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Executive Summary 
The Parramatta Children’s Court site is the first archaeological site in Parramatta where the 
archaeological remains of a two convict hut/houses are conserved in situ under the new court 
building and the O’Connell Street footpath, within an identified Conservation Zone.  The aim of the 
Conservation Zone is to protect these archaeological remains in perpetuity and offer an opportunity 
to the future to archaeologically record these remains without their removal.  The new Children’s 
Court will contain interpretative displays of the remains found on site as well as some of the 
artefacts.   
 
 
Results of the Archaeological Excavation 
Areas outside the Conservation Zone contained archaeological evidence of the quite extensive 
occupation of the site.  These remains included:  
 
Lot 102W 

 Storage cellar with important artefacts, many of which are thought to belong to emancipated 
convict Samuel Larkin:  

- early locally-made pottery 
- different type of early clay roofing tile, with double lugs 
- gun flint 
- French or American cowboy style spur 
- Chinese export porcelain, including more unusual types    

 Series of pits containing artefacts contemporary to the storage cellar. 
 Remains of an 1830s timber and masonry house.  
 Remains of the Emu Brewery (c1840-c1865): 

- cellar backfilled with demolition material and quantities of artefacts 
- drain/sump from floor of the cellar which emptied into the eastern creekline 
- mortar bedding and robbed walls outlining the layout of the brewery 

Lot 103 
 Well with quantities of artefacts.  
 No substantial evidence survived for the tramway depot.  

 
Lot 102E 

 Remains of an 1880s terrace house built with re-used sandstock bricks.  
 Only limited remains survived of this house.  

 
 
Significance of the Archaeological Results and Interpretation  
The archaeological remains found at this site, especially those thought to be associated with Samuel 
Larkin, are part of a rare group of sites which can be identified in Parramatta as belonging to 
emancipated convicts who were relatively successful in their transition from convict life, to 
government employment, then on to land ownership and self-employment with no reliance on the 
government for support.  The archaeology associated with Larkin and his family’s occupation are 
considered to be of State heritage significance.   
 
The standard interpretation of the colonial Parramatta, as an enduring convict landscape, is 
challenged in this report and will continue to be over a series of further archaeological reports on 
similar sites in Parramatta.  This new interpretation suggests that the ‘convict’ Parramatta was 
fleeting and quickly disappeared after Governor Phillip’s departure and that the convict huts were 
occupied for only a few years.  In 1800 the huts were in disrepair and had to be renovated suggesting 
they were unoccupied for some time but would be reused.  The finding of better agricultural land 
elsewhere quickly saw Parramatta develop into a commercial and residential centre for free settlers 
and emancipated convicts but with the continued provision of convict infrastructure, such as the 
convict hospital and barracks and the military barracks.  By the end of the Macquarie period (1810-
1821) the convict town had virtually disappeared.   



 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                  Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                Archaeological Investigation 

 

Contents 
 

 
VOLUME 1: Main Report 
1.0 Introduction 
2.0 Historical Background 
3.0 Results of the Archaeological Investigation  
4.0 Artefact Analysis 
5.0 Response to Research Questions 
6.0 Bibliography 
 
 
VOLUME 2: Subsidiary Reports 
7.0 Detailed Description of the Archaeological Recording Program 
8.0 Specialists’ Reports 
 
 
VOLUME 3: Site Plans and Harris Matrix 
9.0 Site Plans 
10.0 Harris Matrix of Archaeological Contexts 
 
 
VOLUME 4: Appendices 
Appendix 1: List – Contexts, Pollen and Soil Samples  
Appendix 2: Photographic List 
Appendix 3: Public Interpretation Leaflet 
Appendix 4: Weekly Reports 
Appendix 5: Artefact Catalogue  
 
 



Introduction 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                  Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

Contents 
 

VOLUME 1: Main Report 
 

Executive Summary 
 
1.0 Introduction ............................................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Background ..................................................................................................................... 1 
1.2 Archaeology within the Conservation Zone and Outside the Conservation Zone .......... 2 
1.3 Heritage Significance ...................................................................................................... 3 
1.4 Process Leading to the Establishment of the Conservation Zone ................................... 3 
1.5 Report Methodology........................................................................................................ 4 
1.6 Authorship....................................................................................................................... 4 
1.7 Research Questions ......................................................................................................... 5 
1.8 Public Interpretation ........................................................................................................ 7 
1.9 Artefacts .......................................................................................................................... 8 
1.10 Heritage Significance ...................................................................................................... 8 
1.11 Limitations ...................................................................................................................... 8 
1.12 Acknowledgements ......................................................................................................... 8 
1.13 List of Illustrations .......................................................................................................... 9 
1.14 Abbreviations ................................................................................................................ 14 

 
2.0 Historical Background............................................................................................ 16 

2.1 General Background...................................................................................................... 16 
2.2 Historical Occupation of Lot 102.................................................................................. 21 
2.3 Historical Background to Lot 103 ................................................................................. 31 
2.4 Patrick Hayes, Tenant of Lots 102W and 103............................................................... 37 
2.5 Chronology for the Study Area ..................................................................................... 39 
2.6 Brewing in the Early Colony......................................................................................... 40 

 
3.0       Results of the Archaeological Investigation …………………………………..….46 
    3.1    Methodology………………………………….……………..………………………...46 
    3.2    Natural Environment ……………..…………………………………………………...49 
    3.3    Aboriginal Occupation……………………….……………..…………………………51 
    3.4    Cultural Landscape of Colonial Parramatta (1790-c1830………………………….….52 
    3.5    Lot 102W Archaeology  ……………….……….…………..…………………….…....59 
    3.6    Lot 102E Archaeology ………………………....………………………………….…..78 
    3.7    Lot 103 Archaeology …..……………………....………………………………….…..80 
 
4.0       Artefact Analysis ………………………………………………………………...…83 
    4.1    Research Questions for Artefact Analysis…………………..………………….……...83 
    4.2    Artefacts Analysis ……………………..………………………..…………….…….…83 
    4.3    Overview of Artefacts ……………………..…………………………..……….…...…83 

     4.3.1  Lot 102W………………….….………..………..……..……………….………88 
     4.3.2  Lot 103 Backfill of Well …..…………..………………………..……..….......108 
     4.3.3  Animal Bone …………………………..……………  ..…………………..….111 

 
5.0       Response to Research Questions ………………………………………….……..114 
    5.1    Research Questions ……………………..………………………..…………………..114 
    5.2    Response to Research Questions ……………………..……………..……………….116 
 
6.0       Bibliography ………………………………………………………………………135 
    6.1    Bibliography…………………………..………………………..…………………….135 



Introduction 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                  Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

VOLUME 2: Subsidiary Reports 
 

7.0       Detailed Description of the Archaeological Recording Program  
   7.1    Trench Report – Jill Miskella 
 
8.0       Specialists’ Reports 
   8.1    Ceramics Report – Rowan Ward 
   8.2    Glass Report – Jeanne Harris 
   8.3    Miscellaneous, Metals and Building Materials – Robyn Stocks 
   8.4    Horse Bone Report – Caroline Wilby 
   8.5    Pollen Report – Mike Macphail 
   8.6    Soils Report – Roy Lawrie 

 
 
VOLUME 3: Site Plans and Harris Matrix 

9.0        Site Plans 
   9.1    Archaeological Plans 
     Plan 1: All phases with brewery remains 

Plan 2: All phases after removal of brewery remains in northern area  
Plan 3: Phase 3, convict period 1790s–1810s & Phase 4, Lease holders 1810s–c1830 
Plan 3.1 (North): Phase 3, convict period 1790s–1810s & Phase 4, Lease holders 

1810s–c1830 
Plan 3.2 (South): Phase 3, convict period 1790s–1810s & Phase 4, Lease holders 

1810s–c1830 
Plan 4: Phase 5, residential 1830s-c1880 & Brewery c1840-c1865 
Plan 4.1 (North): Phase 5, residential 1830s-c1880 & Brewery c1840-c1865 
Plan 4.2 (South): Phase 5, residential 1830s-c1880 & Brewery c1840-c1865 
Plan 5: Phase 6, 1880s tramway & Phase 7, 1900s-1930s residential 
Plan 5.1 (North): Phase 6, 1880s tramway & Phase 7, 1900s-1930s residential 
Plan 5.2 (South): Phase 6, 1880s tramway & Phase 7, 1900s-1930s residential 
Plan 6: Phase 8, 1950s-1990s Maternity Hospital concrete and brick footings 
Plan 7: Sections 1 and 2 

 Plan of Plans 
 

   9.2    Multiplex Plans for the Parramatta Children’s Court 
  Plan of pier locations in relation to the Conservation Zone, pile set out plan 
  Plan of footings and ground floor slab plan 
 
10.0       Harris Matrix of Archaeological Contexts 
 
 
VOLUME 4: Appendices 

Appendix 1: Lists – Contexts, Pollen and Soil Samples  
Appendix 2: Photographic List 
Appendix 3: Public Interpretation Leaflet 
Appendix 4: Weekly Reports 
Appendix 5: Artefact Catalogue  
   Appendix 5.1: Ceramic Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.2: Glass Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.3: Miscellaneous Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.4: Metals Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.5: Building Materials Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.6: Bone Catalogue 
   Appendix 5.7: Shell Catalogue 



Introduction 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                  Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

1

Archaeological Investigation 
Parramatta Children’s Court Site, Parramatta 

 
1.0 Introduction 
 
1.1 Background 
The archaeological investigation of the historical occupation of this site was undertaken under an 
excavation permit (04/S140/005) issued by the NSW Heritage Office under S140 of the NSW 
Heritage Act, 1977. A testing program for Indigenous archaeology was undertaken by Dr Laila 
Haglund at the same time under the National Parks & Wildlife Act administered by the NSW 
Department of Environment and Conservation.  The archaeological program was undertaken over a 
five week period from 25 March to 29 April 2004.  A major phase of the archaeological program 
involved the in situ conservation of the archaeological remains of two convict huts within a 
Conservation Zone which extends east-west across the site and also into the O’Connell Street 
footpath (Fig. 1-2).  Prior to the Casey & Lowe excavation in March/April 2004 the site was subject 
to an archaeological test excavation in 2001.  The archaeological program and the conservation of the 
convict huts received a merit award at the 2004 Parramatta Heritage Awards.  As this report is being 
written the new Parramatta Children’s Court is being built and the Conservation Zone is operating 
across the site and the archaeology within this zone is being protected in perpetuity.   
 
A series of reports on the archaeology and history of this site precede the main archaeology program:  

 Parramatta Hospital, An Historical Analysis for an Archaeological Assessment of the Site, 
(draft, Terry Kass 1990) 

 Historical and Archaeological Analysis of Parramatta Hospital, Parramatta, NSW, (Edward 
Higginbotham & Associates 1990) 

 Historical and Archaeological Management Plan for Parramatta Hospital, Parramatta, 
NSW, for NSW DPWS, (Higginbotham, Edward & Associates 1999)   

 Parramatta Hospital Site, Archaeological Test Excavations (Stages 1 & 2), Final Report, 
(DPWS Heritage Design Services for DPWS Major Developments, June 2001)  

 Parramatta Hospital & Attorney-General’s Carpark Site, Conservation Management Plan, 
(DPWS Heritage Design Services, February 2003).  

 Archaeological Assessment & Excavation Permit Application, Proposed Parramatta 
Children’s Court Site, Parramatta, (Casey & Lowe 2004, for NSW Government Architect’s 
Office on behalf of the Attorney-General’s Office, March 2004).  

 Haglund & Associates  2005  Report on Testing for Aboriginal Archaeology, Parramatta 
Children’s Court Site, Parramatta, July 2005, (for Casey & Lowe, on behalf of the NSW 
Government Architect’s Office and the Attorney-General’s Office, July 2005).  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1-1: Location Plan. 
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Figure 1-2: Study area plan showing the location of the Conservation Zone (CZ) and test trenches excavated in 
2001.  Much of the area either side of the CZ was the subject of open area archaeological investigation 
during March/April 2004.   

 
 
1.2 Archaeology within the Conservation Zone and Outside the Conservation Zone 
The Conservation Zone is likely to contain the remains of two convict huts which were rebuilt as 
houses for later free and emancipated persons.  The Conservation Zone extends westwards into the 
O’Connell Street footpath.  Aside from the remains of the two hut/houses for this period there should 
also be remains of pits, deposits and artefacts associated with their occupation.  The Conservation 
Zone should also contain other archaeological evidence associated with the later phases of 
occupation such as: the brewery, the cesspits and other yard deposits associated with the George 
Street houses in both Lots 102E and 103.  No clear cesspits were found within areas already subject 
to excavation.  It is possible that there may be tramway remains in the footpath area but as Figure 2-
16 shows they was built on raised ground and therefore it is unlikely any substantial remains survive.   
 
It is quite possible that some of the archaeology outside the Conservation Zone may survive the 
Children’s Court building program.  Such remains are: the footprint of the brewery cellar; and the 
well and its contents, notably the northern half of which was not subject to excavation due to the 
sandy condition of the site and OH&S reasons.  It is also possible other incidental remains may also 
survive.  The site was prepared by compacting the upper layers and importing additional fill to raise 
the ground levels across the eastern part of the site.  Copies of Multiplex’s plans of the pier locations 
are in Section 9.0.  
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1.3 Heritage Significance 
The statement of heritage significance in Casey & Lowe 2004 assessed the significance of the site as:  
 

The subject site is likely to contain a range of archaeological remains of historical, social 
and research significance to local and state communities.   
 Convict hut remains are a rare archaeological resource and have potential to retain 

evidence relating to the early period of settlement.  These remains may assist in 
addressing a range of substantive archaeological research questions.  These remains 
are considered to be of State significance.   

