5.35/6.0

Stratum Description: Yellow/Brown Slightly Sandy Silt with Orange and
Brown Mottling

Quantity Artifact Description

1 sherd creamvare plain

1 sherd pearlvare underglaze blue hand painted?
decoration

l pc bottle glaesas aqua, patinated

1 pec curved glassa clear

3 pcsa flat glass 2 clear, 1 green tinted

1 vire ‘nail copper alloy

4 nalls 1 wire {(galvanized?), 2 cut/wrought,
1 unidentified {(tack)

13 pca red brick 22.1 gms )

15 pcs mortar/plaster 58.7

2 pcs wood 0.1 gm

22 pcse coal 25.5 gms

10 pcs cinder/slag 6.0 gms

pcs coal/slag/wood discarded in field

———— —— ——— " ———r—

o —— —— — o S S o e S T T i S S — T T = S ——— - —




Catalaog Numbher: 4

Stratum:Feature 1/Stratum II/Level 1 Closing Depths (in.)

6.0/8.5
10.0s10.5

Opening Depths (in. ):

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt Mottled with Black and
Tan/Brown Sandy Si1t

Quantity Artifact Description

1 sherd creamwvare

4 pcs curved glass 1 green, 3 clear

1 pc flat (window) glassa

7 pcs flat glaes 1 clear, 6 aqua

S nails 3 wire, 1 cut/wrought, 1 unidentified
14 pcs wood 18.4 gma

3 pce red brick 4.1 gma

2 pcs shingle/tar paper burned (8.8 gma?

1 pc concrete 33.9 gm=

&6 pcs mortar/plaster 97.7 gmse

11 pc= mortar/plaster/putty 2.9 gme

10 pcs= coal 10.9 gnme

Cobbles disturbed from cobble feature -

discarded in field

*Cataiog Number: 5
ITI

Stratum:

Opening Depths (in. )-
Closing Depthe (in. ):

5.5/6.0
7.5/8.5

Stratum Description: Compact Reddish Brown Sandy Silt Mixed with Dark

Brown Sandy Silt,

Ash Pockets and Gravel Pockets

Guantity Artifact Description
2 sherdes red earthenware unglazed

1 sherd vhiteware/pearlvare plain

1 sherd vhiteware plain

1 pc pipe stem gmall fragmentg kaclin smoking pipe

stem, fractured longitudinally

1l pc bottle glass dark green, patinated

6 pcs flat glass light green/aqua

10 nails 7 cut/wrought, 3 unidentified

1 metal nut square, 1/2" (hole 1/4%)

40 pecs red brick 116.4 gms

8 pcs mortar/plaster 188.8 gms

4 sm pce wood < 0.1 gms

8 pc= coal 15.6 gms

16 peca cinder/slag 32.8 gms

Faunal: ,

1l pc mammal bone cut, pc rib from medium/large mammal

B-3
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(3.3 gms)
4 pce hard shell clam 5.1 gme
1 pc oyster shell < 0.1 gm

Opening Depths. (in.)}:

Catalog Number: 6
Closing Depths (in.):

Stratum: Various

Stratum Description: Soil in Northern Portion of Unit Overlying Gut
Bloek Support and Concrete

ter

Quantity Artifact Description

— e —— — —— —— — —— — — ———————— — ——— —

Dpening Depthe (in.}): 7.5/8.5
Cloeing Depths (in.): 10.5/11.

Catalog Number: 7
Stratum: IV

~ Stratum Description: Cobbles in Red/Brown Silty Sand

S

Quantity Artifact Description

4 . cobbles sample from cobble feature; ca. 4 1/47
x 3 5/8" x 2" - 83836.5 gms; 3 1/2" x 2
/4% x 1 3/4" - 4473.5 gms; 4" x 3" x 1
1/2" - S512.7 gms; 3" x 2 3/4" x 1 5/8°
- 415.0 gms

1 wire nail gelvanized?

3 nails corroded, cut/wrought (1 probably cut)

4 pipe stem fragments 2 fractured longitudinally, 2 with

4/64" bore diameter

1 pc kaolin pipe bowl fragment from smoking pipe bovl

4 sherds vhitevare (1 with only small pc glaze
present, possibly pearlvare)

1 voman’s hair pin portion of back from copper alloy
(brass?) pin, with stamped design,
"hinge" portion is present but pin
portion missing, apparently from womans
"harette® type hair pin (1 1/4" long,
3/8" maximum width)

2 pcs bottle glass green, heavily patinated

2 pcs curved glass clear

19 pcs flat glaes 2 clear, 17 aqua

29 pcs red brick 43.0 gms
B-4



Stratum Description: Orange Browvn Sandy Silt with Dark Brown Mottling

(More Mottling in Eastern Portion of Unit)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 sm pc pipe stem small fragment kaolin amoking pipe
stem fractured longitudinally

B-5

4 pce mortar/plaster 37.0 gms
1 pe red sandstone 1 side emooth, possibly building stone
{12.4 gmg) I

10 pcs coal 4.8 gms

4 pca cinder 0.6 gms

Faunal: I

11 pcs hard shell clam 6.2 gwms

Catalog NHumber: 8 Opening Depths (in.): 10.0/10.5 I

Stratum:Feature 1/Stratum II/Level 2 Closing Depths (in.): 12.0/15.0

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt Mottled with Black and I
Tan/Brown Sandy 5ilt

Quantity Artifact ) Description

1 sherd red earthenvare one side clear glaze, one side blue I

glaze

2 sherde vhiteware plan

1 sherd wvhite bodied slipvare areas of brown slip with clear glaze

"1 sherd *industrial®™ paorcelain undecorated

3 pcs curved glass 2 clear, 1 aqua

2 pce flat glass green tinted I

3 wvood screws flat, Phillips head acrews

2 nail fragments corroded, 1 cut/wrought, 1 unidentified

3 pcs red brick 2.8 gms l

3 pes, mortar/plaster 0.4 gms

2 pcs vood . 0.4 gms

4 pce coal 3.7 gmne I

Faunal:

2 pce hard shell clam 0.5 gms I

Catalog Number: 9 Opening Depths (in.): 10.5/11.5

Stratum: V Closing Depths (in.): 13.0/13.5



1l pc curved {(bottle) glass dark green, petinated

3 pcs flat glass aqua

10 pcs= red brick 15.7 gmse

12 pcse mortar/plaster 8.5 gms

4 pcs coal 2.6 gms

2 pcs unidentified material glazed from exposure to heat (3.2 gms)

1 sm chip unidentified mineral (probably non-
aboriginally fractured)

Faunal:

2 am pce hard shell clam < 0.1 gm

2 am pce misc. marine shell 0.2 gma

Catalog Humber: 10 Opening Depths (in.): 13.5/13.5

Stratum: VI. Closing Depths (in.): 16.0/17.0

Stratum Description: Orange Brown Sandy Silt with Dark Brown Mottling
{More Mottling in Eastern Portion of Unit)

- — - - -— —————— — ——

Quantity Artifact Description
"1 sherd creamvare plain
1 tack unidentified
1 Bm pc corroded iron 1.0 gmse
12 sm pcae red brick . 4.1 gms
2 Bm pcs coal 0.1 gm
4 pce cinder 1.2 gme
20 pes mortar/plaster 27.6 gme (2 pcs glazed by exposure to
- heat)
1 pc mortar/plaster/putty 0.1 gm
Faunal:
- 1 B8m pc hard shell clam < 0.1 gm
1 1lg pc building stone pc sandstone with decorative grooves

cut on tvo unbroken sides and
decorative grooves cut in rectilinear
pattern on one face; 4" x 3 1/2" x 2" -

882.3 gms)
Catalog Number: 11 Opening Depths (in.): 16.0/17.0
Stratum: VII/Level 1 Cloging Depthe (in.): 21.0/22.0

Stratum Description: Orange Brown Sandy Silt with Dark Brown Sandy Silt
Mottling and with Lenses of White and Yellow Fine
Sand . \



