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INTRODUCTION

A plan for mitigatio; %f the adverse impact of the Sharfott
Estates project, Jlocated within the Sandy Ground National
Register District, was implemented in the Spring of 1983 for
Woodrose Associates of Yonkers, New York, by the staff of
Archéological Research Consultants, Inc. of Midland Park, New
Jersey. The Sharrott Estates Archeological Project (SEAP)
implemented the recommendations made in the earlier Cultural
Resource Sensitivity Study (Cotz and Lenik, 1982) and those
mandated by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation.

In accordance with the New York State Historic Preservation
Act of 1980, Section 14.09, six areas or parcels of the original
Sharrott Estates Project were designated as sensitive, requiring
additional documentation and excavation. A research proposal for
this work (Archeoiogical Research Consultants: March 18, 1983)
was approved by the-New York State Office of Parks, Recreation
and Preservation on April 6, 1983 (Figure I-l).

This report contains a synthesis of the docﬁmentary research
and excavation results. Included as appendices are: (I) a
computer-generated artifact catalog; (II) architectural drawings
(BABS standards) of the three structures to be razed - 68 and 102
Sharrott Road and 420 Bloomingdale Road; (III) a collection of
slides and photographs of the sites and excavations; and (IV) a
16 mm £ilm documenting the Sandy Ground community. A copy of the

written report and its Appendices is filed with the client,
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Woodrose Associates, Yonkers, New York, at the Archive Department

’
.

of the Staten Island Instiéute of Arts and Sciences, St. George,
Staten Island and at the ﬁew York State Office of Parks,
Recreation and Historic Preservation in Albany. The artifactual
material, orlgx.nal drawings, photos and film are also housed at
the Institute (Science Department) on permanent loan from the
Sandy Ground Historical Society, recipients of the collection
from Woodrose Associates. In addition, copies of the written
report are filed at the New York City Landmarks Commission, New
York City, the Staten Island Historical Society, Richmondtown and

with the Sandy Ground Historical Society, Woodrow, Staten Island.



Documentation

Historical documentation of the six parcels included broader
research questions to determine the general historical
development of Staten Island and the part this community played
within the context. Nineteenth and twentieth century local and
borough histories were consulted (Morris 1898; Cluﬁe 1887;
Pelletreau 1907; Leng and Delaven 1924; and Leng and Davis 1930)
to evaluate the image of Sandy Ground as portrayed by these
historians. This enabled a comparison with site specific data
generated from the study which would confirm or dispute those
earlier interpretations.

A historical description of the Sandy Ground community was
compiled utilizing recent research (Askins 1980, Dickenson 1981,
Schuyler 1974, 1977, 1980; Schneider 1977; Wilkins 1943 a & b and
Powell n.d.), as well as nineteenth century histories, maps, city
directories and census data. Original manuscript and photo-
graphic collections were consulted including the Black Man on
Staten Island [BMSI] at the Staten Island Institute of Arts and
Sciences [SIIAS], the Cutting Collection, Biographic File, and
the photographic collections of Austen, Cornell and Sperr at the
Staten Island Historical Society [SIHS], the BMSI Photo
collection and the general archives at SIIAS. Existing oral

histories were also included to build on this interpretation.




Site specific data was gathered in all the aforementioned
primary and secondary:squfces as well as county court records.
Oral histories were taken from three descendants who had lived on
three of the four house sites in the 20th century, adding broader
dimensions to each site's history. Deep thanks to Ernestine
Burke, Elizabeth Flynn, and William Pedro £for their
contributions.

Data was assembled from holdings at the iSIHS:, SIIAS:, and
the Richmond County Courthouse, as well as from the private
collections of Ernestine Burke (to Tottenville) and Alvin Hartje
(Great Kills).

Warmest appreciation to those professionals on Staten Island
who aided in this research effort and contributed their time and
expertise in its behalf., They include Eloise Beil, Christine
Hogan and Hugh Powell at the SIIAS, and Steven Bartow and Charles
Sachs at the SIHS. Warm thanks to Dr. Sherene Baugher for
sharing her data and expertise about Staten Island.

Yvonne Tayler, then president of the Sandy Ground Historical
Society, was an invaluable liaison between the community and
ourselves. Our thanks to all the members of the community who
shared their hospitality and knowledge: Nick and Alice Siviglia,
John Schelener Sr., Bill Haas, Elwood Taylor, Ralph and Charlotte

Cooper and Meg and William ‘Pop' Pedro.
Architectural
This recording project was undertaken to retrieve

information about three houses in the Sandy Ground Historic



District, Staten Islénd, N.Y. The buildings are to be demolished
and replaced with a contemporary subdivision. The once rural
l1ife of remote Staten Island, as revealed in the simple
vernacular houses that contained workable land, will be
transposed into the urbanized landscape of intensively built
housing which is now better connected to the regional pulse.

The information contained herein consists of seven sheets of
drawings containing a location map, a site plan and floor plans
and elevations of the houses. There is a written description,
record photographs and the field measurement sketches.,

Herbert J. Githens, registered architect, sketched plans and
elevations of the houses. BAssisted by John K. Farkas,
delineator, the buildings were measured and the sketches
dimensioned. These sheets are a part of this report. Using
these measurements, drawings were roughed out and areas for
checking and confirming dimensions were identified; subsequently
the sites were revisited. Plans and elevation were drawn on 4
mil polyester film, matte two sides (Techifax by James River
Graphics) using archival ink (Pelikan drawing ink T). Drawings
were prepared according to Historic America Buildings Survey
standards. HABS sheets were not used and this recording was
accomplished and funded independent of that governmental agency.
Original drawings are on permanent file in the Library of
Congress, Washington, D.C.. Mylar copies are housed with the
primary data at the Staten Island Institute of Arts and Sciences,

St. George.




Ex¢avation Strateqy

A separate testing strategy was determined for each of the
six parcels explored since very different data recovery was
expected from each, based on the earlier cultural resource study
performed. The prehistoric area (Parcel 1) was dug by trowelling
in 2" arbitrary increments, while natural stratigraphy was
followed in historic deposits (Parcels 2-6). Testing was
accomplished by using a variety of procedures and excavation
units including 18" diameter shovel tests, 2' X 2%, 3*' X 3¢,
5' X 5' and 3' X 6' troweled squares, backhoe trenching and
surface collecting within transect units. All troweled units
were sifted using 1/4" mesh., Baseline coordinates were provided

by the project surveyor T. Ettlinger, St. George, Staten Island.

Artifact Catalog

All artifacts were catalogued using a computer data
retrieval system developed by Jed Levin with additions by William
Askins. Each artifact was given a code, subcode and modifier;
specific notes further delineating chronology or method of
technology were also added. The code book, catalog and 151
historic data drawings referencing trade network and specific
artifact information are part of this report.

Mitch Mulholland of DMS Consultants, Levitt, Massachusetts,
developed the computer program for this project. The original
data file is stored at the computer archive at the University of
Massachusetts where it remains accessible to scholars as

comparative data.
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RESEARCH EXPECTATIONS

Research questions for this project were posed within
several contexts and encompass specific intra-site questions
and intersite relationships as well as more broadly based

regional questions.