 The brewery was an early brewery built in Parramatta and contained an extensive 
range of brewing infrastructure.  It is likely that only substantial structural remains, 
such as cellars, may remain of the brewery as test trench 3 shows that building 
materials were previously removed.  These remains are of Local significance.  

 The residential housing on George Street is associated with housing from the 1830s, 
1860s to 1900s and from the 1880s to 1900s.  These are representative of the range 
of housing within the township of Parramatta.  The remains of these houses should 
be able to provide evidence through which to address a range of research questions 
associated with Parramatta and its residents through the nineteenth century.  These 
remains are of Local significance.1 

 
The archaeological remains found during the excavation program generally conformed to the identified 
levels of heritage significance except that there was no identification of the likely significance relating 
more to the leaseholder occupation rather than to the convict huts.  Therefore remains associated with the 
pre-1850s occupation of this site, and others in Parramatta, are considered to be of State heritage 
significance.  These include the storage cellar and its contents and the contents of the early pits at the front 
of the site, south of the Conservation Zone.  The remains within the Conservation Zone should generally 
conform to this pattern.  It is also noted that there is a sewer line running east-west from O’Connell Street 
thought the Conservation Zone which then turns northwards about two-thirds of the way through the 
Zone.  It is anticipated that this will have had some impact on the potential remains of the convict 
hut/house and later deposits. 
 
The concrete slab across the Conservation Zone sits on the zone but was designed so as not to place any 
load from the building onto the zone. 
 
 
1.4 Process Leading to the Establishment of the Conservation Zone 
The need to protect and conserve the early colonial archaeology of Parramatta was identified in PHALMS 
(2000).2  This assessment arose from the potential ‘international’ significance of the remains and the 
assumption that the huts are a rare archaeological resource.  The Conservation Management Plan (CMP) 
adopted the PHALMS approach by identifying a Conservation Zone across the site, to protect the site of 
the huts, as an appropriate way to manage the heritage significance of the site.3  This approach also 
adopted the methodology that the site of the huts should be left unexplored at this time.  Mac North, 
archaeologist in the Government Architect’s Office, had undertaken a testing program to confirm the 
model of potential archaeology on the site and to provide State Properties with certainty about the location 
of the convict hut.4  This program fed into the recommendations arising from the CMP.  The Children’s 
Court was designed with the Conservation Zone through the centre of the site which would allow for the 
protection of the archaeology.  Caitlin Allen took over the implementation of this project at the 
Government Architect’s Office in 2003.  Casey & Lowe were awarded the tender for this project in 
January 2004.  Multiplex commenced construction of the new Children’s Court building in September 
2005.  Both Caitlin Allen and Mary Casey have questioned the choice of the huts within the Children’s 
Court site as being ‘best’ examples of their kind to be retained in situ because of the sewer line running 
through the Conservation Zone.  The aim of the Conservation Zone is to retain this type of archaeological 
site for investigation in the future, when less invasive and destructive archaeological methods may have 
been developed which allow for exploration of the archaeology without diminishing the resource.   

                                                      
1 Casey & Lowe 2004:43.  
2 Godden Mackay Logan 2000.  
3 DPWS Heritage Design Services 2003.   
4 DPWS Heritage Design Services 2001.   
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1.5 Report Methodology 
This report is intended to respond to the standard conditions set by the NSW Heritage Council to 
produce a report presenting the results of the archaeological program.  These results include: 
 
Volume 1: Main Report 

Section 1: Introduction  
Section 2: Historical Background 
Section 3: Results of the Archaeological Program 
Section 4: Analysis of the artefacts 
Section 5: Response to the Research Design 
Section 6: Bibliography 

 
Volume 2 
 Section 7: Detailed Description of the Archaeological Recording Program  
 Section 8: Specialists’ Reports 

8.1  Ceramics Report 
8.2  Glass Report 
8.3  Miscellaneous, Metals Report and Building Materials 
8.4 Bone Report 
8.5  Pollen Analysis  
8.6 Soil Report 

 
Volume 3: Site Plans and Harris Matrix 

Section 9: Site Plans 
Section 10: Harris Matrix of Archaeological Contexts 

 
Volume 4: Appendices 
 Appendix 1: List: Contexts, Pollen and Soil Samples 

Appendix 2: Photographic List 
Appendix 3: Public Interpretation Leaflet 
Appendix 4: Weekly Report 

 Appendix 5: Artefact Catalogue Sheets 
   5.1: Ceramics Catalogue 
   5.2: Glass Catalogue 
   5.3: Miscellaneous Catalogue 
   5.4: Metals Catalogue 
   5.5: Building Materials Catalogue 
   5.6: Bone Catalogue 
      5.7: Shell Catalogue 
 
Sections 3, 4 and 5 of this report draw heavily on Section 7 and 8.  It is not the purpose of Sections 3, 
4 or 5 to present the detailed recording of the remains but to synthesise and interpret these remains.  
Therefore Sections 3, 4 and 5 draw on Sections 7 and the specialist reports in Section 8.  The detailed 
excavation results are presented in Section 7 which also includes photographs and refers to the plans 
and matrix of contexts in Volume 3.   
 
 
1.6 Authorship 
This report was written by Dr Mary Casey with major contributions by Jill Miskella, Rowan Ward 
(ceramics), Robyn Stocks (metals, building materials, miscellaneous) and Jeanne Harris (glass).  
Franz Reidel co-directed the archaeological program in association with Mary Casey and was 
responsible for the site planning and the inking of the field plans for the final report.  Jill Miskella 
supervised the detailed excavation and recording of the archaeological remains and was responsible 
for writing the trench report, and the detailed description of the archaeological remains (Section 7).  
Various specialists catalogued the artefacts: Rowan Ward (ceramics), Jeanne Harris (glass), Robyn 
Stocks (miscellaneous, metals and building materials) and Chloe Weir and Caroline Wilby (bone and 
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shell) and wrote specialists reports (Section 8).  Tim Adams annotated the computer plans included in 
this report (Section 9) while Franz Reidel drew the original field drawing and inked the final plans.  
The history in Section 2 is based on previous work by Terry Kass, with some new work by Associate 
Professor Carol Liston and Dr Mary Casey.5  Tony Lowe provided advice during the archaeological 
program and reporting, took most of the site photographs and reviewed this report. 
 
Site assistance was provided by Glen Suey, Gina Sheer, Anita Cvijanovic, Niamh Coulter, Nicole 
Trapnell, and Sue Hearne.  Machine excavation was provided by Bob Stanton Excavations.  Various 
students from the University of Sydney also assisted the project: Tomas Westberg, Amanda 
Cottingham, Ivana Vetta, Michele Stoddart, Geraldine Henrici, and Nikolai Gordevich.  Members of 
the public who volunteered included: Darlene McGrath, Paul Howard, Brendan Edmonds, Geoff 
Hindmarsh, and Matthew Inghram. 
 
 
1.7 Research Questions6 
 
Convict and Free Life in Colonial Parramatta7 

• What differences were there between the lives of free or forced or institutionalised 
settlers? 

• How did the deprivations of a frontier life alter the way in which free people lived in 
early colonial Parramatta? 

• Nature of early agricultural practices, evidence for dairying etc.  Address this issue 
through both the analysis of archaeological features as well as through analysis of early 
pottery and pollen samples. 

• Pottery was manufactured in Sydney and probably in Parramatta.  It is typically found on 
early Parramatta sites where it is frequently unglazed.  Our understanding of this pottery 
is fairly limited to date.  Recent work by Mary Casey on the analysis of early pottery in 
Sydney (DMR site and Palmer’s bakehouse at the Conservatorium of Music) has 
considerably added to our understanding of the type of forms manufactured and used at 
specialist sites but we know very little about pottery at Parramatta, its manufacture and 
the forms and their uses.8  The work at George & Charles Streets, Parramatta has 
considerably added to our understanding of the corpus of early pottery.  This work has 
been catalogued and will be analysed in the near future. 

• It is possible that John Blakefield, a baker, may have carried out commercial baking on 
this premises and there may be pottery and structural remains in the yard area that will 
assist with analysing this site and such evidence. 

• Evidence associated with the occupation of this site by the Larkin family may reveal 
interesting insights into family patterns and behaviour. 

• Consumption and commerce in colonial Parramatta (Appendix 4): 
o How does it link into issues associated with local, regional and global 

economies? 
o What does it tell us about cultural and social practices in colonial Parramatta, 

relating to lifeways, diet and other issues associated with consumption? 
o How do patterns of consumption further our understanding of how early 

residents of Parramatta used material culture in the construction of personal and 
group identity? 

 

                                                      
5 Kass 1990 
6 See Casey & Lowe 2004.  
7 I have drawn on some of the more relevant questions in PHALMS 2000 Figure 6.4, p. 167-175.  Please note 
there are a number of important research areas which this research framework has not engaged with, such as 
constructions of gender identities, frontier theory, resistance to authority, the nature of early pottery and its 
relation to domestic site activities and early pottery manufacture.  
8 Casey 1999; Casey & Lowe 2002.  
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Landscape of Colonial Parramatta 
• How does the evidence from this site feed into the current perceptions of the convict-

period landscape of Parramatta?  Other issues to be considered are resistance to the way 
in which control manifested itself in the landscape and in daily life.  Issues of power are 
central to the expression of landscapes of control (Appendix 4). 

• Nature and affect of modification of the pre-European landscape.  
• Evidence for the pre-European landscape. 
• Remaking of the landscape, the social cultural and political context and how it was 

manifest in this landscape.9  Are many of the same issues influencing the way in which 
the landscape was formed similar to those which affected the Sydney Domain? 

• How does this site relate to the Parramatta Domain and the interaction between these 
landscapes and people who may have worked in the Domain such as cooper Anthony 
Landrin who resided within the study area and was known to work at the Government 
Cooperage and Samuel Larkin who was a government clerk, initially with two governors 
then with the Commissariat and Government Store? 

• Order and amenity: is the layout of houses and other structures the result of cultural and 
social practices?  What was the role of these practices in changing the landscape and 
modifying people’s behaviour?10 

 
While the houses along George Street were intended to part of the archaeological program the 
remains found associated with these house were scarce or cannot be specifically related to them.  
Therefore there will be no substantive response to these research questions.  They have been included 
in this report as part of the original research design.   

Life in the Various Households within the four mid to late nineteenth-century house sites  
• The range and variation apparent within the households where a range of families 

resided.   
• Evidence for the nature of childhood and the way in which gender identities were 

constructed.  
• The nature of the material culture and consumption patterns of the various households; 

how these remains related to the transformation of their environment from rural town and 
to an urban place.   

• The four houses vary in size suggesting there may be economic differences present 
within the houses and how these might be represented within the archaeological 
evidence.   

• Layout of the house and outbuildings and how this structured life in these households.   
• Is there evidence for customary patterns (buildings, food, religious practice, cultural 

artefacts)?  
• How was material culture used to represent personal and group identity?   

The Emu Brewery 
• Nature of the evidence associated with the brewery and if it is an example of technology 

transfer from Britain. Does it conform or is it different to traditional small-scale breweries?  
• Do we have evidence for industrial and work practices with this complex?   
• Is there evidence for how the building, works and infrastructure were altered for wool 

washing or other type of commercial activity related to the place.  
• Does the archaeological evidence associated with the brewery assist in understanding how 

this site operated when it was situated on two properties not owned by the same people?  
• Are there rubbish deposits associated with the brewery complex that assist in revealing the 

timespan over which brewing may have operated? 
   

                                                      
9 This general topic was the focus of Mary Casey’s PhD thesis but in relation to the Sydney Domain (Casey 
2002). 
10 Some of these issues were the focus of analysis in Casey 2002.   
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1.8 Public Interpretation 
Public interpretation was undertaken during the excavation of the PCC site.  This involved the 
distribution of a leaflet prepared on the archaeological and history of the site which was collected 
from the fence.  A sign with much of the same information was also placed on the fence (Fig. 1-4).  
Approximately 1450 leaflets were taken by the public as this site was visible from two street 
frontages.  An information day for local historical societies, Heritage Office, National Trust and other 
interested groups was held on 23 April 2004, towards the end of the archaeological program (Fig. 1-
5).  The leaflet is accessible on Casey & Lowe’s webpage (www.caseyandlowe.com.au).  It is 
anticipated that this report will also be placed on Casey & Lowe’s webpage in early 2006.  The 
archaeological program and the conservation outcome for this site received an award of merit in the 
2004 Parramatta Heritage Awards for the NSW Government Architects Office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1-3: Site sign, organised by Caitlin Allen, Government Architect’s Office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1-4: Site tour being lead by Mary Casey, 23 April 2004. 
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1.9 Artefacts 
Seventy-eight boxes of artefacts were recovered during the archaeological program.  These are stored 
in A1 size artefact boxes.  The number of boxes in each artefact category were:  

 Building Materials – 25 boxes 
 Ceramics – 15 boxes 
 Glass – 17 boxes 
 Metals – 7 boxes 
 Miscellaneous – 1 box 
 Bone/Shell – 5 boxes 

It is currently uncertain where these artefacts will be stored in perpetuity.   
 
 
1.10 Heritage Significance 
The convict-period heritage significance of the site was assessed as being of State heritage 
significance while remains from other periods were seen to be of Local significance.  The results of 
the archaeological program generally agree with the assessed potential significance of the resource.   
 
 
1.11 Limitations 
There were few limitations on the archaeological program as it was well funded by the NSW 
Attorney-General’s Department.  The conservation of the convict hut site, without any archaeological 
investigation, means that we do not have this information to add to our range of knowledge about 
early convict huts in Parramatta but this is not considered to be an issue within the context of the 
overall research outcomes for the current project.  The Conservation Zone is considered to a suitable 
outcome if we are to start conserving these types of rare sites in New South Wales.  This is the first 
such conservation outcome.   
 
