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Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

1.0 Introduction 
 
1.1 Background 
 
'Greencliffe', the subject of this report, occupied one of the best vantage points along the harbour 
foreshores, immediately adjacent to the Harbour Bridge and opposite Sydney Cove (Fig. 1).  The 
building, with its combination of 1880s Italianate and 1920s architecture, was obvious to anyone 
using the harbour or walking in the vicinity.  A look around the harbour foreshores in this part of 
the North Shore would show that much of the housing stock of a comparable period had been 
replaced by modern blocks of flats. 
 
Its prime position meant if the building came onto the property market and it was not considered to 
warrant protection under local or state heritage legislation then developers would take a keen 
interest.  When this happened there was a substantial amount of heated debate, inside North Sydney 
Council and outside among local groups, about the fate of the building.  Plans were put forward 
which, in one version, would have seen Council purchase the property, convert it into a cultural 
centre or for some similar use, and use the house's curtilage as a continuation of the public area on 
the eastern side of the bridge. 
 
The Development Application, submitted by Greencliff Developments Pty Ltd, would mean the 
demolition of the existing building.  One of Council’s requirements to consider this application was 
that a Heritage Assessment should be carried out on the main building and a historical archaeologist 
should carry out an archaeological assessment.  These were commissioned by Bruce Swalwell 
Architects.  Upon the archaeological assessment recommending that a program of archaeological 
salvage be undertaken Casey & Lowe Associates were contracted by Bruce Swalwell Architects.  
This report presents the results of that archaeological excavation. 
 
The redevelopment of 51-53 Kirribilli Avenue is for residential apartments.  Bulk excavation of the 
site has removed all evidence of prior land-use.  The street numbering was changed to make the 
address 1 Kirribilli Avenue. 
 
 
1.2 Greencliffe Heritage Assessment 
 
The Architectural Heritage Assessment and Photographic Survey was undertaken by Schwager 
Brooks and Partners, Architects and Heritage Consultants.  An initial report in August 1993 
undertook documentary research and site inspections in order to analyse the fabric of the standing 
building.  This report included a statement of heritage significance and made recommendations.  The 
report was added to in December 1993 when the recently vacated building could be inspected in its 
entirety and its fabric examined more closely.1  The report recorded the various fabric that could be 
accessed, recorded the floor plans and analysed the house’s various building stages.  Small areas of 
plaster were removed so that the building materials could be analysed and phased (Fig. 20; 
Appendix 4).  The photographic collection of Stanton Library (North Sydney Municipal Council) 
was examined although the photographs found there did not illustrate the pre-1920s house in any 
detail, except for the original 1860s house.  The report outlined five main stages in the house's 
architectural history (see below, Section 2.2). 
 
In their assessment of significance the report stated: 
                                                           
1 Schwager Brooks and Partners, Greencliffe, 51-53 Kirribilli Ave, Kirribilli, Heritage Assessment and 
Photographic Survey, report submitted to Bruce Swalwell Architects, December 1993. 
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* ...the primary aspect of significance of the overall property is its ability to illustrate the 
progressive development and changing forms of residential accommodation in Kirribilli from 
the mid 19th century onwards. There is no external evidence of the original cottage form 
and only limited internal physical evidence buried within the walls. 
 
* The existing building is essentially a composite story of at least five stages of 
development. Surviving fabric from no single phase of the development history can have 
pre-eminence over others....the more recent (phase has) the major visual impact. The 1920s 
verandahs and other external additions, such as stairways, obscure the essential late 19th 
visual imagery of the overall property. 
 
* Internally, the earlier planning layouts and fabric have been substantially compromised by 
extensive internal subdivision, alterations and replacement of joinery and other fittings and 
finishes. 
 
* Its primary scientific value is in its ability to reveal the successive layers of its own 
development. 

 
As it eventuated this last point was the main result of the archaeological program, although not in 
the way envisaged by the architects. 
 
In their analysis of the house’s existing fabric it was noted that more stone was used in the 1880s 
expansion than was available from the partial demolition of the 1860s building.  They surmised that 
the extra stone may have been new material.  They also regarded the actual layout of the 1860s 
cottage as being a ‘major unknown factor’.  It was regarded as a possibility, based on ‘documentary 
sources’ that ‘one of the two’ original Hunt photographs showing the original cottage had been 
printed back to front.  This would put the verandah to the west of the main block rather than to the 
east.  A single stone wall in Room 9 was ‘identified from the mortar used as dating from the 1884 
phase’. 2 
 
 
1.3 Greencliffe Archaeological Assessment 
 
The archaeological assessment, as required by the DA, was carried out by Siobhán Lavelle, 
Historical Archaeologist.3  Based on various historical data such as Council rate book entries, 
historic plans and land title records, and on the limited physical site inspection possible with the 
house's floorboards largely intact, this report provided an assessment of historical archaeological 
potential.  On the basis of these factors and the scientific research value of archaeological deposits 
on the site Lavelle recommended that a program of archaeological salvage excavation be undertaken.  
An excavation permit would therefore be required from the Heritage Branch, Department of 
Planning.  The application for this permit needed an assessment of archaeological significance, 
research questions to be answered by the excavation and details of the archaeological strategy to be 
employed. 
 
Lavelle, although she ‘generally supported...the phasing and analysis presented by Schwager 
Brooks’ nevertheless referred to ‘cryptic physical evidence owing to the apparent reuse and 

                                                           
2 Schwager Brooks, p.21. 
3 Siobhán Lavelle with assistance from Dana Mider, Archaeological Assessment, ‘Greencliffe’, 51-53 Kirribilli 
Avenue, Kirribilli NSW, for Bruce Swalwell Architects, November 1993. 
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reconfiguration of some original building fabric in subsequent building phases’.4  She specifically 
referred to the use of shell-lime mortar in brick and stone walls thought to be 1880s in date (‘unusual 
for this era of construction’) whereas by this time cement mortar was available. At the eastern end 
of the 1920s verandah sandstone blocks were observed which ‘revealed possible structural remnants 
of the bay window known from historic plans and photographs’.5 
 
The archaeological research design put forward by Lavelle included the following: 
 

∗ What structural evidence of earlier building phases survives sub-surface within the main 
building? Is the earlier form, orientation and ground-plan of the building evident? Does 
the sub-surface evidence confirm or deny the orientation and ground plan suggested by 
extrapolation from the surviving above ground structural evidence? 

 
Additional questions referred to the presence of outbuildings and other structures around the early 
cottage, to evidence of the timber cottage to the west of the main house, etc (Appendix 5). 
 
Lavelle discussed two options for the excavation.  The first, while the building was still standing, 
would ‘enable the easy correlation of above and below ground physical evidence’ and mean work 
could continue during bad weather.  The second would be to excavate the site after its demolition. 
 
 
1.4 Greencliffe Archaeological Excavation 
 
To fulfil the requirements of Lavelle's assessment Casey & Lowe were contracted by Bruce 
Swalwell Architects to undertake the archaeological excavation of the property prior to the 
commencement of the redevelopment and before the building’s demolition.  The archaeological 
investigation was to focus on two areas: under the floor level of the existing building, the 
floorboards having been removed, concentrating on that part of the building thought to be part of the 
1860s cottage; and in the north-west corner of the property where an 1860s timber building had 
stood (Area B; Fig. 6). 
 
The concerns of Schwager Brooks and Lavelle as to the actual position of the verandah were borne 
in mind when the application for the excavation permit was made (see below).  It was envisaged that 
archaeological evidence would be readily available to demonstrate the actual layout. 
 
This work began on the 24th January, 1994, when workmen were used to clear the rooms of 
building debris.  The excavation proper commenced on 28th January and ran eighteen working days 
until 22nd February.  A staff of four archaeologists were assisted by a total of 28 volunteers who on 
average each contributed 4.6 days to the project.  Some of the volunteers lived in the local area (see 
Acknowledgements, 1.8).  The archaeologists were Mary Casey, Tony Lowe, Franz Reidel and 
Catherine Snelgrove. 
 
The site was inspected on several occasions while the bulk excavation of the site proceeded.  The 
site was last inspected on 23rd March, 1994. 
 
As the excavation was always seen as a salvage program (as recommended by Lavelle) it was borne 
in mind that only a portion of the site would be fully excavated, which is here defined as the 
complete removal of all archaeological deposits down to natural soil.  It was therefore not feasible to 

                                                           
4 Lavelle, p.2. 
5 Lavelle, p.9. 
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attempt to find and excavate the outbuildings and privies which undoubtedly were present around the 
building.  Nor was it possible to test excavate, beyond what could be recorded during the monitoring 
of the bulk excavation, the terraced areas to the south of the main building. 
 
The research questions put forward when the excavation permit was applied for from Heritage 
Branch of the Department of Planning (Appendix 6) included: 
 

-  What is the sub-surface structural evidence for the earliest building phase within the 
existing building?  Is the orientation of these remains different from the surviving building?  
What do these remains add to what is known form the historic plans of the building? 

 
-  What indications of social status is given by the archaeological record?  Does the material 
culture allow us to make more than very broad statements about their standard of living? 
 
-  What evidence is there for the occupation and function of the various rooms within 
"Greencliffe"?  If so, did these uses remain constant through the regular changes of 
occupants? 
 

Inherent in the second question was to be a comparison of the material cultures from the two areas, 
inside the main house and in Area B, any disparity between them hopefully providing a commentary 
on the differences in living conditions between different social classes, between the landlord and 
tenants.  As it eventuated the near absence of nineteenth-century deposits inside the house and the 
limited interpretative value of the remains in Area B meant that these questions could not be 
pursued. 
 
The additional knowledge about the development of the house through its various architectural 
stages, stages which probably reflected upturns in the owners’ socio-economic standing, turned out 
to be the main result of the archaeological program.  These results were better realised after the 
lifting of the floorboards. 
 
 
1.5 Constraints 
 
The main constraint to the archaeological program, and to the assessments that preceded it, was that 
important photographic evidence available at the Macleay Museum at the University of Sydney was 
not accessed.  Two photographs from this source had been copied by Stanton Library and were used 
by the Schwager Brooks and Lavelle assessments.  These showed the original house under 
construction and as completed.  They were the work of the amateur photographer, Robert Hunt.  
Although not intending to carry out much additional historical research, on the assumption that the 
previous assessments had exhausted the main historic resources, this writer wanted to sight the 
originals of Hunt’s photographs in case they were clearer images.  I wanted to find any evidence to 
support the proposition that a separate 1860s structure had been built to the west of the main house 
and this had later been incorporated into the 1880s extension, as suggested by the excavation. 
 
Searching the Macleay Museum’s photographic collection under ‘Robert Hunt’ rather than 
‘Greencliff(e)’ revealed two additional photographs, both labelled ‘Carabella (Greencliff?)’, but 
obviously the same house.  The first showed another view of the completed cottage, although taken 
sometime after the one previously known.  The second showed the house at some stage before 1884, 
here referred to as the 1870s, which indicated that the later house had been completely 
misinterpreted. 
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The basis for the house’s previous misinterpretation was the location of the bay doorway shown in 
the 1860s photograph and apparently depicted on an 1890 plan.  This feature was potentially 
identified in the archaeological assessment and ‘found’ during the excavation.  After the discovery of 
the additional photographs which showed that this feature was actually a later bay window built on 
an extension to the original house, an earlier version of this report was largely rewritten. The 
various architectural reconstructions done prior to and for this report were redrawn and the phasing 
of the house reassessed. 
 
Like all archaeological programs this one faced restrictions imposed by time and cost.  In this case 
work was concentrated around what was thought to be the 1860s house, with the next priority being 
the 1880s house (Fig. 7).  Depending on the time taken to complete these areas the excavation would 
then move on to what were regarded as 1890s areas and so on.  It was considered unlikely that any 
work around the outside of the house would be possible.  The political ramifications of the 
development and the resultant low-key publicity surrounding the excavation meant that only half the 
expected number of volunteers participated in the project.  This reduced the number of rooms that 
could be fully excavated. 
 
It is perhaps ironic that with the architectural reconstructions of the house so faulty the house itself 
proved to be the main impediment to a proper understanding of its phasing.  Too much of the 
nineteenth-century house was hidden behind later plaster to get a proper appreciation of its fabric 
once the available photographs and plans had biased the assessors.  If the house had been demolished 
the positioning of the various sandstone and brick footings would have given a somewhat different 
picture than the architectural reconstructions.  The limitations of archaeology and building fabric 
analysis to separate building phases that were essentially of the same period was also apparent. 
 
In area B the main limitation was that the area excavated did not include the whole area occupied by 
the timber building because the driveway which provided access into the site prevented work further 
to the east.  However, bearing in mind the condition and type of remains found in the area that could 
be examined, this is not considered to have significantly affected the results in this area. 
 
 
1.6 Report Format 
 
This report is in two volumes. Volume 1 contains the background, and the historical and 
archaeological data needed to detail the results of the project.  Nearly all the plans drawn during the 
excavation have been included, as well as those needed to illustrate the development of the house. 
Appendices include the application for the Excavation Permit, extracts from the architectural and 
archaeological assessments, Sands Directory and Council rate book entries, information used during 
the cataloguing of the artefacts, and context lists.  Volume 2 is a print-out of the artefact catalogue.  
Reports on each of the major artefact groupings are included. 
 
Although this report reproduces material from the Heritage and Archaeological Assessments cited 
above these reports should be consulted for a fuller understanding of the processes that led to the 
conclusions expressed here. 
 