Intra-site Analysis

At each of the individual sites an attempt was made to
delineate land use through time by asking questions such as how
did land parcels evolve; where was the main living structure
placed in relation to the given parcel; where were auxillary
living structures located and what were the relationships of
those who occupied them to those in the main house; what
outbuildings weré associated with each parcel; where were they
Jocated in relation to the main living structure; what
activities took place at each location. Some of this

information was available through use of primary documentation
(i.e. census, deeds, city directories, maps, diaries and oral
history). Archeological testing was used to discern or confirm
use patterns within each site, identify specific activity
areas, and recover cultural material directly associated with
certain individuals within restricted time frames. From this
data specific questions about those individuals could be

generated. Such guestions include procurement patterns of




material things, i.e., whére they were purchased, who they were

purchased from, at what boint in their 1ife, with what
particular bias (i.e. ethnic, associational or economic
preferences). It was important to distinguish what was made on
the homestead as opposed to what was being purchased and to try
to distinguish if those patterns had changed through time.

An overall analysis of documentation and material culture
shed 1light on the nuclear family and extended household
structure and 1its relationship to land use. Perhaps roles
within the family would be defined in an analysis qf their use
of space and material things through time. In every case it
would provide a framework within which to view this late 19th
century and early 20th century lifestyle, specifically
analyzing the conscious choices individuals made. This would
provide a comparétive base for other local community studies
and the framework within which to make broader comparisons in

the future.

Inter-site Analysis

The relationship between ©parcels would be equally
important to perceive. The sites broke down into four cate-
gories, two of which were the main basis for the inter-site
analysis. Parcel 1, while including a surface scatter of
historic period remains was primarily viewed as a pre-historic
site. Parcel 2, the location of the ice house on the Sharrott

property, probably operated as an auxiarlly outbuilding and



part of a domestic rathé;’than commercial usage. Both Parcels
1 and 2 are analyzed in terms of land use and (in Parcel 2)
function within the broader community structure.

parcels 3, 4, 5 and 6 are most interesting to view from an
intersite perspective; first comparing Parcels 3 and 4, and
parcels 5 and 6 with each other, then analyzing Parcels 3 and 4
with Parcels 5 and 6.

The two Cutting farmsteads that of Alfred, built in 1873,
at 68 Sharrott Road, Parcel 3, and that of his son, Robert, c.
1878 at 102 Sharrott Road (Parcel 4), provide comparative data
about the same family occupying adjoining farmsteads, on the
same street, in the same community, during the same time
pefiod. In some ways this can be considered an intra-site
study because many services and functions were shared during
the latter part- of the sites' occupation. At the outset,
however, each individual farm unit operated with the same
external circumstances, i.e., marketing availabilty, varied

occupational possibilities, potential overall land use. The

choices exhibited between the farmsteads in terms of
architecture, land use and material culture further reflect
family structure, economic capability and exploitation of the
environment.

The differences _within the spatial structure of each
parcel, it may be argued, is a product of individual response
to environment, - each influenced by individual  mindsets

including familial, ethnic, religious, and political variables.
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parcels 5 and 6 are! interesting comparative sites.as two
separate representations of the Black community. Both Harris
(444 Bloomingdale Road) and Pedro were non-oystermen, (420
Bloomingdale Road) pursued non-farming occupations to subsist
and projected their individual utilizations of space. The
architecture of the houses 1is a reflection of the networks

available to each at the turn of the century.

Broader Research Questions

NuﬁerOus other questions can be addressed as a result of
this stuﬁy some of which include the broader Sandy Ground
Community, the regional Township of Westfield, and Staten
Island as a whole.

On the community 1level one would want to establish
whether the parcéls under study are "typical® of large elements
of the community. Thereby, one could draw analogies to the
broader community and define it 1in terms of ethnicity,
economics, and other variables. Questions about subsistence
patterns within a given enviroment can be addressed and the
choices made examined (i.e. farming wvs. industrial or
éommercial).

Econonically, we might consider how much a community
could provide, both in terms of opportunity to make a living
and then in supplying material needs. This will be somewhat
evident in the choice of jobs people pursued as well as in an

analysis of their material goods remaining as artifacts.

i



Trade networks éitgfn the island, with New York -and New
Jersey, and with the gréater economic community are made
apparent through patterns discerned in material culture, f£from
choices in architectural design to the popularity of ceranmic
patterns. Accessibility to prevalent ideas and products is
tied to geographic isolation and the ability to easily move
through a System of transportation routes. Are the choices
individuals make influenced by the community, township and
county in which they 1live, and how is this manifest in the
study area.

Socially, what were the relationships between people in
the community; was it a solidified or factious group? 1In Sandy
Ground mixed racial relationships span four generations. How
have they evolved and/or changed over time and why? What
institutions have played a role in that evolution?

How does what happens in Sandy Ground £it into the overall
historic and present development of Staten Island? Is this
community a microcosm of broader historic development or an

anomoly for determinable reasons?

These are some of the research gquestions that can be
applied to the current study. By <considering them, a
particularistic evaluation of an isolated crossroads in Western

Staten Island between 1870 and 1950 takes on a more significant

role and contributes to our knowledge of history and ourselves .

by wresting a part of the unknown past from the present.
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PREHISTORIC SUMMARX

Introduction

The prehistory of southwestern Staten Island has been
researched and documented to a large extent and the published
data has provided excellent background material with which to
assess the project area. A search of the literature on the
project area, which includes Skinner 1909, Skinner and Schrabisch
1913, Williams 1968, Horwitz 1969, Rubertone 1974, Kraft 1977,
Lavin 1980, Jacobsen 1980, and the Staten Island Institute of
Arts and Sciences' Sandy Ground and Indian Sites Records, has
identified several prehistoric sites in close proximity to the
Sandy Ground/Sharrott Estates project area. Furthermore,
additional information was obtained through personal contact with
William Askins of the City College of New York, ‘who has extensive
knowledge of the project area, as well as several local
residents. These documented sites, although directly outside our
immediate project area, give us a good picture of aboriginal
settlement and subsistence patterns (Figure I-2), The
prehistoric sites in southwestern Staten Island have yielded a
variety of cultural material from the Paleo Indian period through
the Woodland period. A brief summary of the cultures of these

prehistoric periods is as follows:

The Paleo Indian Period (¢.10,000 B.C. to 8,000 B.C.)
Early man arrived in the new world sometime before 12,000

years ago. These early Americans, whom we call Palec Indians,

12
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Figure 1-2 (From Jaco't‘)s.on 1980:3)

T MAP I - Staten Island and Adjacent Areas, Showing Some Principal Streams
' and Location bf’Some_Archaeqlogical Sites Mentioned jn the Text.