Other limitations for this report relate more to the overall system of archaeological knowledge where 
an archaeological report fits into the system of recording, analysis and interpretation of 
archaeological remains and opportunities for ongoing research.  As this is not a ‘research’ project 
where there are three or five year timeframes in which to produce a report this report was required to 
be completed within two year of the archaeological program.  Also as a consulting project where 
there are set budgets based on the results of the archaeological program and the tender program there 
will always be budget constraints.  We do not consider that these budget constraints have impinged 
on the production of a high quality report but it does mean that we have not necessarily addressed a 
lot of subsidiary aspects of the sites archaeology.  To achieve as good a report as possible we have 
used the resources of the project in what we consider to be the most efficient manner to produce a 
report that will allow people, both archaeologists and members of the public to know what the results 
of the excavation program were and where there are further opportunities for archaeological research 
and analysis.   
 
 
1.12 Acknowledgements 
Caitlin Allen, Government Architect’s Office 
Isabel Cobas, NSW Heritage Office  
John Banks, Department of Commerce  
Henri-Allen Narker, Department of Commerce 
Terence Carroll, Multiplex 
 
 



Introduction 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                  Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

9

1.13 List of Illustrations 
 
Section 1 
Figure 1-1: Location Plan. 
Figure 1-2: Study area plan showing the location of the Conservation Zone (CZ) and test trenches excavated in 

2001.  Much of the area either side of the CZ was the subject of open area archaeological investigation 
during March/April 2004. 

Figure 1-3: Site sign, organised by Caitlin Allen, Government Architect’s Office. 
Figure 1-4: Site tour being lead by Mary Casey, 23 April 2004. 
 
Section 2 
Figure 2-1: Fernando Brambila’s view of George Street showing convict huts aligned along George Street 

(middle ground) with Government House (middle left), 1793.  This is the original drawing given by 
the Spanish visitors to Lieutenant-Governor Grose who sent it back to George III.  The four figures in 
the middle ground are probably Spanish naval officers.  See below for detail. This image is currently 
catalogued in the British Library, Maps Library.  Rosen 2003:44. 

Figure 2-2: Detail of Fernando Brambila’s view of George Street showing the convict huts aligned along 
George Street, 1793.  Those within the study area are partly obscured by the Spanish naval officers.  
The details for the hospital area are similar to those on a 1792 plan but the huts on the 1792 plan 
appear to be indicative only.  British Library, Maps Library, copy in Mitchell Library, SLNSW. 

Figure 2-3: Detail including the study area of Evans’ 1804 plan of Parramatta. This is not an accurate plan as it 
shows the approximate study area as similar-sized allotments but it does show a building probably 
within the study area. Note the creek line which is probably now the drainage channel in the eastern 
part of the study area, shown as a drain in later plans. The government granary and brewery (no.32 
arrowed) were just to the west of the study area. William Evans, the artist who drew this plan, lived 
across the road from the study area at lot no. 8. This plan is based on Meehan’s 1804 survey. Rosen 
2003:132, 131. 

Figure 2-4: Watercolour by Evans, showing High Street Parramatta, c1805. The two arrows point to the two 
huts likely to be associated with the study area. Note the early hospital in the left middle ground. The 
beginning of Phillip Street is visible just beyond the line of the hospital. It is possible that the fruit 
trees actually relate to Anthony Landrin and were noted in a description of Lot 102 in 1824. Rosen 
2003:53, from a private collection. Thought to be previously unpublished. 

Figure 2-5: Detail from Plan of the Town of Parramatta’, 1822, G. C. Stewart. (Redrawn by Campbell in 1926), 
PHALMS 2000. 

Figure 2-6: 1836 plan drawn from an 1831 survey showing the study area with a large structure on the western 
part of Lot 102 and a smaller structure on Lot 103 possibly with a verandah to the south. The 1822 
plan shows the house on lot 103 projecting further to the south and this may indicate the actual 
alignment of the house as a result of adding a verandah although the placement of such on the 
southern side of the house is not very practical. SR Map 4799 (1 of 6). North is at the top. 

Figure 2-7: Brownrigg’s 1844 plan of the study area showing the structures within the study area (outlined in 
red).  Across the boundary of the two portions in Lot 102 is a structure in the same location as the 
convict hut. On the George Street frontage is a new building, in the western portion of Lot 102.  The 
Emu Brewery is built over the property boundary of Lots 103 and 102. In Lot 103 is a structure in a 
similar location to the convict hut. The hatching on the plan indicates a masonry building, showing 
that the three buildings within the study area were masonry structures. 

Figure 2-8: 1859 plan of Parramatta. Shows similar structures to the 1844 plan but with the addition of another 
building on the western boundary of Lot 103, on O’Connell Street in the area of the later tram sheds. 
The hut in lot 103 is demolished. Reuss & Brown, Map of Subdivisions of Parramatta, 1859, ML 
ZM3 811.13gbbd, sheet 1 of 2. 

Figure 2-9: Plan from 1897 showing a house on the George Street frontage within the eastern portion of Lot 
102, note the position of the creekline running diagonally through Lot 102E. DP60394, LTO. 

Figure 2-10: 1881 Plan of the Reserve for the Hospital, Town of Parramatta, E. Elssworth (LDPL P.171.750). 
Figure 2-11: Three houses are shown in Lot 103, a large house in 102W and another in 102E with more 

commercial activities to the north, at the rear of these properties. Metropolitan Detail Sheet, Sydney 
Water, c. 1894. 

Figure 2-12: Survey plan showing the houses within the study area in 1905. There are new additions at the rear 
of the house in eastern half of Lot 102. CT 1642/175, LTO. 

Figure 2-13: 1928 aerial showing the tram shed in the northeast corner.  LPI 
Figure 2-14: Aerial photo showing the vacant study area prior to the construction of the Maternity Hospital.  

The creek line is all filled in and there is no indication of trees along this area.  Frank Hurley, National 
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Library of Australia nla.pic-an23817073, between 1910 and 1962, call number: PIC PIC FH/7174 
LOC Cold store PIC HURL 220/10*, http://nla.gov.au/nla.pic-an23817073 

Figure 2-15: View to west on George Street with the tram coming from O’Connell Street (right). The three 
houses on the right were those shown on the 1895 and 1905 plans (Figs 2-11, 2-12) and were within 
Lot 103.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 

Figure 2-16: Tram shed that was located at the rear of Lot 103, compare with historic plans Figures 2-11, 2-12.  
The tracks and shed were built on raised ground which suggests that there were considerable works at 
the back of the site.  No substantial remains of the tram shed were found.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 

Figure 2-17: Subdivision plan showing the proposed subdivision and sale of the study area in May 1935, prior 
to the land being acquired for Parramatta Hospital.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 

Figure 2-18: View to east showing remains of the stone footings of the 1820s brewery at Charles and George 
Street cut by a twentieth-century brick footing. Casey & Lowe 2002. 

Figure 2-19: Rectangular stone-built water reservoir with cement rendered lining.  It initially had a stone arched 
capping. When purchased in the 1950s a hand pump took water out of the reservoir. 

 
Section 3 
Figures 
Figure 3-1: Machine excavation in the western area.  The demolition backfill of the brewery cellar in the 

foreground was removed using the excavator. 
Figure 3-2: Overlay plan showing the location of excavation areas in relation to the three separate property 

boundaries. The numbers refer to the lots (102, 103) and the four digit numbers are the context 
numbers used within each property.   

Figure 3-3: Annotated overlay plan. 
Figure 3-4: Redrawing of Lawrie’s 1980 map of Parramatta showing a range of environmental features as well 

as early engineering works, the Parramatta barrel drain, built in response to the natural landscape..  
The river changes from fresh to salt water at Charles Street. 

Figure 3-5: Aboriginal family cooking over a fire near the Parramatta River close to modern day George and 
Charles Streets. Note the Byrnes mill and the wharf which dominate the eastern end of the township.  
Augustus Earle, c1827, A fire in Parramatta, Picman, ML, SLNSW. 

Figure 3-6: Evans’ c1804 plan of Parramatta.  This is not an accurate plan as it shows the approximate study 
area as similar-sized allotments but it does show a building probably within the study area.  Note the 
creek line which is probably now the drainage channel in the eastern part of the study area, shown as a 
drain on later plans.  The government granary and brewery were just to the west of the study area.  
William Evans, the artist who drew this plan, lived across the road from the study area at lot no. 8. 
This plan is based on Meehan’s 1804 survey which Evan’s was responsible for drawing up.  Rosen 
2003:132, 131. 

Figure 3-7: Engraving of Parramatta, included in Collins 1796. This is an unreliable depiction of Parramatta 
and should only be used with caution and in relation to the other images presented in Section 2. Note 
the similarity with Figure 3-8 

Figure 3-8: View of Parramatta government house and convict huts lining High (George) Street, c1789.  The 
huts on the right are in the general vicinity of the study area.  This image shows Phillip’s government 
house with various additions.  This appears to be an influence of the above lithograph (Fig 3-7). 
Further research needs to be undertaken on this image to clarify its provenance and accuracy.  View of 
Governor's House, Rosehill, DG, SSV1B/3 Picman, ML. 

Figure 3-9: Brambila’s drawing of Parramatta with huts lining High (George) Street.  This is the original 
drawing given by the Spanish visitors to Lieutenant-Governor Grose who sent it to George III.  The 
four figures in the middle ground are probably Spanish naval officers. The original of this is in the 
British Library, Map Collection, a copy is lodged in ML SPF 

Figure 3-10: Governor Hunter’s rebuilt house with Governor and Mrs Kings’ neatly laid out garden.  Compare 
with the Figure 3-8.  The study area is some 200m east of government house. George Evans, c1805, 
SSVIB/Parr/12, ML, SLNSW 

Figure 3-11: View to east along High (George) with all of the lots within paling fenced boundaries, convict 
huts set back from the road and plough marks indicating cultivation in the front and rear areas of most 
properties.  George Evans, watercolour, c1805, Caroline Simpson Collection, Historic Houses Trust. 

Figure 3-12: A view of Parramatta/Port Jackson, c1809, looking north across Parramatta River near where 
Smith Street meets the river.  The gaol on the right was located immediately opposite Church Street. 
Painter unknown. Compare with the 1804 plan, Fig. 3-6. PXD 388 vol.3 f.6, ML, SLNSW 

Figure 3-13: This painting gives some idea of how Parramatta expended in the 10 years following the arrival of 
Governor and Mrs Macquarie.  West View of Parramatta, 1819, Joseph Lycett, ML 53, ML, SLNSW. 
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Figure 3-14: The new government house at Parramatta, built for Governor and Mrs Macquarie by John Watts, 
architect.  It shows Louis and Rose de Freycinet, French travellers, meeting Governor Macquarie.  
They were in Sydney in 1819.  Pic/9265/1 LOC 2611*, NLA 

Figure 3-15: Section through fills in eastern half of storage cellar (3957). Detail from Plan 7, Vol 3, Section 12. 
Figure 3-16: Drawing of roofing tile from context 3961 (cat. no.:26320). Note the two attached projections at 

the top. The attachment at the top is taken from a non-joining section of roofing tile. Dimensions are 
310mm x 140mm x 14mm. 

Figure 3-17: (right) Drawing of teapot knob. Franz Reidel, 3958/21613 
 
Photos 
Photo 3-1: View to west of the eastern section (Plan 7) through the various fill deposits within storage cellar 

(3957), Lot 102W. Note the quantities of artefacts at the base of the section. The brick structure was 
associated with the two post holes on either side. The bricks were all pale orange flat sandstocks. 
Digital photo Wk 4: P4290091, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-2: View to northwest of the fully excavated storage cellar 3957, Lot 102W. Note the line of the service 
trench to the west of the surviving brick wall.  Digital photo Wk 4: P4290110, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-3: Western section of the backfill of the storage cellar. Compare with Figure 3-15.  Note the roofing 
tile projecting from the fill deposits as well as some fragments of ceramic.  Digital photo Wk 4: 
P4290092, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-4: Fragments of roofing tile from the storage cellar. 
Photo 3-5: Knob from lid of teapot imitating annular 
Photo 3-6: Locally-made lead-glazed earthenware chamber pot from the storage cellar, 4050/21647. Scale, 

b&w gradations are 1cm 
Photo 3-7: Range of lead-glazed pottery from the storage cellar and some pits to the south of the Conservation 

Zone. Scale 10cm 
Photo 3-8: View to northeast Lot 102W. Note the pre-brewery fenceline probably associated with the convict 

hut occupation and remains of three holes, probably tree boles (3914, 3921, 4031). Digital photo Wk 
4: P4270066, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-9: Looking south over the brick paving and brick-rubble filled pits to the south of the Conservation 
Zone. Digital photo Wk 3: P4270066, 

Photo 3-10: Looking west along he edge of the Conservation Zone showing rubble building materials, the brick 
paving and rubble pits. Note how the rubble and mortar is coming from the direction of the section to 
the right. Digital photo Wk 3: P4130007, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-11: Looking north over the excavated pits and the brick paving. Digital photo Wk 3: P4160059, Scale 
1m 

Photo 3-12: View to northwest from the southeast corner showing the slope eastwards down to the creekline.  
The brick footings of the house in the foreground are built in fill.  Digital photo: P3300026, Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-13: View to east showing the cut for the brewery cellar.  Fill to the left was left in place so as not to 
destabilise the section within the Conservation Zone.  Note the cut for the staircase entrance into the 
cellar and the sump just before the scale. Robbed wall trench runs along the southern edge of the 
cellar. Digital photo: Wk 3, P4130014, Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-14: Western end of the brewery cellar with the remains of a stone footing, Lot 102W, southern area. 
Note that the cellar fill extends further to the west. Digital photo Wk 3: P4130013, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-15: View to north over the yellow shell and sand mortar bedding that was the base for a flagged floor 
that was completely removed. Note the clear demarcation on the eastern and western sides where the 
building ends. Cut by maternity hospital footings. Digital photo Wk 4: P4190102, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-16: Sump and drain running to the north, in the floor of the brewery cellar, Lot 102W, Area C. Digital 
photo Wk 3: P4160071, Scale 1m 

Photo 3-17: Looking eastwards along the end of the drain running to the creekline. Wk 4: P4190112, Scale 1m. 
Photo 3-18: View to east showing the initial machine cleaning of the backfilled material within the brewery.  