Quantity Artifact

1 pec pipe bowl

3 pcs flat glass

90 pcs red brick

gm pcs brick

1 pc burnt brick

S pcs mortar/plaster
1l sm pc cinder

1 sm pc wood

2 pcs charcoal

Description

gmall rim sherd from kaolin smoking
pipe bowl

green tinted (1 patinated)

456.5 gms (larger pcs at base of
level 1)

discarded in field

2.0 gms

4.0 gma

< 0.1 gm

< 0.1 gm

Catalag Number: 12
Stratum: VIl/Level 2

Stratum Description: Reddish Brown Sandy Silt with Yellow Brown and
Dark Brown Sandy Silt with Brick

Opening Depths (in.): 21.0/22.0
Closing Depths (in.): 25.0/26.5

- —— ————

Description

Puantity Artifact

1l pc flat glass

26 nails

1 ) nail fragment

1l pc red brick

6 pcs red-brick
. 370 pcs red brick

180 pca mortar/plaster
40 pce sechiat

Many pcs brick/mortar/achist
1 blocky fragment

‘green tinted {striations)

corroded, cut/wrought

corroded, cut/wrought

partially glazed 2 1/8°" thick

(421.5 gmse)

2w - 2 378" thick - 2487.0 gms (1 pc v.
1 face burned - possibly originally
glazed)

3090.4 gms

1249.2 gmse

311.2 gms

discarded in field (pieces listed above
represent ca. 20% sample of those
in stratum) ' .

quartz (possibly utilized by native
americans but also possibly non-
aboriginally fractured)
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Catalog Number: 13
Stratum: VIII

Opening Depthe {(in.): 25.0/26.5
Closing Depthe (in.): 28.0/30.0

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Clayey Silt with Fine Tan Sand
"Swirl® Shaped Lenses

Quantity Artifact Deacription

l pc carroded metal 1.6 gma

1l pc wood 0.2 gms

52 pea red brick 110.0 gms

3 pecs mortar 4.2 gms

Faunal:

1l pc bird bone calcined (1.0 gms)

Catalog Number: 14
Stratum: IX

Opening Depths (in.}: 28.0/30.0
Closing Depthe (in.): 28.5/32.0

Stratum Description: Orange/Brown Silt

Quantity Artifact Description
1l am pc corroded metal 0.7 gme
17 sm pce red brick 5.3 gms

Sm pce brick

discarded in field

———— T e ot A L L S o A S S o S o it S M S o — o

Catalog Number: 15
Stratum: X

Opening Depths (in.): 28,5/32.0
Closing Depths (in.): 23.0/35.0

Stratum Degcription: Dark Brown Slightly Sandy Silt

Quantity Artifact

Desecription

1 sherd red earthenvare
2 nails

12 pcs red brick

1 pe mortar

Faunal:

1 pec oyster shell

trace of clear lead glazel
corroded, 1 cut/wrought, 1 wire
10.9 gme

3.2 gma

2.4 gma



Catalog Number: 16

Stratum: XI

Stratum Description: Orange/Brown Silt with a Little Fine Sand

33.0/35.0
42.5/46.5

(in. ):
(in. ):

Opening Depths
Closing Depths

Quantity Artifact Degcription

1 pc plastic thin clear flexible plastic
9 em pecs red brick 8.9 gms

2 pcs mortar 2.2 gma

3 sm pcs coal 0.6 gma

3 pce cinder/slag 4.5 gma

4 pce charceal < 0.1 gm

Native American:
1 blocky fragment
Artifacts From Digsturbed Area in

red brick
mortar

S5 pcs
' 4 pcs

utilized, 3.6 gmse

gray chert,

South Portion of Unit:

12.7 gma
10.0 gms

Catalog Number: 17

Stratum: XII

Stratum Description: Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt with Reddish/Orange/Brown
Sandy Silt at top of astratum

Opening Depthe (in.): 42.0/46.5
Closing Depthas (in.): S55.5/37.3

Quantity Artifact

7 pcs red brick

5 em pce coal

3 pce cinder/s8lag
1 8m chip

3 pcs charcoal

Descripticn

12.3 gma

1.5 gmse

1.7 gme

unidentified mineral, probably
non-aboriginally fractured

< 0.1 gms




Catalog Number: 18 Opening Depths (in.): 55.5/37.5
Stratum: XIII Closing Depths (in.): 64.0/63.3

Stratum Description: Yellovw/Brown Silt {(becoming lighter with depth)

Quantity Artifact Description

5 sm pce red brick 2.8 gms

Catalog Number: 19 Opening Depthe (in.): 64.0/65.3
Stratum: X1V Closing Depthae {(in.): 80.35/81.3

Stratum Deécription: Reddish/Yellow/Brown Fine Sand (Only Eaatern
Portion of Unit Excavated - Bedrock at Base of

Stratum)
Quantity Artifact Description
1 sm pc red brick 0.1 gm
1 sm pc coal 0.2 gm




SHOVEL TESTS



Catalog Number: 20

Stratum: I

Stratum Description:

SHOVEL TEST 1

Opening Depths (in.): 0.0
Closing Depths (in.): 3.3

Red Brick (Removed Prior to Excavation of Shovel
Test)

Catalog Humber: 21
Stratum: II

Stratum Description:

Opening Depths (in.): 3.5
Closing Depthz (in.}): 6.5

Tan Sand (Removed Prior to Excavation of Shovel
Tegt)

Catalog Number: 22
Stratum: III

Stratum Description:

Opening Deptha (in.): 6.5
Closing Depthe (in.): 14.0

Cinder underlain by concrete at some
locationg {(removed prior to excavation)

Catalog Number: 23
Stratum: IV

Stratum Description:

Stratum: V

. Stratum Description:

Opening Depths (in.): 14.0
Closing Depths (in.): 18.0/21.5

Hard Packed Orange/Brown Silty Sand
and

Opening Depths (in.): 18.0/21.5
Closing Depths (in.): 22.0/25.5

Brick and Decayed Mortar Mixed vwith
Tan Silty Sand (Strata IV and V bagged
together)

Description

GQuantity Artifact
15 pce flat glass
2 nails

46 pce red brick
Pcs red brick
16 pcs mortar

Pcs mortar

——— ———— - —— - -— - —— . ———

green tinted, patinated

corroded, cut/wrought

1594, 2 gmg, many pcs with adhering
mortar (includes 5 large pcs, 2 are 2
1/16% thick)

many small pcs discarded in field
115.1 gms .

many esmall pcs discarded in field

B-11



1 sm pc achist with adhering mortar (2.3 gms)

Pcs echist discarded in field (both large rocks
and smaller pcs (1 lg pc; ca. 8 1/2" x
3 1/2 ® x 2" - 1296.0 gme) retained an
discarded in lab; 6 smaller pce (587.8
gms)} retained as =sample :

2 pcs coal 1.0 gms

Catalog HNumber: 24

Stratum: VI Claosing Depths (in. ):

Stratum Description: Very Dark Brown Silt with Rootlets
{ Bedrock at Base af Stratum)

e e i s —— T ——— i e o el A T —— — -

Opening Depthe (in.): 22,0/25.53
22.25/28.25

Quantity Artifact Deacription

4 pcs red brick 18.2 gms

24 pcs mortar 37.0 gma

Pcsa schist from bedrock surface - sample msaved

Catalog Number: 25
Stratum: Via

Stratum Description: Very Dark Brown Silt with Rootlets

Opening Depths (in.): 31.0/34/0
Clos=ing Depths (in.): 34.0/39.35

(Represents excavation of Stratum VI in northern
extension of ghovel test 1 - overlying etrata

not screened)

@Quantity Artifact Description

1 pc pipe stem fragment from keolin smoking pipe
bore diameter 5/64"
Pca mortar, brick, coal discarded in field, possibly intrusive

e i v T ———— e s Sl S — T ————— i —

am wm ==



-

N . -

SHOVEL TEST 2

Catalog Number: 26 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0

Stratum: I Closing Depths (in.}: 3.5

Stratum Description: Red Brick (Removed Prior to Excavation of Shovel
Test)