Scale:  one inch equals approximately 3 pijeg.
Sites ‘or Multi-sjte Complexes :

. 1- Ward's Point- 5. Wort Farm 10. Léyrence Harbor

-7 2. Page Avenue 6. Richmond Hill 1}- 'Cliffwood Beach
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4. Smoking Point, 8. Goodrich. 13. perth Amboy
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migrated from Siberia across the Bering Land Bridge to Alaska
during the late Pleistocehe or Ice Age. They undoubtedly came
down from Alaska during the Two Creeks Interstadial around 10,000
B.C. when an ice-free corridor opened up between two massive
glaciers that covered Canada (Carlson 1978). During this period,
the Indians relied heavily on large pleistocene herbivores for
food, such as mammoth, mastodon, caribou, and musk ox. These
Indians were hunters and gatherers, a nomadic people who roamed
widely in search of food, and their settlement pattern consisted
of small temporary camps. The diagnostic artifact of the Paleo
Indian period ig the fluted projectile point. However, these
people made other sophisticated tools as well, such as gravers,

steep edge scrapers, knives, drills, and other unifacial tools.

The Archaic period (C.8,000 B.C. to 1,000 B.C.)

The Archaic Period produced a major shift in the settlement
and subsistence patterns of early man. Hunting and gathering was
still the basic way of life during this period, but the emphasis
in subsistence shifted from the large pleistocene herbivores, who
were rapidly becoming extinct, to smaller game and plants of the
deciduous forest. The settlement pattern of the Archaic people
indicates larger, more permanent habitation sites. These people
were increasingly more efficient in the exploitatioh of their
environment. The hallmarks of this period are grinding
implements, ground stone tools, and toward the end of this

period, or Terminal Archaic, the use of stone bowls.

14



The Woodland Period (c.1,000 B.C. to 1,600 A.D.)

In general, the hunt;n’g and gathering way of life persisted
in this period, but severél important changes took place.
Horticulture began during this périod and later became well
established with the cultivation of maize (corn), beans, and
squash. Clay pottery vessels replaced soapstone bowls, and
tobacco pipes and smoking were adopted. Also, the bow and arrow
replaced the spear and javelin during this period. The
habitation sites of the Woodland Indians increased in size and
permanence as these people continued to extract food more

efficiently from their environment.

Documentary Research

In prehistoric times, the general area surrounding the Sandy
Ground/Sharrott Estates site was apparently one of intense
occupation and use, In-1913, Alanson B. Skinner, of the American
Museum of Natural History, observed that "continuous
(prehistoric) camps occur along the shore from Rossville to
Tottenville with scattered relics in nearly every field" (Skinner
and Schrabisch 1913:44). Skinner' conducted extensive
archaeological investigations throughout Staten Island in the
early 1900's, and recorded more than twenty-five "important"”
sites throughout the entire Borough of Richmond (Skinner and
Schrabisch 1913: 43-45).

Skinner located a number of prehistoric sites in Woodrow,

very close to the project area. He stated that relics were found

15




in the area around Sandy Brook, and at Sandy Ground on the farm

of Isaac Wort, Sr. (Skinner 1909:10). Apparently, a number of
stone mortars was found at these sites, pointing to prehistoric
occupation during the Woodland period with agriculture being an
important subsistence activity. In addition, Skinner reported
that several skeletons were found on the property of Samuel Wort.
These skeletons were found in a "stone-walled chamber," together
with grave goods, such as projectile points and a stone bowl
(Skinner 1901:10). The Sandy Brook and Wort Farm sites are
located a short distance to the north and east of the present
area of study.

Indian relics were also reportedly found "near one of the
clay pits in the woods" (Skinner 1901:10). This report probably
refers to the Clay Pit Pond area which is presently a park
located to the west of the project area. A number of campsites
and shellheaps was found by Skinner in Rossville, together with
projectile points and pitted hammerstones (Skinner 1909:11). In
1980, Alvin Hartje, an outdoor specialist at a nearby school in
Pleasant Plains, surface-collected with his students in the open
field created by the development of land just east of the project
area for Concord Estates (Hartje, 1983: personal communication).
Located below Woodrow Road on the east side of Bloomingdale Road,
this housing development bordered the Sandy Brook (Faludi
1980:1)., Hartje collected over 400 pieces of Woodland pottery,
reflecting six different styles and three construction methods:

fiber, shell grit and fine shell grit tempering. The pottery is

16



saidlto date from the terminal archaic to the late Woodland
period (Faludi 1980:1, 4);,hovwever, the collection has not been
evaluated by a professional to date (Hartje 1983: personal
communication).

The Wort Farm Site is located in Rossville on a block of
land that is bounded by Barry Street on the north, Rossville
Avenue on the east, Woodrow Road on the south, and Winant Avenue
on the west. The southern boundary is the next road north of the
project area; Winant is the next road east of Bloomingdale. As
mentioned previously, the area was surveyed by Alanson Skinner in
the early 1900's and has also been the scene of numerous
excavations ever since. 1In the decade of the 1960's in
particular, several groups excavated at the site such as students
from the Brooklyn Childrens Museum, Columbia University and
members of the New York State Archaeological Association.

Williams (1968) in a report on her excavations at Wort Farm
indicates that numerous finds were made at the site. Twenty-
three projectile points were recovered from the site, most of
which were of a type known as Bare Island which generally date to
the Late or Terminal Archaic period. Five triangular points,
known as Madison or Levanna types, were found as well, which can
be ascribed to the Middle or Late Woodland period, plus other
stone tools such as knives, scrapers, and drills (Williams
1968:42-44). A total of 435 pottery sherds was reportedly found
at the site and these have been assigned to the Early Woodland

period (williams 1968:51).
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In summary, the Wort Farm site was probably a hunting camp
that was occupied intermittgntly by small groups of people over a
long span of time. This conclusion is reinforced by additional
archaeological work which was conducted at the site in 1969 and
reported by Jonathan Horwitz (1971). Borwitz reports similar
artifact finds such as Madison, Levanna and Bare Island
projectile points, and utilized flake tools of the Late Archaic
and Woodland periods. Thus, it can be inferred that some of
these people probably hunted from time to time in the Sharrott
Estates area to the south.

Another prehistoric site was located about one block
northeast of number 987 Bloomingdale Road in Rossville, located
just northeast of the project area. This site, known as Harik's
Sandy Ground, was destroyed by construction work on the West
Shore Expressway in the late 1960's. However, salvage
excavations were conducted at the site in 1967 which yielded an
abundance of prehistoric and historic material. Lavin (1980: 20)
reports that 59 aboriginal artifacts were recovered from Harik's
Sandy Ground Site. These finds include Bare Island-Poplar Island
type projectile points, chipped stone knives, scrapers, a
spokeshave, a hammerstone, a graphite paint stone and numerous
flakes. The projectile points seem to indicate a small component
of Late Archaic people at the site.

Three prehistoric sites are located in the vicinity of
Chemical Lane north of Arthur Kill Road. These sites are known

as the Smoking Point Site (STD 14-3), the Chemical Lane Site (STD
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22-3), and Pottery Farm Site (STD 23-3). An archaeological
survey of these sites was undertaken in 1974 by Patricia E.
Rubertone of the Staten Island Institute of Arts and Sciences.
Rubertone (1974) reports that these sites have yielded a variety
of prehistoric artifacts dating from the late Archaic through
Woodland periods. Projectile points, known as the Orient
Fishtail Type and used by Archaic period hunters, as well as
pottery sherds used by the Later Woodland people, were found at
the Pottery Farm Site. Orient Fishtail and Poplar Island points
of the Late Archaic period were also found at Smoking Point
(Staten Island LNG Project, Environmental Impact Statement:1981).