Red line outlines the corner of the brewery cut. Note the 1950s concrete strip footing cutting thought 
the top of the demolition fill (arrowed). Wk 1, P4010003. Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-19: View to east of the western stone footing of the 1830s house and the northern robbed footing 
trench (arrowed). Excavation on the timber part of the house (left) has not yet commenced. George 
Street is to the right, Wk 1, P4010018 Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-20: View to east of the post holes for the timber part of the house. Note the regular lines of the 
structure and the central partition wall with three post holes. Note the closeness of the brewery cellar 
(left). An east-west fence line separates the southern part of Lot 102W from the main property 
occupied by the brewery. Wk 3, P4160078. Scale 1m. 
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Photo 3-21: Detail of three postholes of the 1830s house.  The post pipes are larger than normal and the 
material backfilled into the post holes when the posts were removed contained quite a lot of white clay 
which made the fill quite hard to excavate.  Wk 3, P4130016. Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-22: Looking south towards George Street over the footings of the c1882 house built on top of the 
levelling fill. Wk 1, P3300035. Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-23: View to south along the fencelines adjacent to the c1882 brick house which marks the latest 
boundary between Lots 102E and 102W. These post holes were excavated through the fill deposit.  
Digital photo: P34020021, Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-24: Top of well immediately below carpark material. Wk 4, P4190090. Scale 1m. 
Photo 3-25: Well after half section of upper levels. Wk 4, P4200122. Scale 1m. 
Photo 3-26: The half-section was taken down further. This shows the compacting in the centre of the well to 

make it more stable during its use as a carpark. This deposit was now excavated down 1.5 m in the 
corner. Wk 4, P4210140. Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-27: We tried benching the area but the looseness of the sand made this impossible to work as the 
ground was unstable trying to get in and out of the well.  Wk 4, P4270064. Scale 1m. 

Photo 3-28: A half section through the backfill of the well was machine excavated and the artefacts were 
collected.  Wk 5, P5040106. Scale 1m. 

 
Tables 
Table 3-1: Quantities of tile fragments were found within the backfill of the storage cellar.  A total of 71.8 kg 

or the equivalent of a minimum number of 149 tiles. 
Table 3-2: This table reflects the stratigraphic relationships between the deposits. 
 
Section 4 
Photos 
Photo 4-1: Three lead-glazed poes or chamber pots from the storage cellar: 3958/21,611, 3959/21,620; 

4050/21647; 3959/21,126.  Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-2: Remains of two pans or pancheons probably used for dairying or making bread or other similar 

food/preparation, 3961/21,639; 3959/21,621; 3960/21,631, 4050/21,646. Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-3: Probable locally-made poe from the storage cellar. Note the remains of the handle on the right side. 

Note the pitting on the sides of the pot this is all over the base as well. 3960/ 21686, 3961/21640. 
Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-4: Other lead-glazed items including (clockwise from left): part of jar (3961/21,638), small pot, 
candlestick, base of vessel possible imitation of base of Chinese vessel), knob of teapot in ‘annular 
creamware style’, teapot spout and drainer. Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-5: Possible dairying or storage pot from a series of pits to the south of the Conservation Zone. Scale 
10cm. 

Photo 4-6: Possible locally-made washbasin imitating British annular cream ware from a series of pits to the 
south of the Conservation Zone.  Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-7: Chinese export porcelain, mostly from the storage cellar with a stoneware bowl base (btm left) from 
the pits to the south of the Conservation Zone. Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-8: Fragments of mostly fine Chinese porcelain, mostly hand painted over the glaze except for the blue 
Canton saucer which is hand painted underneath the glaze.  Forms include saucers, tea cups, plates and 
a rice bowl.  The armorial with the marriage doves is lower right. Nearly all of these came from the 
storage cellar except for bottom left. Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-9: More fragments of hand painted porcelain from the storage cellar.  Scale: b&w gradations are 1cm. 
Photo 4-10: Part of ‘Nanking’ pattern teapot from the storage cellar. Scale: white and black gradations are 1cm. 
Photo 4-11: Two copper canister lids and two pronged fork. Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-12: Large whetstone from the storage cellar. It would have been used for sharpening tools. Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-13: Building material from the storage cellar including a clay vent with a back with small holes which 

is a tile used in the floor of a malt kiln (top right).  Single and double-lug clay roofing tiles and a brick 
from the wall of the storage cellar.  Below is the reverse side of the malt kiln tile. 

Photo 4-14: Miscellaneous artefacts from the storage cellar include a teaspoon, handle from furniture, metal 
boss, hand-made marble, gun flint and possible spur. Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-15: Small artefacts from a number of contexts in Lot 102W and 102E. Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-16: Children’s artefacts from the Lot 102W and Lot 102E.  Writing slate and slate pencils, marbles, leg 

of a doll and two items from a doll’s teaset. Scale 10cm. 
Photo 4-17: Some of the pipes found at the site: three ‘effigal’ or face types all dating to the 1820s; brown and 

white German porcelain 4104/#26208; bowl with relief decoration or spur marks of ship & anchor 
4104/#26202; the City of Gouda in The Netherlands 3401/#2608; and fluted bowl 3534/#26132.    
Scale 10cm. 
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Photo 4-18: Four pipe bowls and fragments of pipe stems. Four pipe bowls and fragments of pipe stems. From 
top left: small plain bowls with possibly marked cylindrical spur 4104/26201; with conical spur 
4104/#26203; small plain bowls with conical spur 3534/#26133; with cut spur showing burning from 
use 4110/#26230; stem with mark of tobacconist "DIXSON/ SYDNEY" (1839-1904) 4110/#26228; 
bowl with spur mark "C", possibly of Sydney pipemaker William Cluer (1802-1821) 3959/#26177; 
long plain stem 3959/ #26176; stem with mark of Scottish pipemaker "MURRAY/GLASGOW" 
(1830-1861) 3959/#26178; mouthpieces with glaze 4102/ #26197, or thickened with red wax and stem 
mark "[L]ONDON/ LACH[LANDER]" 3406/#26109; stems with marks of Scottish pipemakers 
"THO. WHITE & Co/EDINBURGH" (1823-1882) 3514/#26128, "TW & C[O]/[E]DINR" (1823-
1882) 4105/#26224, "T. WHYTE/EDINR." (1832-1864) 3457/#26119, "W. WHITE/GLASGOW" 
(1806-1955) 4110/#26229. Scale 10cm. 

Photo 4-19: Metal and sharpening artefacts from the storage cellar.  This includes part of a Dutch hoe 
4014/#26537; a steel wedge 3901/#26451; an iron file 3901/#26445 and a whetstone (hone) 
3905/#26171. Scale 10cm 

Photo 4-20: Section of metal sheeting with tiny punctured holes, 3514/#26388. Scale 10cm 
Photo 4-21: Some of the artefacts from the brewery backfill: a large bracket, copper lid, part of an unusual clay 

tile, hook, and two parts of a gas fitting.  Scale 10cm 
Photo 4-22: Brass label it was a syphon overflow pump with self regulating drum patented by Warner and 

Cowan.  Scale 10cm 
 
Tables 
Table 4-1: Categories of artefact found at the site. 
Table 4-2: Quantities of artefacts found within each separate property. 
Table 4-3: Contexts and quantities of artefacts from the well in Lot 103. 
Table 4-4: Contexts in Lot 102E that contained artefacts. 
Table 4-5: List of contexts containing artefacts in Lot 102W. The main deposits are the backfill of the brewery 

cellar and the early storage cellar. 
Table 4-6: Range of functions associated with the three main contexts from the PCC site.  These are illustrated 

in Graph 4-1. 
Table 4-7: Range of food-related artefacts from the main contexts and for the whole site. 
Table 4-8: TPQ or ‘from’ dates for artefacts found in the storage cellar.  To the right are TAQ or ‘to’ dates for 

artefacts found in the storage cellar.  The ‘to’ dates means these artefacts were not manufactured after 
this date. 

Table 4-9: Chinese ceramics are mostly associated with food. 
Table 4-10: Chinese vessels were used for a range of food-related functions. 
Table 4-11: Chinese vessels came in a range of specific shapes. 
Table 4-12: Ceramics within the storage cellar came from four main countries. 
Table 4-13: Range of ceramics types from the storage cellar. 
Table 4-14: Creamware vessels came in a range of shapes but mostly plates. 
Table 4-15: Teawares come in a range of decorative types. 
Table 4-16: Type of decorative wares found on teawares and tablewares. 
Table 4-17: Types of animal bone recovered from the site and individual lots. 
Table 4-18: Proportions of animal bone from the three lots. 
Table 4-19: Animal bone from various contexts. 
 
Graphs 
Graph 4-1: Graph of functional categories from the three main contexts from the PCC site, based on Table 4-6. 
Graph 4-2: Range of food-related artefacts within the three main contexts in relation to the whole of the site. 
Graph 4-3: Graph of the teaware decorative types found in the three main contexts, using raw item counts not 

percentages. 
Graph 4-4: Percentage of table and teawares from the storage cellar and decorative patterns.  
 
Section 5 
Figures 
Figure 5-1: Pie chart showing the country of manufacture for artefacts from the site, MIC counts. 
Figure 5-2: Percentage of artefacts from known country of manufacture, excludes artefacts whose country of 

manufacture is unknown. 
Figure 5-3: Identified countries of manufactured of artefacts recovered from 1 Smith Street, Parramatta. 
Figure 5-4: Graph of glass bottle colours from the storage cellar and the well.  Most of the artefacts in the well 

date from c1790 to c1840 and the well ones date up to c1865. 
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Photos 
Photo 5-1: Chamber pot/poe from the storage cellar (left) and one from George & Charles Streets. These two 

pots are thought to be by the same potter. Scale 10cm 
Tables 
Table 5-1: Chinese ceramics found within the whole site. 
 
 
1.14 Abbreviations 
C&LD  Casey & Lowe database 
CALM  Department of Conservation and Land Management 
CZ  Conservation Zone 
LTO  Land Titles Office 
ML, SLNSW Mitchell Library, State Library of New South Wales 
MIC  Minimum Item Count 
MNI  Minimum Number of Items 
MVC  Minimum Vessel Count  
NLA  National Library of Australia 
NSWSR New South Wales State Records 
TAQ  terminus ante quem 
TPQ  terminus post quem 
SG  Sydney Gazette 
 
Abbreviations used in Specialist Reports and Artefact Tables 

% percentage 
alch alcohol 
archi architecture 
bev beverage 
cond condiment 
cont container 
fd food 
g/s gin/schnapps 

h’hold household 
hyg hygiene 

indust industry 
jew jewellery 
MIC Minimum Item Count 

non-stru non-structural 
pers personal 

pharm pharmaceutical 
serv serve 
spts spirits 

stemwr stemware 
stru structural 
tblw tableware 
tumb tumbler 
unid unidentified 

Ceramic wares/decorations 
bl flow blue flow 
blktp black transfer print 
bltp blue transfer print 

brntp brown transfer print 
clobb clobbered 
few fine earthenware 
gild gilded 
gl glazed 

grntp green transfer print 
hp hand painted 

istch ironstone china 
lead gl lead glaze 
mou moulded 
pearl pearlware 
porc porcelain 

ppl tp purple transfer print 
provin w provincial ware 
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redtp red transfer print 
rock gl Rockingham glaze 

tp transfer print 
w ware 

wgl white glaze 
ww whiteware 

 
Abbreviations used in Miscellaneous and Metals cataloguing and tables.  
2pce  two-piece 
 Aes  copper alloy
 Ag  Silver 
 Al  Aluminium
 Au  Gold 
 bwtp  blue and white transfer print 
 cu  copper 
 d  diameter: inner seam to seam (pipe bowl) 
 D  diameter 
 dia  diameter 
 e  early 
 emb  embossed 
 encr  encrusted 
 FD  fabric decay
 Fe  Iron 
 few  fine earthenware 
 FR  fragment 
 h  height of bowl 
 Inc.  incurse 
 LHS  left hand side 
 m/pce  mouth piece
 MoP  Mother of Pearl 
 MW  machine wrought 
 Ni  Nickel 
 Nr comp  near complete 
 o'cut  offcut 
 Pb  Lead 
 Porc  Porcelain 
 Rect  rectangular
 Rev.  reverse 
 RH  rose head 
 RHS  right hand side 
 sect.  section  
 sep  separate 
 Sn  Tin 
 Sq  square 
 SW  spiral wound
 Synth  synthetic 
 T'Brush  toothbrush
 TC  terracotta 
 tp  transfer print
 UH  upset head 
 v. fine  very fine 
 w:  width 
 WP  wedge point
 Zn  Zinc 
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2.0 Historical Background 
 
2.1 General Background 
 
2.1.1 Aboriginal People 
Parramatta was occupied by the Darug Aboriginal people prior to the arrival of the British in 1788.  It 
is part of their traditional hunting and fishing grounds.  The Burramattagal clan of the Darug lived at 
the head of the harbour.  Areas near the Parramatta River were an important area for camping and 
fishing for 10,000 or more years.  In the fresh water they caught mullet, crayfish, shellfish and turtles 
and in the salt water eels, fish, shellfish and molluscs.  Fish were an important part of the diet of 
people living in the Sydney region in pre-colonial times.  Trees, stringybark (E agglomerates) and 
bangalay (E botryoides), provided resources for making canoes for fishing.  An extensive Aboriginal 
presence in the area of Parramatta was documented by the British who set out from Sydney Cove to 
explore the Parramatta River and locate fertile land to grow the crops needed to sustain the new 
arrivals.11  For more information on the Aboriginal presence likely to be within the study area, see 
Haglund 2004.    
 