Catalog Number: 27 Opening Depths (in.): 3.5

Stratum: II Cloeing Deptha (in.): 3.75

Stratum Description: Black Sand (Removed Prior to Excavation of Shovel

Test)
Catalog Number: 28 ’ Opening Depthe (in.): 3.73
Stratum: III Cloeing Depths (in.): 5.0
Stratum Description: Tan Sand (Removed Prior to Excavation of Shovel
Test)
Catelog Number: 29 Opening Depths (in.): 5.0
Stratum: IV Closing Depthse (in.}: 9.5

Stratum Description: Cinder (Remaved Prior to Excavation of Shovel Test)

Catalog Number: 30 Dpening—bepzﬁs (in.): 9.5
Stratum: V Closing Depths (in.): 14.5

Stratum Description: Medium Brown Sandy Silt {Removed Prior to
Excavation of Shovel Test)

Catalog Number: 31 Opening Depths (in.): 14.95
Stratum: VI Cloeing Depths (in.): 19.5
Stratum Description: Orange/Brown Silty Sand

Catalog Number: 32 Opening Depths (in.): 19.5
Stratum: VII Closing Depths (in.): 30.0
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Stratum Description: Hard Packed Orange/Brown Silty Sand
(Bedrock at base of stratum)

Quantity Artifact Description

4 gm pcs flat glass green tinted

i1 sm pc mortar 0.2 gms

1 pc slag 0.3 gmse

1 pc woaod 4.8 gms

30 pce red brick fragments and chips (48.0 gms)
1l em pc corroded iran 0.3 gma

4 pcs hard shell clam 4.6 gms
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SHOVEL TEST 3

Catalog Number: 33 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0
Stratum: I Closing Depths (in.): 6.5/8.0

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt

Quantity Artifact Description

3 pce flat glass clear, one with trace of opaque
subatance on one side

1 nail fragment corroded, unidentified

1 sm pc woad vhite paint on one gide (<0.1 gm)

l pc red brick w. adhering mortar (50.3 gms)

1 sm pc cinder/slag 0.3 gms

Catalog Number: 34 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0

Stratum: I extension Cloaing Depths (in.}): 6.5/8.0

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt -ertifacts recovered vhile
exposing caobbles (not screened)

Quantity Artifact Degcription

—— —-— —— ——— ——— —— — ——— —_—— -— —_—

1 sherd hard paste porcelain vhite, molded wavy rim

1 sherd pearlware blue transfer printed
Catalog Number: 35 Opening Depthe (in.): 6.5/8.0
Stratum: II Closing Depths2 (in.): 12.0

Stratum Description: Brown/Black Silt Mottled with Tan Brown Silt
with Pebbles

e —————— . . T ———

—— —— — -— —_— ———— — — ———— —— -

Quantity Artifact Description
4 gm pca curved glass 2 clear; 2 green tinted
3 em pce flat glaes 2 clear; 1 green tinted; 1 aqua
14 nails and fragments corroded; 10 cut/wrought;
4 unidentified
4 pcs corroded iron 6.2 gmse
2 pcs red brick 2.7 gms
B-15



1 pc coal 1.5 gma
2 pc cinder 0.3 gm I
Catslog Humber: 36 I

Stratum: II extension

Stratum Description: Artifactse recovered from above cobbles I
vhile expanding exposed area (not screened)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 pc curved glass dark green/black glass, probably from I
. vine bottle

3 naile 2 corroded, cut/wrought; 1 wire

galvanized naill I

1 pc oyater shell 0.6 gms

Catalog Number: 37 Opening Depthe (in.): 12.0

Stratum: III Cloeing Depths (in.): 16.0

Stratum Description: Medium Brown Sandy Silt (eastern portion of test)
Medium Brovwn Sandy Silt mixed with Cinder and
Ash (western portion of test)
Fine gravel pocket in southwest corner of test
{Above Soil types mssacisted with Cobbles)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 nail fragment corroded, cut/wrought

l pc corroded iron 0.2 gms

2 pcs coal 0.6 gms

2 cobbles sample from cobble feature (ca. 3.3"

®x 2.5" x 1.5" - 295 gme; ca. 3.735"
® 3" x 2" - 544 gms)

Catalog Humber: 38 Opening Deptha (in.): 16.0
Stratum: IV Cloging Depths (in.): 20.0/23.0

Stratum Deecription: Hard Packed Orange/Brown Sandy 5ilt
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GBuantity Artifact

Description

1 2m pc curved glass
1. nail fragment
15 em pce red brick

aqua
corraded, probably wrought head
17.7 gms
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Catalog Number:

Stratum:

SHOVEL TEST 4

39
I

(in.
(in.

Opening Depths
Closing Depths

Stratum Description: Sod and Dark Brown Sandy Silt

0.0
5.5/7.0

Y
)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 sherd vhitewvare plain

1 pc curved (bottle) glass clear, trace embossed lettering
("...HER")

1l pc vood 1.9 gms

4 pce red brick 22.5 gms

3 pcs comal 8.9 gms

2 pc cinder 0.8 gnmse

- ———

Catalog Number: 40

Stratum:

1X

Opening Depths (in.
Cloeing Depths (in.

): 5.5/7.5
y: 12.0

Stratum Description: Light Brown Sandy Silt Mottled with Dark Brown

and roots

Sandy Silt with some rocks, pebbles
Quantity Artifact Description
3 sm pcs curved glass 2 clear, 1 amber
16 em pce red brick 12.7 gms
1 pc coal 0.6 gms
1 pc cinder 0.1 gm
1 pe hard shell clam 0.3 gnms
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SHOVEL TEST 35

Catalog Number: 42
Stratum: I

Opening Depths (in.): 0.0
Closing Depthe (in.): 2.0

Stratum Description: Sod and Black/Brown Sandy Silt

Quantity Artifact Deacription
2 pcs. red brick 3.3 gms
1 pc. wvood .4 gms
1 pc. coal 0.4 gms

Catalog Number: 43
Stratum: II

Opening Depths (in.): 2.
Cloeing Depths (in.): 8

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt

Description

Quentity Artifact

1l pc bottle glass

1 pc curved (bottle) glases
3 em pca flat glass

1l pc red brick

4 pcs mortar

2 pcse coal

S pce mammal bone

1 chip

dark green bottle base fragment
probably from wine bottle

amber

clear

0.4 gma

1.3 gma

0.7 gms

calcined (2.5 gms)}

chert (0.9 gms), possibly naturally
fractured but edge chipping suggests
poseible aboriginal utilizetion

Catalog Number: 44
Stratum: II1

Opening Depthse (in.): 8.0
Cloeing Depths (in.): 13.5

Stratum Description: Tan/Brown Silt

Quantity Artifact
l pc flat glass
4 pce coal

Description

clear
1.8 gms



Catslog Number: 45
Stratum: IV

Stratum Deacription:

Opening Depths {(in.): 13.5
Cloesing Depths (in.): 29.0

Yellow/Brown Silt with Reocks

Description

25 pca red brick
1 pec. mortar

Cataloa-ﬁumb;r: 46
Stratum: V

Stratum Description:

57.0 gme (small chips and 3 larger pcs)

0.1 gm

“Opening Depths (in.): 29.0
Closing Depths (in.): 36.3

Light/Brown Sandy Silt
(auger teast - stratum continues)