There is significant evidence to indicate that the Paleo
Indian lived on Staten Island in the vicinity of the Sandy
Ground/Sharrott Estates project area. One of the first reported
archaeological finds dating to the Paleo Indian period was a
single fluted point found on the Stephen E. Cutting site
{Alfred's son} in Rossville some time between 1914 and 1817
(Kraft 1977a:1). Bowever, the major Paleo Indian sites on Staten
Island are known as the Port Mobil Sites and are located in
Kreischerville, west of the project area. More than 160 Paleo
Indian artifacts have been reported from the Port Mobil Site, 18
of which are fluted projectile points, the diagnostic artifact of
this period (Rraft 1977b:275). Clearly then, early man was
undoubtedly traveling in the vicinity of the project area some 10

to 12 thousand years ago.
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The largest prehistoric site in southwesterﬁ Staten Island
is known as Burial Ridge }ocated in Tottenville. Skinner, in
reporting this site noted tgat_Tottenville "is the most important
single site in a wide area" (Skinner and Schrabisch 1913:44).
For over a hundred years, this extensive site has been the scene
of numerous excavations by relic collectors as well as amateur
and professional archaeologists. Literally thousands of
prehistoric artifacts have been recovered from the Burial Ridge
Site. Numerous burials and other cultural features were also
uncovered. This site experienced human occupation in prehistoric
times for approximately 8,000 years spanning the‘Archaic through
Woodland periods. dJacobson (1980) has characterized Burial Ridge
as the largest known cemetery in prehistoric coastal New York.
Although Burial Ridge is located a considerable distance south of
the Sharrott Estates area, it nevertheless gives us important
insights into prehisotric populations in southwestern Staten
Island.

Finally, documentary research indicates that Staten Island
furnished a wide range of raw materials (rocks and minerals) from
which the prehistoric inhabitants were able to fashion their
stone tools, Crypto—-crystalline materials such as chert and
jasper were favorite materials of the aboriginal toolmakers, and
were readily available throughout Staten Island in the form of
pebbles or nodules in gravel deposits. Sandstone, quartz, and
QUartzite were also commonly used by Indians. However, the Late

Archaic inhabitants of the Wort Farm, Harik's Sandy Ground, and
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Smoking Point Sites seemed to have a distinct preference for
argillite, particularly ;ﬁ the manufacture of projectile points
and knives (Lavin 1980:27). Ed Rutsch's (1968:78) analysis of
828 projectile points found on Staten Island indicates that
Archaic period people utilized argillite much more than their
successors, the Woodland people. It must also be noted that the
nearest sources of argillite are the Lockatong deposits in.
northeastern New Jersey (Didier 1975:94). 1In summary, the
prehistoric peoples of southwestern Staten Island left behind a
variety of stone tools on their habitation sites as well as stone
debitage — the waste material of their manufacturing processes
such as flakes, cores and rejects. Such artifacts/raw materials
were found in the Sandy Ground/Sharrott Estates initial cultural

resource survey and will be further described in Parcel 1.
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HISTORIC PERIOD SUMMARY

I. Historical Deyelopment of Staten Island

Staten Island, by virtue of its geographic location, has
been both tied to and isolated from the New York-New Jersey
metropolitan area that surrounds it. BAn island culture,
linked to the mainland by a series of ferries from its initial
European settlement in the 17th century, Staten Island has
provided a vital overland transportation link connecting New
York with New Jersey and Philadelphia. Once the emphasig
shifted from water transportation to rails and roads in the
mid-19th century, Staten Island took on a more isolated
character. This only began to change in the recent 20th
century as car bridges have increased access to the island.
Settlement patterns on the island have reflected this
accessibility as well as Ehe settlement pattérns of the larger
surrounding metropolis,

The post-Revolutionary War period was an important era of
adjustment for Staten Island which had been almost entirely
British controlled during the earlier conflict (Figure 1-3).
Colonial era settlement patterns reflect the Dutch, French
Huegenots, and English who had been the earliest settlers.
Land was divided into patents and was in many cases

unimproved. For nearly thirty years after the war Staten

22



//

@fm
\,.\ﬂ c»f!uM

i "§E¥¢$“w -
el =il %;
A seten
- s ’! . (.}4,,—_5%

A

‘‘‘‘‘

TR

TN ' RN . I
k y’, —~at I3 i\\.! :-4.(. /(n.wm- . \.‘. . - ’
™ " ,\\ o e

N\, FIGURE I-3

Hessian Map 1780-1783 sh
”/ ing the western shore of
7"‘“" :A ; Zritish held Staten Isla
_ "Z‘? ) B (Courtesy of the SIIAS).

‘ ¢ ".’_('-
= } j”, s . 0;’. {f’f"'""' y
: p < w * H. " . ' / .
1 ; [ ] "’..(.)- ‘”]n.b n ..'... 'u;l-.- 1‘, !f.‘ :‘,_I kl N
s RS .-'.:.":"‘ . Y
f,r o9 i . e ] e
i /4".'. 4 2-!‘07 . ) e l:‘
T " N te . % ,.-;.':-"' N K
i N, F v T
oy ' ."""f .
| /«"»w-x ‘ co 2 : -




\,

Island saw little new deue}opment, but rather the reestablish-
ment of farming and fishing as Primary occupations. In 1788
political boundaries were drawn dividing the iIsland into four
townships: Northfield, Southfield, Westfield, and Castelton
(Schneider 1977:30). These boundaries seem not to have
encouraged any particular c¢lustering or settlement, however.
During this period, local saw and grist mills appeared along
with other services such as stores, blacksmiths, weavers,
basketweavers and tailors {Leng and Delaven 1924:14).

The development of hamlets and villages on Staten 1Island
in the 19th century was linked in Part to transportation
networks, i.e., ferries and landings, inland roads and
crossroads, and subsequently to the commercial and
manufacturing establishments to which they were tied.
Tompkinsville, on the east shore, established in 1814-1815 by
Daniel Tompkins, is an example of one of the first of these
crossroad communities occuring at the intersection of two
roads, today's Victory Boulevard and Bay Street (Leng and
Delavan 1924:21). Richmond, located in the center of the
Island, characterized the village pattern in this early 19th
century period, which included private dwellings; auxillary
buildings such as hotels, churches ana public buildings; as

well as commercial and manufacturing complexes (Staten 1Island

1979:4). "Totensville" or Totenville characterized this

pattern in the southwest section of the island.
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Early links with 'the; mainland were made by ferry. The
ferry at Totenville linked Staten Island with Perth Amboy, and
that at Holland or Howland Hook linked the island to Elizabeth,
across the Arthur Kill in New Jersey. Between Bergen Point
and Port Richmond the ferry crossed the Kill Van Kull; while
the Ryerson Ferry at New Brighton linked Staten Island with
Manhattan. Another ferry crossed the narrows to Brooklyn ({Leng
and Davis 1930). By 1816 Daniel Tompkins and his Richmond
Turnpike company had constructed a continuous road linking the
northeast shore at Tompkinsville with the New Blazing Star
Ferry (Linoleumville) on the west shore (Leng and Delavan
1924:21) . At the same time Tompkins opened up steam boat
service between Tompkinsville and Manhattan, creating a direct
route between New York and Philadelphia via Staten Island.