 
1.7 Authorship 
 
This report was researched and written by Anthony Lowe, Casey & Lowe. 
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1.9 Summary 
 
Greencliffe was built in the 1860s on land first used by James Milson and until its subdivision in 
1858 used for agricultural purposes.  A substantial one and two storey sandstone cottage the house 
was one of the first in the local area.  Built by a widow, Mrs Mary Paul, it was oriented south, 
looking over the harbour towards Sydney Cove. 
 
The house’s subsequent history was one of radical change which has not been properly documented 
until this report.  Sometime between its construction c1864 and 1879, another wing was built against 
the eastern side of the cottage.  In 1884 substantial Italianate-style additions were built around the 
original cottage and in the 1920s the whole building was substantially rebuilt when it was turned into 
flats.  Although parts of the western half of the original house survived it was nearly totally enclosed 
within the later development.  This building sequence replaces the earlier architectural analysis 
which judged the post 1864 extension to be the original section of the house and thought that what 
was actually the earlier section had been added on in the 1880s. 
 
The archaeological work attempted to record the remains of what was left of the original house and 
as much of what had been assessed as the 1880s extension as possible.  This was done by clearing 
the underfloor spaces.  As it turned out these areas seem to have been cleared out previously, 
probably around the turn of the century.  Few deposits could be dated to the nineteenth century.  
The house’s construction stages though were recorded in some detail.  While the excavation did not 
provide decisive evidence to suggest the architectural interpretation of the house was incorrect it did 
add new evidence, such as also dating the southwest corner of the house to the initial building stage.  
While this was accurate it is suggested that there was no possibility of this being extrapolated into 
the real interpretation, i.e. that this was actually the older part of the house, while what had been 
analysed as the older part was in reality a later extension. 
 
This interpretation was arrived at after additional historic photographs were found.  It may also have 
been the interpretation if the archaeological investigation had dealt with the foundations of the entire 
house, i.e. if the excavation dealt with its foundations after its demolition.  As a matter of course the 
foundations would have been exposed for recording and the resultant plan is likely to have suggested 
a somewhat different interpretation of the house’s layout and phasing than that arrived at by the 
inspection of the above ground building fabric.  Exactly what this interpretation would have been is 
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unknown as the hunt for the early stone cottage would have been complicated by the extensive use of 
sandstone footings in the later extensions. 
 
Near the northwest corner of the property the site of a small weatherboard cottage was excavated.  It 
had been hoped that the artefactual remains found here could be compared to the artefacts expected 
to be found inside the main house.  The remains in this area, however, were poorly preserved and it 
was not possible to distinguish either the exact position of the house or deposits relating to its 
occupation. 
 
The main result of the archaeological program was to elucidate the various architectural stages of the 
house.  More of the building’s fabric was available for inspection and therefore for recording.  A 
completer picture of the house’s development could be made. 
 
 
2.0 Historical Background6 
 
2.1 Landuse 
 
The history of the landuse of the property was divided by Lavelle into six phases.  The pre-European 
occupation of the land should be considered as the initial phase but as it was not distinguished in 
Lavelle's assessment it will not be called 'Phase I' here so as to avoid confusion. 
 
Before 1788 the land of which 51-53 Kirribilli Avenue is part was occupied by the Gamaraigal clan.7  
It is assumed that they were present along the harbour foreshores for several thousand years before 
the coming of the First Fleet.  Evidence of this occupation could be expected to have survived in the 
form of camp sites, midden deposits, rock engravings, and debris from stone tool production. 
 
Phase I 
It is not known when the Aboriginal occupation and use of the land ended but presumably this had 
happened by 26th April, 1800 when the site was part of 120 acres granted by Governor Hunter to 
Robert Ryan.  It later became a portion of allotment 4 of the subdivision of this grant. 
 
It is not clear whether Ryan made use of his grant.  The first occupant seems to have been James 
Milson who leased the land from Ryan c1810.  A ships provost Milson used the land to supply his 
business, establishing extensive orchards and vegetable gardens, and running cattle and felling 
timber.  Milson also established the first permanent water supply in North Sydney when he had a 
rock cut cistern excavated, fed by a spring in the area and capable of holding 100 tonnes of water. 
 
In 1828 Robert Campbell became the legal owner of the property after a protracted dispute between 
Campbell, Robert Ryan, James Milson and the Crown.  Milson however continued to lease it from 
Campbell, until at least 1841. 
 
Phase II 
In 1841 the section of the 120 acres which included the site was leased to John Jeffreys.  The 
agricultural use of the land seems to have continued. 
 
 
 
                                                           
6 The following section, unless referenced, is taken from Lavelle's archaeological assessment. 
7 Turbet, The Aborigines of the Sydney District Before 1788, p.21. 
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Phase III 
During the settlement of Robert Campbell's estate the original grant was further subdivided into 
residential blocks.  In 1858 the current triangular allotment was formed (Fig. 2, 3) and was leased 
for 21 years to Mrs Mary Paul, described in the indenture of lease as a widow.  This indenture also 
describes the land as being vacant. 
 
Sometime after 1858 Mrs Paul constructed two buildings on the allotment.  Exactly when 
Greencliffe was finished is not clear.  In Sands Directory a Mrs Paul had a boarding establishment at 
Milsons Point in 1858-9.  In 1864 Mrs John Paul is living at Milsons Point and the next year the 
entry is, ‘Paul, Mrs., Greencliff, kiribilli point’.  At this time Milsons Point is sometimes used to 
describe the site’s locality, so the earliest reference is likely to be the 1864 one.  The first actual 
documentation of the cottage and the building to the west occurs on the 1868 road re-alignment plan 
(Fig. 4) and the 1868 mortgage document which mentions both buildings. 
 
The main building was a one and two storey sandstone cottage with verandah.  Named 
'Greencliff(e)' (see Sands for various spelling) it was oriented south towards the harbour.  As the 
site probably sloped steeply down to the harbour with sandstone outcropping a degree of terracing 
was probably needed in order to provide a building platform.  The other terraces below the house 
may have been constructed at this time also, providing access down to the water, and more usable 
spaces.  The cottage was occupied by Mrs Paul presumably until the property was conveyed in 1879 
to her son William H. Paul, apparently the M.P. for Bathurst.  At some stage a new wing with bay 
window was added to the eastern side of the building.  Exactly when this occurred is not clear, 
although there is evidence to suggest that it was during the period of Mrs Paul’s ownership.  This 
extension is referred to in this report as the 1870s extension although it may have been built in the 
later 1860s. 
 
To the west of the main building, adjacent to Kirribilli Avenue (then Campbell Street), Mrs Paul had 
constructed what is described on the 1868 road realignment plan (Fig. 4) as a weatherboard shed.  
Although the next year it was described as a tenement its initial use is not clear.  It was not rated 
separately until 1886, when it was described as a four room cottage.  By 1890 a verandah had been 
added to the rear and additional structures and fencelines are indicated on plan.  Sands for 1890 and 
1891 record a George Willis as living here.  His profession is given as ‘gardener’ and it is possible 
he was employed to tend to the property.  The cottage was rented out until its demolition c1902, 
which may have occurred as part of the general clearance of sub-standard housing after the outbreak 
of plague in Sydney in 1900. 
 
Phase IV 
In 1882 William Paul sold the property to a neighbour, Paul Talbot, a wealthy wool-broker. The 
1883 rate book entry records a subdivision into two houses, west and east, each rated the same.  In 
1884 Talbot undertook major rebuilding of the original building, enclosing it within a two-storeyed 
Italianate-style shell, rendering and coursing the exterior and adding a two-storeyed verandah to the 
front.  The eastern house shows an increase in rates in 1886 from £52 to £78, which is probably in 
response to the brick addition against the eastern face as shown on the 1890 Council Block Plan 
(Fig. 5). 
 
The two dwellings were 'Greencliffe' on the western side and 'Blink Bonnie' (derivation not known) 
on the east.  'Greencliffe' was the more substantial, being the original two storey stone and the 1884 
brick extension, and rated in 1885 at £200.  'Blink Bonnie' was basically the additional wing 
dwelling with the brick extension on its eastern side and rated at £78 in 1885.  In 1894 Greencliffe is 
described as having eleven rooms and Blink Bonnie six rooms. Both buildings were tenanted 
throughout this phase. 
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Phase V 
The property was sold in 1896 to Mrs Anne Wilson.  She also purchased from the Crown the 
harbour foreshore which had been reclaimed.  This included a jetty and pool.  On her death the 
property was transferred to her husband David Wilson who acted as executor of her estate until his 
own death in 1907. There seems to have been additional building work carried out by 1903 when 
Greencliffe’s rated value rises to £264 (fourteen rooms) and Blink Bonnie’s to £100 (eight rooms).  
From 1902 into the 1920s the house was leased out to various women who ran the whole building as 
a single boardinghouse. 
 
Phase VI 
The dwellings were sold to Mrs Lillie Rebecca Kleemo in 1920.  Between 1920 and 1927 the 
building was converted into eight flats.  £528 of additions are recorded in the rate assessment for 
1920-22, with the majority of the work occurring in 1925-26, and in 1927 the converted building is 
rated at £4000, as against a total of £364 in 1908-10.  In 1950 the building was sold to the 
Waterhouse family who remained the owners up until it was sold in 1993.  Several more flats were 
added in the later period. 
 
The building details recorded in the rate books (Appendix 1) can be summarised as follows, each 
line denoting what seem to be major building works or stages. 
 

Year Greencliffe Blink Bonnie 
1869-1882 Stone house, £100  
1883-1884 Stone house, £52 Stone house, £52 

1885 Brick & stone house, £200 Stone house, £52 
1886 Brick & stone house, £200 Stone house, £78 

1891-1893 Brick house, £200 Stone house, £100 
1894-1898 Brick house, 2 storey, 11 rooms, £150 Stone house, 2 storey, 6 rooms, £65 

1901 Brick house, 2 storey, 14 rooms, £180 Stone house, 2 storey, 8 rooms, £65 
1903-1910 Brick house, 2 storey, 14 rooms, £264 Stone house, 2 storey, 8 rooms, £100 
1920-1922 £528 additions  
1925-1927 Subdivided into flats 9/11/1926, £4000  

 
 
2.2 Architectural Stages 
 
Stage 1: Stone Cottage 1860s (Fig. 13) 
Four photographs taken by Robert Hunt show the building, the first two entitled ‘Greencliff’.  The 
first (Fig. 8) shows the building under construction, the second after its completion.  Hunt, who was 
‘First Clerk of the Bullion Room’ at the Sydney Mint, was one of Sydney’s first amateur 
photographers and began photographing Sydney’s buildings on his arrival in 1855 and held 
photographic exhibitions with other amateurs as early as 1858.8  He continued to be an active 
photographer until his death in 1892, concentrating on country houses.9 
 
The date of these photographs can be surmised from what is known of the house’s development.  
Since Mrs Paul is first recorded as living at Greencliffe in 1864 they probably date either side of that 
year.  The photo of the house under construction (Fig. 8) shows the roof being erected above the 
eastern half of the house, the shingle roofing ready to be laid.  The second storey over the western 

                                                           
8 Groom and Wickman, Sydney - The 1850s, p.7; Willis, Picturing Australia, a History of Photography, p.24. 
9 Pers com, Angus Patterson, Macleay Museum, University of Sydney. 
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part of the house is still being built.  The front of the house is full of building debris and the earth is 
uneven with no particular evidence of slope.  Large trees appear close to the north and west sides of 
the house. 
 
The photo of the completed building (Fig. 9), which must date some months after the previous 
photograph because of the amount of landscaping around the house and the absence of any building 
works, shows a gable-roofed double-fronted sandstone cottage with attic storey.  A man and woman 
are seated on the steps to a faceted bay doorway.  The middle facet appears to be the doorway with 
double inward opening doors, each with eight panes.  The two side facets may be fixed.  There 
seems to be four steps up to the doorway.  Above this doorway is a casement window each with 
three panes.  This window has a stone sill and lintel.  There is a double hung sash window in the 
building's western face.  The woman may be identified as the owner, Mrs Mary Paul.  As she was a 
widow the man is unidentifiable, but he may have been her son, William Paul. 
 
To the east there is a verandah with timber posts.  Underneath the front of the verandah is a 
sandstone retaining wall, presumably part of the building platform.  There are two doorways in the 
wall behind the verandah, with a window with stone sill between them.  The eastern doorway is 
entered by three steps from the level of the verandah, making its threshold somewhat higher than the 
western doorway which is seen in the earlier photograph.  Why this was so is unclear.  If the 
western doorway is the entrance to a hallway then the floor level in the room to the east must have 
been rather higher, necessitating several steps inside the house to enter it. 
 
The photo of the completed building shows a small timber shed to the east, presumably a W.C.  The 
ground in front of the building is more-or-less level for several metres with a circular garden bed in 
front of the bay doorway, after which the ground falls away down to the harbour.  The large tree to 
the north of the house is no longer visible. 
 
