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3.0 Area A 
 
3.1      Background, Area A, New Street 
 
3.1.1 Archaeological Background  
Prior to excavation this area was a bitumen-covered carpark used by CSR employees.  It contained 
the remains of four, two-storey terrace houses which faced eastwards onto New Street (Plan 1, Fig. 
3.1).  To the back, the west, was Jones Lane and the Jones Street terraces.  At the southern end of 
the block was Harvey Street which ran along the side of House 21.  The archaeological evidence 
for these four houses consisted of two ground floor rooms, a rear yard area and archaeological 
deposits associated with the demolition, occupation and construction of the houses and four cesspits 
(Photos 3.1, 3.2).  The houses fronted directly onto the footpath and had no verandahs. 
 
The area to the north of the houses was tested but no remains were found of two houses that had 
been built in this area (Fig. 3.1).   
 
 
 
       House 15      House 17        House 19  House 21 

Photo 3.1: View to the northeast with House 21 to the south and House 15 in the northeast. 
Harvey Street is to the south and New Street runs along the eastern side of the houses. The 
photograph was taken from Jones Lane. CSR Photo 3/22   
 
 
3.1.2 Historical Background  
The numbers given to these houses in this report relate to their historic street numbers.  According 
to Sands Directory these street numbers were being used by 1887 although they are already used in 
the 1882 Council rates.   
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Figure 3.1: Detail from 1892 plan showing the four houses excavated in Area A. Plan of the 
Pyrmont Estate, Parish of St. Andrews, City of Sydney, 1st May 1892. ML M4 811.173/1892/1.  
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Photo 3.2: View to the south with house 15 in the foreground. New Street is to the east and 
Harvey Street to the south and Jones Lane to the west. CSR Photo 3/23  
 
 
Area A was part of Section 40 of Macarthur’s Pyrmont Estate (see section 2.1.3 for history of 
early land grants).  The Macarthurs retained the freehold on most properties on this estate until the 
end of the nineteenth century.  The head lease on Section 40 was purchased as ‘unimproved’ land 
by John Clark at auction on 12th June 1839 for 277 pounds and 4 shillings with a yearly rental of 24 
pounds 19 shillings and 8 pence. 
 
As the transfers of land were mostly the sale or lease of the leasehold many of these transactions 
were not registered.  The main source for our knowledge about the individual occupants and head 
lessors of the properties is from the Council rate books.1  The head lessee of that part of Section 40 
which contained the four houses was, by 1877, William Smith.  His family continued their control 
of the head lease of the houses until at about 1914 when Mrs Smith was listed at the lessee.  Mrs 
H. Smith was identified as the lessee in 1901 Council rates. 
 
The houses in Area A were not well represented in the Sands Directory prior to 1875.  The first 
entry for New Street was in 1875 but it was absent in 1876 and 1877 although earlier entries for 
Mary Street (1871) were eventually found.  On the 1865 plan (Figs. 2.4) New Street, which was 
not named, is indicated but does not really address any other streets. Harvey Street does not extend 
that far to the west and the link to Bowman Street appears to be incomplete.  Sands does not list 
New Street as a cross street linking into Bowman Street until at least 1882 when Jones Streets was 
also present.  
 

                                              
1 Detailed extracts of the rate books were included in the Archaeological Assessment, Casey & Lowe 1996.  
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3.2 House 15, New Street 
 
3.2.1 History of Occupation 
Of the four houses excavated within the study area House 15 was the only one built by 1865 (Fig. 
2.4).  It continued to be owned by the one family from the 1870s to 1914.  It had a long-term 
occupant by 1875, William Griffith, who continued to reside there until the late 1880s.  Sands does 
not list New or Harvey Street before 1864.  New Street was called Mary Street in the early years 
prior to becoming New Street and was renamed Russell Street by 1904 before reverting back to 
New Street.  The presence of two houses in this laneway by 1865 does suggest that they should 
have been listed in Sands.   
 
 
List of early occupants of House 15 based on Sands Directory and Council rates.  

Year Tenant Occupation Landlord Comments 
1873 Griffiths, William  butcher  Mary Street 

1875 Griffiths, William  butcher   

1877 Griffith, William  William Smith 2-storey brick and stone house with 
slate roofing. 4 rooms. Annual rating 
£26.  

1882 Griffiths, William  butcher William Smith 2-storey brick house, shingle roof, 4 
rooms. Annual rating £28. 

1888 Griffiths, William  butcher   

1889 Goodridge, Jacob coachbuilder   

1890 Goodridge, Jacob coachbuilder   

1893 Goodridge, Jacob coachbuilder   

1895 Goodridge, Jacob    

1896 Goodridge, Jacob    

1897 Fellew, William    

1899 Forsvick, Charles   no. not certain 

1901 Goodridge,   Mrs H. Smith house, annual rates £23 
[In 1902 Jacob Goodridge lived in 61 
Bowman Street around the corner 
(Sands)].  

1902 Kirk, Mrs Mary    

1904 Kirk, Mrs Mary    

1906 Martin, John    

1908 Martin, John    

1910 Sampson, Henry    

1912 Sampson, Henry    

1914 Sampson, Henry  Mrs W. Smith  2-storey brick house, iron roof, 4 
rooms. Annual rating £28 

1916 no entry    

1918 Burns, George    

1920 Burns, George    

1923 Mrs Rebecca Burns    

1925 Mrs Rebecca Burns    

1930 Mrs Rebecca Burns    

1932/33 Mrs Rebecca Burns    

 
According to Council records No. 15 New Street was a two-storey house, built of brick, with four 
rooms, two up and two down.  The nature of the earlier roofing material is unclear, being either 
shingles or slates, and was presumably re-roofed by 1914 when it had an iron roof.  The annual 
rating of this property appears to have changed very little over a period of 37 years which suggests 
that its condition remained fair and it was most likely reasonably well maintained.  This suggests 
that it was probably soundly built in the first place.  
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3.2.2 Archaeological Contexts 
There are three main phases to which the archaeological contexts found in Area A belong: 
demolition, occupation and construction of the houses.  The matrix for this area (Matrix 3.1) 
relates each set of archaeological contexts to each house.  All the houses have demolition deposits 
that buried the house and yard.  All rooms in the houses have some degree of underfloor deposit 
and all have structural remains, such as, wall footings, fireplaces, yard surfaces and cesspits.   
 
 
3.2.2.1   Construction of House 15  
The remains of house 15 consisted of two rooms built with picked sandstone blocks and faced 
rubble core walling on the northern wall and partition footing between the two rooms (Photo 3.3).  
The footings survived to a height of at least 500 mm.  The southern wall had stone blocks faced 
with cement render on the southern side with a sandstock brick superstructure.  Both rooms had 
fireplaces with hearthstones along the southern wall. The rear room (kitchen) had a doorway in the 
western wall, on the northern side of the room, and three vents in the wall.  The dimensions of the 
front room or parlour were 4.00 by 3.10 m (12.4 sq. m) and the kitchen’s measurements were 4.10 
by 3.22 m (13.2 sq. m), (Table G).   The kitchen therefore was a slightly larger room than the 
front room.   

Photo 3.3: House 15, looking to the southwest, showing the bedrock following the removal of 
the construction deposit. Scale 1 m. CSR Photo 7/32.  
 
The area between the wall footings was infilled with a layer of rubble sandstone and bricks 
(contexts #41, #42) that were used to provide a level base for the timber floor piers (Photo 3.4).  
The base of this deposit was compacted down onto the top of the natural rock (Plan 4).   
 
Along the northern side of house 15 was a bitumen and cement path, 0.8 m wide.  At the rear of 
the house was a narrow space (5.5 by 2.4 m) with a cement surface, a large stormwater drain at the 
northwest corner of the house and the remains of a brick structure in the southwest corner which 
was probably a base for a laundry copper (Photo 3.5; Plan 2).  The area to the west appears to 
have been terraced with steps leading up from the northwest corner of the surfaced area.  No 
surfacing remains in the most western area.   
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Matrix 3.1 
 
This is in a separate Excel file – CSR Harris Matrix Area A.pdf 
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Photo 3.4: House 15, looking east with the kitchen in the foreground and the fireplaces along 
the southern wall. Scale 1m. CSR Photo 7/13. 
 