 
2.1.2 Colonial Development12 
Parramatta, then Rose Hill, was established in November 1788 and was the second settlement in 
Australia.  Governor Phillip sent out exploring parties to survey Sydney Harbour and the river at the 
head of the harbour shortly after landing at Sydney Cove.  On Sunday 2 November 1788 Governor 
Phillip and others, including marines, established a military redoubt at Rose Hill.  Convicts were sent 
to Rose Hill to commence farming as this land was considered to be more fertile than the land near 
Sydney.  Initially an agricultural settlement, it soon became a small town and grew in importance.   
 
With the success of farming at Rose Hill, Phillip decided to expand the settlement.  In 1790 Governor 
Phillip and Surveyor Augustus Alt laid out a town plan with High Street (George Street) running 
between the planned site of Government House and the Landing Place at the eastern end of 
Parramatta, near Harris Street.  The township was laid our on land previously used for growing 
crops.13  As set out, George Street was 205 feet (63 m) wide and a mile (1.6 km) long.  On either side 
of the street huts were to be erected, each capable of containing 10 persons and at a distance of 60ft 
(18.5m) from each other, with a garden area allotted at the rear of each hut.  Tench and Collins wrote 
that they were 60ft (18.5m) apart but Governor Phillip had written to the British Government they 
were to be 100ft (30.8m) apart.  The huts were to be built of wattle and daub with thatched roof and 
were to be 12 by 24ft (3.7 x 7.4m).  The new street and the huts were built by the convicts from July 
1790.  By September 1790 bricks were being fired for a barracks and store house and 27 huts were 
being built along High Street (George Street).14   
 
Phillip renamed the township Parramatta by November 1791.  Parramatta, meaning lots of eels, was 
the name given by the traditional owners.15  Parramatta township referred to the area from the foot of 
Rose Hill and the land for one mile along the creek (Parramatta River).  In a painting by Brambila 
(1793), an artist on a Spanish expedition, the main street has rows of modest huts regularly spaced 
along the street leading towards Government House (Fig. 2.1).  For a period Parramatta, as the main 
agricultural settlement and focus of convict labour, became the main township with Sydney being 
less important.16  
 

                                                      
11 PHALMS 2000:94; Australian Museum website.  
12 This section is taken from Casey & Lowe 2004 with further work for Casey & Lowe 2005b 
13 Tench 1979:195, Nov 16, 1790.  
14 David Collins, An account of the English Colony in New South Wales (1798); Watkin Tench, Sydney’s First 
Four Years (1793) 
15 HRNSW 1(2):539 
16 Tench 1979:258, December 8, 1791 
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In time, as convicts were freed and free settlers acquired houses in the town, a less rudimentary town 
emerged.  Huts, and later houses, were bought and sold although the possessors had no title to them 
apart from the right of occupancy of a piece of land assigned to them by the magistrates or the 
Governor.  In order to regularise the situation, the crown commenced to issue leases for town 
allotments, both in Sydney and Parramatta, for either 14 years or 21 years duration.  There was a 
trickle of leases issued from the 1790s onwards, usually to people with business interests in the town 
who were seeking security of tenure.  Between 1790 and 1820 convicts had to provide their own 
accommodation.  After this time convicts were housed in barracks rather than the earlier huts 
allowing the land to become available for emancipists and new settlers.  Soon convicts were sent on 
assignment to labour on rural properties where the owners had to provide food, clothing and 
accommodation.  Often married convicts were assigned to their free or emancipist spouse or 
relative.17 
 
After the replacement of Governor Lachlan Macquarie in 1821 by Sir Thomas Brisbane and in the 
wake of the Bigge commission into the colony, the Surveyor-General, John Oxley, was delegated to 
create order from the chaos of town tenures across the colony.  After Parramatta was 
comprehensively mapped in 1823, in order to establish the identity of the holders of town lands, 
many occupiers were offered leases from the crown, which they accepted.  All leases were dated as 
30 June 1823.  On the basis of these leases, householders in Parramatta could apply for a grant of 
land if they had erected buildings worth over £1,000 or, alternately, they could obtain a grant by the 
payment of 21 years quit rent.  
 
Since the crown took much greater interest in the nature of landholding in Parramatta after 1823, 
there is consequently far greater information about the nature of buildings, improvements and the 
identity of landholders in Parramatta after that date. 
 

Figure 2-1: Fernando Brambila’s view of George Street showing convict huts aligned along George Street 
(middle ground) with Government House (middle left), 1793.  This is the original drawing given by 
the Spanish visitors to Lieutenant-Governor Grose who sent it back to George III.  The four figures in 
the middle ground are probably Spanish naval officers.  See below for detail. This image is currently 
catalogued in the British Library, Maps Library.  Rosen 2003:44.  

 

                                                      
17 Kass in Casey & Lowe 2002; Liston in PHALMS 2000:97.  
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Figure 2-2: Detail of Fernando Brambila’s view of George Street showing the convict huts aligned along 
George Street, 1793.  Those within the study area are partly obscured by the Spanish naval officers.  
The details for the hospital area are similar to those on a 1792 plan but the huts on the 1792 plan 
appear to be indicative only.  British Library, Maps Library, copy in Mitchell Library, SLNSW.   

 
 
 

Figure 2-3: Detail of Evans’ 1804 plan of Parramatta. 
This is not an accurate plan as it shows the approximate 
study area as similar-sized allotments but it does show 
a building probably within the study area. Note the 
creek line which is probably now the drainage channel 
in the eastern part of the study area, shown as a drain in 
later plans. The government granary and brewery 
(no.32 arrowed) were just to the west of the study area. 
William Evans, the artist who drew this plan, lived 
across the road from the study area at lot no. 8. This 
plan is based on Meehan’s 1804 survey. Rosen 
2003:132, 131. 
 
 

Figure 2-4: Watercolour by Evans, showing High Street Parramatta, c1805. The two arrows point to the two 
huts likely to be associated with the study area. Note the early hospital in the left middle ground. The 
beginning of Phillip Street is visible just beyond the line of the hospital. It is possible that the fruit 
trees actually relate to Anthony Landrin and were noted in a description of Lot 102 in 1824. Rosen 
2003:53, from a private collection. Thought to be previously unpublished.  

hospital 
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Interpretations of High Street usually describe it as a very wide avenue and Watkin Tench in 
November 1790 observed ironically that ‘it is to be of such breadth as will make Pall-Mall and 
Portland Place “hide their diminished heads” ’.18  Yet this is not the image presented by early 
illustrations of Parramatta (Figs 2.1, 2.4).  In Evans’ c. 1805 painting there is a relatively narrow dirt 
road with fences built up to the street frontage (Fig. 2.4).  While the houses are set back from the 
road there were probably gardens in the area between the road and ‘convict hut’.  The fences are 
shown in the Evans’ painting (Fig. 2.4) but not in Brambila’s 1793 drawing (Fig. 2.1) which is 
interesting, perhaps suggesting that they were erected later, presumably by c. 1805.  Brambila does 
indicate the use of ditches (right foreground) which appear to have also operated as stormwater 
drainage lines.   
 
The typical interpretation of a wide High Street is based on descriptions and plans.  It has been 
interpreted by Morton Herman as Phillip laying out a grand boulevard as in a Renaissance or more 
probably a Baroque layout.  Macquarie then redesigned this alignment and caused the houses to be 
placed on the narrower street alignment.19  Perhaps this interpretation needs to be considered further 
in the light of these two recently published images.  Previous images showing High Street were a 
single painting or lithograph; the latter must always be treated with suspicion if it is the only 
evidence available for what an area looked like.20  Higginbotham in his various reports has adopted 
the interpretation of the streets and layout as being ramshackle.  In the PHALMS report it was noted 
that Phillip’s grand avenue ‘was never really achieved.  Instead a haphazard development on larger 
than normal allotments was a feature of the town until the mid-nineteenth century’.21  The CMP for 
the Hospital site calls it a ‘landscape of control’ and notes that the ‘tight regimentation reflected the 
fact that the majority of settlers were convicts and the colonial government sought to impose order on 
them…The orderly settlement of Parramatta went hand-in-hand with government policy’.22  This is 
an issue for further debate which the archaeological evidence of the convict huts may assist in 
furthering our understanding.   
 
One tentative interpretation is that with the granting of further leaseholds there was a need to fence 
individual property boundaries because of the ‘private ownership’ of these lands rather than those 
occupied by convicts.  While no official leases were given for these two lots until 1809 and 1810 it is 
likely that the leaseholders were already in residence, possibly by 1805 with the leases potentially 
being given out during Governor King’s administration and it is likely that the Evans’ painting 
illustrates this situation.  In addition, on Evans’ c. 1804 plan (Fig. 2.3) lines are used to represent the 
alignment of the original huts, the presence of fences within the original 205 ft (63 m) roadway and a 
narrower road alignment.  It is likely that Macquarie was responding to this practice as established 
(or allowed) by King.  Further evidence supporting the new use of the front part of the properties is 
that it was noted in March 1791 that the rear yards of the convict huts were to be used for individual 
gardens and there was no mention of the front yards.23  In addition the 1793 drawing is not clear on 
this issue but suggests this space is being used in relation to the houses rather than as part of the 
public road.  Governor Phillip had of course left the colony some four months earlier and his 
instructions may no longer have been adhered to, as happened with the Sydney Domain.24  
 
In 1802 François Péron described Parramatta as:  

Seated in the middle of a fine plain on the banks of a river of the same name, which can be 
ascended by small vessels as high as the town itself.  It is not so large as Sydney Town but 
contains about a hundred and eighty houses, which form a grand street, parallel with the 
river…At one of the extremities of Parramatta are barracks, capable of accommodating two 
hundred and fifty to three hundred infantry…The whole population of Parramatta, including the 

                                                      
18 Tench 1793 (1979):195.  
19 Kass et al. 1996:22-23.  
20 Casey 2002:ch 5, 62-65. 
21 PHALMS 2000:61.  
22 DPWS 2003:23-24.  
23 HRNSW 3:775.  
24 Casey 2002.  
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garrison, and the inhabitants of the neighbouring farms, is estimated at from fourteen to fifteen 
hundred souls.25  

 
 
2.1.3 Convict Huts  
Convict huts were built on either side of George Street and the cross streets.  The huts were to be 
capable of containing 10 persons and placed at a distance of 60 feet (18.5 m) from each other, with a 
garden area allotted at the rear of each hut.  Tench and Collins wrote that they were 60ft (18.5m) 
apart but Governor Phillip had written to the British Government they were to be a distance of 100ft 
(30.8m) from each other.26  The huts were to be built of wattle and daub with thatched roof and were 
to be 12 by 24ft (3.7 x 7.4m).  Only one of the two rooms had a fireplace with a brick chimney. This 
was the living area with the other room being the sleeping quarters.  The new street and the huts were 
built by the convicts from July 1790.  A hut on Marsden Street conforms quite closely to the 12x24 
feet of the typical hut.27  This is a contrast to the huts on George and Charles Street site which were 
larger.   
 
By September 1790, bricks were being fired for a barracks and store house and 27 huts were being 
built along High Street (George Street) and by November there were 32 huts.28  In November 1790, 
nine of the huts on the cross streets were noted as housing female convicts and/or families.  While 
Marsden Street was not part of the original street plan it was laid out by 1792.  
 
Up to 25 September 1800 Governor Hunter had been responsible for leasing 47 acres in the township 
of Parramatta, prior to that no official lease had been given.29 At this time there were 1226 people 
living in Parramatta including 9 civil officers, 86 military and six of their wives and 10 children, 49 
settlers and their four wives, 590 male convicts, 245 female convicts and 221 children of convicts.30   
 
On 25 September 1800 Governor Hunter reported that the ‘Government huts at Parramatta and 
Toongabbé originally built by Governor Phillip for the reception of convicts on their arrival, but 
which had been some years neglected, and were now in a state of ruin. Many indeed had fallen 
down’.31  On 28 September 1800 Governor King wrote regarding the work of convicts that were on 
public rations, 

and shall direct as many as the remainder as can be spared from other public works to be 
employed in cultivation on the public account, for which purpose I shall cause the huts 
now in ruin at Toongabbe and Parramatta to be put into repair for the reception of such 
convicts as may hereafter arrive from England, and those that I may be able to draw 
from Sydney from other indispensable public works, and those that may return to public 
labour from those now employed by officers...32 

 
On the 31 December 1800 King reported that one bricklayer and two labourers had ‘repaired, 
plaistered, and whitewashed the Government hutts, the houses of all the officers, civil and military, 
the storehouses, granaries…’.33  These references suggest that the huts were only used intermittently 
by recent convict arrivals, who were then dispersed to other places, either to work on public works or 
on agriculture or were assigned to people.  The disrepair of the buildings speaks to the 
discontinuation of their use.  This break in practice was probably related to the inefficient governance 

                                                      
25 Translation in Currey 1966:51.  
26 HRNSW, series 1, 1:362. 
27 Casey & Lowe 2005, Parramatta Justice Precinct, Parramatta Hospital Site, Stage 1.  
28 David Collins, An account of the English Colony in New South Wales (1798); Watkin Tench, Sydney’s First 
Four Years (1793), 1979:195.   
29 Return of Lands, 25 September 1800, HRNSW, series 1, 4:592.  
30 General statement for inhabitants of New South Wales – September 1800, HRNSW, series 1, 4:160.   
31 Gov. Hunter to Under-Secretary King 25 September 1800, HRNSW, series 1, 4:152, enclosure 2. 
32 Gov. King to Duke of Portland, 28 September 1800, HRNSW, series 1, 4:178.  
33 Return of Labour 31 December 1800, HRNSW, series 1, 4:283.  
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of the colony during the First Interregnum and the failure of Hunter to implement their repair and 
use.34   
 
 
2.2 Historical Occupation of Lot 102 
 
2.2.1 Lot 102 - 1790s to 1838 
By 1792 there was one convict hut located within Lot 102 (Fig. 2.3).  Anthony Landrin (Antoine 
L’Andre) obtained a lease on this property in December 1809 from Governor Patterson which was 
re-issued by Macquarie in January 1810.  Macquarie’s reissue of some leases on this date is 
interesting as it is the day he is inaugurated as Governor of New South Wales and is presumably a 
back-dating of those leases given by Patterson and Foveaux of which he approved.  The ‘Ditch of the 
Hospital Garden’ defined the northern boundary and to the west was Blakefield’s lease (lot 103).   
 