As set out above after the completion of the excavation two additional photographs by Hunt were 
found at the Macleay Museum, University of Sydney.  These photographs were entitled ‘Carabella, 
(Greencliff?)’ but were obviously of Greencliffe.  The first of these (Fig. 10) dates after Figure 9.  
Taken from the southeast it looks up the slope to the verandah.  A tree, not visible in the other 
photos, is growing at the edge of the first terrace in front of the eastern edge of the house.  There is 
another tree to its right.  The verandah now has rails and wire mesh is just visible and there is 
various furniture, including a timber bench against the western wall.  The roof is shingled.  A 
garden has been planted in front of the verandah while the previous circular garden bed is all but 
invisible.  A chimney is visible behind the gable at the northeastern corner of the house.  The 
western part of the house is little different from the previous photo.  Both doors at the front of the 
bay doorway have been opened and a Venetian blind, presumably removable, hangs from the top.  
The facade has rough-faced quoins.  The roof is shingled, with iron over the verandah.  Once again 
there is a man and woman in front of the bay doorway.  A second man stood just to the left of the 
visible man but has not been reproduced in this print. 
 
Also in this period a timber building was built against the northwest boundary of the property, 
fronting onto the footpath of the then Campbell Street. 
 
Stage II (Fig. 14) 
The second additional photograph (Fig. 11) shows what initially seems to be another house but when 
the colouration of the stone against the western attic window is compared to previous photographs it 
can be seen to be the same house.  A second wing has been built against the eastern side of the 
original house.  It has obviously been designed to mirror the western wing and exhibits very similar 
detailing, down to identical finials.  The differences are the bay window rather than the bay 



 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

11

doorway, the Juliet balcony and doorway on the attic storey and projecting eaves so as to shelter the 
attic doorway.  The rough stone quoins are again a feature.  A doorway opens from the new wing 
onto the verandah.  On the left side of the verandah stands a woman, looking in the photographer’s 
direction.  Although her features are indistinct she seems to have a similar hair-style and general 
appearance to the woman in the previous photograph.  There is a tree in front of the house but it 
appears to be different from that shown previously.  Terracing can be clearly seen as can steps and a 
pathway on the eastern side of the house.  On the western side of the house a trellis has been 
attached next to the window first seen in Figure 9 while the downpipe also seen there now feeds into 
a iron water tank.  The Venetian blind in the bay doorway has been fully extended.  The paling 
fence is probably that shown in Figure 5.  The pre-European nature of the land might be glimpsed 
by the rock outcropping and shallow soil deposits in the foreground.  This stage would be dated pre-
1879 if the woman was Mrs Paul, as she remained living in the house until about this time.  As the 
woman looks of a similar age in both photographs it could be late 1860s in date. 
 
Stage III (Fig. 15) 
According to the rate records the house was subdivided in 1883 after the house had been purchased 
by Talbot.  In 1884 the older western section was encased in a Italianate-style renovation which saw 
the front of the house rebuilt, enclosing what had been the bay doorway and the verandah behind a 
two storey verandah (Fig. 16, 17).  New rooms were also added in the northwest corner, behind the 
original cottage.  A single-storey brick extension was built against the eastern face of Blink Bonnie.  
The original shingled roof was probably replaced by slate, judging from the amount of roofing slate 
found during the excavation.  This new configuration is shown on the 1890 plan (Fig. 5).  There are 
two brick buildings along the eastern boundary with smaller structures behind the main buildings. 
 
The 1890 plan shows the timber cottage in the north-west corner of the property fronting 
immediately onto the footpath.  It has a verandah on the southern side and is enclosed by a fence.  
What is probably a W.C. is indicated just to the east of the cottage, also against the northern 
property boundary. 
 
Stage IV 
Increases in both Greencliffe’s and Blink Bonnie’s rateable value in 1903 probably reflects additional 
building works but exactly what they were can only be surmised.  At some point an additional storey 
was added to the eastern extension of Blink Bonnie and the record of £528 worth of additions in the 
Rate Books in 1920-22 may have been this.  Walls were extended upwards in brickwork.  Either 
stage may also have included the additional rooms in the northwest section of Greencliffe. 
 
Stage V (Fig. 18) 
The building was converted into eight flats during 1925 and 1926 and three garages were added to a 
value of £4000.  The 1884 verandah was replaced by a two-storey face-brick verandah across the 
whole of the southern facade.  The creation of the flats required extensive alteration of room layouts 
with the introduction of new partition walls and doorways.  New external staircases and doorways 
added to the building's subdivision.  The ground floor level, the ceiling heights and the roof line 
were all raised so that they were uniform throughout the building.  The slate roof was replaced by 
Wunderlich Marseille-type tiles. 
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3.0 Archaeological Report 
 
3.1 Area A 
 
Strategy 
The intent of the archaeological program was to excavate inside and around what was thought to be 
the 1860s house, i.e around Rooms 10 and 17.  Although it was realised that the proportions of the 
house east of these rooms were not large enough to fit in the verandah shown in Figures 8 and 9 (the 
photographs available during the excavation) it was thought that this part of the house had been 
completely rebuilt, leaving some sandstone walling as foundations for new walls (such as the 
footings of the northern wall of Room 18), and the rest reused elsewhere in the 1880s extensions.  
This interpretation is now seen to be somewhat inadequate and was due more to a lack of evidence 
of other orientations than to convincing physical evidence that supported the original architectural 
reconstructions.  The complete reinterpretation of the remains which occurred after the discovery of 
the additional photographic evidence was never suspected as a possible scenario.  The discovery of 
the original western bay would have provided this impetus but no trace of this structure was 
uncovered, unlike the eastern bay.  Although it was recognised that Room 14 was early in date it 
was interpreted as a separate structure rather than it being part of the 1860s house. 
 
The excavation therefore concentrated around the 1870s house and although parts of the 1860s house 
was also excavated it was not given the same attention as, for instance, Rooms 10 and 17.  Because 
of time considerations Room 14 was not cleared of its deposits.  The following details the result of 
the clearance of the archaeological material from the rooms that were excavated within Greencliffe.  
As it was not possible to fully clear all the rooms the excavation was concentrated firstly within and 
around the remains of what was considered to be the 1860s section of the house, then in the southern 
1880s section.  The north-west part of the house, constructed from 1884, was not examined. 
 
As well as documenting the architectural history of the house the excavation of the underfloor 
deposits was expected to provide evidence to attribute specific function to individual rooms, 
although it was realised that this was made more complex by the growth and later subdivision of the 
building.  This meant that whereas a room might have been used exclusively for one purpose up 
until the 1920s, which would be unlikely considering the house’s tenancy from 1884 onwards, its 
function would almost certainly have changed after the major rebuilding at this time. 
 
The longest period of occupation seems to have been by the original owner Mrs Paul who lived there 
from its construction c1864 until c1879.  It is not clear if she continued to live there after ownership 
was transferred to her son William Paul in 1879.  William Paul lived there only until 1884, after 
which the house was occupied by a series of tenants such as Reverend James Ross who resided in 
the western part of the house for some eight years from 1885 until his death in 1893, his wife 
staying on until 1895.  From 1902-1922 both sections of the house were leased as a single building 
by various women, who operated it as a boarding house. 
 
The above means that the attribution of any deposit within the house to any one household would be 
very difficult if not impossible, although attribution to a general period or phase would be possible.  
The finding of a personal artefact identifiable with a particular inhabitant (e.g. a piece of jewellery 
with initials) would be invaluable in interpreting any deposits found. 
 
The excavation of underfloor deposits is based on realising what kind of artefacts or features may be 
contained within them.  In the case of Greencliffe these deposits had the potential to reveal a wide 
range of information.  Artefacts or features found in any of the rooms may have predated the 1860s 
house or be connected with its erection.  For example Figure 8 shows a lot of building debris and 
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equipment, some of which could have entered the archaeological record if left under the floors.  
Rooms 18 to 22 up until the 1880s were outside the house, and evidence of gardens or paths, such as 
those shown in the photographs, could have survived when the house was extended. 
 
Within the house, particularly when floors are butt-boarded, smaller artefacts can be expected to fall 
through the gaps.  While this creates an inbuilt bias against what artefacts may be found it can mean 
that artefacts can give an indication of the rooms' usage and the period in which they were occupied.  
Loose floorboards or skirting boards would mean larger objects may find their way underneath while 
the replacement of floors or individual planks or building works in general may see the introduction 
of materials or be seen as a convenient way to dump rubbish.  Rodents also may bring material into 
their nests. 
 
In practice though, mainly depending on floor integrity, very little may be deposited.  In the case of 
Greencliffe, notwithstanding the problems connected with the changing occupation and the house's 
radical 1920s subdivision, there turned out to be very little underfloor material of note, especially in 
the older parts of the house that were examined, Rooms 9 and 16 in the 1860s section and Room 17 
in the 1870s section.  Room 10 in the 1870s section was the exception.  Beneath the layers of 
building debris left by the 1920s building works there was very little artefactual evidence upon 
which a detailed study can be undertaken.  The removal of this material is thought to have happened 
either at the turn of the century when fears of plague saw refuse cleared out of the underfloor spaces 
as a precaution against disease (see faunal analysis of Room 10 which notes the presence of mouse 
and rat bones), or in the 1920s as part of the building process and to increase sub-floor ventilation.  
It is perhaps more likely that it occurred at the turn of the century because the 1920s building work 
left thick deposits which were not removed before the new floors were laid. 
 
Room 9 (see Figure 18 for all room numbers) 
Fabric:  The north wall was dry-pressed brick over sandstone foundations, with the outer render 
coursed to imitate ashlar masonry. 
 
The eastern wall is sandstone, with a fireplace on stone footings, later replaced by a cooker.  The 
fireplace is built against the wall. 
 
The southern wall is dry-pressed brick on sandstone footings. 
 
The western wall is of sandstone blocks, of varying coursing.  Three footing courses are overlain by 
five even courses, then random courses.  The top courses are noticeably different, with one large 
course and then four final narrow courses.  This wall is the only example of this type of variable 
coursing observed in the house, although most of the other stonework was obscured by render.  The 
wall had been plastered but this had been removed at some stage.  This wall is likely to have been 
part of the 1860s house but the lack of sandstone in the south and north walls is puzzling. 
 
Archaeology:  The initial fill of this room was debris from the 1920s rebuild and various artefacts 
relating to the use of the room this century (#206; Fig. 22).  The room at least from the 1920s had 
been used as a kitchen.  That the chimney of this room can be seen in Figure 10, behind the main 
house, would suggest that the room was used as a kitchen from the 1860s.  Earlier cultural layers 
seem to have been removed in the 1920s.  There were no artefacts in the fill of the foundation trench 
for the sandstone wall. 
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Room 10 
Fabric:  The north wall had a fireplace in the 1870s wing extension but, except for the hearth, the 
fireplace and its flues were removed probably in the 1920s when a doorway was introduced.  This 
opening had a dry-pressed brick arch that was later replaced by a timber lintel.  Like the other walls 
in this room the timber picture rail marks the original 1870s ceiling height, before the 1920s 
rebuilding. 
 
The east wall shows a blocked doorway in the lower wall, with stone lintel and no threshold stone.  
The extant doorway was put through in the 1920s or earlier when the second storey was built over 
the eastern side of the house.  An upper blocked doorway, above the level of the original ceiling, is 
interpreted as providing access to a balcony (Fig. 15, 51). 
 
The south wall is sandstock brick on sandstone footings and divides the north-south section of the 
1870s wing. 
 
The west wall had a blocked doorway at its southern end, the upper part of which had been reused in 
the 1920s.  Another doorway seemed to have been blocked at the northern end of this wall.  There 
was no evidence of threshold stones in either of these doorways.  Two lines of skirting boards were 
visible, marking the pre- and post-1920s floor levels.  The wall footings were slightly wider than the 
wall, providing a base for the floor bearers and a series of stone blocks placed adjacent to the wall 
also served the same purpose. 
 
Archaeology:  The initial layer was a light grey sand (#219) associated with the 1920s demolition/ 
construction.  As with the other rooms this deposit varied in depth, here being from 3 to 30cm.  
Under this was a grey-brown sandy matrix with plaster fragments (#220; Fig. 23) which was 
interpreted as the removal of the 1880s plaster (i.e. probably in the 1920s).  The plaster fragments 
were yellow and mustard coloured, being concentrated towards the base of the deposit.  Deposit 
#229 (Fig. 24), black humic sand 1 to 10cm thick mixed with plaster, seems to have been associated 
with the 1884-1920 occupation, and like #219 and #220 spread over much of the room.  The plaster 
may have been trodden into this layer after its deposition.  Deposit #231 was ashy debris from the 
fireplace, sealed in the 1920s. 
 
As discussed above there were few deposits which could be related to the 1870s-1920s occupation of 
this part of the house, that is before it underwent the radical subdivision in the mid 1920s.  This 
distinction is made on the basis that this division makes the identification of individual household 
deposits even more difficult if not impossible, if it is considered possible to describe a boarding 
house as a ‘household’.  A boarding house with ten lodgers could perhaps be seen in its day-to-day 
running as functioning like a large family, with the rooms having certain functions which may not 
have changed over the period. 
 
Where underfloor deposits had survived their artefacts might have shed light on room usage and 
provided a commentary on the social status of their owners.  As it was contexts #220 and #229 in 
Room 10 are considered to be the only deposits of any integrity which date to the pre-1920 period 
inside the house. The date of these deposits is best determined by the general date of the artefacts 
within them.  The metal in both deposits which could be dated by their method of manufacture, in 
this case mostly nails, were generally post-1870.  The miscellaneous artefacts which could be dated, 
mostly dress pins, dated generally from the 1880s. 
 