 

Photo 3.5: View to the southeast. In the foreground is the yard of House 15 with the cesspit 
on the right and the rendered surface. CSR Photo 5/8. 
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The cesspit was located in the southwest corner of the yard.  It was cut into bedrock and had well-
cut and picked stone footings (Photo 3.6).  The cesspit was 1 m by 1 m square.  The top of the 
cesspit had a rendered surface with a place for the later sewered pan.  The cesspit was eventually 
sewered from the side. The cesspit was backfilled with four different contexts, #32, #33, #34, and 
#35.  Context #32, a sand deposit with rubble sandstone, was 1.25 m deep.  This was backfilled 
above a rendered cement surface (#33) which was 80 to 120 mm thick.  This surface was 
constructed by two rendered surfaces separated by rubble fill.  This was placed above a deposit 
(#34) of coarse yellow sand and rubble, 70 to 120 mm deep.  Below this was a shallow clayey sand 
deposit (#35).  The rendered surface may have been an attempt to seal in the smells that may have 
emanated from the cesspit prior to backfilling with sand. 
 
The demolition debris from the house shows that the superstructure for this two-storey house was 
built in sandstock bricks with pale yellow sandy-shell mortar (#10, #9).  The sandstock bricks had 
a rectangular frog.  Some remnant evidence for paint schemes was identified from the demolition 
debris and from in situ remains.  On the face of the fireplace in the front room was white paint.  In 
context #10, the demolition from the front room (Room 1), were found fragments of whitewashed 
render and set (cat. no. 1056).  From the kitchen demolition, context #9, were fragments of cement 
render with pale yellow paint (cat. no. 1051), probably used on the exterior render.  Some remains 
of ceiling lath and p laster from this room had cream paint (#9/1053), while another fragment of 
lath and plaster was whitewashed (#9/1054).  Fragments of render and set (plaster) near the eastern 
wall were also whitewashed (#9/1055).  Only samples of each type of finish were kept.  
    

Photo 3.6: Cesspit (#31) belonging to house 15, Area A, showing sandstone blocks and sewer 
pipe. The scales are sitting on a thin cement layer used to seal the bottom deposit in the 
cesspit. Scale 1 m.  CSR Photo 8/32. 
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Therefore it is likely that at some time the rear and/or possibly the sides of the house were cement 
rendered with yellow paint while the front room and/or the upstairs front room was whitewashed.  
The evidence from the kitchen demolition of two kinds of finish on lath and plaster probably 
related to both the kitchen ceiling and the upstairs room ceiling.  The evidence suggests that one 
was whitewashed and one had had a cream painted ceiling.  The walls for the kitchen probably 
were whitewashed plaster. 
 
Architectural artefacts were also excavated from the underfloor deposits, context #18 and #17.  
These were part of the demolition deposit and fell onto and were impressed into the underfloor 
deposit by the weight of the demolition debris.  Also the very base of the demolition deposit was 
removed with the upper levels of the underfloor deposit. 
 
Architectural artefacts from the kitchen underfloor deposit (#18) included: fragments of window 
glass (459), 17 window springs, 45 nails, two pieces of slate, seven floor tacks, five screws and a 
door lock.  The nails included 23 copper nails with square shafts, wedge points and flat heads and 
21 wire nails.  The copper nails were handmade and most probably would have been used to tie 
down roofing slates.  The general paucity of context #17 meant that it contained few architectural 
artefacts, other than fragments of window glass (27) and two wire nails.   
 
The spatial analysis of the window artefacts in Room 2, context #18, indicates a concentration of 
fragments of window glass in the southwest corner of the room, grids A1 (40), B1 (91), B2 (233) 
(Table H).  The digging and the sieving comments, which record fragments too small to collect, 
further support this distribution.  This suggests that there was a window in the southern wall of 
Room 2 to the west of the doorway.  The absence of artefacts from Room 1, context #17, makes it 
difficult to analyse where or if there the was a window in this room but there most probably was 
one in the wall that fronted onto the street, to the south of the doorway.   
 
 
 
Table G: List of all room sizes in the houses from the CSR site.  * indicates that the 
measurements are based on incomplete remains.  

House # Front Room Metres 
Sq. 

Kitchen Metres 
Sq.  

Front Room 
Fireplace   

Kitchen 
Fireplace  

Doorway Rear of 
House/Porch 

Area A         

21 3.6 x 3.2 11.5 3.60 x 3.20 11.5 1.46 x 0.78 1.43 x 0.73  4.0 x 2.34 
19 4.2 x 3.1 13.0 4.10 x 3.10 12.7 1.44 x 0.83 1.46 x 0.83 0.88* 4.25 x 2.44 
17 4.20 x 3.3 13.9 4.16 x 3.10 12.9 1.43 x 0.88 1.46 x 0.83 0.94  4.32 x 2.32 
15 4.00 x 3.1 12.4 4.10 x 3.22 13.2 1.43x 0.73 1.56 x 0.98 0.84 5.5 x 2.4 

Area B         

67 4.09* x 3.14 12.8* 3.71 x 3.33 12.3 uncertain 1.81 x 0.47   
69 3.81* x 3.14 11.9* 3.66 x 3.33 12.2 uncertain 1.62 x 0.57   

Area C         

1 3.37 x 3.80 12.8 3.5 x 2.75 9.6 1.6 x 0.53 1.38 x *   
3 3.73 x 3.22 12.0 3.23 x 2.16 7.0  1.33 x 0.80   
5 3.70 x 3.30 12.2 3 x 2.10 6.3 0.94 x 0.36  0.80  
7 3.30 x 2.86 9.4 3.30 x 3.20 10.6 1.39 x 0.46 1.52 x 0.94 0.76  

Area E         

17 8.38 x 3.90 32.7 4.66* x 2.71 12.6* 1.38 x 0.76 1.52 x 0.93   

front ½ 3.71 x 3.90 14.5       

back ½ 4.19 x 3.90 16.3       
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 N 
 

#18 A B C D E F G H J Total % 

1 41 91 6 6 6 11 2   1 164 34 

2 11 233 7 3 6 12 6 2   280 58 

3     7   4 1 10 1   23 5  

4         6     3   9 2  

5       1           1 0  

6   1 1 2 4         8 2  

7                   0 0  

Total 52 325 21 12 26 24 18 6 1 485  101

% 11  67  4  2  5  5  4  1 0  99   
Table H: Distribution of window glass fragments and window springs (15) found in context 
#18, kitchen underfloor deposit, House 15, Area A.  
 
 
3.2.2.2  Artefactual Evidence  
Both rooms of house 15 contained underfloor deposits (#17 and #18).  Underfloor deposits are 
thought to be formed by debris collecting underneath the floorboards.  The debris falls through 
gaps between butt-boarded floors, holes where knots fall out of the timber, and damp areas where 
holes form in the timber floor.  This debris consists of organic food deposits, including bone from 
meals, general dust and dirt, and many of the artefacts that reflect the range of activities 
undertaken within the house and within each room, including rodent activity and sweepings.  The 
demolition deposits also contained some of the underfloor debris collected in the upper rooms.  It is 
also possible that the underfloor deposit may contain artefacts that were taken under the floor by 
scavenging animals such as a rat, a mouse, a cat or a dog.  
 
The underfloor deposits were excavated within a 50 cm square grid that started in the southwest 
corner of each room.  Each square was excavated in 5 cm spits (where the deposit was deeper than 
5 cm) and 100 per cent of the deposit was wet sieved through a 2.5 mm mesh.   
 