Landrin was a French prisoner-of-war and was one of two Frenchmen bought to New South Wales to 
establish viticulture.  He arrived on the Royal Admiral in 1801 but knew little of viticulture and 
eventually became the Government cooper making casks to store wine and other produce. Some wine 
production was undertaken within the Government Domain and an area called the Crescent but these 
early efforts were not especially successful, mostly because of climatic conditions.  In 1804 he 
received a grant of 60 acres at Prospect, which was sold in 1807 when he was living in Parramatta 
and working again as a cooper, doing government and private work.35   
 
Ann Cook arrived on the Royal Admiral with her convict husband Benjamin, who died on the 
voyage.  She was pregnant and on arrival she married French prisoner of war Antoine 
L’andre/Landrin per the same ship.  They lived at Prospect, Parramatta and finally Castlereagh, 
where Landrin received a grant in the new township of Castlereagh on the Nepean River.  Landrin 
died in 1811, leaving Ann with five children (four fathered by Landrin).  Two years later she married 
John Harris (a convict per Scarborough 2, 1790, who had a received a grant of 90 acres on the flats at 
Castlereagh in 1803).36  His daughter, Ann Landers, aged 21, is noted as living with John Harris at 
Evans in 1828.37 
 
Samuel Larkin acquired Landrin’s Parramatta lease, either when he moved to the Nepean or 
following his death.  This could be the site that is described as No 2 George Street in a transfer to 
Larkin in January 1814 when Patrick Chester sold a house and premises to Samuel Larkin of 
Parramatta for £30 sterling.38   
 
By April 1824 Samuel Larkin occupied this property when he was battling a legal case about his 
claim to the title of some other properties in Parramatta.  By 1824 the improvements on this property 
consisted of: ‘a valuable House and Premises, situated in George-street, Parramatta, near to the 
Government Domain; the Garden contains 120 Rods or thereabouts, well stocked fruit trees; and the 
House is weatherboarded and shingled’.39  The description of the house is interesting as there is no 
evidence to suggest that there was another building within this lot other than the convict hut which is 
typically thought to be wattle and daub.  It is possible that weatherboarding was attached later or that 
the hut had been rebuilt.  Evidence for the repair or rebuilding of huts is commonly shown by the re-
cutting of post holes as seen on a number of archaeological sites.40  On the 1822 plan (Fig. 2.5) the 

                                                      
34 Casey 2002: Chapter 7.  
35 Kass, p. 5-6 
36 Nepean District Historical Archaeological Group, In search of the Early Nepean Pioneers. A post settlement 
history celebrating the Bicentenary of the 1803 Land Grants, Penrith 2003. Chapter 12 – John Harris 
37 1828 Census L0136 
38 ML A3613 - A3614 
39 Sydney Gazette, 1 April 1824:1.  
40 Babes in the Wood Site where Mary Casey was a site supervisor and at George & Charles Street site 
excavated by Casey & Lowe in 2002. Also reported in Higginbotham 1993.  
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only building shown on lot 2 (Lot 102) is one in the centre of the block, set back from George Street, 
typically referred to as a ‘convict hut’.   
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2-5: Detail from Plan of the Town of Parramatta’, 
1822, G. C. Stewart. (Redrawn by Campbell in 1926), 
PHALMS 2000.  
 
 
 
 

 
 
Samuel Larkin (also Larken) received his grant on 19 October 1831 which covered 1 acre and 27 
perches.  It was bounded on the north by the government reserve and to the west by William 
Beaumont’s lot 103.  Lot 102 was 200 ft (N) x 250 ft (W) x 186 ft (S) x 267 ft (E) or 61.5 m x 77 m x 
57.2 m x 82.1 m, a total of 1 acre 27 perches.  Samuel Larkin divided his lands between his four 
children and gave this lot to Cordelia and Edgar in June 1828.  Samuel Larkin died at his home in 
George Street Parramatta, age 65, in 1835.41  Cordelia Larkin died, aged 39, in 1840 as did John 
Larkin, aged 22, in 1840. 42  Cordelia and Edgar partitioned Lot 102 into two lots in June 1836 with 
Edgar receiving the eastern lot and Cordelia the one to the west.  The eastern lot had a creek line 
running it which emptied into the Parramatta River.   
 
Samuel Larken had arrived per Minorca in 1801 with a life sentence. He was listed in the 1828 
Census as per Minorca 1811 (the date perhaps a deliberate mistake to confound the authorities?), 
holding an Absolute Pardon, aged 56, with daughters Cordelia, 20, Eliza Frances 10, and sons Edgar 
17 and John 13.  Their mother had died in the early 1820s.43  His four children, aged between 10 and 
20 years, were all born in the colony.  It is likely Larkin was employed as a muster clerk by 1806.  
He also acted as a Principal Clerk for Governor King’s office for five or six years and was a Principal 
Clerk during Bligh’s governorship.  According to this and later evidence Larkin was literate and even 
well schooled with an interest in Shakespeare.  
 
In October 1811, following Macquarie’s arrival, he was a clerk in the Commissary’s office and in 
1813 he displaced William Sherwin as the storekeeper at Parramatta.  In March 1817 his position was 
Storekeeper of the Victualling Store at Parramatta but he was dismissed by the Deputy Commissary 
General, Frederick Drennan, for making the Government Store ‘under his charge a Shop, for 
receiving and vending Spirits, Tobacco, Salt and other Articles under his Private account’.  He also 
appears to have taken bribes from poorer settlers to buy their grain.44  In the period 1815-1818 he 
acquired a considerable number of properties in Parramatta, as well as receiving a grant, Ambarvale, 
at Campbelltown (later part of St Helens Park estate).  In 1822 he held a spirit license for Parramatta, 
possibly for the George Street location.45   
 
In 1823 Larkin was found to hold title, permissive occupancies, for 20 lots which may have related to 
his activities at the Store but most had not been built on or even fenced.  Larkin mounted a campaign 

                                                      
41 V18351665 19/1835 
42 V1840712 24A/1840; V1840713 24A/1840 
43 Petition SRNSW 4/1826, No 77. 
44 Bonwick Transcripts 18, 2476-7, Letter from F. Drennan, 4 March 1819, quoted in Kass 1990:14.  
45 SRNSW Colonial Secretary’s Index 1788-1825 

102 



Historical Background 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

23

to secure these properties against the will of the Surveyor-General John Oxley.  This campaign 
included a letter-writing campaign—writing to British parliament to get Oxley impeached, and 
publishing letters in newspapers.  Another way of protecting his interests was to divest his properties 
to his four children.  He did this on 7 June 1828 and in the 1828 census was listed as having no lands 
except than his house in Parramatta.46  As the early property lists were more concerned with rural 
land and stock rather than urban land holdings, these musters and census disguise the property 
acquisition of the emancipists and early settlers.  Larkin died in his house on George Street aged 65 
on 11 September 1835.   
 
When leases were issued in 1823, Larkin had permissive title to 20 lots in Parramatta.  These 
properties included two in George Street, two in Macquarie Street, two in Phillip Street, three in 
Argyle Street, fourteen in Airds Street, one in Campbell Street and one in Marsden Street.47  He did 
not have the support of the Parramatta magistrates (perhaps because of his links with Bligh) and 
argued strenuously to retain the land he had acquired in Parramatta.  In 1828 to protect his holdings, 
he divested ownership to his four children.  The George Street allotment was given to Cordelia and 
Edgar.  Following Larkin’s death in 1835, the lot was divided between Cordelia and Edgar.  Edgar 
sold his eastern portion immediately, and Cordelia’s western portion was sold two years later, 
following her death. 
 
Samuel Larkin is a significant figure, an articulate defender of the property rights of emancipists.  His 
many properties were probably leased, ensuring a cash flow for the family and the higher status of an 
income not acquired through trade.  There are few sites relating to the domestic life of the successful 
emancipist.   
 
Larkin, as well as Landrin, was associated with early employment by the government and it is likely 
that this relationship provided them with access to this lot so close to Government House and the 
Domain.  King established a similar pattern of government employment and nearby accommodation 
as seen with the Sydney Domain where four persons were given lease of land that eventually became 
part of the Domain or within the Government Domain.48 
 
 
2.2.2 Lot 102 – 1838 onwards 
 
Eastern Half of Lot 102 
Edgar Larkin sold his land on the same day he received title to it for £250 to Ousley Condell in June 
1836.  Initially Condell mortgaged his land but then sold it to Thomas Holt, one of his mortgagees, in 
September 1843.  Holt sold the land in October 1843 to Sydney ironmonger Thomas Wheaton 
Bowden for £165/5, considerably less than Condell’s purchase price but by then NSW was in 
recession.  Bowden was forced into bankruptcy in 1848 and this land was sold to George Allen in 
compensation for legal fees, along with other properties.  Allen owned the property for the next 25 
years before selling in 1873 to Patrick Hayes, a dealer of Parramatta for £40.  The land appears to 
have remained vacant during this period but was used for grazing of horses.   
 
Patrick Hayes had been the proprietor of the Emu Brewery in the 1840s, located in the western half 
of lot 102.  It seems likely that both portions of Lot 102, as well as Lot 103, were occupied by, 
though not owned by, Patrick Hayes from the early 1840s. 
 
The land was again sold in 1880 to Cyrus Edgar Fuller a bookseller for £100.  Fuller moved to 
Parramatta and became the editor of the Cumberland Mercury.  He appears to have built a house on 
the lot c. 1882 which was located on the street frontage (Figs 2.7, 2.8).  Fuller became bankrupt in 
1893 and the National Mutual Life Association of Australasia gained title to the western portion of 
Lot 102 as well as other properties owned by Fuller.   

                                                      
46 1828 Census L0241-0245 
47 SRNSW 4/4576 
48 Casey 2002: 143.  
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In 1909 National Mutual sold it to Barbara Richardson, wife of Andrew Pringle Richardson of 
Parramatta.  Sands listed Andrew Pringle as occupying the house between 1910 and 1915.  It was 
sold by Barbara Richardson to William Yeats Richardson, ironmonger of Parramatta, and George 
Gilbert Olds of Kogarah in 1911.  There were a few more owners prior to the NSW Department of 
Public Works buying the land for expansion of the hospital in 1916.   
 
 
Summary of Occupation 

 Convict Hut - 1790s-1820s, still on plan in 1844 but apparently mostly on the western 
portion of Lot 102.  May be occupation evidence and features associated with this phase.  

 Described as vacant or enclosed land in rate assessment books in 1860s (Table 2-1). 
 House on George Street built by 1882 and extant in 1928 but demolished by 1951.   
 Drain shown on series of plans crossing diagonally from the southeast corner, 1895. This 

appears to follow a creek line indicated in 1804 on Evans’ plan (Figure 2-3).  In 1881 it was 
described as ‘an open and offensive sewer’ leading down to the river (Figure 2-10).  

 Maternity hospital built in 1950s. 
 The eastern half of this portion is not within the current study area.   

 
 

 
 
 
 
Figure 2-6: 1836 plan 
drawn from an 1831 
survey showing the study 
area with a large structure 
on the western part of Lot 
102 and a smaller 
structure on Lot 103 
possibly with a verandah 
to the south. The 1822 
plan shows the house on 
lot 103 projecting further 
to the south and this may 
indicate the actual 
alignment of the house as 
a result of adding a 
verandah although the 
placement of such on the 
southern side of the house 
is not very practical. SR 
Map 4799 (1 of 6). North 
is at the top.  
 
 
 



Historical Background 

__________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

                 Archaeological Investigation 

25

 
 

 
 
Figure 2-7: Brownrigg’s 1844 
plan of the study area showing the 
structures within the study area 
(outlined in red).  Across the 
boundary of the two portions in 
Lot 102 is a structure in the same 
location as the convict hut. On the 
George Street frontage is a new 
building, in the western portion of 
Lot 102.  The Emu Brewery is 
built over the property boundary 
of Lots 103 and 102. In Lot 103 is 
a structure in a similar location to 
the convict hut. The hatching on 
the plan indicates a masonry 
building, showing that the three 
buildings within the study area 
were masonry structures.   
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Figure 2-8: 1859 plan of 
Parramatta. Shows similar 
structures to the 1844 plan but 
with the addition of another 
building on the western boundary 
of Lot 103, on O’Connell Street in 
the area of the later tram sheds. 
The hut in lot 103 is demolished. 
Reuss & Brown, Map of 
Subdivisions of Parramatta, 1859, 
ML ZM3 811.13gbbd, sheet 1 of 
2.  
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Figure 2-9: Plan from 1897 showing a house on the George Street frontage within the eastern portion of Lot 

102, note the position of the creekline running diagonally through Lot 102E. DP60394, LTO.  
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Figure 2-10: 1881 Plan of the Reserve for the Hospital, Town of Parramatta, E. Elssworth (LDPL P.171.750). 
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Figure 2-11: Three houses are shown in Lot 103, a large house in 102W and another in 102E with more 

commercial activities to the north, at the rear of these properties. Metropolitan Detail Sheet, Sydney 
Water, c. 1894. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2-12: Survey plan showing the houses within the study area in 1905. There are new additions at the rear 

of the house in eastern half of Lot 102. CT 1642/175, LTO.  