The artefacts recovered from these contexts (the deposits were sieved in 3mm mesh to increase their 
potential yield) were examined in some detail.  The following tables illustrate the results for metal 
and miscellaneous items.  Table 1 shows the frequency and the location of these artefacts in the two 
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main deposits.  The artefact class with numerically the most representation is that associated with 
sewing and clothing, such as dressmaking pins and buttons and adornment in general, such as beads.  
This may, of course, not be the best indication of the main use of the room (i.e. its primary use for 
forty years may have been as a library/study but books do not fit between floorboards) but rooms 
often serve several functions, especially sitting rooms.  The items found in the two main deposits 
provide evidence that sewing activities took place in the room.  As the room is on the northern side 
of the house this usage may have been encouraged by better light conditions available here for close 
work. 
 
The items that indicate this usage, being the largest numerical group and also the only group to 
which an actual function can be assigned, are extracted and shown in Table 2. 
 
 

Context Shape A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 C2 C3 C4 D2 D3 D4 D5 Total
220 bead   1      1      1 4  7 
220 button               3 2 1 6 
220 comb                1  1 
220 button blank              1 1   2 
220 doll leg                1  1 
220 foil (alum.)         1         1 
220 crown seal                9  9 
220 link?   1               1 
220 marble 1               1  2 
220 pen knife         1         1 
220 pencil               1 3  4 
220 pin              1 4 12 2 19 
220 vial (medicine) 1                 1 
220 wheel (toy)                1  1 
229 'lead' (pencil)       1     1      2 
229 bead 1 5 7 1   3 8   9 5 1    1 41 
229 button  4 1 1    1     2     9 
229 eye (doll)       1           1 
229 eye (sew)  1     1           2 
229 eyelet  1                1 
229 foil         1         1 
229 hook (cloth.)       1 2     1     4 
229 link   1               1 
229 pin 2 13 9 12 11 1 4 16 7   5     1 81 
229 ring (chain?)       1     8      9 
229 scale (fish)           2       2 
229 sequin  1 1    1           3 
229 shank (adorn)        1          1 
229 stud (cloth?) 1  1    1 2          5 
229 wire 1 2                3 
231 sheet (mica)          1        1 

Table 1 
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Context Shape A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 C2 C3 C4 D2 D3 D4 D5 Total
220 bead   1      1      1 4  7 
220 button               3 2 1 6 
220 button blank              1 1   2 
220 pin              1 4 12 2 19 
229 bead 1 5 7 1   3 8   9 5 1    1 41 
229 button  4 1 1    1     2     9 
229 eye (sew)  1     1           2 
229 hook       1 2     1     4 
229 pin 2 13 9 12 11 1 4 16 7   5     1 81 
229 sequin  1 1    1           3 
229 shank        1          1 
229 stud 1  1    1 2          5 

Table 2 
 
 
The tables indicate that there is a shift in the artefacts’ distribution between contexts #200 and #229.  
When plotted onto the room’s grid pattern (Table 3) two general trends are apparent.  In context 
#220 buttons and pins are concentrated against the eastern wall of the room.  In the lower #229 pins, 
buttons and beads are present over a much wider area but are nearly absent from the area against the 
eastern wall.  These two patterns would seem to indicate slightly different activity areas at different 
periods in the room’s use, with sewing activity being undertaken mainly in the western half of the 
room during the latter part of the nineteenth century, with a move to the eastern half when the house 
was used for boarding.  An explanation for this is probably the availability of the best lighting 
conditions under which to carry out the work, which may have changed after the structural changes 
to the eastern part of the house. 
 

A5 A5

A4 A4

A3 A3

A2 A2

A1 A1B1 B1

B2 B2

C1 C1D1 D1

C2 C2D2 D2

B3 B3C3 C3D3 D3

B4 B4C4 C4D4 D4

D5 D5B5 B5C5 C5

pin - 1

pin - 4

pin - 12

pin - 2

bead - 1

bead - 5

bead - 7 bead - 5

bead - 1

pin - 13

pin - 12

pin - 11

pin - 1pin - 2

pin - 4

pin - 16

Context 220 Context 229

bead - 1

bead - 4

button - 3

button - 2

button - 1

bead - 1

bead - 1

bead - 9

bead - 5bead - 1

button - 4

button - 1
pin - 9

button - 1

bead - 3

bead - 8
button - 1

pin - 7

bead - 9

pin - 5

bead - 1
button - 2

pin - 1

 
Table 3 
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Few general glass artefacts were recovered from this room but most of these items were dated to the 
second half of the nineteenth century.  The ceramics were mainly white glazed, some with gilding, 
and transfer printed wares.  In general the dating of these artefacts and the artefacts from the other 
categories fits well with a structure that was built sometime around 1870. 
 
 
Room 12 
Fabric:  This space was used as a corridor in the 1920s building but prior to this seems to have been 
part of the rear section of the 1884 building.  The doorway into Room 10 was knocked through in 
the 1920s.  Below this doorway was a stone course with a metal vent and the next course below this 
was bevelled, as was the eastern and northern walls of this wing.  In the southern wall was a blocked 
doorway with slate threshold (Fig. 26).  This threshold had been partly built upon by the extant 
brick wall, indicating rebuilding, and was blocked in the 1920s.  The slate would seem to indicate 
that it was an external doorway or at least a doorway with direct access from outside and if so then 
the rear of the house could be interpreted as in Fig. 15, noting that the rest of the wall would have 
been internal.  This would be supported by the surfaces found in Room 12, which could be classified 
as being 'exterior' type surfaces, suggesting that this area was part of an access-way into the rear of 
the house, as seems to be indicated by the 1890s Water Board plan (Fig. 5) and the presence of the 
metal vent above floor level.  It should be noted however that these surfaces extended further to the 
east than the reconstruction allows although the demarcation between the concrete floor #303 and the 
tiled floor #295 (Fig. 26) may reflect the change from corridor to rear room.  Some of these 
surfaces may predate the extension and belong to a pathway constructed during building Stage II. 
 
Archaeology:  The section of the corridor excavated was full of sandstone rubble (#302), some soot 
stained, that seems to have come from the removal of the north wall (i.e. the fireplace) in Room 10 
in the 1920s.  Below this was a tiled terracotta floor (#295; Fig. 26), which was contemporary with 
a 5cm thick concrete floor (#303).  The tiles were impressed 'A. SACOMAN MARSEILLE' and 
probably date from the 1890s.10  The floor had been truncated to the east by a later cut (#296).  
Beneath this and below the level of the threshold and apparently contemporary with its use was a 
concrete conglomerate surface which covered the entire area (#314) with a bedding of sandy brown 
soil with sandstone fragments (#299).  This lay on brown topsoil which had been cut by the 
foundation trench (#317) of the southern wall. 
 
 
Room 14 
Fabric:  This room (Fig. 27) was the front part of the original 1860s house, the bay doorway as 
seen in the early photographs (Fig. 9) projecting from its southern wall.  Of all the rooms west of 
Rooms 10 and 17, except for the western wall of Room 9, it was the only one identified as being of 
all sandstone walling.11  A central brick partition wall divided the room was added in the 1920s 
(Fig. 18).  It was thought during the excavation that this room had been a separate structure not 
shown in the early photographs and later incorporated into the 1880s extension.  This was suggested 
by the finely tooled and pointed sandstone finish on the eastern face of the eastern wall (i.e. the 
western wall of Room 15, the exterior wall if this room was indeed separate).  Also, unlike the rest 
of the rooms in the 1880s section, two skirting board levels are apparent in this room, with the 

                                                           
10 Bures, The House of Wunderlich, p.156. 
11 See Schwager Brooks report, and extract in Appendix 4, where they indicate the extent of sandstone 
walling. The writer does not know whether the physical fabric of the entire house was checked, for instance 
the walls north of Room 14. 
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lower skirting board and a layer of plaster above it below the 1884 joinery (Fig. 63).12  This did not 
occur in Room 15 which also retained 1880s joinery. 
 
The northern face of the northern wall (in Room 7, Fig. 18) had a thick layer of brown plaster with 
hair and stone inclusions.  This plaster had been painted with layers of cream, pale pink and blue 
(most recent) paint.  Under the plaster the sandstone had been limewashed and later painted gray. 
 
As well as having the pointing and the plaster layers the eastern wall had a doorway near the middle 
of the eastern wall had been moved northwards at some stage, probably as part of the 1884 
rebuilding (Fig. 64). 
 
The southern wall of sandstone blocks had a doorway through its centre which had been altered in 
the 1920s, shifting to the east.  There was the shadow of the 1920s skirting board with cream plaster 
below this level. 
 
The western wall had a fireplace with 1920s surround and a two phase hearth, indicating the earlier 
surround had been removed or was covered by the later brickwork.  The wall had two layers of 
plaster, unusual as the previous plaster was always removed in the other rooms.  A coarse sandy 
mid-brown plaster with lime flecks was over pale brown plaster with shell and hair.  Figure 11 
shows a window approximately where the later fireplace was built. 
 
Archaeology:  Little work was undertaken in this room except for digging a trench to expose the 
eastern wall.  The fill of the foundation trench here (#363) was excavated. 
 
 
Room 15 
Fabric:  The northern wall (Fig. 28) was dry-pressed brick on sandstone footings.  There were two 
doorways with 1880s architraves, the western one having been made into a cupboard.  The 1920s 
eastern brick partition wall divided what had been the largest room of the house.  A central bearer 
footing composed of sandstone blocks ran east-west across the room, into Room 16.  This footing 
was in the approximate location of the front wall behind the 1860s verandah but its irregularity and 
rubble nature did not suggest this.  It would seem that the stone from the original wall was reused in 
the extensions. 
 
The southern 1880s sandstone wall had been altered in the 1920s, shifting the doorway sideways and 
raising it, the alterations carried out with dry-pressed brick. 
 
The western wall was part of the front verandah wall with the northern half interior wall.  The 
exterior wall built of finely draughted and pointed stone, which was not the same on the other side 
of the verandah, i.e. on the eastern wall of Room 16.  The pointing was pale brown shell mortar.  
Just to the north of the bearer pier was a blocked doorway, the original access into Room 14, which 
had been replaced by another doorway with 1880s architrave just to the north (Fig. 64). 
 
Archaeology:  Little work was carried out in this room other than exposing the western wall. 
 
 
Room 16 
Fabric:  This had originally been a single room with Room 15 but had been divided by the western 
brick partition wall.  The underfloor area was further divided by a central bearer pier which ran 

                                                           
12 See Schwager Brooks, p.22, for phasing of the rooms’ joinery. 
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east-west into Room 15.  The western wall was built over this pier.  The northern wall was dry-
pressed brick on sandstone footings. 
 
The eastern wall had a 1920s fireplace which had replaced the 1880s fireplace.  As with the other 
walls in the 1880s section of the house, except for Room 14, the wall was plastered above the 
skirting board shadow and unfinished below.  To the south of the fireplace was a blocked doorway 
(Fig. 65) with a worn threshold stone.  The line of the doorway was only visible for two courses 
above the level of the threshold.  This doorway is visible in the 1870s photograph (Fig. 11).  The 
doorway was probably blocked when the 1884 work saw the southern side of the house extensively 
rebuilt and the house subdivided. 
 
The southern wall was sandstone blocks with wide sandstone footings.  Dry-pressed brick had been 
used around the shifted 1880s doorway. 
 
Archaeology:  Below the 1920s demolition/construction debris (#221) was a layer of rubble 
sandstone and plaster fragments over the whole room (#230; Fig. 29).  This is interpreted as 
belonging to the 1884 construction stage.  Below this in the southern half of the room were layers 
#237 and #243, probably the same deposit, which was up to 20cm of crushed rubble sandstone with 
plaster and mortar fragments.  Although similar to #230 its delineation from the overlying layer was 
interpreted as being the result of demolition of the 1860s section, rather than part of the construction 
phase which obviously happened soon after. 
 
In the northern half of the room under #248 was black redeposited topsoil.  This deposit extended 
into the southern half of the room (Fig. 31).  This layer was accompanied by a crushed sandstone 
deposit (#357) which was interpreted as a 1860s construction deposit.  This deposit was perhaps 
contemporary with a sandstone feature which extended under the fireplace (#356; Fig. 31).  Built of 
three courses of roughly shaped sandstone it was rectangular with an exterior face and rubble 
interior.  The function of this feature is unclear but it may have been connected to the stairs seen in 
the early photographs. 
 
 
Room 17 
Fabric:  This room was part of the 1870s extension, substantially intact except that the ceiling had 
been raised during the Stage V rebuilding.  Because the floor levels were raised by close to a metre 
along the southern wall there was quite a lot of wall surface area which had not been covered by the 
1920s plaster. 
 
The northern wall was sandstock brick on sandstone footings.  In the centre of the wall was a brick 
fireplace with sandstone hearthstone.  The lower half of the fireplace had been hidden when the floor 
was raised, so the upper half had been widened and a new hearthstone presumably embedded in the 
new floor.  The walls above the 1920s skirting board line were white plastered, while below was 
mustard coloured plaster. 
 