The underfloor deposits are assumed to relate to the whole period that the houses were used, which 
was generally up to the early twentieth century, and were therefore associated with more than one 
family or individual.  Ten of the thirteen coins found in context #18 dated from 1860 to 1910.  All 
but the latest one were half-pennies or pennies with the 1910 coin being a threepence.  The date of 
the coins confirms the general impression and understanding of this deposit as being formed during 
the second-half of the nineteenth century and into the early twentieth century.   
 
Table I: List of minimum item counts (MIC) of the main specific functions associated with the 
artefacts found in underfloor deposits in House 15.  

General Function 
Specific 
Function 17 % 18 % 

clerical writing 3 3  123 3.6 

economy currency  - - 13 0.4 

food condiment - - 38 1.1 

 cont - - 4 0.1 

 food - - 4 0.1 

 serve - - 2 0.1 

 store - - 4 0.1 
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 tableware - - 66 1.9 

 tableware/serve - - 1 0.0 

 tea 2 2  75 2.2 

food/alcohol closure   - 1 0.0 

food/ pharmaceutical cont   -  2 0.1 

household furniture 1 1  6 0.2 

 furnishing  - -  20 0.6 

 ornament  - - 9 0.3 

 security  - - 3 0.1 

 sew 24 23  1613 47.1 

personal access  - - 5 0.1 

 adorn 37 36  579 16.8 

 cloth 17 17  566 16.5 

 groom 2 2  14 0.4 

 jewellery 2 2  29 0.8 

 religious -  - 2 0.1 

 time-keeping  - - 3 0.1 

 unidentified 2 2   - 0.0 

pharmaceutical med/toilet  - - 9 0.3 

recreation game  - - 3 0.1 

 hunting  - - 2 0.1 

 smoking 2 2  35 1.0 

 toy 9 7  197 5.8 

    97 99  3428 100.1 
 

     N 

#17 A B C D E F G H J Total

1 
2 

B3 
6 

B5 
       

B1  
1 

B1 
    

9 

2 

7 
B17 
RM1 

1 
B7 

      2 B3 21   

31 

3 
  6 

B3 
      4 1 14 

B6 
  

25 

4 
  B7 4 

B7 
      9 

B6 
1 

B5 
  

14 

5 
4 

B7 
1 

B2 
      

B1 
1 9 

B2 
    

15 

6 

    5 
B18 
M3 

4 
B11 

2  
B3 

7 
B4 

    

18 

7   B2                0 

Total 13 14 9 4 2 7 27 36   112 

Table J: Distribution of artefacts, including animal bone but excluding window glass 
fragments, in context #17, underfloor deposit, front room, House 15 New Street, Area A. 
M=mouse, B=bone, RM=rodent.  
 
 Fireplace - approximate 
 Position of window - approximate 

 Position of doorway – approximate 
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 Front Room – Room 1 
The demolition deposit (#10) in this room contained eleven artefacts suggestive of an underfloor 
deposit.  These included a coin (1911), a fragment of a brown transfer-printed teacup, a pin, a 
thimble, a blue glass bead, three buttons and three marbles.  These artefacts were most probably 
associated with activities in the upstairs front room.  
 
The underfloor deposit (#17) was fairly shallow and limited in distribution.  It contained a small 
quantity of artefacts.  There were 122 fragments of bone (Table 2) and remains of 110 artefacts 
(Table 1).  They formed a small proportion of the overall number from the site (0.76%).  Most of 
these artefacts (84%) were associated with personal, household or recreational uses and a few 
artefacts were associated with writing (Table 5, Table I).   
 
The spatial distribution layout for context #17 above illustrates that all of the artefacts were located 
around the perimeter of the room except for one piece of bone but that may have been placed there 
by rodent activity (Table J).  Fragments of bones from a mouse (3) and one rodent were found in 
this deposit.  The distribution of artefacts suggests that there was a floor covering in the front room 
that stopped artefacts collecting anywhere but around the edges.  This was presumably some form 
of carpet, mat or oil cloth placed centrally in this room.  It was located back far enough from the 
fireplace so as not to be set alight by flying cinders.   
 
The artefacts in context #17 included 23 pins, 36 beads, 13 buttons, three men’s shirt studs and 
nine children’s toys (Tables 6, 7).  Among the toys were four pieces of a doll’s teaset, two cups 
and two lids (probably from a teapot), a lead soldier and four marbles.  
 
 

 Kitchen – Room 2 
The demolition deposit (#9) in this room mostly consisted of architectural artefacts associated with 
the demolition but it also contained a few items associated with the consumption of food and 
personal activities.  The food-related artefacts included a bottle stopper, part of a plate and a 
teaspoon.  The personal items included a brush, a button and a comb.  Other artefacts included two 
marbles, a pin and a file (tool).  It is possible that most of these artefacts were associated with the 
use of the upstairs room but there is insufficient evidence to be certain.   
 
The underfloor deposit (#18) excavated within the kitchen of house 15 was the most extensive 
single underfloor deposit recovered from the site (Table 1).  It contained 24.4 per cent of the 
minimum item count (mic) of artefacts (not including bones) from the site, a total of 3590 remains 
of items.  The distribution of the artefacts (excluding bone, shell & window glass) was focused in 
the western half of the kitchen near the rear doorway and window (Table K).  The majority of 
these artefacts fall into two categories, household (46%) and personal (33.3%), with the next three 
largest categories being recreation (6.6%), food (5.4%) and clerical (3.4%) (Table 5).  The 
architectural artefacts were discussed in section 3.2.2.1 above.  This context (#18) also contained 
the third largest frequency of animal bone found at the CSR site, 13.3 per cent, a total of 2372 
fragments (Tables 2, 8, 9).   
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    N 
#18 A B C D E F G H J Total % 

1 55 56 60 101 354 207 303 50 12 1198 33 

2 31 55 101 112 349 243 307 180  1378 38 

3  1 30 29 58 135 130 122  505 14 

4  5 15  34 14 35 71  174 5  

5   45 65 12  2   124 3  

6 28 40 35 17 8 4 1 15  148 4  

7 20 30 4 6 1 1 1   63 2  

Total 134 187 290 330 816 604 779 438 12 3590 99 

% 4  5  8  9  23  17  22  12 0 100  
Table K: Distribution of all artefacts (excluding bone & shell) found in Context #18, kitchen 
underfloor deposit, House 15 New Street.   
 
 

 Functional Analysis 
The following section will involve a detailed analysis of the main functional categories identified 
above so as to gain an understanding of the overall make up of context #18 and what the artefacts 
can tell us about the range of activities undertaken within the house, and specifically the kitchen, 
and how this was different to some of the other houses at the CSR site.  This analysis is based on 
evidence contained in Table I (above) and Tables 1 to 14 (Appendix 1).  Table 5 illustrates that in 
the kitchen most of the artefacts chosen for this analysis were associated with household sewing 
(47.1%), personal adornment (16.8%), personal clothing (16.5%) and toys (5.8%).   
 
 
Household - Sewing 
The majority of artefacts associated with household activities related to sewing (98%) (Tables I, 
K).  Most of the sewing artefacts were pins (96.7%).  Other sewing-related artefacts included 
thimbles (12) and crocket hooks (3).  The majority of the pins (1566) were upset-head steel pins 
which were made from 1890 (Table L).  Only 26 pins were the upset-head alloy type which date 
from 1880.  If earlier pin types were lost into this deposit they most probably corroded away.2  
Eleven of the twelve thimbles were adult size with one small thimble for a child.  One of the 
thimbles (cat. no. 5179) was very large and may have been used for tailoring or for a man’s finger.  
The date of the pins suggests that the person who was using all these pins in the kitchen was not 
doing so until at least after 1880 and mostly after 1890.   
 