Quantity Artifact Description
No Cultural Materials
B-21



SHOVEL TEST 6

Catalog Number: 47 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0 l
Stratum: I Closing Depthe (in.): 10.0/11.0
Stratum Description: Sod and Dark Brown Sandy Silt . I
Guantity Artifact Description I
1 plastic eyeglase lens ovoid, 2" x 1 374"
1l sm pc plastic vhite, molded I
1 sherd pearlware plain
2 pec curved glass clear, 1 w. trace embossing
2 pc fiat glass clear
1 nail wire
10 pce red brick 15.4 gma, 4 pcs w. vhite coating
on one side
13 pes mortar/plaster 10.8 gma (most pcs similar to material
: coating brick pecs)
1l pc misc. metal flat lead strip 7/16" - 1/2" wide,
: 1 3/8" length I
4 pcs wood 1.4 gmse
1 spall quartz (probably non-aboriginally
fractured) l
EEEEEEQ Number: 48 - Upening_'ﬁepth;_(in._Tz 10.0/11?5-__|
Stratum: II Closing Depths (in.): 13.0/16.0
Stratum Description: Light Brown/Tan Silt I
Quantity Artifact Description
1 metal button copper alloy (probably brass), round
face, ca. 1" diameter, no indication
of decoretion, shank on back broken
off
3 pce bottle glass 1 dark green, 2 aqua
2 nails corroded, cut/wrought
9 pcs brick 64.4 gme (1 larger pc. and smaller
chips) '
1 pc mortar Q0.6 gms
3 pecs coal 0.9 gms

Hative American:
1 quartz biface blocky fragment, one edge thinned
and utilzed as tool (acraper),
1 1/8" x 7/8" x 3/8"; wt. 8.6 gms.
1 blocky fragment quartz, fragment of tool with
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Faunal:

1 pc hard shell clam

graver tip 11/16" x 7/16" x 1/4"; wt.

1.5 gus

mq——-—————_—-—————_-———--——_'_p————_—-a-———_—_————-_.-.—_———_.—.—_—-—————_—n-——————-———

Catalog Number: 49
Stratum: III

Very
with

Stratum Description:

Opening Depths (in.): 13.0/16.0
Closing Depths (in.): 23.0/24.0

Hard Packed Light Tan/Brown Silt Mottled
Orange/Brown Silt and Dark Brown Silt

—— e e i i . B ———

Quantity Artifact Deacription

1 sherd pearlware plain, from base and lower portion
of side of bovwl

i1 sherd bottle gla=ss clear, portion of rim/neck from bottle
or jar (probably milk bottle), mold
geam around rim

4 pce curved glases 1 dark green, 1 clear {(thick, posaibly
from above bottle), 2 green tinted

23 pcsa flat glass 2 clear, 21 green tinted

14 pcs red brick 263.2 gme (includes 2 larger pcs and
smaller chipse)

1 1g pc concrete smoothed on 2 sides (probably part of
pavement or walkway) 443.9 gms

17 pce coal 19.5 gme

1 pc wvood 0.1 gms

e e o . e et L A B S R " T P . o e e e e o
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Catalog Number: 50
Stratum: IV

Stratum Description:

Quantity Artifact

Opening Depths (in.): 23.0/24.0
Closing Depths (in.): 30.0

Very Hard Packed Gray/Brown Silt

2 nail fragments
15 pcs red brick

1 pc coal

1l pc cinder

1 pc mica

curved glass

Deacription

corraded, unidentified
20.9 gmsa

1.8 gms

0.6 gms

ca. 1/16" thick (0.4 gmwa)

sm pc. decorative. glass, part clear,
part red; trace fluted decoration on
one side
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1 pc flat glass
& pcs curved glass
6 pcs flat glass

portion of circular pc.
1 1/2" diameter,
optical glaes

3 clear, 3 agua
clear

Catalog Number: 51
Stratum: V

Hard Packed
{bedrock at

Stratum Description:

Opening Depths (in.):
Closing Depths (in. }):

Orange/Brown Sandy Silt
base of stratum)

glass,
doea not appear to be

30.0
33.0

clear,

Quantity Artifact Description
1 pc. burnt brick 9.4 gma
S pcs . coal 3.9 gme
1l pc corroded iron 0.7 gms
B-24



SHOVEL TEST 7 AND EXTENSION

Catalog Number: 352
Stratum:

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt with some Orange Sandy

WNE-N

2
22

16
1

"1

22
2
1

pa

Cw ~N&aW

pce
sherd
sgherd
sherds
sherd

pcs

pcse

pcs
pc

pc
pcs
pce

pcs

pcs
pcs

24 pcs
43 pcs

1

8 Bm pce

pc

(ST 7)

Opening Depths (in.}): 0.0
Closing Depths (in.): 6.5/7.5

Silt Mottling

Artifact Description I

plastic thin, clear plastic wrapping material
cigarette filter (from sod)

plastic printed surface, gummed back

porcelain plain (appears to be "modern")

creamvare plain

pearlvare plain

slipvare buff body, clear glaze (probably
slipware)

lamp glass frosted

curved glass

flat glass
machine screw
naeil

nails
corroded iron
sgheet metal

rubber

red brick
tar paper?
wood

plaster wall board
mortar

coal

cinder/slag

red sandstone
unidentified

Native American:

1

1

Faunal:

1
1

PR ————————— Y AR e E sl 4 Dt mtentead ol

pc
pcs

flake

blocky fragment

bird bone

calcined mammal bone?

1 amber, 3 bright green, 1 dark green,
17 clear

7 clear, 7 aqua, 2 green tinted

flat head, 1/2" length, 1/8" diameter
aluminum wire nail

partially corroded, 14 vire, 8 cut
probably nail fragments (7.3 gms)
ferrous, fragment ca. 5"x4.5" with nail
‘holes

probably wire insulation (1/8"
diameter)

10.0 gms, 1 pc glazed on one side

9.1 gme

8.4 gme (some charred, one with
adhering slag?}

26.7 gms

100.2 gms

15.4 gns

127.9 gmse

87.1 gma, possible building stone
burnt/calcined material (5.6 gms)

yellov jasper - possible resharpening
flake (0.4 gma)
quartz (8.9 gms)

0.4 gms
1.0 gm




Catalog Number: 53
Stretum: Ia (ST 7 extension)

Opening Depthe (in.): 0.0
Closing Depths (in.): 7.0/9.5

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt with some Orange Sandy
Silt Mottling (Not Screened)

Description

—————————— T e =L S T ——— —

No Cultural Materiale - Not Screened

Catalog Number: 54
Stratum: II

Stratum Description: Orange/Brow
Orange/Brow
of Stratum)

6.5/7.5
8.0/9.5

Ope;;ng Depthse (in.):
Cloaing Depthe (in. ):

n Sandy Silt with some Darker
n Mottling (Cobbles Exposed at base

_ @Quantity Artifact

7 sherda creamware

4 gherds cream col. earthenwvare
3 sherds or. exp. porcelain

1 sherd hard paste porcelain
2 pcs. pipe stems

1 pc buckle

1 button

1 pc curved (bottle) glame
7 pce curved glass

1l pc melted glasas

14 pce flat glass

1 machine screv

4 nails

2 am pce red brick

1 pc mortar

12 pce coal

17 pcsB cinder/slag

Faunal:

1 pc mammal bone

13 am pce oyeter shell

plain

plain

‘blue painted underglaze
polychrome painted overglaze
fragmentse of kaolin swmoking
gtema (one w. bore diameter
one w. bore diameter 5/64")
part of metal belt buckle,
unident. non-ferrous wetal,
raised decoration)
unidentified material, 2 holes,
undecorated 19/32" diameter
dark green

6 aquse, 1 clear

clear

clear/green tinted

copper alloy; {(probably brass)
1/8* diameter; 1/4" length
corroded, cut/wrought

1.8 gms

1.7 gmna

11.6 gms

11.3 gms

pipe
4/64";

probably small mammal (1.0 gms)
4.5 gne
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Catalog Number: 55

Stratum:

II (ST 7 ext.)

Closing Depths (in.