The eastern wall was of ashlar sandstone.  The sandstone footings were wider than the wall and 
provided support for the floor bearers.  Above the footings was the shadow of the 1860s skirting 
board, with the 1920s one above this.  In the centre of this wall was a doorway which had been 
filled in with dry-pressed brick presumably in the 1920s.  The doorway had tile impressions on the 
threshold and timber plugs where the doorframe had been attached.  Beneath the 1920s skirting 
board level the wall had a mustard coloured shell-lime plaster, presumably the 1870s application.  It 
had been painted green and papered with at least two layers of plain and patterned wallpaper. 
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In the southern wall was the 1870s window as shown in the photographs of that date, and thought 
during the excavation to be the bay doorway (Fig. 11).  The window had been replaced by a 
doorway in the 1920s, which was somewhat narrower than the original space.  This required 
considerable alterations to the central part of this wall, leaving it basically cement covered rubble.  
The shadow of the earlier architrave was visible on both sides of the filled-in section.  Again 
remnant 1870s plaster and later wallpaper and 1920s plaster and paint were preserved above their 
relevant skirting board shadows.  On the 1870s section three layers of wallpaper adhered to green 
paint over pink plaster. 
 
The western wall footings were again wider at the base to provide for the floor bearers.  At the 
southern end was the blocked doorway discussed in Room 16.  The lower section of the wall below 
the 1920s skirting board was covered in mustard-coloured plaster with green paint.  The doorway 
lacked these but was covered with white plaster and three layers of wallpaper.13 
 
Archaeology:  Under the 1920s demolition and construction debris (#201) was a layer of dark humic 
sand mixed with sandstone fragments and plaster (#207; Fig. 32).  Although spread over the entire 
room it was deeper on the southern side, where it averaged 2-3cm.  Around the fireplace were two 
deposits of black ash (#204, 205; Fig. 32) thought to predate the 1920s rebuilding.  In the southeast 
corner was redeposited topsoil (#228) over bedrock which showed signs of erosion and pitting, of 
the type exhibited by rocks exposed to seawater.  It is likely that prior to the 1860s outcrops of rock 
in the area were exposed to the sea.  The area probably looked similar to the foreground of Figure 
11. 
 
The lack of artefacts in this room relating to pre-1900 contexts, as in all the rooms except for #229 
in Room 10, points to a general clearance sometime around the turn of the century. 
 
 
Room 18 
Fabric:  This room was probably added on as part of the 1884 extension as it is seen on plan by 
1890 (Fig. 5).   The exposed exterior sandstone on the 1870s wing was covered by a skin of blue-
plastered dry-pressed brick (Fig. 70).  The room’s north and east walls were dry-pressed brick on 
sandstone foundations and had a green paint finish below the 1920s level.  The southern wall was a 
partition wall probably dating to the 1920s. 
 
The foundations of a passageway running north-south were on the western side of the room (Fig. 
34).  At its northern end it ran up to the door in the northwest corner of the room with the slate 
threshold which lead to the rear passageway (Room 12).  This door was narrowed when the wall 
was at some time rebuilt as shown by the overlapping of the threshold.  It was blocked in the 1920s, 
as was the doorway into Room 17.  After this access into the room was through a new doorway at 
the eastern end of the northern wall as well as the still existing doorway in the south-west corner of 
the room. 
 
The passageway was built of two parallel rows of sandstone blocks.  The western row, against the 
1870s wall, supported the 1884 brick skin while the eastern row was far less regular and level, 
although there was a consistent distance from the western row, approximately the same width as the 
doorway.  The eastern row also contained reused blocks, including what seemed to be a stone lintel. 
 

                                                           
13 See notes on the wallpapers by Catriona Quinn, Curator, Historic Houses Trust, before Figures 55 and 56. 
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The western wall had an iron air vent, as in the western wall of Room 12 but it appeared to be 
below the 1870s floor level, providing sub-floor ventilation between rooms rather than venting 
directly to the outside. 
 
Archaeology:  The initial deposit in this room was a accumulation of perhaps 30 sandstone blocks, 
placed haphazardly, which probably represent stone for the 1884 building that was not required.  
Under the 1920s demolition/construction debris (#290) was a mottled deposit with a high charcoal 
content (#292) which appeared to have come from a fireplace (Fig. 34).  Dateable ceramics in this 
deposit were post-1828/1840s, which would point to a probable nineteenth-century source, but the 
glass artefacts include turn of the century and early twentieth-century pieces.  This was overlapped 
by a clay deposit containing plaster (#305) which may have been connected to 1920s construction 
work.  Except for #292 there was little artefactual material.  A test trench (Fig. 35) was dug down 
to natural clay, showing 19cm of mixed brown sandy soil with charcoal but again few artefacts 
(#309). 
 
 
Room 19 
Fabric:  The north and south walls are part of the 1920s rebuild while the east wall is the 1884 
extension.  A discontinuous line of sandstone blocks running east-west adjacent to the north wall 
(#268; Fig. 36) was thought to have been a remnant of the front wall of the eastern half of the house 
as it was originally assessed (Fig. 20).  Although not extensive and irregular they were seen as 
evidence that the 1860s verandah was on this side but the stone had been mostly reused in the later 
extensions.  The smaller east-west dimension of the later building as against the 1890s building was 
seen to imply extensive rebuilding and also making room for the buildings to the east of the main 
house.  This was also seen as the best solution in view of the lack of conclusive evidence from west 
of Room 17. 
 
Archaeology:  Like Rooms 18 and 20 to 22 this room was somewhat east of the original house, 
being enclosed during Stage III of the building.  Like the other rooms it appears to have been cleared 
of debris during the 1920s rebuild so that there was minimal artefact build-up.  Layer #255/265 was 
a sandy deposit in the eastern half of the room which seems to have been connected with a 
construction stage.  In the western half was a compacted sand which was interpreted as being 
possibly a surface, perhaps a pathway.  Under #278 was a thin layer of dark grey humic soil with 
charcoal inclusions (#280) in the western corner and merging into this and covering the rest of the 
western half was a light brown deposit mixed with clay (#284) and showing signs of possible 
cultivation.  This covered a dark brown stain (#285) which was the remains of an iron pipe running 
north-south and which was recorded in better condition in Room 20 (#288).  Under this stain and 
#265 was bedrock. 
 
 
Room 20 
Fabric:  This room was the hallway from Room 21 and Room 18, with Room 18 leading off from 
it.  Although it is defined by 1920s fabric it probably mirrors an earlier hallway, probably an 
extension of the hallway in Room 18.  The western wall was a continuation of the brick skin from 
Room 18 over the 1870s sandstone wall (Fig. 39).  The 1884 section of the wall was decorated with 
light-blue painted plaster. 
 
Archaeology:  Bedrock was quite shallow.  Under the 1920s demolition rubble (#310) was an 
orange rubbly deposit (#311) over brown soil (topsoil?, #312) over bedrock. 
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Room 21 
Fabric:  This room was the front room as shown on the 1890s plan (Fig. 5), the southern wall being 
the front wall (Fig. 72) until the addition of the face brick verandahs in the 1920s.  The north wall, 
dry-pressed brick on a concrete base, was added or rebuilt in the 1920s. The other walls had light-
blue painted plaster on the lower 1870s section and white above. 
 
The southern wall had dry-pressed brick underpinning under the middle section of sandstone 
footings.  This wall was made of darker brick and had a row of vents in the upper sandstone course, 
some of which had later been blocked.  A long thick sill seems to have been from a large French 
window, replaced in the 1920s at a slightly higher level by a threshold when the verandah (Room 
22) was added (Fig. 72). 
 
The western wall had a doorway in the northern corner, which dated to the 1884 stage, giving access 
from this room to the patio in front of Room 17 (Fig. 15), and which was blocked by 1920s brick. 
 
Archaeology:  Under the 1920s building debris (#250) and redeposited clay probably associated with 
the 1884 work (#251) was humic soil (#253, 258, 259, 261; Fig. 40)) which may have been 
associated with a garden.  In places these contexts were mixed with others, such as a dump of 
orange clay (#263) in the northern part of the trench and a compacted surface (#269).  Below this 
was a layer of loose humic soil (#274) over most of the room (Fig. 41).  #274 seems to have been 
remnant topsoil as it was above natural clay and bedrock.  In #263 and #275, a pre-1890s trench fill, 
were several fragments of sandstock roofing tile, one with a squarish knob.  Their presence here is 
unexplained, as their period of usage is apparently in the first years of the colony and the house was 
initially shingled. 
 
Cut through #274 was a riveted iron pipe (#288), running north-south, the staining of which had 
been picked up in Room 19 (#285).  It was in poor condition but its diameter seemed to be about 
15cm, making it likely to be a stormwater/sewerage pipe.  Also cut through #274 was a north-south 
running trench (#298) which contained the remnants of a sandstone box drain (#324; Fig. 42).  
Except for the base and several upright slabs making up the eastern wall of the drain the rest of the 
structure had been removed when it was replaced by a glazed stoneware pipe (#325).  The base of 
the drain was c.20cm lower than the iron pipe.   
 
The iron pipe and the sandstone drain are examples of services which probably date to the initial use 
of the 1860s cottage.  Neither service was picked up in Room 18. 
 
 
Room 22 
Fabric:  This section was added on in the 1920s when the face brick verandahs were added to the 
southern side of the building.  The 1890s Water Board plan (Fig. 5) shows that in this period the 
north wall was the exterior wall and this part of the site was covered by a verandah.  This verandah 
survived until it was replaced in the 1920s.  As the overlay indicates (Fig. 19) the new verandah was 
of the same dimensions as the previous one. 
 
Archaeology:  Under the general demolition debris (#270) which included plastic toys was a 
bitumen surface which covered most of the southern part of the trench (approx. 4m long by 1.2m 
wide; Fig. 43).  On its northern side, against the 1880s wall, was a deposit of humic topsoil (#276, 
279) which was interpreted as a garden bed.  It would seem that there was a gap between the 
building of the eastern extension and the verandah, during which time there was a large pathway or 
bitumened area with a garden against the building.  This phase was short lived.  Perhaps at the same 
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time as the addition of the verandah the 1884 sandstone wall was underpinned with dry-pressed 
brick. 
 
Room 23 
Fabric:  Room 23 was created by enclosing the bay window in the 1884 building works and laying a 
concrete surface to serve as a patio.  Access onto this patio was by a doorway from Room 21 (Fig. 
15) and the window’s threshold was probably lowered at this time to permit access from Room 17.  
A brick wall was constructed over which the patio was laid (Figs 44, 45).  There was no evidence 
for stairs on the southern side of the patio.  When the 1920s verandahs were added on and the 
internal floor levels raised the floor level into this room was also raised, removing the projecting 
stonework except for the courses now below the 1884 patio.  Up until the 1920s the older 1870s 
sandstone exterior walls were left unrendered, unlike the 1880s addition, as can be seen on the north 
wall (Fig. #).  A pink lime wash is evident.  In the 1920s a draughted cement render was applied, 
the sandstone being roughed beforehand to improve adhesion. 
 
The western wall had lighter coloured dry-pressed brick over sandstone footings under the dark 
1920s face brick, indicating a probable reuse of the 1884(?) wall.  The eastern wall is the brick of 
the 1884 extension, with the upper part of the wall rendered. 
 
Archaeology:  After the bay window was enclosed by brick walls to the west and east the projecting 
window elements were removed and the space in front of the window filled with sand and sandstone 
rubble (#372), and a concrete patio (#370) laid over a final layer of cinder (#371).  The surviving 
course of sandstone in the window foundations had mortar on its rough upper surface, indicating the 
removal of the final course which projected outwards slightly.  The surviving course also had a 
chamfered upper outer edge, which continued around the eastern side of the building.  This 
chamfered edge was not found on the western side (i.e. the verandah side). 
 
The 1884 patio was covered and replaced by a new patio with the 1920s floor level changes and the 
construction of the 1920s verandah. 
 
 
Room 24 
Fabric:  The northern wall is the 1884 front wall while just inside the southern 1920s face brick 
verandah was the 1884 front verandah wall, from which stairs descended to the garden.  These stairs 
serviced the western half of the subdivided building (Fig. 15).  With the 1920s rebuilding the 
verandah was widened (Fig. 19). 
 
The remnant 1880s wall was a rendered and draughted sandstone block wall (Fig. 46).  The 1920s 
verandah was face brick with light brown commons below floor level.  The 1884 north wall was 
sandstone.  All three doorways were shifted westwards in the 1920s (Fig. 19). 
 
Archaeology:  This room was cleared of the recent demolition rubble but little further work took 
place except for some excavation work to the south of Room 14 to investigate the connection 
between the 1884 and 1920s walls. 
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3.2 Area B 
 
Area B was the area to the west of Greencliffe (Fig. 6).  In recent years the land had been built up 
and the space used as a playground.  The archaeological program saw the removal of the fill down 
to a level upon which a weatherboard building was constructed at some stage between 1858 and 
1868 by the property owner Mrs Paul.  This level was c1m below the current street level.  The 
building was described on the 1868 road realignment plan as a weatherboard shed (Fig. 4).  In the 
next year a mortgage indenture describes it as a tenement and mentions the rental income coming 
from it.  It is rated separately from the main house from 1886 when it is described as a ‘wood 
cottage’.  In 1893 it is rated as a four-roomed weatherboard and shingle cottage, at a value of £13 
(at the same time the western extension of the main house was rated at £200 while the older part was 
rated at £100).  A verandah was added to the rear by 1890 and additional structures and fencelines 
are shown on plan (Fig. 5).  It was demolished c1902. 
 