This number of pins found in the kitchen of House 15 constituted 68 per cent of all pins found on 
the site (Table 4).  This is an impressive number and may be suggestive of professional or semi-
professional sewing, and therefore someone who was earning or supplementing an income from 
undertaking this work.  To examine this hypothesis further an analysis of some other artefacts 
catalogued as personal adornment and clothing may provide further evidence for commercial 
sewing.   
 
Many of the artefacts catalogued as adornment and clothing may also be associated with sewing.  
These artefacts include buttons, beads, hook and eyes.  All were a component of the clothing that 
would have been worn by members of the households but they could, if commercial sewing was 
being undertaken, be part of the tools needed for sewing clothing.   

                                              
2 Jennie Lindbergh pers. comm.  
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One way to develop an understanding of this possibility is to examine the quantity of these artefacts 
and compare it with some of the other houses in the study area.  This will show whether the 
quantity of the sewing/clothing artefacts found in this house are ‘usual’ or ‘unusual’.  Also other 
aspects of the sewing/clothing artefacts, such as variability and nature of material, may assist in 
understanding the evidence for commercial sewing.  
 
Table L: List of artefacts associated with household activities in Context #18.  

General 
Function  

Specific 
Function Shape MIC % 

 Pins 
Fabric MIC From 

household furniture ring 2 0.1  aes 29 1880 
  stud 2 0.1  steel 1569 1890 
  tack 2 0.1  Total 1596  
 furnishing bead 20 1.2     
 ornament figurine 1 0.1     
  unidentified 8 0.5     
 security escutcheon 1 0.1     
  key 1 0.1     
  padlock 1 0.1     
 sewing crocket hook 3 0.2     
  pin 1596 96.7     
  stilletto 1 0.1     
  thimble 12 0.7     
  unidentified 1 0.1     
  Total 1651 100.2     

 
 
Buttons 
Context #18 contained 397 buttons or 70 per cent of the household clothing artefacts (Table N).  In 
raw figures alone this is a very high number.  It is considerably more than the total of 275 buttons 
found in the other three houses in Area A (Table 6).  It is also more than any other single house at 
the CSR site (Table 10).   
 
There are a number of potential factors that provide a source for the loss of buttons in any of the 
houses within this study area.  Firstly there is accidental loss from clothing being worn or being 
repaired.  Secondly many women in working-class households would have made their own and 
their family’s clothing, although they may have purchased some items, such as men’s trousers.  A 
third source is the undertaking of commercial sewing on some scale, where the sewer is being paid 
a return for undertaking sewing.  It is also possible that buttons were used as tokens for playing 
board games.  In the instance of this household it is assumed that there is some loss of buttons by 
accident from clothes being worn, repaired or sewn for personal use and possibly from buttons 
being used for recreational purposes but it is thought that a high proportion of these buttons were 
lost during commercial sewing activities.   
 
The buttons found at the site were made from a number of different fabrics.  In house 15, context 
#18, the most frequently occurring buttons were copper alloy (aes) at 25.4 per cent, with mother-
of-pearl (MoP) at 24.9 per cent, iron (fe) buttons at 19.1 per cent, followed by porcelain buttons at 
10.8 per cent (Table 11).  These four types of buttons constitute 71 per cent of all buttons in the 
kitchen underfloor area.  The eleven other button types made up the remaining 29 per cent.  In 
most other contexts these four types of buttons constituted 80 to 90 per cent of the buttons found, 
except for context #313.  This context had the same proportion as #18, 71.9% (Table 11).   
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Table M: List of adornment and clothing Table N: Buttons from #18 were made  
 related artefacts from context #18.   in a variety of fabrics.  

Specific 
Function Shape MIC  

 
Shape Fabric MIC % 

adornment bead 570 98.4   button aes 101 25.4  
  cross 1 0.2    aes/fe 18 4.5  
  décor 5 0.9    aes/fe/bone 6 1.5  
  jewellery 2 0.3    aes/MoP 2 0.5  
  plaque 1 0.2    bone 10 2.5  
 Total 579 100   celluloid/fe 1 0.3  

clothing buckle 6 1.1    fe 76 19.1  
  button 397 70.1    fe/al 1 0.3  
  button/stud 1 0.2    fe/fab 2 0.5  
  eyelet 7 1.2    glass 18 4.5  
  hook 113 20.0    glass/aes 18 4.5  
  hook & eye 7 1.2    horn 1 0.3  
  press stud 3 0.5    MoP 99 24.9  
  safety pin 8 1.4    porc 43 10.8  
  stud 22 3.9    white metal 1 0.3  
  suspender 1 0.2    Total 397 100 
  unid 1 0.2       
 Total 566 100       

 
 
Of the nine different contexts analysed in Table 11 copper alloy buttons were the most frequent in 
five contexts while in the other four contexts the most frequent were mother-of-pearl buttons.  
Generally when copper alloy buttons were the most frequent button then mother-of-pearl buttons 
were the next most frequent and vice a versa, except in context #313 where there was a higher 
frequency of porcelain buttons.  The third and fourth most frequent buttons varied between iron 
and porcelain buttons.   
 
The range of button fabrics other than the four main types varied between three other types to 11 
other types (Table 11).  Generally, the larger the number of buttons the greater the variability of 
fabrics in which they were found. For example in context #18, 397 buttons were found in 15 
different fabrics and in context #313 the 196 buttons were made in 12 different fabrics.  The 
minimum number of fabrics found was seven.   
 
The diameter of the majority of copper alloy buttons falls between 10 and 21 mm with 27 having a 
diameter of 17 mm.  The mother-of-pearl buttons range in diameter from 4 to 22 mm with the 
majority (61) between 9 to 11 mm.  The iron buttons have diameters between 11 to 25 mm with 
most being 12 to 14 mm (54).  The porcelain buttons had diameters between 6 to 19 mm with 11 
mm being the most frequent (22).  
 
The majority of the mother-of-pearl buttons were two- and four-hole sew-throughs (70).  There 
were 41 porcelain two-, three- and four-holed sew-throughs, including nine pie crust and one 
whistle type.  Lindbergh has suggested the mother-of-pearl and porcelain buttons are ‘common and 
functionally interchangeable.  They can be used as closures for shirts, though the smaller examples 
are more commonly used on underwear or pillowcases and are also known to be used together on 
the same garment’.3  According to Lindbergh ‘the small mother-of-pearl buttons were used on the 
underclothing and shirts worn by men, women and children from all social groups’.4 
                                              
3 Lindbergh 1999:51.  
4 Lindbergh 1999:56.  
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In the copper alloy buttons there were a few main buttons types: 2-piece (41), 2- and 4-hole 
trouser buttons (26), 4-hole concave (11), 2-piece dome (4), and jacket buttons (1) (Table 12).  
Generally the 2-piece buttons had 2-holes (39) but a number were fragmentary.  The 2-piece 
buttons were designed to be covered with cloth to match the clothing on which the buttons were to 
be worn.  It is thought that people took their buttons into a haberdashery or similar shop to have 
them covered in fabric.5  There were a range of ‘trouser’ buttons.  A number from #18 were 
inscribed with ‘trouser’ as well as ‘suspender’ which is the US term for the same button.  Twenty-
six of the copper alloy buttons were identified as ‘trouser’ during cataloguing.  Many of the trouser 
buttons were inscribed ‘Best Ring Edge’ (4), ‘EXCELSIOR (3), ‘Double Ring Edge’ (1), ‘Best 
Ring Eyelet’ (1), ‘BEST SOLID EYELET’ (2).  Others were inscribed with the location of a tailor: 
‘U. SAVAGE. GEORGE STREET’ (1), ‘[E]DWARD[S]’ (1), R. C. HAGON / SYDNEY’ (1), 
‘HAGON BROS. / SYDNEY’ (1),6 ‘W. SHEARSBY . SYDNEY’ (1), A. FUSEDALE / KING 
ST. SYDNEY (1), A. HORDERN & SON / SYDNEY (1).  Others were inscribed with makers’ 
details: ‘EDWARDS PATENT’ (4), and ‘IMPROVED PATENT’ (2).  Most of these buttons were 
manufactured from the 1850s.7  The ‘trouser’ and jacket type buttons are normally associated with 
‘working man’s attire’.8 
 
Aside from trouser buttons there were four jacket/dome buttons.  One was a Golden Age button 
type inscribed with ‘POLICE FORCE VICTORIA’ (cat. no. 5731; photo next page), another had 
the queen’s crown (cat. no. 5504), and another with ‘MILITARY FORCES N.S.W.’ Reverse: "C. 
ANDERSON SYDNEY" (cat. no. 5332; photo next page) (1885-1914)9.   
 