103 102 
west

102 
east 

Probably the 
Cumberland 
Bacon Curing 
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Figure 2-13: 1928 aerial showing the tram shed 
in the northeast corner.  LPI 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2-14: Aerial photo showing the vacant study area prior to the construction of the Maternity Hospital.  
The creek line is all filled in and there is no indication of trees along this area.  Frank Hurley, National 
Library of Australia nla.pic-an23817073, between 1910 and 1962, call number: PIC PIC FH/7174 
LOC Cold store PIC HURL 220/10*, http://nla.gov.au/nla.pic-an23817073 

 
 
Western Half of Lot 102 
Cordelia Larkin acquired the western portion of lot 102 in June 1836.  According to Kass (1990) this 
half contained the cottage, presumably the one shown on the early plans (Figs 2.3, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7).  
When Cordelia sold the equity in her property in 1837 the documents mentioned a house and 
outbuildings.  The hospital ditch formed the northern boundary of this property in the 1831 grant 
description.49  Cordelia Larkin, and her mortgagee Robert Gooch, sold their shares in this lot to Edye 
Manning in July 1838.  Manning sold in July 1838 to a syndicate for £500.  The syndicate members 
were Arthur Scowler, Patrick Anderson and John Neilson.  They erected a brewery starting with a 
mortgage of £1000 from the Bank of New South Wales.  By January 1841 the brewery was operating 
on this site and was listed as one of two breweries in Parramatta when there had not been any 
previously (Table 2-2), (Fig. 2.7).  The second brewery was owned by the Byrnes bothers (See 
below, Section 2.6).  
 
It should be noted that the convict hut was presumably originally wattle and daub which was 
probably replaced by a weatherboard house by 1824.  On the 1844 plan it is hatched to show a 
masonry building.  This perhaps suggests that this house was rebuilt three times or that there were 
brick additions by 1844.   
 
In early 1841 the land and brewery were held in trust by another syndicate of Alexander Brodie 
Spark, Severin Kanute Salting, Phillip William Fowler and Gordon Sanderman.  They attempted to 

                                                      
49 Grants Register 1(3)/105.  
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sell the brewery but were unsuccessful.  The Bank of New South Wales, the mortgagee, appears to 
have retained ownership with Patrick Hayes operating the brewery.  The brewery was never 
particularly successful and a wool washery operated from there about 1851 and ‘spread the seeds of 
the Bathurst Burr along the river through its waste’.50  It possibly operated as a wool washery from 
1850 to 1859.51  A new purchaser was found in 1854 when John Carney a builder bought it at auction 
for £650.  He also quickly went bankrupt and his insolvent estate went to auction on 15 April 1859.   
 
The auctioneer at the time described the brewery as:  
 

That spacious and truly valuable property, situated at George-street West and known as 
the “Brewery”. It is within a few minutes walk of the New Railway Station, or the 
Steam Packet Wharf.   
Persons desirous of commencing a brewery or distilling establishment will deem this 
property one of the best of the ___ in the colony…The property at present is occupied as 
Mr. Jones building establishment, and might probably be made as an extensive timber-
yard, so much called for in this neighbourhood for the supply of the town and 
surrounding districts, whose inhabitants at present are obliged to go to Sydney for their 
supplies.   
Lot 1 consists first of a neat brick, six roomed verandah cottage on a stone foundation, 

and let to a good tenant. In the rear is the spacious brewery, with immense cellars, malt 
house, furnaces and vaults; above stand the boilers, coolers, granaries, malt-house, 
cooperage, pump-house, &c. Within a few paces is the fresh water river, with a never 
failing supply. Frontage to George-street 55 feet by a depth of 940 feet more or less.  

Lot 2 consists of most eligible building plots adjoining Lot 1; frontage to George-street 
45 feet, p’depth 2_0 feet more or less. (Advertisement in the Sydney Morning Herald, 
13 April 1859, 11).  

 
In Parramatta: A Past Revealed noted that in 1845 this brewery was operated by Patrick Hayes and 
in 1847 by Vallack.52  Jervis noted that in ‘1845 an extensive seizure of apparatus for producing 
illicit spirit was made.  Pat Hayes was caught red-handed by the authorities testing sprits running 
from a still’.  He was fined £110 and £600 of his brewing equipment was seized.  Jervis says that 
Vallack’s brewery was not on this site but on another site in Parramatta, where later Walford and 
Emanuel erected a new brewery in 1888 and where H. W. Meggitt and Co. manufactured linseed oil 
but this site has been identified as being across the road from the hospital site.53   
 
James Galloway purchased it at auction, completing the purchase in August 1859 and paying £415.  
He intended to build a public hall but did not complete the project.  The 1865 rate books do not 
mention the Brewery as being on this property which may suggest that it was demolished by this 
time.  James Galloway’s family owned the property until 1891 when they sold it to William Richard 
Salter and Arthur Wellesley Drake.  It was eventually purchased by Sydney Ferries on 1 November 
1901 for £475 and was amalgamated with Blakefield’s grant to the west, Lot 103.   
 
A house was built on this property by 1844 but after 1831 (Figs 2.6, 2.7).  A six-roomed brick house 
is mentioned in the rate books and Kass suggests that it was built by James Galloway.54  Its 
appearance on the 1844 plan suggests that it was built earlier.  It is listed in the rate books in 1865, 
the earliest entries for Parramatta.   
 
The 1894 plan shows new buildings enclosed by a fence on the northern boundary (Fig. 2.11).  Sands 
lists the Cumberland Bacon Curing Co in this block between 1891 and 1896.  They presumably 
operated from this premises.  
                                                      
50 Kass 1990:26.  
51 DPWS 2003:60. 
52 Kass et al. 1996:175. 
53 Jervis 1978:104-105; DPWS 2001; PHALMS 2000: Map of Production. 
54 Kass 1990:27.  
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Summary of Development  
 Convict hut built in 1790s.  
 Structure in the location of the ‘convict hut’ described as weatherboard in 1824, may have 

been rebuilt.  
 Structure in the location of the ‘convict hut’ shown as masonry in 1844 (Fig. 2.7). 
 Brewery complex built and operational by January 1841 and demolished after 1859 (Figs 

2.7, 2.8).  
 House built on street frontage between 1831 and 1844, it is listed in the rate assessment 

books prior to 1904.  
 Additional structures at the rear of the property by 1894, probably the Cumberland Bacon 

Curing Co listed in Sands, 1891 to 1896.   
 New structure in central area by 1905, probably tram related as property owned by Sydney 

Ferries from 1901. 
 Eastern extensions of tram shed extends into this area by 1905.  
 Maternity hospital built in 1950s.  
 No change in property boundary. All of western half of Lot 102 is within the study area. 

 
 
2.3 Historical Background to Lot 10355 
On 9 June 1809 this allotment was leased to John Blakefield and was re-issued by Governor 
Macquarie in January 1810.  The lot was 39½ rods and bounded on the north by the hospital ditch.  
John Blakefield, a ‘public baker’, arrived on the Ganges.  Travelling with Blakefield were his wife 
and son.  According to Samuel Marsden, Blakefield was left by his wife and apparently died of a 
broken heart.  His son Charles was looked after by William Beaumont, a local policeman, and his 
wife and they lived on Lot 103.56  John Blakefield had arrived in the colony on the Ganges and in 
1806 was listed as a prisoner and baker at Parramatta.57  The Ganges arrived in Sydney on 2 June 
1797 as well as in 1792 and it is unclear without further research which ship he arrived on.58  Aboard 
the Ganges in 1797 were a number of skilled convicts who could undertake government work where 
previously people had to be paid.59  In 1800 there were two bakers at Parramatta, ‘baking for all the 
servants of Government’.60   
 
On 30 June 1823 William Beaumont, now the gaoler at Parramatta Gaol, was granted a lease over 60 
rods of Lot 103.  This lease was 20½ rods larger than Lot 103, suggesting that it incorporated more 
land than Lot 103.  The 1831 map is annotated with both Charles Blakefield’s and William 
Beaumont’s names (Fig. 2.6).  A house in the area of the convict hut is still present on the 1844 plan 
but is not there in 1859 (Figs 2.7, 2.8).  Kass noted that it was not on the 1855 street alignment 
plan.61  Charles Blakefield was eventually given title to this land as a grant on 9 April 1853.   
 
A respected citizen and merchant, Blakefield was probably recognised locally as the owner of this 
block.  Many local residents resented having to pay quit rents to convert their leases to freehold 
during the 1840s when the 21-year leases expired.  When the leases were not converted the 
government offered them for sale in the early 1850s.62  A number of purchasers were probably the 
long-term occupiers, as seems to be the circumstance in this case.  During the 1840s to 1860s, the site 
was probably leased, certainly from the late 1840s, to Patrick Hayes (see Section 2.4).  Its use was 
linked to the neighbouring site, the western part of Lot 102 (see above).  Blakefield went to the 
goldfields in the early 1850s, did well and settled in Orange.  Charles Blakefield sold Lot 103 on 9 
January 1860 to David Lennox Dalziell, a licensed victualler, for £190, which also included another 

                                                      
55 Much of this section is based on Kass 1990.  
56 Kass, p. 5-6 
57 1805-1806 census. 
58 HRNSW III:235; 1828 Census, CD-ROM. 
59 HRNSW III:230. 
60 HRNSW IV:284. 
61 Kass 1990:27. 
62 Liston 2006, additional history.   
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property.63  The property was described as 1 rod 20 perches.  This price presumably included the 
convict hut/house in the centre of the block.   
 
It was sold again in January 1866 to Edward Mason, a stationer and newspaper publisher, for £180 
suggesting that there were some changes to the property and its improvements since it had been sold 
by Charles Blakefield as the previous sale price had included another piece of land.  Mason was an 
English immigrant who arrived in 1841 and by 1843 had established a printery and stationers 
business at Parramatta.  He published several short-lived newspapers in Parramatta in 1843-45.  
Twenty years later he again ventured into newspaper publishing in Parramatta, re-establishing the 
Parramatta Chronicle between 1865 and 1867.  He returned to his printing and bookselling business 
and operated a fruit orchard on the outskirts of the town.  He died at Parramatta in 1899.64  His 
daughter Sarah married Cyrus Fuller, a school-teacher turned printer and general storekeeper.  Fuller 
purchased Lot 102 East in the 1880s.65  It is likely that the three houses shown on the George Street 
frontage in Figures 2.11 and 2.12 were built during Mason’s ownership as his property was worth 
considerably more when he sold it 13 years later in 1883 for £1700 to Charles Edward Jeannerett, a 
steamboat proprietor.66  It is not possible to tell from this whether the houses were newly constructed 
by Mason or Dalziell. 
 
The Parramatta Rate Assessment Books for 1865 list Edmund Mason as the owner of property, Lot 
103, with five small houses.  These included a two-room brick house (corner of O’Connell and 
George Street) and four, four-roomed brick houses to the east along George Street.  Only the middle 
property (a four-roomed house, third along from the corner of O’Connell Street) was occupied, the 
tenant being George Handley.67  The inclusion of Mason’s name as the owner in the rate assessment 
does suggest that he had an existing relationship with the property in 1865.   
 
The Parramatta Rate Assessment Books for 1869 list Edmond Mason as the owner of five properties 
on the north side of George Street at the western end. These five properties each had a brick house, 
four valued at £12 per year and one at £7.  The occupants were Mason himself on the corner of 
O’Connell and George Street, in the least valuable property, then moving east by Francis Vickary, 
Frederick Kellow, Mary Ann James and John Grimstone.68 
 
Three of the houses on George Street were still present in the 1880s and 1890s (Fig. 2.12).  Plans 
showing the two other houses have not been located and it is likely they were demolished quite early, 
prior to 1885, presumably as a result of the new ownership by the tramways in 1883.  Sands 
Directory lists residents at some of these houses as late as 1900 (Section 2.4).  Two other reports 
suggest these houses were on O’Connell Street but there is no evidence to support this 
interpretation.69  
 
In 1883 it was acquired by Charles Edward Jeannerett, steamboat and tramways proprietor.  
Thereafter it became the site of the tramways depot.  The purchase by Charles Edward Jeannerett in 
1883 led to the construction of a tramway terminus on the northern boundary of the property with 
tramlines skirting the western edge of Lot 103 and then entering the property to head to the sheds.  In 
January 1889 the tramways were sold to Phillip Billinglsey Walker as well as Jeannerett’s interests in 
the tram lines etc.  This sale included other property owned by Charles Edward Jeannerett as well as 
Henry Stanley Jeannerett, steamboat manager.  Walker sold it in March 1901 to Sydney Ferries 
including ten steamboats and rolling stock for the tramways.70  The tram sheds were extant until at 

                                                      
63 LTO OS Bk 65/40. 
64 Kass, Liston, McClymont, Parramatta. A Past Revealed. Parramatta 1996, p.139, 190-1. 
65 Kass, Liston, McClymont, Parramatta. A Past Revealed, p.218. 
66 LTO OS BK 276/493. 
67 Parramatta Rate Assessment Books 1865 - Marsden Ward. 
68 Parramatta Rate Assessment Books 1869 - Marsden Ward Nos 7-11. 
69 DPWS 2001, 2003. 
70 LTO OS 684/453. 
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least 1928 and were demolished prior to 1951 (Figs 2.13, 2.14) and were replaced by the Parramatta 
Maternity Hospital by 1956 following the resumption of this land for the hospital in April 1948.71   
 
The extensions of the brewery building over the property boundary between Lot 103 and the western 
part of Lot 102 is surprising.  These two properties were not amalgamated into single ownership until 
1901 when purchased by Sydney Ferries.  There is no indication of this issue in any of the property 
dealings.  It may be more a results of the two properties being leased to Patrick Hayes, the proprietor 
of the Emu Brewery and tenant on Lot 103 (see below).   