What use was made of it when it was a ‘shed’ is unknown but it may have held a wagon or garden 
equipment.  When it was converted for residential use it was occupied by various tenants, with the 
longest occupant, between 1886 and 1902, being Charles Peterson who lived there between 1893 and 
1898.  Charles Willis, gardener, who lived there in 1890 and 1891, may have worked on the 
property.  This means that like the main house from the 1880s the changing tenancy makes the 
attribution of individual deposits to any one person or household difficult if not impossible. 
 
The application for the excavation permit included the following two questions in its research design 
(Appendix 6): 
 
-  Does evidence of the timber cottage survive?  Given that it was somewhat unusual in a fairly well 
off area, what evidence is there for its initial use? 
 
-  What indications of social status is given by the archaeological record?  Does the material culture 
allow us to make more than very broad statements about their standard of living? 
 
The two houses and their separate archaeological records were seen as an excellent opportunity to 
provide artefacts that could be used to compare their respective material cultures.  A disparate 
material culture might be suggested by the marked gap in the buildings’ rated value, as noted above 
for 1893.  For most of the time the timber cottage was in use there was one to two households using 
the main house, meaning a comparison of deposits and their artefacts could be feasible. 
 
This design was not fulfilled because of the dearth of nineteenth-century artefacts from the main 
house.  The situation was better in the area around the timber cottage in terms of quantity of 
artefacts but the shallowness of the deposit mitigated against secure contexts for this material.  
Bedrock was close to the surface, particularly in the southern half of the area and the few postholes 
found were not enough to indicate the location of the house and to delineate its rooms.  The evidence 
suggests that some of the house timbers had been placed on stone pads rather than being dug in but 
not enough of these pads survived the demolition process or later disturbance to delineate the house’s 
exact position. 
 
Not being able to precisely locate the house and its individual rooms, or surfaces associated with it 
meant that the features uncovered in the area could not be tied in with the structure or its inhabitants.  
The features and deposits could have been laid down at any stage, or may have been rubbish 
discarded from elsewhere when the land was vacant. 
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Archaeology:  The area was bounded on the north by the Kirribilli Avenue retaining wall, to the 
east by the driveway into Greencliffe, to the south by the edge of the upper garden terrace, and to 
the west by the property boundary.  Of this an area approximately 17m along Kirribilli Avenue by 
8m deep was cleared by hand. 
 
Context #1 was the general cleaning of the area after the bulldozer clearance.  This deposit was 
therefore completely unstratified.  After this general clearance the area where the cottage was 
located on the Water Board plan (Fig. 5) was concentrated on, although the presence of a driveway 
between this area and the house meant the full area could not be examined.  The area that could be 
excavated was taken down to natural soil or bedrock.  This involved the removal of various deposits 
of mainly mixed topsoil.  Along the street frontage was mixed topsoil with sandstone and brick 
rubble (#5), interpreted as demolition debris.  Further away were #3, 18 and 19 which were 
probably the same deposit (Fig. 47).  Context #5 was up to 30cm in depth.  These lay above #2 
which was dark brown sand with sandstone and brick.  Context #2 may have been an imported 
landscaping fill as it covered features that probably dated to the period of the cottage. 
 
The removal of the demolition deposits revealed various features.  Various sandstone blocks were 
interpreted as part of the cottage structure.  Context #9 and #10 (Fig. 48, 49) were interpreted as 
footing pads for the southwest and southeast cottage piers respectively.  #27 and #28 also seem to be 
footing elements.  Towards the street frontage were a number of pits including #24 which contained 
a quantity of artefacts, #25, #23 which contained a small dog burial, #22, and #21.  Some of the 
unidentified cuts may have been postholes. 
 
If a plan of the main features is overlaid onto the 1890 Water Board plan (Fig. 50) there seems to be 
little correspondence between the features uncovered and the location of the house.  The shallowness 
of the strata above bedrock and probable post-demolition disturbance obscured the structural remains 
of the house to an unexpected degree. 
 
 
3.3 Monitoring 
 
During the bulk excavation of the site the area was inspected on several occasions so that any 
features could be recorded.  Several whole bottles (context #402) were collected.  Because of their 
lack of stratified context these were collected for display purposes only and are not regarded as 
having interpretation value. 
 
Near the northeastern corner of the site (Fig. 6) the machines had disturbed a rectangular straight-
sided pit with a flat base, cut through natural sand and filled with a mixture of brown and yellow 
sand.  The top and western extent of the pit had been removed and its fill gave no indication of 
function.  Towards the base of the pit, particularly against the sides, was a quantity of ceramic and 
glass sherds, along with fabric and leather (context #401).  It seemed to be general household refuse.  
The ceramic items were primarily tablewares (plates, saucers, side plates) with gilded decoration, 
dating from 1860.  At least three of the gilded plates (ceramic catalogue numbers 561-563) were part 
of a set.  There was also serving vessels, kitchen and pharmaceutical items. 
 
The glass from this context contained a large number of high quality tableware, mostly consisting of 
stemware fragments of fine bowl/stem/foot glasses (from 1830) and pressed tumbler fragments with 
arched panels (from 1850).  There were two fragments of pre-1870 window glass. 
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As well as ceramic and glass tablewares there was a fragment of a Victorian/Edwardian style 
porcelain figurine and a part of a writing slate.  The slate had incised music score lines which had 
been high-lighted in red.  There was some fragmentary fabric and shoe leather. 
 
The consistency of the ceramic in this context suggests some of it had a single source and may have 
deposited as the result of a single event, like the collapse of a cupboard, which would explain the 
three plates from the same set.  Its general quality, particularly in the glass, suggests a middle class 
household.  This is supported by the music slate.  Once this initial deposition was made the hole 
seems to have been left open for a period for additional rubbish disposal.  Although difficult to give 
an end date to this material it could easily have been deposited during the initial occupation of 
Greencliffe. 
 
 
3.4 Artefacts 
 
The cataloguing of the artefacts was done on a context specific basis (Appendix 9).  This meant that 
contexts were ‘ranked’ as to their relevance to the research questions posed for the site.  As 
archaeology is based on principles of stratigraphy, i.e. that deposits and therefore artefacts are laid 
down in some sort of (usually) definable sequence, it was decided to concentrate the artefact 
cataloguing and analysis on those deposits that had some relevance to the nineteenth-century 
occupation of Greencliffe and of the timber cottage to its northwest.  Some contexts, like the 
contents of a pit with 1860s ceramics, had obvious implications for the site if it could be tied into the 
period of Mrs Paul’s ownership.  Other contexts, like the cleaning of bulldozer debris from Area B, 
and the other contexts in this area which could not be tied in with the timber cottage, had limited 
ability to provide useful information. 
 
All contexts were therefore ranked: 
 
 1.  Secure contexts which can contribute to answering the research questions; 
 2.  Contexts which although are more general or unclear may contribute to the above; 
 3.  Mixed or contaminated contexts and those which have minimal relevance to the above; 
 4.  Others (chiefly artefacts recovered during post-excavation monitoring). 
 
This ranking of the contexts was used to guide the cataloguing and study of the artefacts.  Although 
everything was catalogued less time was spent on lower ranked contexts than secure contexts.  This 
was in recognition that they would provide little or no information about site processes and could not 
be used to answer the research questions. 
 
During the cataloguing it was proposed to treat the various ranks in the following way: 
 
Rank 1 - all artefacts should be catalogued. 
Rank 2 - all artefacts should be catalogued. 
Rank 3 - general lists of ceramic, glass, and miscellaneous.  All except particularly interesting items  
 might be discarded. 
Rank 4 - catalogue what was collected. 
 
As well as treating artefacts on their merits rather than as aesthetically pleasing items, this approach 
was also designed to save time and money.  As it happened, however, there were few contexts that 
were considered to be able to answer the research questions.  Very few contexts, and these mostly in 
Room 10, could be securely dated to the nineteenth century.  These have been analysed above and 
several patterns emerged. 
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The stated aim of comparing artefact assemblages from the main house and the timber cottage, that 
is of comparing their levels of material culture, was also not possible because of lack of secure 
contexts in Area B coupled with the lack of artefacts from the house. 
 
The artefacts are to be stored by North Sydney Council, except for the wallpaper samples which 
have been conserved and accessioned by Historic Houses Trust, at the Lyndhurst Resource Centre, 
Tel. (02) 692 8366. 
 
 



 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

 

4.0 References 
 
Sands Directory 
 
Lavelle, S., Archaeological Assessment, ‘Greencliffe’, 51-53 Kirribilli Avenue Kirribilli, NSW, for 
 Bruce Swalwell Architects, November 1993. 
Schwager Brooks and Partners, Greencliffe 51-53 Kirribilli Ave Kirribilli, Heritage Assessment and 
 Photographic Survey, for Bruce Swalwell Architects, December 1993. 
 
Bures, S., The House of Wunderlich, Kangaroo Press, 1987. 
Groom, B. & W. Wickman, Sydney - The 1850s, The Lost Collections. Eyewitness Accounts and 
 Early Photographs of Sydney, 1982. 
Jones, M., North Sydney 1788-1988, Allen & Unwin (Municipality of North Sydney), 1988. 
Mann, C.V.F., Municipality of North Sydney, History and Progress from the Earliest Settlement 
 1788-1938, North Sydney Council, 1938. 
Russell, E., The Opposite Shore. North Sydney and its People, North Shore Historical Society, 
 1990. 
Willis, A.-M., Picturing Australia, A History of Photography, Angus and Robertson, 1988. 



 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

 

5.0 Illustrations 
 
Historic Plans and Photographs 
Figure 1:  Site location (after Lavelle and UBD Street Directory). 
Figure 2:  Plan showing Ryan’s subdivision, c1860s, Mann 1938, p.36, after Lavelle. 
Figure 3:  1868 Parish Map, Stanton Library, after Lavelle. 
Figure 4:  1868 road realignment plan. Stanton Library, Local History MF 281. 
Figure 5:  Water Board Block Plan, 1890, showing Greencliffe and the timber building to the west. 
 Stanton Library, Sheet 3. 
Figure 6:  Tracing of Water Board Plan 1890, indicating Greencliffe and the timber building to the 
 west and the extent of Area B. 
Figure 7:  Ground plan of the modern Greencliffe showing the rooms investigated.  The work 
 centred around Rooms 9-10, 12, 17-20, 23, the location of the 1870s building.  The rooms 
 to the west of 10 and 17, except for Room 16, were not completely excavated. 
Figure 8:  Photo c1864 by R. Hunt showing Greencliffe under construction. Stanton Library, PF 
 912/1, (original in Macleay Museum, University of Sydney). 
Figure 9:  Photo c1864 by R. Hunt showing the completed Greencliffe. Stanton Library, PF 912/2, 
 (original in Macleay Museum, University of Sydney). 
Figure 10:  Photo c1865 by R. Hunt showing the original Greencliffe. Macleay Museum, 
 University of Sydney. 
Figure 11:  Photo 1870s by R. Hunt showing Greencliffe with addition to the east. Macleay 
 Museum, University of Sydney 
Figure 12:  Photo showing Greencliffe at middle right, c1908?  Stanton Library PF 1004. 
 
Reconstructed Groundplans 
Figure 13:  Proposed ground plan, Greencliffe as built in the 1860s. 
Figure 14:  Proposed ground plan, Greencliffe in the 1870s. 
Figure 15:  Proposed ground plan, Greencliffe after 1884. 
Figure 16:  Elevation of Greencliffe in 1884. 
Figure 17:  Reconstruction of Greencliffe in 1884. 
Figure 18:  Ground plan of the post 1920s Greencliffe. 
Figure 19:  Overlay of the 1884 and modern Greencliffe ground plans. 
Figure 20:  Greencliffe’s architectural stages (after Schwager Brooks). 
Figure 21:  Greencliffe’s architectural phases as revised. 
 
Archaeological Drawings 
Figure 22:  Room 9 
Figure 23:  Room 10.1 
Figure 24:  Room 10.2 
Figure 25:  Room 10.3 
Figure 26:  Room 12 
Figure 27:  Room 14 
Figure 28:  Room 15 
Figure 29:  Room 16.1 
Figure 30:  Room 16.2 
Figure 31:  Room 16.3 
Figure 32:  Room 17.1 
Figure 33:  Room 17.2 
Figure 34:  Room 18.1 
Figure 35:  Room 18.2 
Figure 36:  Room 19.1 
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Figure 37:  Room 19.2 
Figure 38:  Room 19.3 
Figure 39:  Room 20 
Figure 40:  Room 21.1 
Figure 41:  Room 21.2 
Figure 42:  Room 21.3 
Figure 43:  Room 22 
Figure 44:  Room 23.1 
Figure 45:  Room 23.2 
Figure 46:  Room 24 
Figure 47:  Area B.1 
Figure 48:  Area B.2, detail 
Figure 49:  Area B.3, detail 
Figure 50:  Area B.4, detail with outline of cottage. 
 
Photographs with Key 
Figure 51:  Photo of Room 10, looking north-east, with key. 
Figure 52:  Photo of Room 17, looking south, with key. 
Figure 53:  Photo of Room 23, looking north, with key. 
Figure 54:  Photo of Room 23, looking west, with key. 
 
Photographs of Wallpapers (captions before Fig.55) 
Figure 55:  Detail of wallpaper from Room 17. 
Figure 56:  Detail of wallpaper from Room 17. 
 