The frequency of the iron (fe) buttons (76) in context #18 where it forms 19.1 per cent of the 
button count is much higher than other underfloor deposits in other houses where the frequency of 
iron buttons ranges between 6 to 15 per cent (Tables 11, 13).  Aside from this numerical imbalance 
the range of button types is interesting.  As with the copper alloy buttons most of the buttons were 
2-piece types designed to be covered with fabric.  The largest group was the 2-piece dome iron 
shell type (52) which may have been worn on coats, vests or jackets, by both men or women.10  
The other main type were the 2-piece, 2-hole type (20), which were similar to the copper alloy 
type.  These were more mundane and utilitarian than the others.  Both were made to be covered 
with fabric, usually linen or cotton.11  Only one other context had more than five of the 2-piece 
dome iron shell type buttons, context #313 (16). 
 
The reason for the focus on the copper alloy and iron buttons that would be covered with fabric is 
that of all the buttons found they are the ones most likely to indicate commercial sewing, when they 
occur in quantity.  The assumption behind this is that in the second-half of the nineteenth century 
many clothes were made with buttons covered with fabric and while a few may indicate accidental 
loss of buttons from clothes being worn, a greater number more likely points towards loss during 
manufacture within the home.   
 
The analysis of sewing-related artefacts from context #18 as suggesting the undertaking of 
dressmaking or tailoring activities within the kitchen is supported by the greater variability of 
button fabrics and types found within context #18 when compared to other underfloor deposits 
(Tables 11, 12, 13, 14).   
 

                                              
5 Lindbergh 1999:52. 
6 1886-1914, Lindbergh 1999:55.  
7 Lindbergh 1999:52.  
8 Lindbergh 1999:56.  
9 Lindbergh 1999:55. 
10 Lindbergh 1999:52-53. 
11 Lindbergh 1999.  
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#18/5487: Shiny facetted black bead (8 mm)        #18/5267: Tiny white, 3-hole button (6 mm) 
#18/5368: Teardrop type, (L:12 mm)         #18/5254: Small metal button (7 mm) 
#18/5447: Brown button with missing shank.         #18/5747: Black button, 2 holes (7 mm) 
CSR Photo 12/11           #18/5624: Mother-of-pearl 4-hole button (8mm) 
             CSR Photo 13/32 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

#18/5731: Golden Age Metal 
jacket button (21 mm dia.) 2-
piece dome type, separate shank, 
originally gilded.  Inscribed 
reverse: “TREBLE STAND. 
ULTRA RICH”.  Face- embossed 
crown (Queen's) and inscribed: 
“POLICE FORCE VICTORIA”. 
CSR Photo 13/37 

#18/5332: 2-piece dome type 
button with separate shank. 
Face: NSW coat of arms 
surmounted by crown and 
encircled with “MILITARY 
FORCES N.S.W.”.  Reverse: 
“C. ANDERSON Sydney” (16 
mm dia.). CSR Photo 13/29 
 
 
 
 
 
#18/5444: Ovoid mother-of-
pearl button with metal frame 
and pin head shank (12x6 mm). 
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Beads 
Beads were sewn onto clothing and accessories such as beaded handbags as decoration.  They may 
also have been a component of furnishings, such as lamps and coverings.  The actual use of many 
beads is not always certain but many of the small glass beads were most likely used on clothing, 
but not generally on normal work clothes but on a more sophisticated style of dress.  Context #18 
also contained a large number of beads (570), all but one made of glass (Table 6).  This is much 
more than any other context in Area A (Table 6) and considerably more than all but context #313 
(521) in Area C (Table 10).  It is likely that the beads were associated with making of beaded 
dresses and accessories.  These glass beads were found in a range of colours: black, blue, cobalt, 
clear, yellow, green, gold, pink, white, red and opal.  They are mostly small spun seed beads with 
the occasional bugle bead.   
 
 

 
#18/5812: 10 coloured glass beads (3-5mm).             #18/5452: Across top: 3 blue & 2 yellow (5mm) 
CSR Photo 12/1             #18/5934: bottom row: 7 beads - white, red, blue   
             black (5 mm).  CSR Photo 12/4 
 
 

#18/5507: Top 3 beads: red with white             #18/5952: Large yellow bead (8 mm) 
              & 2 yellow (5 mm)         #18/5366: Pink bead 6 mm  
#18/5593: Bugle beads, yellow, blue and red.  #18/5737: Light blue, 8mm  
 CSR Photo 12/5     #18/6023: Orange pearl (5 mm) 
           #18/5214: Black facetted bead (5 mm).  
          CSR Photo 12/7 
 
 
Hooks & eyes 
Hooks and eyes were a common component of women’s attire.  Hooks and eyes were used to close 
the back and side seams of dresses and underskirts until eventually replaced by buttons and later 
zips.  As with other sewing/clothing artefacts, context #18 had the largest number of hooks and 
eyes (120), compared with houses in Areas A and C (Table 6, 10).  The most any of the other 
houses had was eight hooks.  It is relevant to note that many of the hooks were found without the 
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eyes, so it is suggestive that they were lost during sewing on the hook or eye (Table 10).  
Proportionally the hooks and eyes made up no more than 7 per cent of the personal clothing 
category except for in context #18 where they formed 21.2 per cent of this group.   
 
 
Summary 
Therefore on a number of grounds the quantity and range of sewing-related artefacts does not fit 
the pattern exhibited at other houses within the study area.  It is therefore suggested that the 
occupant or occupants of house 15 during the later part of the nineteenth century and into the early 
twentieth century were undertaking commercial sewing.  The evidence for this is based on:  

 the sheer quantity of sewing and clothing-related artefacts, specifically buttons, pins, beads 
and hooks & eyes and the proportion they form of the corpus of artefacts from this house.   

 the dominance of the copper alloy and iron buttons by types which were covered by fabric 
which was much higher than in the other houses.  

 the greater variety within each artefact type which is always more than in the other houses.   
 
 
Other factors 
Is this pattern influenced by factors other than commercial sewing?  It is possible that issues of 
class do come into this pattern but this is not considered to be the determining influence on the 
pattern.  If there is a class difference between the occupants of this house and others within the 
study area it is unlikely to more than between working class and lower middle class.  Nor is this 
class difference likely to be visible in issues of quantity but more likely in quality and variability.  
In this case variability is perceived to be linked with commercial sewing.   
 