As urbanism . -became increasingly oppressive in Manhattan,
and a new middle class developed early in the 19th century.
Staten 1Island with its bucolic settings and healthy rural
environment became increasingly attractive as a place to find
solace (Morris 1898:17) Several large communities were
purposely laid out to be fashionable, romantic, suburban
communites: for example, New Brighton (1834, developed by
Thomas Davis); the village of Richmond (1836, by Seaman);
clifton (1837, by the Staten Island Association); and Hamilton

Park (1853 by Hamilton) (Staten Island 1979:7).
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Easy access to New York City, a healthful environment and
relative isolation caused the north shore to become the site of
several large public and private institutions during the 19th
century (Pelletreau 1907). The Quarantine Station {1799)
served as a detainment area for persods entering the harbor
with contagious diseases; several other complexes were later
added including Fever Hospital and St. Nicholas Hospital

(Staten Island 1979:11). In the 1830's several institutions

for seamen were located on the north shore, including Sailors'
Snug Harbor, and‘ the Seaman's Retreat (Shepherd 1979: 16).
These institutions occupied large tracts of land, usually on
the shoreline and were-almost totally self-sufficient, having a
complex of auxillary buildings associated with them. They were
somewhat responsible for the growth of the towns surrounding
them, while simultaneously inhibiting the town's expansion and
development by occupying prime water front property (Butler
1853). In the late 19th century Mount Loretto (1883) a large
non-medical institution developed along the south shore south
of the project area, following much the same pattern as the
earlier institutions had, occupying extensive acreage and
erecting building complexes within the grounds.

Resorts, another settlement pattern discernible after the
first guarter .of the 19th century, were also a result of
extensive urban growth in New York and the desire to escape

from oppressive heat and noise to a rural seashore setting.
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The south shore of Bdaten Island, with its picﬁuresque
environment and miles of seashore, became a favorite retreat
for the city's weary and wealthy. The earliest resorts were
the Pavilion Hotel (1827) and Planters Hotel (1821) in
Tompkinsville; later the New Brighton Pavilion (1837) and Hotel
Castelton (1891) were located on the north shore near the study

area (Staten Island 1979:9). South Beach, later Midland began

to develop by the 1880's creating an extensive resort and
recreational area utilized by as many as 100,000 a day at peak

season (Staten Island 1979:9)

Tndustrialization began on the north shore at Factoryville
(West New Brighton) when in 1819 Barrett, Tileston and Company
established a dyeing and printing house there (Leng and Delavan
1924:26). The Staten Island Whaling Company and later Jewett
White Lead Works (1842) in Port Richmond, oystering beds on the
west and south shores as well as shipbuilding, provided other
focus points for settlement during the first half of the
century because of the manufacturing or industrial/commercial

opportunities available (Staten Island 1979:4). Much of the

expansion that took place, especially along the north and south
shores occurred in a 1linear fashion, spreading out along the
coast line (Butler 1853}.

After 1850 a number of wvillages experienced substantial
growth because of the introduction of industry. The village of
Kreischerville (now Charleston), just west of the study area,

developed after 1854 when Balthasar Kreischer began his brick
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works there on a 700 &atfe plot of land between Rossville and
Totenville (Schneider 1977:11). As a more developed village of
the second half of the 19th century, Kreischerville was
representative of the single company town having the inQustrial
place as the focal point along with worker's housing, the
manufacturer's mansion, and the strip of commercial and social
services needed to accommodate them ({(Butler 1853; Schneider
1977:11-13}.

On the north shore the brewery business became important
in the mid-19th century. In New Brighton this occurred with
the development of Bachmann's Brewery (1851), and those of
Constanz (1852), Bechtel (1853), Bischoffs (1854) and Rubsant
Hormann (1870} (Leng and .Delavan 1924:27). In 1852 the De
Jonge's Paper Factory also began in nearby Tompkinsville
(1924:27) .

Several improvements in transportation became operational
in the last half of the century which increased
industrialization somewhat and opened the south shore of the
island to increased settlement and development. The first
steam railroad 1linked Clifton with Tottenville in 1869 (Leng
and Delavan 1924:24). As reflected on the 1898 County Atlas
Map small wvillages and hamlets grew up around the train
stations along the route (Robinson 1898). The Staten 1Island
Rapid Transit Railway Company was added to the rail system
between 1884-1886 with a train bridge opening over the Arthur

Kill in 1889. Meanwhile, stages and horse cars linked the
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north and east sho;re' with Richmond and Linoleumville .to the
west (Leng and Delavan 1924:25) .

Expanded transportation systems coupled with  expanding
fortunes made in the 19th century lead to another distinctive
settlement pattern on Staten Island - the estate. Residences
with multiple acres, outbuildings, and "substantial residents"
reflected another aspect of the trend toward suburban
romanticism that gained popularity in the 19th century.,
becoming pervasive on the south shore by the end of the century
(Ropbinson 1898). Among the island's most notable estates were
those of Daniel Tompkins (N.Y. Governor and U.S. Vice President
1817-1824) (1821) facing the Bay énd Narrows; Marble House in
Castleton; Aspinwall (1850s) in Clifton; the Vanderbilt estate
on the south shore; and villas in Clifton and New Brighton

(1840's and 1850°'s) in the Gothic Revival style (Staten Island

1979:10) .

While providing a setting of beauty and splendor for the
wealthy, the estate settlement pattern carried with it a host
of service 'linked employment, from architects and builders to
gardners and domestic workers. Some of these employment
opportunities provided work for those living in less developed
areas of the island, such as members of the Sandy Ground
community in Westfield.

By 1880 Staten Island had a population of approximately
40,000 people, 90% of whom were clustered in wvillages along the

northern and eastern shore lines (Webb  1882: 12-13).
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Geographically, howeve?ﬂ the island was still klargely
characterized by large fafms, forested hills, swamp, marsh,
saltmeadow and miles of beach (Robinson 1898). Industry, which
was clustered along the shore 1line accounted for wvillages
growing larger, and adding accretions énd services. Some of
the industries developing in the later 19th century included
the S.S. White Dental Works (1865) at Prince's Bay; the
International Ultramarine Works (1885) at Rossville; the
Kreisher Brick Works (1854) at Kreisherville; trap rock and
mining (till 1882) at Graniteville and Todt Hill; the Dean
Linseed 0il Mill (1869); &American Socks (1872); the American
Lineoleum Company {(1873); the Plaster Mills (1877); and the
C.W. Hunt Company (after 1882) (Schneider 1977: 10-13; Leng and
Dealven 1924: 26-28). Traditional farming and fishing pursuits
diminished after the turn of the 20th century and oystering was
altogether banned in 1916. This shift coincided with the
incorporation of the Island in 1898 as Richmond County, ocne of
the five boroughs of New York City. Opportunities for
employment within industrial and manufacturing centers became
increasingly important as subsistence alternatives for
Islanders, Jjust as its political base expanded and solidified

ties with New York City and nearby New Jersey.
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1TI. Historic Period Settlement of Sandy Ground

#

17th and 18th Century 1

Demographically, the west shore of Staten Island in the
17th Century reflected diverse nationalities. The Dutch
settlement there was an outgrowth of the New Amsterdam colony
of the mid 17th Century as well as a result of the subsequent
English domination of New Amsterdam and its outlying settle-
ments after 1664, French Heugenot fugitives also settled there
Quring that time (Dunn 1873).