General Photographs 
Figure 57:  Greencliffe from the south. GC 5/27 
Figure 58:  The harbour from Greencliffe. GC 3/28 
Figure 59:  Room 9, west wall. GC 5/10 
Figure 60:  Room 10, north wall, doorway and remains of fireplace. GC 4/27 
Figure 61:  Room 10, east wall showing blocked lower doorway, 1870s ceiling level, and doorway 
 to balcony. GC 7/13 
Figure 62:  Room 10, looking north during excavation, showing grid. GC 4/1 
Figure 63:  Room 14, east wall, showing plaster below 1884 floor level. GC 5/24 
Figure 64:  Room 15, west wall, blocked 1860s doorway with 1884 doorway to right. GC 5/22 
Figure 65:  Room 16, east wall, blocked 1870s doorway. GC 3/12 
Figure 66:  Room 17, looking north, showing underfloor deposits before excavation. GC 1/11 
Figure 67:  Room 17, looking north during excavation. GC 7/19 
Figure 68:  Room 17, south wall, wallpapers and 1870s architrave line (bay window). GC 5/7 
Figure 69:  Room 17, east wall, wallpapers above 1870s skirting board shadow. GC 5/1 
Figure 70:  Room 18/20, west wall, showing 1884 plaster and 1870s exterior stonework. Blocked 
 doorway into Room 17 at right. Note wooden plug for doorframe. GC 7/27 
Figure 71:  Room 21, sandstone drain with later ceramic pipe. GC 6/8A 
Figure 72:  Southern wall of Room 21, exterior face of 1884 extension. Note window sill replaced 
 by 1920s door threshold. GC 6/28A 
Figure 73:  Room 24, 1884 threshold to Room 14. 
Figure 74:  Room 24, the 1884 front verandah wall inside the 1920s face brick verandah. GC 2/30 
Figure 75:  Area B, looking west during excavation. GC 3/12 
Figure 76:  Area B, looking east during excavation. GC 3/5 
Figure 77:  Area B, looking east, features cut into natural sand. GC 4/13 
Figure 78:  Area B, southwest corner of area looking north, remnant features on bedrock. GC 4/10. 
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Figure 1: Site location (after Lavelle and UBD Street Directory). 
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Figure 2: Plan showing Paul’s allotment, c1860, Mann 1938, p.36, after Lavelle. 
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Figure 3: 1868 Parish map, Stanton Library, after Lavelle 
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Figure 4: 1868 road alignment plan, Stanton Library, Local History MF 281. 
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Figure 5: Water Board Block Plan, 1890, showing Greencliffe and the timber building to 

the west. Stanton Library, Sheet 3 
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Figure 6: Tracing of Water Board Plan, showing Area B and location of Contexrt #401. 
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Figure 7: Groundplan of Greencliffe showing the rooms investigated. 
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Figure 8: Photo c1864 by R. Hunt showing Greencliffe under construction. Stanton 

Library, PF 912/1, (Original in Macleay Museum, University of Sydney). 
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Figure 9: Photo c1864 by R. Hunt showing the completed Greencliffe. Stanton Library, PF 

912/2, (Original in Macleay Museum, University of Sydney). 
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Figure 10: Photo c 1865 by R. Hunt showing the original Greencliffe. Macleay Museum, 

University of Sydney. 
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Figure 11: Photo 1870’s by R. Hunt showing Greencliffe with addition to the east. Macleay 

Museum, University of Sydney 
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Figure 12: Photo showing Greencliffe at extreme right above boat shed, c1908? Stanton 
Library PF 1004. One of the few photographs showing Greencliffe post 1884. See 
Figure 17. 
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Figure 13: Greencliffe as built in the 1860’s. The layout of the rear rooms is largely 
conjectural. The positioning of the fireplaces is based on the historic photographs. 
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Figure 14: Greencliffe in the 1870’s. Another wing has been added to the eastern side of 
the original 1860’s building. The front of the building is shown in various 
photographs but the northern and internal walls are most conjectural. 



 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
Figure: 15 Greencliffe as rebuilt in 1884. The older section of the house has been converted 

into a large two-storeyed building enclosing the verandah behind a rendered brick 
façade with balconies. An Italianate tower has been built against the western side of 
the original house and additional rooms added to the north. A patio has been added 
to the front of the bay window, with access from the new eastern extension. It is not 
clear whether the window was converted into a doorway at this stage. All known 
doorways and fireplavces have been included. The dotted line in the northeast corner 
is the position of the suspected balcony. 
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Figure 16: Suggested elevation of Greencliffe in 1884.  Courtesy Geoff Stennett. 
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Figure 17: Suggested perspective view of Greencliffe in 1884.  Courtesy Geoff Stennett. 
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Figure 18: Ground Plan for Greencliffe after 1927. The internal spaces have been 

subdivided into four flats. The 1880’s verandah has been widened and replaced with 
a face-brick front. The doorways off the verandah into the extension have been 
shifted to correspond to the new room configuration. 
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Figure 19: Overlay of the house post 1927 onto the 1884 house plan. Note the shifted 

southern verandah, the additions to the northwest and the replacement of the 
fireplace in the northern wall of Room 10 with a doorway. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd  Greencliffe, Kirribilli 

 

 
Figure 20: Greencliffe’s architectural stages as originally proposed (after Schwager Books). 
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Figure 21: Greencliffe’s architectural phases as revised. 
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Figure 50:  Area B.4, detail with outline of cottage. 
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Figure 52:  Photo of Room 17, looking south, with key. 
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Figure 53:  Photo of Room 23, looking north, with key. 
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Figure 54:  Photo of Room 23, looking west, with key. 
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Figure 55:  Detail of wallpaper from Room 17. 
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Figure 56:  Detail of wallpaper from Room 17. 
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Figure 57:  Greencliffe from the south. GC 5/27 
 
 
 

 
Figure 58:  The harbour from Greencliffe. GC 3/28 
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Figure 59:  Room 9, west wall. GC 5/10 
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Figure 60:  Room 10, north wall, doorway and remains of fireplace. GC 4/27 
 
 

 
Figure 61:  Room 10, east wall showing blocked lower doorway, 1870s ceiling level, and doorway 
 to balcony. GC 7/13 
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Figure 62:  Room 10, looking north during excavation, showing grid. GC 4/1 
 
 

 
Figure 63:  Room 14, east wall, showing plaster below 1884 floor level. GC 5/24 
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Figure 64:  Room 15, west wall, blocked 1860s doorway with 1884 doorway to right. GC 5/22 
 
 

 
Figure 65:  Room 16, east wall, blocked 1870s doorway. GC 3/12 
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Figure 66:  Room 17, looking north, showing underfloor deposits before excavation. GC 1/11 
 
 

 
Figure 67:  Room 17, looking north during excavation. GC 7/19 
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Figure 68:  Room 17, south wall, wallpapers and 1870s architrave line (bay window). GC 5/7 
 
 

 
Figure 69:  Room 17, east wall, wallpapers above 1870s skirting board shadow. GC 5/1 
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Figure 70:  Room 18/20, west wall, showing 1884 plaster and 1870s exterior stonework. Blocked 
 doorway into Room 17 at right. Note wooden plug for doorframe. GC 7/27 
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Figure 71:  Room 21, sandstone drain with later ceramic pipe. GC 6/8A 
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Figure 72:  Southern wall of Room 21, exterior face of 1884 extension. Note window sill replaced 
 by 1920s door threshold. GC 6/28A 
 
 

 
Figure 73:  Room 24, 1884 threshold to Room 14. 
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Figure 74:  Room 24, the 1884 front verandah wall inside the 1920s face brick verandah. GC 2/30 
 
 

 
Figure 75:  Area B, looking west during excavation. GC 3/12 
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Figure 76:  Area B, looking east during excavation. GC 3/5 
 
 

 
Figure 77:  Area B, looking east, features cut into natural sand. GC 4/13 
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Figure 78:  Area B, southwest corner of area looking north, remnant features on bedrock. GC 4/10 
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Appendix 6: Excavation Permit Application (Lowe) 
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CONTEXTS (in ascending order) 
 

Context # Type Room # Area Details Rank 
1 cleaning  B general cleaning of bulldozer debris 3 
2 layer  B dark brown sand, perhaps mixed topsoil 2 
3 layer  B dark brown clayey sand.  Destruction debris, mixed topsoil 2 
4 layer /G4 B brown clayey sand, probably same as #3 2 
5 layer  B SS, brick, rubble, mixed w/ topsoil; destruction debris 2 
6 fill /E4 B of #8, rubbish pit mostly full of metal 2 
7 layer /E3 B  2 
8 cut /E4 B   
9 structure /E3 B   
10 structure /J1 B   
11 fill  B  2 
12 fill /H5 B fill of #24, brown sandy with quantity of artefacts 2 
13 fill /H5 B fill of #25, brown sand, few artefacts, posthole? 2 
14 fill /F5 B destruction debris: bricks, SS, mortar, rubble 2 
15 fill /H4 B for #6, rectangular rubbish pit 2 
16 fill /I4 B SS blocks, footing for SW pier of cottage? 2 
17 fill /I3 B SS slab, footing for SE pier of cottage? 2 
18 layer  B posthole or pit fill 2 
19 layer  B dark brown sandy soil, probably same as #5 2 
20 structure /I3 B cement packing for posthole  
21 cut /I3 B for #17, square posthole?  
22 cut /I4 B for #16, circular   
23 cut /H4 B for #15, rectangular, dog burial  
24 cut /H5 B for #12, circular  
25 cut /H5 B for #13, circular  
26 structure /F5 B mortar with impression of timber  
27 structure /E3 B line of SS blocks set on bedrock, cottage annex?  
28 layer /E3 B mortar, connected with #27? 2 
29 fill  B unexcavated 2 
30 layer  B natural sand 2 
31 layer  B bedrock  
      

201 layer 17 A 1920s demo and construction 3 
202 deposit 17 A ashy fireplace deposit 2 
203 deposit 17 A black sand adjacent to fireplace 2 
204 deposit 17 A ash adjacent to fireplace, probably pre-1920s 2 
205 deposit 17 A west of fireplace, same as 204? 2 
206 layer 9 A 1920s demo, 1900s occupation 3 
207 layer 17 A dark grey sand with crushed SS 2 
208    unused  
209 deposit 9 A redeposited topsoil 3 
210 fill 9 A of FT #211 1 
211 cut 9 A FT, west wall  
212 layer 9 A natural sand 2 
213 fill 9 A of FT #214 3 
214 cut 9 A FT, south wall, 1920s wall  
215 fill 17 A of FT, #216 1 
216 cut 17 A FT, south wall  
217 fill 17 A of FT #218 1 
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218 cut 17 A FT, east wall  
219 layer 10 A layer, 1920s construction and 1900s occupation 3 
220 layer 10 A layer, 1880s/1870s demolition 1 
221 layer 16 A 1920s construction/occupation 3 
222 layer 15 A 1920s construction and 1900s occupation 3 
223 fill 10 A fireplace 1 
224 structure 10 A fireplace  
225 fill 17 A of #226 2 
226 cut 17 A natural drainage channel?  
227 layer 10/17 A natural topsoil 2 
228 deposit 17 A redeposited topsoil 2 
229 layer 10 A underfloor/occupation deposit, 1870s-1920 1 
230 deposit 16 A rubble sandstone 2 
231 deposit 10 A fireplace, 1870s 1 
232 deposit 17 A mixed sand and topsoil 2 
233 cut 17 A for 1870s floor pier  
234 fill 17 A of #233 1 
235 cut 17 A for 1870s floor pier  
236 fill 17 A of #235 1 
237 layer 16 A crushed rubble and yellow sandstone, same as #243 2 
238 fill 16 A of #239 2 
239 cut 16 A FT, south wall  
240    cancelled  
241 structure 10 A footings, 1870s  
242    cancelled  
243 layer 16 A crushed rubble and yellow sandstone, same as #237 2 
244 cut 16 A trench, post 1880s?  
245 fill 16 A of #244 3 
246 cut 16 A FT, 1880s  
247 fill 16 A of #246 3 
248 layer 16 A black humic topsoil 1 
249 cut 16 A trench, post 1880s?  
250 deposit 21 A demolition rubble, 1920s plus 3 
251 deposit 21 A demolition rubble, probably 1880s 3 
252 deposit 21 A demolition deposit 3 
253 deposit 21 A humic topsoil, garden bed? 3 
254 cut 21 A FT, south wall  
255 deposit 19 A demolition/construction sand, probably 1880s 3 
256 cut 19 A FT, north wall, 1880s brick wall  
257 cut 19 A FT, south wall, 1880s brick wall  
258 deposit 21 A compacted with SS inclusions, pathway? 1 
259 layer 21 A topsoil with SS inclusions, same as #258 1 
260 cut 21 A FT, north wall  
261 layer 21 A redeposited black humic 2 
262 cut 21 A shallow pit 2 
263 deposit 21 A orange clay 3 
264 structure 19 A drainpipe, stoneware 3 
265 deposit 19 A 2nd spit, same as #255 3 
266 deposit 19 A same as #255 3 
267 deposit 19 A same as #255 3 
268 structure 19 A sandstone floor piers  
269 deposit 21 A compacted sand, surface? 1 
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270 layer 22 A demolition 3 
271 layer 22 A bitumen surface 3 
272 deposit 21 A bitumen 3 
273 cut 21 A trench for garden edging  
274 deposit 21 A fine sandy soil 1 
275 fill 21 A mottled trench fill, 1880s walls built on 1 
276 deposit 22 A 1880s garden bed, spit 1 (see #279) 2 
277 cut 22 A FT, 1920s 3 
278 layer 19 A surface?, compacted area 1 
279 deposit 22 A humic topsoil, 1880s garden, spit 2 (see #276) 2 
280 deposit 19 A humic soil 1 
281 fill 21 A trench fill, grey ash, same as #275 1 
282 cut 22 A FT, underpinning trench, for 1880s wall 3 
283 deposit 22 A mixed clay 2 
284 deposit 19 A sandy soil 1 
285 structure 19 A remnant of Fe pipe? 1 
286 deposit 19 A sand bed deposit for #285 1 
287 structure 19 A box drain next to drainpipe  
288 structure 21 A Fe pipe 1 
289 structure 19 A posthole dug into bedrock  
290 layer 18 A demolition rubble, 1920s 3 
291 structure 18 A drainpipe 3 
292 deposit 18 A ashy, from fireplace in G18? 2 
293 structure 18 A sandstone hallway foundations  
294 deposit 18 A clay and sand 2 
295a structure 19 A drainpipe under western wall 3 
295b deposit 12 A tiles 1 
296 cut 12 A FT, east wall  
298 cut 21 A FT, west wall 1 
299 deposit 12 A loose sandy, bedding for #314 3 
300 cut 22 A trench 3 
301 structure 22 A pipe 3 
302 layer 12 A demolition, 1880s 2 
303 deposit 12 A concrete 3 
304 deposit 22 A bricks, underpinning of 1880s wall 3 
305 deposit 18 A mixed sandy lenses and plaster; 1880s construction? 3 
306 deposit 21 A redeposited? grey clay 3 
307 layer 21 A bedrock  
308 layer  19 A natural clay  
309 cut 18 A test trench 3 
310 layer 20 A demolition rubble 3 
311 deposit 20 A rubble fill 3 
312 deposit 20 A brown soil 3 
313 cut  A test trench exterior of Room 18 3 
314 structure 12 A floor, concrete conglomerate 3 
315 cut 18 A test trench 3 
316 deposit 12 A brown sandy topsoil, part of #309 2 
317 cut 12 A FT, south wall  
318 cut 22 A test trench 3 
319 cut 21 A test trench 3 
321 layer 20 A bedrock  
322 cut 20 A test trench 3 
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323 structure 20 A Fe water pipe 3 
324 structure 21 A sandstone box drain  
325 structure 21 A ceramic drain 3 
350 fill 16 A of #249 3 
351 layer 16 A redeposited black humic 1 
352 structure 16 A floor support/footing in FT #249  
353 cut 16 A trench, 1920s wall  
354 fill 16 A of #353 3 
355 structure 16 A western wall, DP brick, 1920s  
356 structure 16 A rectangular stone feature, pre-1880s  
357 deposit 16 A crushed sandstone, 1870s construction deposit 1 
358 layer 14/15 A natural, topsoil 1 
359 layer 15 A redeposited humic sand 2 
360 layer 14 A 1920s construction 3 
361 layer 15 A demolition 2 
362 cut 14/15 A FT, 1860s  
363 fill 14/15 A of #362 2 
364 fill 16 A of #356 1 
365 fill 16 A of #356 1 
366 structure 10 A FT, east wall, 1870s  
367 fill 10 A of #366, 1870s 1 
368 cut 10 A footings, 1870s  
369 fill 10 A of #368, 1870s 1 
370 structure 23 A  1880s patio  
371 deposit 23 A coal cinder 1 
372 deposit 23 A brown sandy 1 
373 structure 23 A 1870s bay window  
374 structure 23 A front wall of 1870s extension  
380 cut 10 A cut, 1870s footing  
381 fill 10 A of #380, 1870s 1 
382 cut 10 A footings, 1870s  
383 fill 10 A of #382 1 
384 cut 16 A for #356  
400 cut   monitoring  
401 fill   monitoring 4 
402    monitoring 4 
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CONTEXTS (sorted by area/room) 
 