Another element of this analysis is that a limited range of analysis has so far been undertaken on 
items associated with sewing and clothing on Sydney sites.  As far as I know this is the second 
account of the evidence of sewing-related implements found in an urban excavation in Sydney.  
Lydon in her paper on sewing-related artefacts from the Lilyvale site noted the presence of these 
artefacts was restricted to domestic contexts, such as underfloor deposits, and frequently found in 
areas where light was important, such as near the back steps of the house.12  Once further work has 
been done on sewing and clothing artefacts found at a variety of sites it might be possible to 
identify issues of class within the corpus of sewing and clothing artefacts.  Lindbergh in her work 
on buttons did not believe that they were able to address issues of class or gender as we have such 
a limited understanding of the use of buttons in the past as well as some button types, such as 
mother-of-pearl buttons, being used for clothes made for male and females, adults and children of 
all classes.13   
 
 
Spatial Distribution of sewing/clothing artefacts 
The spatial analysis of the sewing/clothing artefacts is suggestive of a focus of activity around the 
doorway and window area along the western side of the kitchen (Table O).  In six squares near the 
doorway, and to a lesser extent the window, 1438 sewing-related artefacts were identified.  The 
predominance of artefacts in E1 may indicate a position that allowed for light from both the 
doorway and window.  The person sewing sat facing the light source and the sewing artefacts 
would eventually collect around the perimeter of the work area.  The spread of the sewing artefacts 
in the northwest corner of the room may reflect the use of the kitchen table in this area, for cutting 
and initial pinning of the garment, where the light source was the best from the table.  The 
artefacts in B2 and C2 are most likely distributed when the light source was the window or perhaps 

                                              
12 Lydon 1993. 
13 Lindberg 1999, pers. comm. 
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the fire.  There is some limited dispersal of these artefacts in front of the fireplace which may 
indicate occasional use of this light for sewing, possibly in association with lamp light.  
The repetition of the pattern at the door and to a lesser extent the window among so many artefacts 
does suggest that the sewing was undertaken at the doorway over an extended period of time rather 
than a shorter timeframe.  This view is supported by the doorway pattern being found in all three 
spits of context #18.  A pattern of this nature and duration may not necessarily always reflect 
commercial sewing but that the best place inside the house for kitchen sewing was near the 
doorway as it was the main source of direct sunlight.  It is the latter condition that is more likely to 
be the main influencing factor in this pattern.   
 

     N 
 

#18 A B C D E F G H J Total % 

1 29 42 35 77 334 174 205 42 5 943 34 

2 11 33 73 85 287 208 249 161   1107 40 

3     16 21 37 113 101 96   384 14 

4     8  24 3 23 48   106 4 

5     28 53 7   1 14   103 4 

6 17 26 26 5 4 2       80 3 

7 12 10   4           26 1 

Total 69 111 186 245 693 500 579 361 5 2749 100
% 3 4 7 9 25 18 21 13 0 100  

Table O: Spatial distribution of sewing (1613) /clothing (566) / beads (570) items in context 
#18, kitchen underfloor deposit, Area A, House 15 New Street. Colours used to highlight 
areas with the greatest density of artefacts. Red indicates the grid with the most artefacts and 
yellow the grid with the least artefacts. (Room within footings - 3800x3200 mm.) 
 
 
Personal Artefacts 
Other personal artefacts from context #18 include a range of jewellery (Table 15), remains of three 
watches including watch keys (2) and watch frame, a shirt stud and two religious medals.  The 
jewellery consisted of brooches (10), fake gems (6), two lockets and three rings, including a 
wedding-ring type but not in gold (Table 15).  Personal artefacts associated with grooming included 
combs (9), hair brush (1), hair pin (1) and two lipsticks (Table 16).   
 

#18/5645: Enamelled lucky horseshoe shirt stud,  #18/5181: Three facetted 'diamonds' in  
blue and  white flowers on looped riding crop,   settings in a circle-shaped piece.  
open work, self shanked (20-32 mm). CSR Photo 13/18 (Dia. of circle 12 mm).  CSR Photo 13/16 
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#18/5971: Crescent moon brooch (18x21 mm).   #18/5608: Black elongated triangle with      
CSR Photo 13/20                 beads (bead dia. 3 mm). CSR Photo 13/22 
 
 

 
#18/5522: Medal from set of rosary beads (left). One side double twisted thorny tendril in circle (shown 
in right photo); other side an open L hand palm facing (13x11 mm), (shown left photo).  
#18/5471: Religious medal (right) face: a saint? Embossed: “CRUX S P BENED” (shown left side of 
left photo). Reverse, outer edge from top: “II S V R S N(?) S M V S M Q L I V B I”; cord of dots with 
cross inside - in top L corner: “C”; top R: “S”; lower R: “B & L: P”; down the cross mid: “C S S M 
L”; and across: “ND – MD” (13x18 mm).  CSR Photos 13/9. 11 
 
 
Recreational Artefacts 
The recreational artefacts from the kitchen of house 15, context #18 include items associated with 
gaming, hunting, smoking and children’s toys (Table 7).   
 

 Smoking 
The smoking artefacts consist of the remains of 33 pipes, a snuff bottle and a match case (Table 7).  
The pipes includes two ‘Lachlander’ pipes by C. Crop of London (1856-1899) as well as two pipes 
by William White & Sons of Glasgow (1806-1955), a cutty pipe and a pipe made in Cork, Ireland.  
These pipes are fairly typical of those generally found on historic sites in Sydney.  
 

 Gaming 
Two dominos and one dice were found in the underfloor deposit which was fairly average 
compared with the houses in Areas A and C (Table 7, 17).  It is assumed that the dice and the 
domino were more likely to be used by adults as part of adult recreation rather than by children.  
 

 Hunting 
A single bullet and a gun flint were found in context #18 (Table 7).  The bullet was one of four 
bullets recovered during the excavation aside from a cartridge and the gun flint. 
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 Toys    
Context #18 contained the remains of 197 toys.  It is assumed that all artefacts associated with the 
toy category were bought for and used by children.  The most frequent toys were marbles (166), 
dolls (13), parts of dolls’ teasets (13) and lead soldiers (5).  The marbles were made of porcelain, 
china, fine earthenware, terracotta, glass and limestone.  The marbles included seven fine 
earthenware Benningtons (1880-1914), nine coloured glass marbles (1846-1914), 45 limestone 
marbles (1850-1914), and four glass marbles with surface swirls (1901-1926).  Many of the 
marbles had a diameter between 10 and 16 mm.  Marbles were typical toys played with by children 
during the nineteenth century and are still prevalent among modern children.  Marbles were used 
by both boys and girls, though perhaps more frequently by boys in their communal play in the 
street.14  Marbles were found in all rooms in all the houses within Areas A and C, to varying 
degrees, usually with many fewer in the front room or parlour.  In context #17, the underfloor 
deposit in the front room of House 15, only four marbles were found in contrast to the 166 in the 
kitchen.   
 
The number of remains of dolls and pieces of dolls’ teasets is the highest occurrence at the site 
(Tables 7, 17).  Of the eight houses in Areas A and C only House 1 in Area C had no remains of 
dolls or dolls’ teaset pieces.  The prevalence of these items is interesting as it illustrates that these 
were common material artefacts associated with children’s lives.  While girls were not the only 
ones who necessarily used the dolls or the dolls’ teasets they are most likely the ones for whom the 
dolls or teasets were purchased.  In the case of the lead soldiers found at the site they were most 
probably purchased for boys.   
 
These children’s toys may illustrate the way in which middle-class ideology and domesticity, ideas 
about the roles of males and females, were transferred to the working class.  It is perhaps possible 
to say that the working classes were emulating the middle class through buying the same type of 
toys for their children and that these artefacts were imbued with the ideology of women looking 
after children and having tea with their friends.  Yet neither of these aspects were part of the lives 
of working-class women who often worked all hours of the day and had many children.15  Nor was 
the separation of the spheres, where middle-class women and children’s lives were separate from 
the lives of their working husbands, able to be emulated in these small houses.  The evidence of 
these children’s toys can also be seen to encourage men to take up careers such as soldiering.  
Although while boys may have only been playing war games this was seen as an acceptable job for 
boys to emulate and evidence elsewhere at this site does support that some residents of houses 
within the study area were soldiers (see Section 8.3.2.4 for further discussion of these issues).   
 
The doll remains have a range of manufacture dates.  Two different dolls’ feet date from 1830 to 
the 1840s, another type dates from 1870 to the 1880s and the remains of two other dolls from 1890 
to 1910.  Therefore it is likely that the dolls were associated with the nineteenth-century occupation 
of the house.  It is possible that the remains of the older style dolls belonged to a mother or were 
given as an heirloom to a young girl as the house was not built until about c. 1860.   
 