It is not sufprising to find then that the area
surrounding and including the community now known as Sandy
Ground located off the west shore of the island was subdivided
into patents by the very end of the 17th Century and reflected
this ethnic diversity. The patents were held by Dutchmen,
Englishmen and French Huegenots (Skine 1907, .~ Figure 1-4).
Many of these paEents remained undeveloped until somewhat later
in the 18th Century (Schneider 1977:6). The irregularly shaped
patents of Peter Minne, Anthony Tice (123 acres, 1696) and Mark
pusachoy (146 acres, 1694—95; 160 acres, 1696; 140 acres, 1701)
were included within the project area (Skine 1907). Mark
Dusachoy, described as a "Planter" in a 17th Century deed
transaction, was a major landowner and held several other
patents (about 300 acres) north and east of Sandy Brook, a
total of some 823 acres altogether in the Smoaking Point area

(Schneider 1977:7).
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Patents both noréhfsﬁd east o0f the project area were more
regularly divided into loﬁg rectangular parcels of varying
acreage, many of which contained at Jleast 80 acres. Future
roadways and subsequent land divisions reflected these early
patents. For example, the route of'.present Woodrow Road
approximately follows one of the east-west patent division
lines in the study area (Skine 1907).

Indications of individual settlement within the area first
appear on English, French and Hessian Revolutionary War period
maps recorded between 1775 and 1783 when Staten Island was an
English stronghold (McMillan 1933; Figure 1I-5). Eighteenth
century development was concentrated along roadways. The route

of present day Woodrow Road reflected settlement by the
Johnsons, Merserauls; Slaughts, Wynants and Parlies (McMillan,
1933). A north-south route is indicated along what is today
Bloomingdale Road, just west of thé Sandy Brook. However, no
settlement appears on maps of this vicinity or any other area
within the project zone during the 18th Century.

The two closest 18th Century settlements to Woodrow were
north. along the south side of what is presently Arthur Kill
Road, known in prehistoric time as Smoaking Point,° in the IB;h
century as 0ld Blazing Star (site of the ferry), then Rossville
in the 19th century;, and south of Woodrow Road along today's
Amboy Road in the Prince;s Bay, Pleasant Plains area. It is
unclear how much of these areas were included within "Sandy

Ground™ in the 17th or 18th centuries. That there was a
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vicinity specificallf ‘ddésignated as "Sandy Ground" by the
Revolutionary War period, however, is indicated by the legend
of the c. 1777 Hessian Map (Figure I-6). This map lists eleven
specific English and Hessian camp sites; among them is listed:
"Sandy Ground; Maj. Von Wurmb with " two companies. Capt.
Waldenberg with one company" (McMillan, 1933). A specific
designation is made for the settlement north aleng Arthur Kill
Road (now Rossville) designated O0Old Blazing Star at the
location of the ferry. This then, seems to represent a
separate place from Sandy Ground, although the latter's
boundaries are not defined. In any case, it is apparent that
the western section of the island including Sandy Ground was
heavily garrisoned with British and Hessian soldiers (up to
40,000 altogether were encamped on the island) perhaps owing to
the location of the ferry and its access to New Jersey and
Philadelphia or the ability of the local farmers to provision
the troops (Schneider 1977:8-9).

A sketch map of Richmond County in 1797 shows development
on the north side of Woodrow Road particularly around the Sandy

Brook as well as a church somewhat to the east (A New and

Correct Map, 1797). As was characteristic of the rest of the

island, the early national period saw the newly designated
township of Westfield (changed from West Quarter, Division or
Precinct in 1788) adjusting to English withdrawal.

While specific documentation about how the earliest Sandy

Grounders made a living has not been within the purview of this
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study, it is likely that they followed one of the two major
occupations on the isi;mg L agriculture of fishing. Wéstfieid
was described in the 1800 Codnty Abstract (as quoted by Morris
1898) with the highest land valuation of the four townships,
assessed at £169,193; its slave valuation of the four
townships, £10,500 (Schneider 1977:9). The area of Westfield
enjoyed the reputation of being "a wealthy area of productive
farms" during the early portion of the 19th Century and was
recorded by county newspapers and local commentators in 1839 as
an area composed of "...one of the most peculiar classes of
independent yeomanry to be found in the United States. Their
farms are of small extent, but are highly cuitivated and
enriched with a prodigality of fruit trees, and their neat
white cottages...are held by the descendants of the original
owners to this day” (as quoted in Schneider 1977:9).
Oystering,'associated with Prince's Bay just south of
Sandy Ground, dates from the earliest Dutch occupation circa
1670 and was also tied to early settlement along Lemon Creek
and perhaps the Sandy Brook (Powelll976:1-3). Oysters in the
New York Bay area, renowned for taste and abundance, were
mentioned in Dutch journal advertisements targeted to entice
gettlers to New Amsterdam and Staten Island (Figure I-7).
Oysters from the New York area were traded up the Hudson to
Albany, pickelled and sent to Barbados while oyster shells were
used to make lime for building (powe11137_=§,..=3i - The 18th

Century saw the first legislation passed to control the large
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scale decimation 6f 'nglbral oyster beds, but this rdidn't
preclude numerous clashes between New York, New Jersey and
Staten Island oysterman over bed boundaries (Powell 1976:4).
By the end of the 18th Century natural oyster beds in the New
York vicinity were exhausted and the préctice of seeding beds
began. Long Island was a prime source of oyster seed in the
early 19th Century but by 1820 oysters from the Chesapeake Bay
area were also being transplanted in Prince's Bay. This trade
route network was to have a direct impact on the 19th Century
development of the area under study at Sandy Ground.

While no specific documentation was collected on direct
family lines outside the immediate project parcels, it seems
evident from an 1831 petition made by Westfield oystermen that
a number of the families occupying houses on Woodrow Road
during the Revalutionary War period were still in the
neighborhood. Among the 140 named oystermen and friends listed
were Slaghts, Merserauls, Winants and the 17th Century Disoway
name (Powell 1976::13). It seems, likely, then that there was
an established oystering community in existence on Woodrow Road
by the third decade of the 19th Century.

The 1840 survey "The Agriculture of Richmond County”,
described the planting and raising of oysters as "an extensive
and lucrative trade" with "a number of large schooners...

employed in the oyster trade between Staten 1Island and
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Virginia, while smaller vessels ply between the oyster beds and
the New York market..." (Akerly as quoted in Powell 1976:14) ..