Context # Type Room # Area Details Rank 
1 cleaning  B general cleaning of bulldozer debris 3 
2 layer  B dark brown sand, perhaps mixed topsoil 2 
3 layer  B dark brown clayey sand.  Destruction debris, mixed topsoil 2 
4 layer /G4 B brown clayey sand, probably same as #3 2 
5 layer  B SS, brick, rubble, mixed w/ topsoil; destruction debris 2 
6 fill /E4 B of #8, rubbish pit mostly full of metal 2 
7 layer /E3 B destruction debris: bricks, SS, mortar, rubble 2 
8 cut /E4 B for #6, rectangular rubbish pit  
9 structure /E3 B SS blocks, footing for SW pier of cottage?  
10 structure /J1 B SS slab, footing for SE pier of cottage?  
11 fill  B posthole or pit fill 2 
12 fill /H5 B fill of #24, brown sandy with quantity of artefacts 2 
13 fill /H5 B fill of #25, brown sand, few artefacts, posthole? 2 
14 fill /F5 B sandy soil 2 
15 fill /H4 B fill of #23, yellow clay and rubble, dog burial 2 
16 fill /I4 B fill of #22, yellow sandy clay, timber fragments 2 
17 fill /I3 B fill of #21, sand, SS rubble, drainpipe pieces 2 
18 layer  B dark brown sandy soil, probably same as #5 2 
19 layer  B dark brown sandy soil, probably same as #5 2 
20 structure /I3 B cement packing for posthole  
21 cut /I3 B for #17, square posthole?  
22 cut /I4 B for #16, circular   
23 cut /H4 B for #15, rectangular, dog burial  
24 cut /H5 B for #12, circular  
25 cut /H5 B for #13, circular  
26 structure /F5 B mortar with impression of timber  
27 structure /E3 B line of SS blocks set on bedrock, cottage annex?  
28 layer /E3 B mortar, connected with #27? 2 
29 fill  B unexcavated 2 
30 layer  B natural sand 2 
31 layer  B bedrock  
      

206 layer 9 A 1920s demo, 1900s occupation 3 
209 deposit 9 A redeposited topsoil 3 
210 fill 9 A of FT #211 1 
211 cut 9 A FT, west wall  
212 layer 9 A natural sand 2 
213 fill 9 A of FT #214 3 
214 cut 9 A FT, south wall, 1920s wall  
219 layer 10 A layer, 1920s construction and 1900s occupation 3 
220 layer 10 A layer, 1880s/1870s demolition 1 
223 fill 10 A fireplace 1 
224 structure 10 A fireplace  
229 layer 10 A underfloor/occupation deposit, 1870-1920 1 
231 deposit 10 A fireplace, 1870s 1 
241 structure 10 A footings, 1870s  
366 structure 10 A FT, east wall, 1870s  
367 fill 10 A of #366, 1870s 1 
368 cut 10 A footings, 1870s  
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369 fill 10 A of #368, 1870s 1 
380 cut 10 A cut, 1870s footing  
381 fill 10 A of #380, 1870s 1 
382 cut 10 A footings, 1870s  
383 fill 10 A of #382 1 
227 layer 10/17 A natural topsoil 2 
295 deposit 12 A tiles 1 
296 cut 12 A FT, east wall  
299 deposit 12 A loose sandy, bedding for #314 3 
302 layer 12 A demolition, 1880s 2 
303 deposit 12 A concrete 3 
314 structure 12 A floor, concrete conglomerate 3 
316 deposit 12 A brown sandy topsoil, part of #309 2 
317 cut 12 A FT, south wall  
360 layer 14 A 1920s construction 3 
358 layer 14/15 A natural, topsoil 1 
362 cut 14/15 A FT, 1860s  
363 fill 14/15 A of #362 2 
222 layer 15 A 1920s construction and 1900s occupation 3 
359 layer 15 A redeposited humic sand 2 
361 layer 15 A demolition 2 
221 layer 16 A 1920s construction/occupation 3 
230 deposit 16 A rubble sandstone 2 
237 layer 16 A crushed rubble and yellow sandstone, same as #243 2 
238 fill 16 A of #239 2 
239 cut 16 A FT, south wall  
243 layer 16 A crushed rubble and yellow sandstone, same as #237 2 
244 cut 16 A trench, post 1880s?  
245 fill 16 A of #244 3 
246 cut 16 A FT, 1880s  
247 fill 16 A of #246 3 
248 layer 16 A black humic topsoil 1 
249 cut 16 A trench, post 1880s?  
350 fill 16 A of #249 3 
351 layer 16 A redeposited black humic 1 
352 structure 16 A floor support/footing in FT #249  
353 cut 16 A trench, 1920s wall  
354 fill 16 A of #353 3 
355 structure 16 A western wall, DP brick, 1920s  
356 structure 16 A rectangular stone feature, pre-1880s  
357 deposit 16 A crushed sandstone, 1870s construction deposit 1 
364 fill 16 A of #356 1 
365 fill 16 A of #356 1 
384 cut 16 A for #356  
201 layer 17 A 1920s demo and construction 3 
202 deposit 17 A ashy fireplace deposit 2 
203 deposit 17 A black sand adjacent to fireplace 2 
204 deposit 17 A ash adjacent to fireplace, probably pre-1920s 2 
205 deposit 17 A west of fireplace, same as 204? 2 
207 layer 17 A dark grey sand with crushed SS 2 
215 fill 17 A of FT, #216 1 
216 cut 17 A FT, south wall  
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217 fill 17 A of FT #218 1 
218 cut 17 A FT, east wall  
225 fill 17 A of #226 2 
226 cut 17 A natural drainage channel?  
228 deposit 17 A redeposited topsoil 2 
232 deposit 17 A mixed sand and topsoil 2 
233 cut 17 A for 1870s floor pier  
234 fill 17 A of #233 1 
235 cut 17 A for 1870s floor pier  
236 fill 17 A of #235 1 
290 layer 18 A demolition rubble, 1920s 3 
291 structure 18 A drainpipe 3 
292 deposit 18 A ashy, from fireplace in G18? 2 
293 structure 18 A sandstone hallway foundations  
294 deposit 18 A clay and sand 2 
305 deposit 18 A mixed sandy lenses and plaster; 1880s construction? 3 
309 cut 18 A test trench 3 
315 cut 18 A test trench 3 
255 deposit 19 A demolition/construction sand, probably 1880s 3 
256 cut 19 A FT, north wall, 1880s brick wall  
257 cut 19 A FT, south wall, 1880s brick wall  
264 structure 19 A drainpipe, stoneware 3 
265 deposit 19 A 2nd spit, same as #255 3 
266 deposit 19 A same as #255 3 
267 deposit 19 A same as #255 3 
268 structure 19 A sandstone floor piers  
278 layer 19 A surface?, compacted area 1 
280 deposit 19 A humic soil 1 
284 deposit 19 A sandy soil 1 
285 structure 19 A remnant of Fe pipe? 1 
286 deposit 19 A sand bed deposit for #285 1 
287 structure 19 A box drain next to drainpipe  
289 structure 19 A posthole dug into bedrock  
295 structure 19 A drainpipe under western wall 3 
308 layer  19 A natural clay  
310 layer 20 A demolition rubble 3 
311 deposit 20 A rubble fill 3 
312 deposit 20 A brown soil 3 
321 layer 20 A bedrock  
322 cut 20 A test trench 3 
323 structure 20 A Fe water pipe 3 
250 deposit 21 A demolition rubble, 1920s plus 3 
251 deposit 21 A demolition rubble, probably 1880s 3 
252 deposit 21 A demolition deposit 3 
253 deposit 21 A humic topsoil, garden bed? 3 
254 cut 21 A FT, south wall  
258 deposit 21 A compacted with SS inclusions, pathway? 1 
259 layer 21 A topsoil with SS inclusions, same as #258 1 
260 cut 21 A FT, north wall  
261 layer 21 A redeposited black humic 2 
262 cut 21 A shallow pit 2 
263 deposit 21 A orange clay 3 
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269 deposit 21 A compacted sand, surface? 1 
272 deposit 21 A bitumen 3 
273 cut 21 A trench for garden edging  
274 deposit 21 A fine sandy soil 1 
275 fill 21 A mottled trench fill, 1880s walls built on 1 
281 fill 21 A trench fill, grey ash, same as #275 1 
288 structure 21 A Fe pipe 1 
298 cut 21 A FT, west wall 1 
306 deposit 21 A redeposited? grey clay 3 
307 layer 21 A bedrock  
319 cut 21 A test trench 3 
324 structure 21 A sandstone box drain  
325 structure 21 A ceramic drain 3 
270 layer 22 A demolition 3 
271 layer 22 A bitumen surface 3 
276 deposit 22 A 1880s garden bed, spit 1 (see #279) 2 
277 cut 22 A FT, 1920s 3 
279 deposit 22 A humic topsoil, 1880s garden, spit 2 (see #276) 2 
282 cut 22 A FT, underpinning trench, for 1880s wall 3 
283 deposit 22 A mixed clay 2 
300 cut 22 A trench 3 
301 structure 22 A pipe 3 
304 deposit 22 A bricks, underpinning of 1880s wall 3 
318 cut 22 A test trench 3 
370 structure 23 A 1880s patio  
371 deposit 23 A coal cinder 1 
372 deposit 23 A brown sandy 1 
373 structure 23 A 1870s bay window  
374 structure 23 A front wall of 1870s extension  
313 cut  A test trench exterior of Room 18 3 
400 cut   monitoring  
401 fill   monitoring 4 
402    monitoring 4 
208    unused  
240    cancelled  
242    cancelled  
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