The spatial distribution of the toy artefacts in context #18 is interesting (Table P).  It indicates that 
children were playing with their toys in most areas of the kitchen but with a focus on the western 
side of the kitchen, the same area where sewing was happening (Table O).  There were no toys 
found in the northeast corner, presumably because there was a doorway in this area.  The presence 
of so many artefacts in this area, as with the sewing, confirms the continued practice of smaller 
children, both boys and girls, playing in the kitchen as the centre of the household activities.  Some 
days they may have been playing there because it was raining outside but they were as likely to 
play there on a sunny day as well.  It was a way of the mother keeping an eye on the children 

                                              
14 Kociumbas 1997:117, suggests that only boys played marbles.  
15 Kociumbas 1997:114-117.  
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while she undertook the daily household duties or perhaps in this instance undertook commercial 
sewing.   
 
 

   N 
#18 A B C D E F G H J Total % 

1 5 3 10 6 3 5 9   2 43 22 

2 5 6 10 7 32 2 13 4   79 40 

3     3   8 4 5 6   26 13 

4         3 3 6 6   18 9  

5     6 3 1         10 5  

6 1 3 2 7 1         14 7  

7 3 2 1   1         7 4  

Total 14 14 32 23 49 14 33 16 2 197 100 

% 7  7  16  12  25  7  17  8 1 100   
Table P: Distribution of toys in context #18, kitchen underfloor deposit, Area A, House 15 
New Street.  
 
 
The frequency of artefacts and their distribution in the front room of the house (context #17) is 
markedly different to the kitchen (Table 4).  The nine toys found in context #17 were found along 
the eastern wall C6 (5), E6 (1), G6 (1), along the northern wall G4 (1) and one marble fragment in 
front of the fireplace C4.  While the frequency is a reflection of the floor covering likely to have 
been used in this room, the artefacts around the perimeter of the room is also suggestive of a rare 
or infrequent use of this space by children for play.  Therefore children played in this room much 
less frequently than they did in the kitchen.   
 

 Coral and Shells 
Coral is not counted in the recreation category as it is catalogued with the shell.  The reasons for 
coral being found in the underfloor deposit of context #18 are unclear.  It is presumed that the 
corals are local varieties and that they were collected from the nearby seashore around Pyrmont 
peninsula.  It is likely that the residents of house 15 New Street, mostly the children but also 
adults, had frequent rambles along the foreshore.  During these excursions they would have 
collected fragments of coral and shellfish from the rocks.   
 
The seashore around Pyrmont changed considerably after the construction of the CSR sugar 
refinery in 1878 and twentieth-century alterations to the shoreline.  In the early and middle 
nineteenth century there would have been small sandy coves that children and adults would have 
climbed down to as well as rock pools that were accessible at low tide.   
 
Other evidence for frequent visits to the waterfront are the presence of triton or common whelk 
shells (13) (Cabestana spengleri) and periwinkles (46) (Family Littorinidae) or winkles, top shells 
(5) (Family Trochidae), as well as sand snails (5) (Family Naticidae) found in context #18 (Table 
34).  Context #17 also contained triton or common whelk shells (4) (Cabestana spengleri).   
 
It is most likely that these shells were collected from the rocks along the seashore and bought back 
to the house.  The use of these shells, whether for decoration or consumption is uncertain.  The 
number of periwinkles does perhaps suggests more than a brief engagement with this shell as a 
decoration.  Periwinkles were eaten by Europeans who lived near the sea.  They have also been 
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used as fish bait and in Australia during World War 2 as pet food.16  It is also possible that the 
shells were acquired for their flesh as ‘…along with cockles, whelks and shrimps, they are 
traditional British seaside food, often sold from stalls on the sea front’.17  Therefore it is likely that 
the residents of this house were collecting periwinkles or ‘winkles’ from the shoreline and cooking 
them to eat.  The proportion of periwinkles in context #18 is significantly higher than any of the 
other underfloor deposits in the houses in Area A or Area C (Table 34).  This does suggest that 
there was a real reason for the presence of the shells rather than an incidental occurrence.  
 
Clerical 
Context #18 once again contained the largest quantity of slate pencils recovered from the site, with 
109 fragments.  Fragments of slate pencils were found in most underfloor deposits from the site 
with house 7 McCredie Street (context #318) having 90 fragments (Table 18).  The frequency of 
fragments of slate pencils in all the houses suggests that the occupants of these houses were 
frequently literate and that their children were attending school.  Slate pencils and writing slates are 
most usually associated with children who attend school although admittedly little is known about 
their general use outside of schools.   
 
The frequency with which the slate pencils are found does suggest that they were often being used 
in the home.  Whether this is the result of children doing homework or amusing themselves 
drawing or perhaps some teaching of children in the home is unknown.  Children may have used 
the pencils as some other item in a game.  It is possible that slate pencils were also used by adults 
in the home but the reasons for this are unclear as writing on a slate boards means that it needs to 
be erased.  Therefore it may be restricted to temporary items such as lists or tallies.  It is also 
possible that where a large number of slate pencils were found that some other activities were 
being undertaken that required writing on slates, such as gambling records, illegal sales of alcohol 
or other unknown benign activities. 
 
It is also possible that the presence of so many slate pencils may relate to the probable commercial 
sewing and that the board was used to show the customer how much a garment cost, in labour and 
goods or perhaps sketching the design of a garment.  Whether such a relationship exists in Area C 
will also be investigated when the deposits in that area are analysed.   
 
Food Function  
Table I illustrated that there was a relatively low frequency of food-related artefacts in context #18 
(excluding bone) compared to other categories of artefacts in this deposit.  Context #17 had only 
two fragments of non-matching black and brown transfer-printed teacup and saucer (Table 20).  
The majority of food related artefacts in context #18 were associated with tea (39%), tableware 
(34%) and condiments (20%) (Table 20).  A greater proportion of artefacts were associated with 
the consumption of tea than associated with the consumption of meals.  This general pattern is 
borne out on the average of all large underfloor deposits in Areas A and C (Table 23).  The general 
ratio of tea-associated artefacts in the large deposits was 42.8 per cent which was slightly higher 
than the quantity found in context #18.  This general ratio is slightly above the proportion for all 
underfloor deposits in Area A, 41 per cent (Table 20) and slightly below the ratio for all underfloor 
deposits in Area C, 43.8 per cent (Table 21).  Overall the general proportion appears to have some 
validity as representing the likely proportion of tea to tableware artefacts to be found in underfloor 
deposits in this type of working class residential dwelling.   
 
Tablewares are generally the next largest category after teawares and in Table 23 they constitute 
28.5 per cent of all food artefacts.  This is smaller than the average for area A which is 34 per cent 
(Table 20) but close to the average for Area C, 27.6 per cent (Table 21).  Of the eight houses in 

                                              
16 Stone 1991:52.  
17 Toussaint-Samat 1994:403.  
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these two areas only one kitchen underfloor had more tablewares than teaware, house 17.  On 
average in Area A there was a higher proportion of tablewares (34%) to teawares (41%)  (Table 
20), than found in Area C (tablewares (27.6%) and teawares (43.8%) (Table 21).  The general 
pattern of teawares being more dominant than tablewares appears to hold true for most sites dating 
to the second half of the nineteenth century.   Although the exception to this is the second half of 
the nineteenth-century rubbish dump (#850) from the Conservatorium site which was associated 
with Government House.  In this large rubbish dump (#850) there were more tablewares (37.6%) 
then teawares (26.3%).18  On earlier nineteenth-century sites the pattern appears to be more 
tableware to teawares.  This relationship was found at the site of the bakehouse (c. 1800-1815) at 
the Conservatorium site where tablewares (53.6%) were more than double the teawares (20.3%).19  
 
The third largest food-related artefacts in context #18 were items associated with condiments (20%) 
(Table 20).  Most of these items were remains of oil or vinegar bottles (21), pickles/chutney (5) 
and sauce bottles.  Of the oil/vinegar bottles, six were embossed with the maker of the contents, 
‘GEORGE WHYBROW’ while he also made the contents of four of the sauce bottles.  The high 
proportion of condiments (20%) of the food category in context #18 is the highest occurrence of all 
the larger underfloor deposits in Areas A and C.  It is 7.8 per cent above the general average 
(12.2%) for these two areas (Table 23).   
 