Many members of the Westfield community worked at the
oystering trade south at Prince's Bay and north in the Arthur
Kill, as well as at farming. The productivity of the farms in
Westfield was well known at mid-19th century (Richmond County
Register 1862: 28)., The well drained sandy soil of the area,
unlike the rich clayey loam of the rest of the Island was
producing wheat, rye, oats, barley, corn, potatoes and apples
(New York State Census 1855: unpaged).

By 1875 specialty sandy cash crops were being produced along
with those listed earlier - particularly strawberries, rasp-
berries, blackberries, watercress and mint (New York State Census
1875: 5, 7). Both oystering and farming sustained the community
along with the regional marketing of these delicate products.

Individuals supplemented their living with subsistence
farming, day labor and full or part time service-oriented
occupations such as blacksmithing, butchering and local store
keeping. Westfield supported several churches by mid-century: a
Methodist Episcopal (seating 700} and a Dutch Orthoéox (New York
State Census 1855: unpaged), The Episcopal Church at Rossville
was begun in 1842; the Zion Methodist Eﬁiscopal Church began in
1850 (seated 150) but split into the Methodist Episcopal
Conference in 1875 moving to the present location on Bioomingdale
Road (Hubbell 1898: 149; Wilkins 1843b). The area supported

several general stores and no newspaper. Yet by 1885 the
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the west shore was linked by a railroad bridge to New Jersey
(Elizabethport to Howland Hpok) and larger trade and occupational .
opportunities (Webb 1888: 10-13).

By 1888 Westfield encompassed one third of the area of
Staten Island but held less than one seventh of the population as
the north and south shores expanded. Politically, it operated
under a town government where each community electéd a
supervisor, board of assessors, tax collector, clerk, auditor,
justice of the peace, excise commissioners, constables, sealer of
weights and measures, highway commissioner and superintendent of
the poor (Webb 1888: 8, 9).

At the time of consolidation as part of New York City in
1898, Westfield was divided into the hamlets of Tottenville.
Pleasant Plains, Prince's Bay, Annandale,- Huguenot, Eltingville,
Kreischerville, Rossville and Greenridge (Industries of Staten
Island 1898: 77, 78, 83, 85). The study neighborhood, Sandy
Ground, had no political boundaries but existed at and around the
intersection of Bloomingdale Road (19th century Pleasant Avenue)
and Woodrow Road. Sandy Grounders became identified with
communities on its periphery -~ Rossville to the norﬁh, Woodrow to
the east, Kreischerville to the west and Pleasant Plains to the
south. |

The intersection of Woodrow and Bloomingdale Roads was known
as Bogardus' Corner by the 1870s and was the location- of several
commercial operations. Almost all were ruh by Bogardus; these

included a general store, an undertaker and an ice cream
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manufactury (Business Directorv 1879:5). This was the extent of
the neighborhood comme;c%al network. Larger and additional
services, a butcher, for example, were at the nearby communities
north and south of Sandy Ground.

Sandy Ground has been studied by several historians and
anthropologists (Askins, Schneider, Schuyler, Wilkins) and
described as a racially and ethnically diverse neighborhood
composed of free Blacks from New York City; Orange, New Jersey;
and the eastern shore of Maryland; along with those of English
Irish, German, and Huegenot backgrounds, all of whom interacted
at various levels with each other in the community. This study
will try to elaborate some of those relationships.

The Sandy Ground area was designated by several other names
by the end of the century and its geographic boundaries were
drawn precisely (Morris Vol. I 1898: 414):

Harrisville, Africa or Little Africa is a nickname for

a negro settlement near the Rossville Road, Westfield.

Harrisville is the official name of the place. ‘At

Harrisville, W. of Rossville road, b'd north by land of

P.A. Ash, E. by lands of R,H. or Robert Dixon, S. by

lands of Thomas Jefferson or Leven Purnell and W. by

lands of Aaron Close.

Ultimately, the community can be defined by eiiciting sets
of interpersonal relationships that move beyond a physical space
to the sense of being a part of a specific group.

At the turn of the century the economic wviability of
oystering became tenuous because of pollution. 1In 1916 the

oyster beds were closed by the Board of Health as hazardous to

public health (Powell 1976). Schuyler postulates that
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subsistence for those formerly pursuing oystering, particularly
the Black segment of the qppmunity moved to gardening and village
level industry (1972b: 38). Industrial jobs in New Jersey also
became a viable economic alternative, allowing the community to
remain based in Sandy Ground.

Farming continued to be an important subsistence alternative
after the turn of the century. However, improved transportation
networks and container storage (refrigerated freight trains,
later trucks) caused Staten Island to loose its edge in the
marketplace as producers of delicate sandy crops. This led to

its eventual decline in importance in the Sandy Ground community.
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" PARCEL 1

INTRODUCTION

Project Description

In September and October 1982, the cultural resources
sensitivity survey of the proposed Sharrott Estates Project
revealed the existence of a préhistoric site in one section of
the proposed housing development area. Specifically, two loci
of chert flakes considered to be of aboriginal origin were
found along the eastern edge of the Sharrott Estates property
between Sharrott Road and Clay Pit Road (Cotz and Lenik
1982:12, 26, 28). The area of these finds was designated as
"Section B" in the 1982 survey report but is referred to as
Parcel 1 in this report.

The first artifact cluster was located along the border of
the property and consisted of two prehistoric chert flakes
found on the surface of the ground and two additional chert
flakes which were recovered from soil stratum B of test #102.
The second artifact cluster was found approximatly 50 feet to
the north of this test. Two more chert £lakes were found on
the surface adjacent to test #167. No subsurface prehistoric
material was recovered from test #167. The 1982 survey report
recommended additional testing in the area in order to define
the nature and extent of prehistoric occupation of the site.

In April and May 1983 archeological test excavations were
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conducted in Parcel ‘l: Z“Ithe results of this phase .two
mitigation work is presented beiow.

Pparcel 1 is located in the northeast portion of the
Sharrott Estates/Sandy Ground project area. It is a
rectangular section of land measuring 75 feet in length by 50
feet in width and borders the eastern edge of the - proposed
housing development between Sharrott Road and Clay Pit Road.
This sensitive zone of potential prehistoric occupation
encompasses an area of 3,750 feet and was intensively examined

and tested.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH DESIGN

The stated purpose or research design of this phase of the
archaeological testing program was threefold:

1. To assess the nature of prehistoric occupation within
Parcel 1. That is, to identify the type of settlement,
subsistence or other activities engaged in at the site.

2. To determine the extent of prehistoric occupation at
the site and to establish the placement in time.

3. To locate, recover and record. cultural features and
artifacts through archaeological excavation and intensive
surface collecting.