): B8.0/9.5

Stratum Description: Orange/Brown Sandy Silt with some Darker
Orange/Brown Mottling (Cobbles Exposed at base
- Also includes material in similar
s0il with roote in northweet corner adjacent

of Stratum)

to cobbles)

Guantity Artifact Description

5 sherda white =s.g. stoneware plain, 3 sherds from base of cup v.
ring base

8 sherds creamware plain

1 sherd pearlware blue transfer printed

S pes pipe stems kaolin smoking pipe stem fragments

' bore diameters; 2 - 4/64"; 1 - 5/64";

broken longitudinally mend - 4/64" bor
diameter

4 pcs bottle glass dark green

2 sam pcs curved glasa 1 aqua, 1 light green (thin - lamp
glass)

18 sm pcs flat glass 9 light green, 4 aqua, 35 clear

2 nail fragmente corroded, cut/wrought

1l pc corroded iron 1.4 gms

1 pc red brick 2.3 gms

2 pcs mortar/cement with embedded pcs of coal (58.3 gms)

3 pcs mortar 37.7 gms

32 pcs coal ) 20.8 gms

10 pcs cinder =slag 27.7 gms

1 chip quartz (possibly naturally fractured)

Native American:

1 flake black chert, decortication (3.1 gms)

Faunal:

3 pcse bird bone 0.5 gme

l pc mammal bone C.1 gm

1 mammal tooth incisor (possibly dog) 1.3 gme

3 pca oyater shell 0.5 gmsa

Catalog Humber: 56 Opening Depths (in.): 8.0/9.35

III Closing Depths {(in.): 12.0/15.90

Stratum:

Stratum Description: Cobbles in Brown Sandy Silt with Light Brown
Sandy Silt Mottling (Except Northwest corner of

test)

——————— e S — —



Quantity Artifact ) Description
1 sherd cCreamvare plain
1 pc curved (bottle) glases dark green
3 sm pce curved thin glasa aqua :
3 am pcs flat glase clear/green tinted
2 pcs cinder/slag 0.1 gm
2 gm pce charcoal < 0.1 gm
1 cobble sample from cobble feature
(ca 4 1/47 x 3 1/4" x 2" - 644 gms)
Faunal:
1 pc mammal bone gmall wmammal (0.4 gm=)
1l pc baone bird/rodent (0.1 gm)
3 pcs hard shell clam 1.8 gma
Catalog Number: 57 Opening Depths (in.): 8.0/9.5
Stratum: IV Closing Depths (in.): 15.0/17.0

Stratum Description: Light Brown Sandy silt with Light Orange
Sandy Silt Mottling (northwest corner of test)

—— — ———— . g ot

Quantity Artifact ‘Description

2 sherde oriental exp. porcelain blue painted underglaze

1l sherd white B.g. stOoneware plain

S sherds creamware 4 plain, 1 sherd paste only

1 pec bottle glass dark green

2 pcs flat glass clear

1 nail fragment corroded, cut/wrought (probably
vrought}

4 am pce mammal bone from small mammal (0.7 gms)

1l pc oyster shell 0.2 gm

1 pec hard shell clam 0.6 gm

1 pc coal ) 0.2 gms

2 pcs cinder/alag 0.7 gnse

1 sm pc charcoal < 0.1 gm

1 blocky fragment chert, possibly naturally fractured
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(Stratum VI)
Quantity Artifact Degcription
1 sherd creamwvare plain
2 nail fragments corroded, cut/wrought
8 pce red brick 16.9 gmse
9 pce mortar 7.0 gnse
2 pcs coal 0.7 gnse
4 pcs cinder/slag ’ 3.1 gms
Catalog Number: 359 Opening Depths (in.): 23.0/25.0
Stratum: VI (lower portion) Closing Depthe (in.): 28.0/32.0

Cataloag Humber: 58 Opening Depths (in.): 12.0/17.0
Stratum: V and VI (upper portion) Closing Depths (in.): 23.0/25.0

Stratum Description: Orange Brown Sandy Silt Mottled with Dark
Browvn/Black Sandy Silt (Stratum V) and Upper
Portion of Black/Dark Brown Sandy Silt Mottled
with Brown and Orange Brown Sandy Silt with roots

Stratum Description: Black/Dark Brown Sandy Silt Mottled
with Brown and Orange Brown Sandy Silt with schist

cobbles and pieces of mica (lower portion of

stratum) I
Buantity Artifact Description I
1 sherd red earthenwvare unglazed
2 naile corroded cut/wrought, 1 probably cut
2 pcs plagter wall board 6.2 gns
23 sm pcs red brick 28,1 gme
4 pce mica gample of larger pce saved, (largest

2" x 1.5" (2.3 gms)

Catalog Kumber: 60 - T Opening Depths (in.): 28.0/32.0 l
Stratum: VII Cloging Depths (in.): 33.5/34.0

Stratum Description: Medium Brown Sandy Silt with with Black, Orange
and Yellow Mottling with Rocks and Roots

—— - - — - —— — —

@Quantity Artifact Deacription
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1 pc curved glass clear

1 1g pc red brick portion of brick 3 1/2" wide; 2" thick
(722.0 gns)

35 pcs red brick 20.9 gms

1l pe mica 1/16" thick (0.7 gms) {(sample of pcs.
of mica)

Catalog Humber: 61 Opening Depths (in.): 33.5/34.0

Stratum: VIII Closing Depths (in.): 46.5

Stratum Description: Orange/Brown Silt (stratum continues)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 pc wood 0.1 gms

1 pe coal 0.2 gm

1 pc cinder < 0.1 gm
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SHOVEL TEST 8

Catalog Number: 638

Stratum: I

Stratum Description:

Opening Deptha (in. }: 0.0
Closing Depthes (in.): 11.5

Mottled Yellow, Brown, Black,

Dark Browvn Sandy Silt

Stratum: II

Stratum Description:

and

Orange, and

Opening Depths (in.): 11.95
Closing Depths (in.): 13.5/15

Orange Silt with Dark Brown and Black Mottling
{Bagged together with Stratum I}

Quantity Artifact Description

1 cigarette filter

1 pc chewing gum

1 sherd red earthenwvare unglazed

8 sherds creamware plain

1 sherd pearlware plein

1 pc pipe stem fragment kaclin pipe stem, 4/64" bore
diameter

3 pcB curved glass clear, 1 with trace embossed lettering
and molded stippling

11 pecs flat glass green tinted

1 nail aluminum wire nail

11 nails 10 wire, 1 cut

2 nail fragments cut

9 pcs brick 15.4 gms

16 pcs mortar 187.8 gmse

S5 pcs unident material plaster? (2.8 gms)

7 pca vood 21.5 gms

2 pcs coal 4.2 gms

11 pce cinder/gslag 23.8 gms

Pcs. coal, slag discarded in field

concrete

Native American:

1

Faunal:
2 am pcs

flake

mammal bone
bird bone

hard shell clam
hard shell clam?

quartz (0.5 gms)

0.2 gms
0.3 gms
0.8 gm

erocded pcs of shell? (4.1 gms)




SHOVEL TEST 9

Catalog Number: 63 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0
Stratum: I Cloaing Depthe (in.): 2.0/3.0

Stratum Description: Dark Brown Sandy Silt with some Orange Sandy Silt
Mottling - Stratum sampled (Cobble Feature at basge

of stratum)

Quantity Artifact Description

1 pc plastic circular (1/2" diameter) pc. thin
white plastic (may be seal for tube -

. e.g. toothpaeste)

3 pcse curved glass 2 bright green, 1 clear

1 pc cinder ) 0.5 gmse

Faunal:

1l pc bird bone 0.2 gma.
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SHOVEL TEST 10

Catalog Number: 64
Stratum: 1

Stratum Description: Sod and Dark Brown Sandy Silt

Quantity Artifact
1 nail

1 sm pc red brick
1 sm pcC vood

6 pcs coal

1l pc cinder

Catalog Number: 65
Stratum: II

Opening DPepths (in.): 7.0
18.5/21

Closing Depthe (in. }):

Stratum Description: Hard Packed Tan Silty Sand with Brick
and Mortar (stratum continues)