Ceramics Types 
The tea and tablewares in context #18 were found in a variety of different ceramic types (Table 
24).  Of the 112 ceramic items in these two categories there were sherds belonging to 29 plates and 
70 teaware vessels (47 cups, 20 saucers and 3 teapots) found in context #18.  The most frequent 
ceramic types were blue transfer print (21%), gilded (19%), linear ware (13%), and white glaze 
(15%) wares.  The proportion of blue transfer-printed ceramics (21%) in context #18 was 
considerably more than the general proportion (11.2%) for all the main contexts (Table 24).  In 
addition five of the blue tp plates were decorated with the ‘Asiatic Pheasant’ pattern (Table 24.2).  
Context #18 was generally similar to the other main underfloor deposits in that gilded, white 
glazed, white wares, blue transfer print and linear ware were the most common (Graphs 1, 2).   
 
When these are further broken down into plates and teawares a different pattern begins to form.  
Plates decorated in blue transfer print formed 52 per cent of all plates found in context #18 while 
the next most frequent was linear ware (Table 25, Graph 3).  These made a strong contrast with the 
teawares where gilded wares (27%) and white glaze (17%) dominated but linear ware (19%) was 
still common (Table 26, Graph 4).  A graph of the general frequency of ceramic types in relation 
to the functional categories of plates (tablewares) and teawares indicates that there are some real 
frequency differences in which types of patterns were used to decorate which type of ceramic 
(Graph 5).  The most frequent teawares were gilded but these were not found on any plates while 
the most frequently found ceramic type, blue transfer print, was found on both teawares and plates 
but more were found on plates then teawares.  Other than the white wares, where there is a 
frequency difference of 14 per cent, there appears to be a general correlation between the ceramic 
types found on teawares and plates except for Rockingham glaze which is only usually found on 
teapots.  I do have some concern about the small sample of plates (29) represented in House 15 
which may be producing some bias in this analysis.  This pattern needs to be tested against other 
sites to see if it is real or a product of too small a sample.   
 
The teawares shapes include: cups, saucers, teapots, slop bowls and teaspoons.  Context #18 
contained 75 teaware artefacts.  Among these were remains of two ‘Willow 3’ saucers and a cup, a 
linear ware (pattern no. 5), three cups and a saucer, and gilded cups (14) and saucers (5).  The new 
ceramic patterns found in context #18 are shown below:  

                                              
18 Casey & Lowe 2000, Vol 1:213.   
19 Casey & Lowe 2000, Vol 1:117.   
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Blue tp 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Blue tp 142 #18/10478      Blue tp  #18/10490 
cup    saucer 

 
Green tp 
 

 
Green tp 21       Green tp 22 #18/10471        Green tp 23 #18/10472 
#18/10456  bowl             saucer 
    cup 
 
Animal Bone 
Context #18 contained the third largest frequency of animal bone found at the site, 13.25 per cent, 
a total of 2347 fragments (Tables 2, 8, 9).  The highest frequency of bone fragments belonged to 
unidentifiable fish (689), sheep (525), unidentified animal (486), sheep/pig (167) and rabbit (157).  
Many of the bones, especially the sheep, had evidence of chopping, some sawing and knife marks.  
The former two indicate retail butchery of the meat and therefore purchase from a butcher or other 
similar source such as the nearby Glebe Island abattoirs.  The knife marks could relate to either 
preparation and/or consumption.  The ‘overall pattern’ of butchery marks ‘was one of standardised 
retail practices with a clear preference for small cuts’.20 
 
Sheep were the most common bone other than fish.  Torres has observed that sheep (mutton) were 
the cheapest meat compared with cow and pig.  It was therefore the most available and accessible 
to consumers.21  The commonest element of the sheep skeleton were the vertebrae and ribs, toe 
bones (first, second and third phalanges) and hyroid (tongue) bones.22  The presence of ribs and 
chump bones were common and these are generally considered to be the most expensive while 
another frequent bone were the trotter or feet bones which were also common and are seen as being 
a cheap meat cut.23   

                                              
20 Torres 1997:94. 
21 Torres 1997:101.  
22 Torres 1997:105-106. 
23 Torres 1997:121.  
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The presence of rabbit bones is important as they were accessible either by catching them in the 
semi-rural areas of Pyrmont and Ultimo or purchasing them from a ‘rabbito’ (rabbit seller).  Of the 
four kitchens in the Area A houses context #18 had the highest frequency of rabbit bones (157), 
specifically in raw counts while as a proportion of the bone corpus (6.62) it was equal to context 
#15 (76).  The demolition deposit of a house in Area C contained a rabbit trap (Table 4).  The 
elements of the rabbit skeleton present in #18 were generally well represented except for crania 
although ‘jaws and teeth were very common’.24  This suggests ‘that rabbits were bought or 
acquired complete. This is also supported by the lack of butchery marks found on rabbit bones’.25  
This also reflects the general practice of cooking whole rabbits rather than individual elements. 
Torres suggests that the presence of rabbit paw bones supports the local capture of rabbits which 
were then skinned by the occupant of the house.   
 
The presence of the high number of fish bone may also represent local capture by fishing off the 
nearby shoreline.  As table 4 indicates five sinkers were found in underfloor deposits at the CSR 
site.  Two came from the kitchen underfloor deposit (#13) in house 19 Area A (Table 7).   
 
While there was a generally low occurrence of pig bones this may relate to depositional issues 
rather than cost or availability.26  Pigs were frequently raised as part of dairying activity and it is 
possible that one of the nearby dairies may have been the source of the pigs.  They may also have 
been purchased from a local market.   
 
Rodents and Cats 
A total of 154 fragments were associated with mouse, rat and rodent.  The European mouse bones 
(37) include fragments from probably 2 skeletons.  The European rat bones (42) and the rodent 
(82) (unidentifiable as specifically mouse or rat) are not so clear in the attribution of animal counts.  
The distribution grid (Table K) for the animal bone indicates there was no articulated skeleton for 
the mouse, rat or rodent bones suggesting some disturbance of their skeletons following death.  It 
is presumed that the mouse, rat and rodents died in the underfloor areas rather than being bought 
into the house.  Rodent gnawing was evident on 106 bone fragments, mainly sheep bone (93), but 
also a few were cow (5), pig (1), rabbit (2), chicken (1), sheep/pig (1) and unidentified animal 
(3).27  Eighty bones had ‘severe’ gnawing as opposed to slight or moderate gnawing on the other 36 
bone fragments. 
 
In contrast to the rodent bones 15 fragments of cat bones were found in the two underfloor deposits 
in House 15, with 12 bone fragments in context #17.  As with the rodents these bones were not of 
a whole skeleton and only part of the body was found - elements from the trunk, hindquarters and 
extremities.  Torres indicates that the 12 bones in #17 were from the same animal.28  It is possible 
that the cat died here and elements of its body were scattered elsewhere by rodents.  There was no 
evidence of rodent gnawing on these bones.   
 
Torres noted in his thesis that of the sample of bones he examined from context #18 few bones (25) 
showed evidence of burning and that generally the bones were in good condition with little 
weathering.29  Of this sample 17 bones had experienced some mineralization, indicating a wet 
environment which causes the minerals in the soil to replace the calcium in the bone. 

                                              
24 Torres 1997:106.  
25 Torres 1997:110.  
26 Torres 1997:100, 102.   
27 Fragment counts differ from Torres who used a 50% sample of Context #18 rather than all the bone 
excavated from Context #18.  
28 Torres 1997:100. 
29 Torres 1997:66.  