The archaeological sampling strategy that was wutilized
within Parcel 1 included the following methods and ﬁroceduresg"ﬁ

First, a total of thirteen (13) 3' x 3' squares was
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e#cavated within the areai Of this total, 8 units were
excavated around the first artifact cluster called locus 1, and
4 units were excavated around the second cluster, or locus 2,
at the northern end of the parcel. One (1) additional 3' x 3°
square was excavated between these loci (See Figure 1-1). Each
3' x 3' square was excavated separately in arbitrary 2 inch
levels to culturally sterile depths. Small trowels, dustpans
and brushes were the most commonly used tools and all soil from
the excavation was screened through a 1/4 inch hardware cloth
screen. Each artifact recovered £from the site was bagged
according to its vertical position or level within each square.

Secondly, the eastern edge of Parcel 1 served as a
north-south baseline for the site. From this baseline, a
series of 15 transects was laid out from east to west across
the parcel. These "transects were 50 feet in length by 5 feet
in width. BEach of these transects was intensively surface
collected in an attempt. to £find additional surface artifact
clusters or other evidence of prehistoric occupation. Any
surface artifact recoveries were recorded and bagged according
to these units.

Finally, we examined and analyzed the prehistoric artifact
collection made by Alvin Hartje from a site along Sandy Brook
to the east of Bloomingdale Road. This site has already been
destroyed by a housing development. However, due to the

nearness ©of this Sandy Brook site t¢ the one in Parcel 1, we
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felt it was possible that ! there might be some relationship
between the two, or that it could provide us with some

comparative data.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

In order to understand the nature of the Parcel 1 site, it
is necessary to consider 1its physical environment and its
relationship to the prehistoric human settlement system. The
Sharrott Estates/Sandy Ground area in _southwestern Staten
Island is considered to be a part of the Coastal Plain
physiographic province which consists of a unigue combination
of geological formations, soils, and landforms. The geological
history of the coastal plain begins about 135 million years ago
with the deposition of marine sediments during the Cretaceous
Period of the Mesozoic Era. During this time numerous large
scale fluctuations in sea level occured which caused periods of
submergence and emergence together with episodes of
sedimentation and erosion (Widmer 1964:89-144). .Thus, Staten
Island developed as a result of marine sedimentation.

The sediments of western Staten Island in general, and our
project area in particular, are comprised of clays, silts, sand
and gravels of Cretaceous age which are overlain .by similar
deposits of Pleistocene age. The soils are generally fine in
texture, and subsoils are predominately clayé and Jloam.

Coastal Plain soils have a high available water capacity
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and good moisture retentioil!because of the presence of large
quantities of clay minerals. " The archaeological excavations
within Parcel 1 clearly reflected this geological feature. As
a result of leaching, the more soluable bases have been lost
from the soil and therefore they are extremeiy acid.

in general, the environmental conditions on the' Coastal
plain of western Staten Island have not changed significantly
during the time of human habitation of the region. Beginning
about 3,000 years ago the climate and landforms as well as the
flora and fauna had begun to approximate their present
configurations (Salwen 1975:55).

The soils of western Staten Island were covered in former
times with extensive stands of mixed hardwoods. However,
pecause of the high natural fertility of the soil much of the
land in the project area has been cleared of its native
vegetation for agricultural use, as well as for domestic and
industrial development. By the beginning of the 17th century,
evidence suggests that extensive forest clearance had already
taken place in the northeastern United States prior to the
extensive European settlements. It was an almost universal
northeastern Indian practice to annually burn sections of the
forest and underbrush to enhance hunting activities. This
practice plus horticultural clearing by the Indians created an

open park-like character in the forests (Salwen 1975:62*63).
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In 1963, a disaétroug 'fire reportedly engulfed much of
western Staten Island including the Sharrott Estates/Sandy
Ground area. This event markedly changed the physical
characteristics of the landscape. The physical evidence and
results of this fire 1is c¢clearly visible 'in the zone around
Parcel 1. There are no "o0ld" trees in the area and several
burned-out stumps were observed in the dense growth south of
Clay Pit Road. The landscape appears to be marred with vehicle

tracks and bulldozed piles of earth which may be the result of

the 1963 fire-fighting activity.

Most of Parcel 1 is a flat open field with some grass or
scrub-brush growth. The trees in the immediate area
surrounding the site are of very recent growth and the
predominant species are white birch, oak, gum and maple.
During this archaeélogical study, pheasants, woodcock, and a
variety of other bird species were observed in the area. The
topography of the site slopes gently and almost imperceptibly
from east to west and the parcel is at an elevation of
approximately 115 feet above mean sea level. Much of Parcel 1
has been stripped of its topsoil cover .and numerous bare spots

are evident. The visible subsocil is a fine tan-orange colored

sand and water erosion of the site seems to be an on-going
process in the area.
Two post glacial ponds are Jlocated approximétly 300 feet

west of Parcel 1. These ponds, together with adjacent swampy
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areas and small feeder sirghhs would have provided a suppl& of
potable water for human populaﬁions. The ponds would alsoc have
served as a potential food resource area particularly in the
form of annual migrations of Qaterfowl. In the-course of our
field work we observed the presence of several large turtles as

well as some fish in the northern-most of the ponds.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATIONS

A north-south baseiine was established along the eastern
edge of the Sharrott Estates/Sandy Ground poperty and sections
of the site were gridded in a series of 3' x 3' squares to the
west of the baseline. As stated earlier in this report, 8
squares were excavated around locus %1, 4 around locus $#2, and
1 square, locus $#3 was excavated between the two. A
description of the soil stratigraphy and artifacts recovered
from each of these areas within Parcel 1 is presented below.

In order to learn the nature of site utilization in this
area, the excavation strategy chosen was to hand trowel each
square in arbitrary 2 inch layers. The objective of this
approach was to expose cultural features which would be highly
visible on each resulting surface. The 3' x 3' test units were
to be expanded if features were encountered. However, no
cultural features were found in the excavations within Parcel
1. PFurthermore, it must be emphasized that the initial survey
and testing of Parcel 1 in 1982 revealed that the area was

highly disturbed by both human and natural agencies.

51




Locus #1: All of the?é squares excavated in this section
revealed the same straiigraphié pattern. The squares 1in this
location are numberedf o, 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10 and 12. All of
these units were excavated to a maximum depth of 32 inches.
Essentially, there was only one soil horizon present, a deep
deposit of sand primarily of a tan-orange or brown-orange
color. Only a few small rocks and pebbles were found within
this sand horizon and occasional root disturbance was
revealed. Water was enéountered at a depth of 10 inches to 12
inches within each square and this necessitated pumping in
order to continue the excavations to a deeper level.(Figure 1-2).

Prehistoric artifacts were most common in the upper 12
inches of the tan-orange sandy soil horizon. Nevertheless,
they were also found in the lower levels but in rapidly
decreasing amounts. The artifact finds consisted almost
entirely of lithic debitage, that is, the stone waste material
from the prehistoric tool manufacturing processes. A few stone
tools, most of these fragmentary, were found as well and these
recoveries wére concentrated in thg uppetr levels. A
description of these specimens will be presented later in-this
report.

Some soil erosion appears to have occured within Parcel 1
and there are several factors which can account for this
natural event. First, fhe topography slopes gently from east

to west. The highest elevation is 125 feet above mean sea
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