Opening Depthes (in.): 0.0
Cloeing Depths (in.): 7.0
Description
corroded, cut/wrought
0.9 gms, trace adhering plaster
0.4 gms
13.3 gms
1.2 gms

Quantity Artifact

—_— - - ——

Deacription

1 pc pipe stem ‘fragment of kaolin amoking pipe
stem, bore diameter 4/64"

3 pcs curved glass 4 clear, 1 green tinted

4 pcse flat glass green tinted

2 nails wire )

1l pc corroded iron 1.7 gms

33 pcse red brick 61.2 gms

. 2 pcs mortar 1.1 gms

14 pcs coal 19.9 gms

7 pce cinder/slag 10.4 gwsa

Pcs brick, mortar, discarded in field

coal, cinder

Faunal:

l pc mammal bone 0.7 gms
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SHOVEL TEST 11

Catalog Number: 66 Opening Depths (in.): 0.0
Stratum: 1 Closing Depths (in.): 3.75

Stratum Description: Blue Stone Slab (Removed Prior to Excavation of
Shovel Test)

————— T ——— ——

Catalog Number: 67 Opening Depths {(in.): 3.75
Stratum: II Closing Depths (in.): 5.5

Stratum Description: Cement Layer
and

Stratum III ] Opening Depths (in.): 5.5
Closing Depths {(in.): 14.0

Stratum Description: Gray Sand and Cinder with Broken Flagstone Pcs.
{strata II and 1II screened together)

" Quantity Artifact Description
1 whole red brick 8" x 3 3/8" x 2 1/4"%, manufacturers
"mark in panel "0 C? & M C"
S pcs red brick 36.3 gme
16 pes coal 0.9 gms
33 pes cinder/slag 124.0 gme (inc. lg pc 85.0 gms), some
pcs have adhering mortar
i6 pcs mortar- 73.6 gms
2 pcs cement 127.1 gma, smoothed on one surface
4 pcs stone (154.0 gma)
Pcs coal, cinder/glag, discarded in field
flagstone,
mortar/cement
Catalog Number: 68 Opening Depths (in.}): 14.0
Stratum: IV Closing Depths (in.): 15.0/15.3

Stratum Description: Grayish White Cinder and Ash

-— - - —————— e T ———————— ——
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Quantity Artifact Deaéription

———— —— - — ——
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1l pc

2 pc=e
25 pcs
66 pcs
Pes

red brick
mortar

coal
cinder/slag
cinder/slag,
coal, brick

Catalog Hu

mber: 69

4,2 gmse

0.7 gms I
15.9 gmse

169.0 gmse

discarded in field ‘ I

Opening Depths (in.): 15.0/15.5

Stratum: V Cloging Depthe (in.): 42.5 I
Stratum Description: Tan Brown Sandy Silt (stratum continues)
Quantity Artifact Description I
1 sherd oriental ex. porcelsin underglaze blue painted decoration I
S5 sherds creamware plain
2 sherda pearlware plain I
1 sherd pearlware underglaze blue painted rim sherd
1 pc kaolin pipe heel portion of pipe {(ca. 1/4 heel),
undecorated, hole in stem portion 5/64"
2 pcs kaolin pipe steme bore diametera; 1 - 5/64"; 1 - 4/64" I
7 pcs kaolin pipe bowls 2 include rim portiong (1 of these
burnt), one with trace molded
decoration I
3 pce bottle glase dark green, heavily psatinated
18 pcs flat glass ‘13 aqua, 5 clear (patinated)
2 nails 1 cut; 1 correded, cut/wrought
1 metal rod corroded curved metal (iron) rod ca.
3/8 diameter; 10" length
2 pcse red brick 2.6 gms
8 pcs coal 7.1 gma (2 pcs w. adhering mortar)
2 pcs cinder 0.3 gms
1 pc charcoal 0.2 gms
Pcs. cinder/slag discarded in field

Native American:

1

quartz tool

blocky fragments

mammal bone

oyster shell

blocky fragment, one edge modified

for use as spokeshave other edge also
possibly utilized; 2" x 1" x 5/8%; wt.
31.7 gms.

quartz, 4.8 gma and 5.2 gms (the latter
posaibly non-aboriginally fractured)

from large mammal (1 pc broken during
excavation, 3 piecee w. butchering
marke

4.6 gms

——————— e Al B i i . o —




SHOVEL TEST 12

Catalog NHumber: 70 Opening Depths {in.): 0.0
Stratum: I Closing Depths (in.): 3.0
Stratum Description: Blue Stone Slab (Removed)

Catalog Number: 71 Opening Depths (in.): 3.0
Stratum: II Closing Depthe (in.): 6.0

Stratum Description: Tan Sand with some broken flagetone
(not screened)

Quantity Artifact ) Description

- — —— — - —— T e . ————— i S o i S T T i o e " S S
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Catalog Number: 72 Opening Depths (in.): 6.0

Stratum: IITI. Closing Depths (in.): 8.5 I

Stratum Description: Cement Layer (not screened}

Quantity Artifact Description I
No Cultural Materials - Stratum Not Screened I

Catalog Number: 73 Opening Depths {(in.): 8.5 I

Stratum: IV Closing Depths (in.): 12.0/14.0

Stratum Description: Slag, Cinder and Ash, intermittent layer of cement I

at bage of ash (1/3 sample screened)

e e i e e i S e S S e i S o e S ] S TP S . T S S S . e S S5 S

Quantity Artifact Description I




2 pcs

20 pcs
1 1g pc
Pcse

Sm Pce

red brick
mortar/cement

mortar
slag

coal/cinder/slag

coal, cinder/slag

mortar

with adhering mortar and slag,
201.4 gmse

with embedded pce coal, cinder
brick, 180.9 gns

38.9 gms

35.7 gms

230 gms

digcarded in field

— — — —— T — —— ———— i S 1 S

Catalog HNumber: 74

Stratum:

v

Opening Depths (in.): 12.0
Closing Depthe (in. ): 33.0

Stratum Deséription: Reddish Brown Sandy Silt (stratum continues
base of test)

Description

and

/714.0

below

Quantity Artifact

7 pcs coal

45 pce cinder/slag
1 sm pc mortar

1 cobble

5.4 gme
4.4 gma
0.4 gma
igneous plutonic rock, possibly

fire-cracked (134.2 gms)




SHOVEL TEST 13

Catalog Number: 75
Stratum: I

Opening Deptha (in.)}: 0.0
Cloging Depthe (in.): 4.0

Stratum Deecription: Sod and Gray/Black Sandy Silt

Stratum: II1

and

Opening Depthse {(in.): 4.0

Clogsing Depthe (in.): 10.5
Stratum Description: Medium Gray/Brown Sandy 5ilt {(strata I and II
bagged together)
Quantity Artifact Description
1 sherd creamware plain
6 pcs curved glass 1 amber, 4 clear
l pc red brick 1.7 gms
2 pca coal 1.1 gms
1 chip quartz (posesibly non-sboriginally
fractured)
Native American:
2 blocky fragments quartz; wt. 1.6 gms & 2.3 gms
Faunal: :
1l pe hard ghell clam 0.6 gma

Catalog Number: 76

‘Stratum: III

Opening Depthe (in.): 10.5
Closing Depthe (in.): 15.0

Stratum Description: Hard Packed Yellow/Brown Sandy Silt with Brown and
Dark Brown Mottling (many roots)

@uantity Artifact Description

1 sherd red earthenware brown lustrous (manganease?) glaze
interior and exterior (exterior may
have had unglazed portions

1 sherd vhitewvare plain

3 pcs curved glass clear

2 pcs flet glass green tinted

7 8m pce red brick 6.0 gms

4 pcs coal 4.9 gme
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Catalog Number: 77 Opening Depths (in.}): 15.0
Stratum: IV Closing Depths (in.): 35.0 I
Stratum Description: Hard Packed Gray/Brovn Sandy Silt
and I
Stratum: V Opening Depths (in.): 35.0
Closing Depths (in.): 36.0 l
Stratum Description: Yellow/Gray Sandy Silt (Stratum continues)
(Strata IV and V screened together) I
Quantity Artifact ‘ Deacription I
1 ' glass bead clear glass, cylindrical, diameter !
1/4", height 3/16", hole diameter 171
2 pcse curved glaass clear, trece molded/preseed decoration
on one side
3 sm pce red brick 0.7 gmse
1 sm pc caoal 0.1 gm
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SHOVEL TEST 14

Catalog Number: 78

Stratum: I

Opening Depthe (in.?: 0.0
Closing Depths (in.): 2.0/6.3

Stratum Deecription: Dark Brown Sandy Silt Mottled with Medium
Orange Brown Sandy Silt (not screened)

Quantity Artifect

Description

No Cultural Materials

Recovered - Stratum Not Screened

Catalog NHumber: 79
Stratum: II

Opening Depthe (in.}: 2.0/6.5
Closing Depths (in.): 5.0/8.5

Stratum Description: Medium Orange/Brovn Sandy Silt (disturbance in
eagtern portion of test)

Auantity Artifect Description

1 sherd hard paste porcelain ‘plain

1 sherd red earthenwvare unglezed

1 sherd creamware small rim sherd with molded
circumferential band of dota in groove
below rim

8 sherds creamwvare plain

3 sherds pearlwvare plain (one from beasl ring from bowl)

1 sherd pearlware trace of hand painted underglaze blue
lines, sherd from base of plate or
shallow bovwl, decoration on interior

1 sherd pearlware blue transfer printed

1 sherd pearlwvare green edgevare

3 pce kaolin pipe stem 2 mend from a single stem fractured
longitudinally, 4/64" bore diameter;
2nd fragment from end of stem - 4/647
bore diasmeter

4 pcs curved glaes 2 aqua, 2 clear

6 pcse flat glass green tinted

4 nails corroded, cut/vrought

& pce corroded metal probably from nails, 10.7 gmse

4 pcse red brick 2.6 gma

28 am pce coal 12.4 gma

5 pce slag 7.2 gms

Pca coal, slag discarded in field

2 sm pce ‘charcoal 0.1 gms
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Faunal:
3 em pca mammal bone
1 8m pc oyeter shell

—— —— — e —— -

Catalog Number: 80
Stratum: III

Stratum Description: Cobbles in Medium Brown Sandy Silt (wvestern
portion of test)

I
I

Opening Depthes (in.): 5.0/8.35
Closing Depths (in.): 10.0/12.0

Quantity Artifact

sherde creamvare
sherd pearlwvare
sherd pearlwvare
pcs curved glass
pce flat glass
nail
pc red brick
pcs coal
cobbles

Catalog NHumber: 81
Stratum: IV

Description

plain

plain

blue transfer printed

1 clear, 1 aqua, 1 green

1 clear, 4 green tinted, patinated
corroded, cut/wrought

1.0 gms

0.9 gms

sample of cobbles from feature; ca. 3
174" x 3" x 2", 555.5 gma (one end
fractured); ca. 4 174" x 3" x 3 1/2", I

785.2 gms

Opening Depths (in.): 5.0/8.5
Cloeing Depths (in.): 12.0/13.0 I

Stratum Description: Medium Brown Sandy Silt (eastern portion of test) l

Quantity Artifact

7 sherds creamvare
2 pca flat glassa
4 pce red brick

Description

plain

agua

3.5 gms I
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MISCELLANEOUS SURFACE FINDS

Catalog Number: 82

Location: Artifact recovered from topsoil above orange soil above
cobbles while clearing cobble feature on vest side of Mansion

Quantity Artifact Description I

1 sherd pearlwvare blue transfer printed

Catalaog Number: 83

Location: Artifacts recovered from orange soil above cobbles while
clearing feature on west side of Mansion

— —— i —— — - ———— - -—

~Quantity Artifact Description
1 sherd creamvare plain
1l pc bottle glass clear, molded stippling on exterior
1 amall light bulb socket missing, type used in electrical

equipment or for decorative purposes
. 3/16" diameter; 13/16" length
1 pc migc metal triangular pc. lead? strip; 11/167 at
bage, 2 1/2" length, 1/32" thick

Catalog Number: 84

Location: Artifacte recovered from surface of ccbble feature vest side
of Mansion

I
I
I
I
i
I
|
I
I
i
I

Il N N EE

Quantity Artifact Description
4 gherds creamvare plain I
1 pc flat glass green tinted, patinated
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Catalog Number: B85

Location:

Artifacts eroding from bank along 160th Street on
gouth gide of Roger Morrie Park

Quantity Artifact Description
1 sherd oriental exp. porcelain underglaze blue painted decoration
1 pc. pipe stem fragment from end of stem of kaolin
smoking pipe - bore diameter 5/64"
Faunal:
1l pc oyster shell 7.4 gme (whole valve)
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ARTIFACTS RECOVERED DURING CONSTRUCTION MONITORING



Catalog Humber: 86
Location: West Side of Mansion/Backdirt from Construction Trench/North I

Foundation Wall/Vicinity of Cobble Feature

Quantity Artifact Deascription

1 sherd hard paste porcelain overglaze painted (brown or purple)
floral decoraticn, from base of Baucerl

Catalog Number: 87
Location: West Side of Mansion/Recovered from Conatruction Trench Durin

Excavation/North Foundation Wall/East of Areavay/Near
Location of Hyphen Porch Steps (From Stratum of Brown, Light
Brown and Dark Brown Sandy Silt with Rocks and Brick)

5 gherds hard paste porcelain from small shallov bowl (height, 1
1/8";: eatimated diameter 5 1/4%"),
overglaze painted red floral design (3
‘sherds mend - probably broken during
excavation of trench

1 sherd hard paste porcelain plain (small sherd possibly from above
bowl)

2 pcs table glass clear glass; 1 piece from base of
stemmed goblet with trace pontil scar
on base; 1 piece from stem of goblet orl

Quantity Artifact Description l

bowl (do not mend but possibly from
game veagesel)

2 am pce curved glass clear

Catalog Number: 88
Location: Artifacte Found on Backdirt Pile in Northwest Portion of

Construction Area (Backdirt from Construction Trench along
Northwest Foundation Wall of Main Wing; West Hyphen Foundatiorl
Wall; and Trench at Base of Hyphen Porch Steps



Wuantity Artifact Description

1 sherd delftware undecorated, basal portion of ointment
pot, base diameter ca. 2 1/2"

1 esherd hard paste porcelain from small shallow bowl (height, 1
1/8"); overglaze red floral deeign;
posaibly from same vessel described in
catalog #87

8 sherds creamware undecorated

1 sherd pearlwvare undecorated -

1 sherd vhitevare/ironstone undecorated

2 kaolin pipe stems bore diameters 4/64"

3 pcs bottle base dark green, patinated glass from base

of wine/liquor bottle, with ca 1 1/2"
"kick-up";pieces mend (broken during
excavation of trench), baae diameter
1/2", no mold seams, free blown or
peegible blown in mold.

1 pc bottle neck dark green patinated, poasibly from
game bottle as above; no mold seams;
separately spplied lip.

w

l pc bottle glassa aqua, from base of small bottle or
) vial, estimated diameter 1"

3 pcs curved (bottle) glass clear

l pc flat (window) glaes green tinted

1 pc oyeter shell 2.0 gme

Catalog Number: 89

Location: West Side of Main Wing of Mansion/Recovered from Construction
Trench/Between Two Northernmost Areaways/From Remaining Intact
Portion of Brown Sandy Silt Stratum Overlying Bedrock

Quantity ;rtif;ct -

—— - - - - - —-— ——m ———— - e —— . s o I

1 sherd red earthenware unglazed
1 nail cut/wrought

Native American:

1 biface fragment quartz, poseibly represents basal
portion of projectile point, width
7/8"; max. thicknese 5/16%; wt. 3.6

gma.
1 blocky fragment rose quartz; wt. 5.2 gms
Faunal: _
b mammal tooth C.5 gme
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mammal bone
hard shell clam
cyster shell

6 8m pcs
6 pce
2 pcs

Catalog Number: 90
Location:

...—-——_—_..—._.——___.—--—_—.-.—_.————-——-————.—.————_.—.——_—_..—_—__.-———_—

Weat Side of Main Maneion Wing/Recovered from Construction
Trench/Artifact Associated with Pipe Trench Immediately South

of Northwest Corner of Mansion

Artifact

Deecription

——— T —— — A T T i S —— - —— S W — . " {——— — -

Catalag Number: 91

—— ——— —

1973. 4 gms;
*BROCKWAY

8" x 3 1/2" = 2 1/4%;
manufacturers mark in panel:

Location: South Side of Mansion/West of Portico/Recovered from
Construction Trench/From Dark Brown Sandy Silt Immediately

Underneath Bluestones Adjacent to Foundation Wall.

Quantity Artifact

Description

a" x 3 3/8" x 2 1/4", with adhering
mortar, wt. 2200.5 gms; manufacturers I
mark in panel: "EMPIRE"

Catalog Number: 92

Location: Trench West Side of Main Mansion Wing/Opposite Central l
Areavay/Recovered from Consatruction Trench/Area of Disturbance

Vvigsible on Construction Trench Prnfile

— ———————— T —— —

Quantity Artifact

1 sherd slipwvare

1l pec bottle glasos

1 sherd ‘whitevare/pearlvare

Degcription

- -———— ———

red bodied,
clear glaze
dark green, patinated

plain

416

trace white glip under '



- B [

Faunal:
1 pc mammal bone
2 pce hard shell c¢lam

3.3 gms, from rib
10.5 gms

Catalog Number: 93

Location: Recovered from Backdirt/South of Mansion and Weat of Portico

Quantity Artifact

1 sherd vhiteware

———————— s T T e . S T

Deacription

Cataldg Number: 94
Location: Southweet Corner of

Quantity Artifact

Description

—— — A —— — ey T — ———— Y o — " S T o S

Catalog Number: 95.

Location: West Side Mansion/Base of Foundation Between Two Southernmost
Areavays/Fill in Cut-out Bedrock "Foundation Construction

Trench"

Quantity Artifect

——— —— ——— —— —_— ——— — i —

1 gherd porcelain
9 pce flat (window) glase
1 pc migc metal

1 sm pc brick

Description I

oriental export, trace underglaze blue
decoration, sherd from base of plate ©
bowl

green/aqua tinted
fragment of 15/16" wide pc of iron, ca
3732 thick

vith attached corroded iron
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Catalog Number: 96
East Side of Mension/Recovered from Disturbed Soil Adjacent to.

Location:
Octagon Wing/Above "Plovw Zane" Stratum/North End of
Construction Trench/Beneath East Hyphen Porch
Quantity Artifact Description I
1 pc brick 20.8 gme
2 pcs mortar 35.9 gms
Faunal:
1 pc mammal bone rib from medium sized mammal (14.1 gms)
1 pc hard shell clam 4.0 gme

Catalog Humber: 97
Location: East Side of Mansion/Recovered from Construction Trench Along I

North Foundation Wall of Main Wing/Ca. Two Feet Weat of Unit
A/From Upper Portion of Stratum Below "Plow Zone" {(Stratum 11
an Unit A Profile)/ May be intrusive due to root action.

— ——— —— . A — —— . — — - - —_ —— —— — —

Quantity Artifact Deecription I

1l pc kaolin smcking pipe fragment of stem and portion of bowl
with flat heel, bore diameter 4/64" I

Faunal:

1 pe bird bone 9.8 gms

Catalog Number: 98
Location: East Side of Mansion/North Foundation Wall/Ca. Two Feet West I

of Unit A/Loose Yellow/Brown 511t Next to Foundation
Wall/Below "Plow Zone" Stratum

Quantity Artifact Description
Faunal: I
1 pc. mammal bone portion of long bone from medium/large
aize mammal (fractured during I
excavation), cut mark on bone (38.0
B-48 l



" Quantity

2 pcs bird bone

Catalog Number: 99
Location:

Northeaat Coarner of Mansion/Recovered

= T —— S ———— . P . & e . i S

Description

from Backdirt

——— -

bore diameter,

Catalog Number: 100

Location: Brick Removed by Construction Workers from Top (Coverihg)

Course of "Drain"

Corner of Mansion

Congtruction/Base of Foundation/Southeast

Artifact

Description

B 5/8" x 4 1/2"

x 2 1/8",

mortar at

each end for attachment to underlying

bricks (2245.1

gms)

Catalog Number: 101
Location:

Artifacts From Fill in Brick

Wall/Southeast Corner of Mansion

Quantity Artifact

e e i T —— —— A ————— A . S b . L0

——— i ———— A T — ————— r— — —— — —— —

Description

"Drain"/Base of Foundation I




} i
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Catalog Number: 102
"Drain® at Base of Fcundation/SoutheasI

Location: Fill Adjacent to Brick
Corner of Mansion

Quantity Artifact Degcription

— — — o o o i e it S e T e S T —— __.__._I

1 pc corroded metal

_.—__—.—-——-—.——-————-———.————.—————.—.—

Catalog Humber: 103

Location: Recavered from Backdirt from Excavation of Southeastern-most

Poet for Construction Fence I
Quantity Artifact Description
1 fractured quartz pebble one edge may have been utilized by

Native Americans, possibly non-
aboriginally fractured I

Location: Recovered During Excavation of Southeastern Corner of Easter

Catalog Number: 103
Dry Well/Poseibly from Rubble-filled Pit 1

Quantity Artifact Deascription

— s — ——— v —

A — " —— T T ———— T ——— — —— — — -

1 pc *industrial®” porcelain probably portion of bathroom fixture I
(727.0 gms)

—— — ———— — — —— - —— — -

Catalog Number: 104 J
Location: Eastern Drainage Pipe Backhoe Trench/Recovered From Disturbe

Area in Weatern Wall Trench

——————_—.———_—..———_—_.————_.————..————_.————_.-———_--————_.———-—-———___.-.-——_—_....—_

Quantity Artifact Deacription I
1l pc bottle glass clear probably from side of small
B-50



octagcnal bottle with sloping sides I
(probably ink bottle)

Catalog Number: 105

Location: Eastern Drainege Pipe Backhoe Trench/Recovered From Backdirt I
Pile at Southern End of Trench

Guantity Artifact Description
1 sherd whitevare/pearlvare blue transfer printed, rim sherd with I

trace of design arcund interior of rim

1 pec bird bone ) leg bone from large bird (e.g turkey)

Catalaog Number: 106

Location: Western Dry Well Excavation/Recovered While Clearing Around I
Stone Wall in Southwest Corner

Quantity Artifact Description

1l gherd whitewvare/pearlware undecorated I

Catalog Number: 107

Location: Western Drainage Pipe Backhoe Trench/Recovered During
Excavation of Trench Approximately 24 Feet South of Mansion
Vicinity of "Trench* Disturbance

Quantity Artifact Desgcription I
1 sherd =soft paste porcelain approximately 1/2 of gaucer, S5 3/8"
diameter, height 1/2", hand painted I

polychrome decoration around inner rim
(probably 20th century)




.Catalog Number: 108

Location: Western Drainage Pipe Backhoe Trench/Recovered From Backdirt
Pile Hear Southern End of Trench

e e e o e e e . e et e . e i o e e Lt St S W i Wt S

Description

—r—— — — — ——— —— — —— ————

1 sherd pearlware/vhiteware

1 gsherd buff bodied stoneware

— ———— —

rim sherd with molded wavy rim, green
tinted around rim {(debased edgeware?)

underfired stoneware, flat sherd
probably from base of veasel, part of
makers mark present, part of monogram
(..E) in shield design present; below
shield, "FIRE PROOF"