Summary of Development  
 Convict hut/house, 1790-1844+. 
 Emu brewery built partly within the eastern edge of this lot by 1840 (Fig. 2.7). 
 By 1865 five houses were built, all would have cesspits, rubbish pits, and a range of deposits 

associated with each house.  These yard deposits are partly within the Conservation Zone.  
 1883+ tram sheds built with tramway access along the western boundary and are still extant 

in 1928 (Fig. 2.12). 
 Two houses, probably the western two, were demolished between 1882 and 1885, three 

houses remain (Fig. 2.11). 
 In 1905 two of the houses remain; also recorded in rate books in 1906 and Sands up to 1908 

(Fig. 2.12). 
 Vacant land as houses no longer present by 1928. 
 Maternity hospital built in 1950s.  
 Western boundary shifted to make O’Connell Street footpath wider in the twentieth which 

places part of the convict hut/house within the footpath.   
 
Sands Directory 
Entries for Parramatta in Sands Directory start quite late and the earliest ones are for 1885.  Lists for 
four years have been transcribed below to assist with understanding the occupation of the site in the 
late nineteenth century.  Sands used in the above discussion were mostly based on those included in 
Clive Lucas Stapleton & Partners 1990.  
 
George Street  
1885   1890  
O’Connell Street to Marsden   O’Connell Street to Marsden  
Borman, Mrs Lot 103  Tram sheds – H.S. Jeanneret Lot 103 
Taylor, Mrs Lot 103  Dawson, Mrs., fruiter Lot 103 
Hainsworth, Joseph Lot 103  Holt, Uriah, engineer Lot 103 
   Fleming, Mrs Lot 103  
Boyce, George  
    Van proprietor 

Lot 102 (W)  Boyce, George  
    Van proprietor 

Lot 102 (W) 

Early, T. N., fuel merchant Lot 102 (E)  Renton, Matthew, builder Lot 102 (E) 
1900   1905  
O’Connell Street to Marsden   O’Connell Street to Marsden  
Parramatta Tramway Co.’s yards Lot 103  Sydney Ferries Ltd 

     Charles Ford, traffic mg’r 
Lot 103 

Harvey, George Lot 103  George Harvey Lot 103 
Holt, Uriah, engineer Lot 103  Uriah Holt Lot 103 
Office of Parramatta River Steamers and 
Tramway  Co., Ltd. – Charles Ford local 
manager 

Lot 103  Mrs E Rustin 102 either E or 
W 

Thomson, G Lot 102 (W)    
Horsley A., farrier Lot 102 (E)    
Table 2-1: Brief list of some of residents identified in Sands Directory. 

                                                      
71 DPWS 2003:110-111.  
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Figure 2-15: View to west on George Street with the tram coming from O’Connell Street (right). The three 
houses on the right were those shown on the 1895 and 1905 plans (Figs 2-11, 2-12) and were within 
Lot 103.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 

 
 

Figure 2-16: Tram shed that was located at the rear of Lot 103, compare with historic plans Figures 2-11, 2-12.  
The tracks and shed were built on raised ground which suggests that there were considerable works at 
the back of the site.  No substantial remains of the tram shed were found.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 
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Figure 2-17: Subdivision plan showing the proposed subdivision and sale of the study area in May 1935, prior 
to the land being acquired for Parramatta Hospital.  Courtesy of Trevor Edwards 
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Rate Assessment Books 
Appendix 4 of Parramatta District Hospital, Conservation Analysis and Conservation Policy (Final), 
Clive Lucas Stapleton & Partners Pty Ltd (December 1990), contains a transcription of rating details 
from the Parramatta Rate Assessment Books.  These show the owner and occupier and a brief 
description of the property.  They have been tabulated below (Table 2-2).  It should be noted that 
they do not say if the houses were on the George Street or O’Connell Street frontage but the way they 
are written suggests they may all have been on the George Street frontage.  In summary, Lot 103 had 
five houses on it by 1865 although this contradicts the identification of the owner by this time as 
David Lennox Dalziell.  Most likely the western two of these houses were demolished between 1882 
and 1885.  The other three remain extant until 1905 but a third one was demolished by 1906.  The 
remaining two houses were demolished by 1928.   
 
 
Table 2-2: Parramatta Rate Assessment Books as listed in Clive Lucas Stapleton & Partners 1990, Appendix 4.  

1865 Owner Occupier Fabric Rooms Rating Lot 
 Edward Mason - brick 2 £5 103 
 “       “ - brick 4 £10/10 103 
 “       “ George Handley brick 4 £10/10 103 
 “       “ - brick 4 £10/10 103 
 “       “ - brick 4 £10/10 103 
 James Galloway Samuel Binge brick 6 £30 102W 
 George Allen -  vacant land  £4 102E 

1870 Edward Mason Edward Mason brick house  £7 103 
 “       “ Isabella Phillipson brick house  £13 103 
 “       “ Frederick Kellow brick house  £12 103 
 “       “ Mary Ann James brick house  £12 103 
 “       “ John Grimstone brick house  £12 103 
 James Galloway James Chisholm brick house  £20 102W 
 George Allen George Allen enclosed land  £5 102E 

1875 Edward Mason Cyrus Fuller brick house  £7 103 
 “       “ John Now brick house  £15 103 
 “       “ Ann Clayton brick house  £15 103 
 “       “ Frederick Haigh brick house  £15 103 
 “       “ John Grimstone brick house  £15 103 
 James Galloway George Boyce brick house  £23 102W 
 George Jamieson - enclosed land  £3 102E 

1882 Edward Mason Ellen Percy brick house  £14 103 
 “       “ John Nelson brick house  £14/10 103 
 “       “ Joseph Ainsworth brick house  £14/10 103 
 “       “ Donald Archibald brick house  £14/10 103 
 “       “ William Procter brick house  £14/10 103 
 James Galloway George Boyce brick house  £31 102W 
 Cyrus E. Fuller Ann Fleming brick house  £32 102E 
 “       “ - enclosed land  £10 102E 

1885 C. E. Jeannerett C. E. Jeannerett Tram shed  £50 103 
 “       “ James Brown brick house  £16 103 
 “       “ Susannah Taylor brick house  £16 103 
 “       “ Constable brick house  £16 103 
 Emily Galloway George Boyce brick house  £31 102W 
 Cyrus E. Fuller Ann Ivyford brick house  £45 102E 
 “       “ - enclosed land  £10 102E 

1890 C. E. Jeannerett C. E. Jeannerett Iron shed and 
store 

 £52 103 

 “       “ Mary Upton brick house  £18 103 
 “       “ Uriah Holt brick house  £18 103 
 “       “ Jane Fleming brick house  £18 103 
 Emily Galloway George Boyce brick house  £36 102W 
 National Mutual Smith brick house  £26 102E 
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Association 
1895 Parramatta SNC Charles Ford  Sheds  £52 103 

 “       “ George Harvey brick house  £15/10 103 
 “       “ Uriah Holt brick house  £15/10 103 
 “       “ - brick house  £15/10 103 
 William Salter James Klein Jnr brick house  £49/10 102W 
 National Mutual 

Association 
 

Charles Ford  brick house  £26 102E 

1904 Sydney Ferries Sydney Ferries Tramshed, 
store, land 3 

houses 

 £70 103 

 National Mutual 
Association 

George Hampton house  £20/16 102E 

1906 Sydney Ferries Sydney Ferries Tram Shed  £70 103 
 “       “ Jane Harvey house  £13 103 
 “       “ Uriah Holt house  £13 103 
 National Mutual 

Association 
Elizabeth Rushton house  £20/16 102 

 
 
2.4 Patrick Hayes, Tenant of Lots 102W and 103 
It seems likely that Patrick Hayes occupied Lot 103 by lease from Blakefield from at least the late 
1840s till 1860, possibly earlier, and lived there for some of the time.  Hayes may have been in the 
process of purchasing the one-acre site covered by Lot 102 but lost it during the depression in 1842.  
Thereafter, he may have continued to occupy it as a tenant of various owners.  It seems likely that 
Patrick Hayes occupied the western part of Lot 102 for use variously as a brewery, an illegal 
distillery, a drapery store (with alcohol store), a bakery and a timber store yard.  It is possible that 
Patrick Hayes also made use of the eastern part of the lot, eventually purchasing it in the last years of 
his life.   
 
Patrick Hayes was born in New South Wales about 1809, the son of Michael Hayes and Elizabeth 
Baker.  His father died in 1825 and his brother-in-law Francois Girard, husband of Mary Hayes, 
became his guardian.  In 1828 he was an apprentice miller to John Dickson at Darling Harbour.  He 
became manager for Tingham and Walker in the 1830s and was involved in the establishment of 
Vallack’s Brewery.72  
 
Patrick Hayes married Sarah Fullagar at Parramatta in 1840.  Born in 1819 at Parramatta, she was the 
daughter of John Fullagar and Esther Leadham.  Her father, brothers and nephews were publicans in 
the Parramatta area, particularly identified with the Star Inn and the inn near the cattle yards on the 
Western Road.73  Hayes already had a son, William Henry Hayes, born in 1830 by a previous 
relationship.  With Sarah, Patrick Hayes had a large family: Alfred, Mary Eleanor, Patrick John, 
Alfred Michael Hayes (d. 1878, aged 28), Francis (d. 1851 aged 4), Arthur, Richard and William. 
Sarah died in 1870, aged 50 and is buried at St Patrick’s Parramatta.  Patrick was also buried there 
when he died in 1880. 
 
The Parramatta rate books for 1865 indicate that Patrick Hayes rented an eight-room wooden house 
in George Street on the southwest corner of Marsden Street.74  This is the opposite side of George 
Street from the study site.  By 1869 he was owner and occupier.75  The 1884 rate books indicate that 
his house of brick and wood was valued considerably more than Lot 102 West (an annual valuation 

                                                      
72 Parramatta and District Historical Society Family History Group, Parramatta Pioneer Register. Foundation 
to Federation. Parramatta, 2000, p.113. Entry provided by Mrs Toni Barry, 23 Bogong St, Jindabyne 2627. 
73 Parramatta and District Historical Society Family History Group, Parramatta Pioneer Register. Foundation 
to Federation, Parramatta 2000 p.93 – various entries. 
74 Parramatta Rate Books, 1865, f.13.  the property was owned by the executors of the estate of T. Wall. 
75 Parramatta Rate Books 1869, Marsden Ward No 22. 
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of £60 compared with £26).  He reputedly was the landlord of the Red Cow Inn further east along 
George Street, where he built a bakery.  In 1861 he was appointed the first inspector of nuisances for 
Parramatta Council and held the position till his death.76 
 
The jury lists for the 1840s give some indication of the activities and prosperity of Patrick Hayes.  In 
1842 he was listed as a general dealer in George Street with a personal property entitlement of 
£500.77  Later in that year he was declared insolvent.  At this point his debts exceeded his assets by 
£2944, an extremely large amount for the period.  The debts were for stock in trade in the shop or 
promissory notes, which could be loans.  The only landed property mentioned was 1 acre in 
Parramatta, which corresponds to the size of Lot 102, for which Hayes was paying a mortgage.78  He 
retrieved his fortune and in 1844 his occupation was listed as brewer, his address as Church Street 
and he held personal property valued at £300.79  Three years later, his address was given as George 
Street, occupation still as brewer, and his personal wealth unchanged.80  From 1844 to 1850 Hayes 
intermittently operated the Emu Brewery in George Street.81  However, his affairs faltered again and 
he was made bankrupt in 1850, when he was described as a draper.82 
 
At his insolvency in 1850, his creditors were less forgiving than eight years earlier.   Hayes was 
described as a draper of George Street, Parramatta.  The insolvency papers list the inventory of stock 
in his shop and the contents of his house.  The stock was a variety of men’s, ladies’ and children’s 
clothing, related haberdashery and clothing accessories. In a separate store were casks of alcohol – 
porter, sherry, and bottled ale.  The residence was separate to the store and had four rooms, a kitchen 
and a cellar.  One room was clearly a parlour, the second an office and two bedrooms.  The cellar 
mostly contained timber. Hayes had been in the house and store for 10 months on a 12 month lease 
for which he paid £57 per year for this site and another adjoining it.  The goods were sold partly 
through the shop and partly by his son taking goods in his cart and hawking them around the County 
of Cumberland, travelling to the main towns of Windsor, Penrith, Liverpool and Campbelltown. 
About 1848 he had hired his son to work in the brewery as a maltster. Later after a family dispute, the 
son worked in the store and hawked goods around the countryside. Hayes purchased alcohol in bulk 
and sold in small quantities to other publicans in Parramatta.83  It is possible that he was operating his 
store and residence from the Emu Brewery site. 
 
Hayes noted that he had been in debt to Blakefield but had repaid the debt through a small amount of 
cash and goods in the form of a pump and piping which he had purchased from government.  He 
indicated that he had sold his interest in the lease of the brewery to Dr Harris for £27.10.0 in June 
1850.  Blakefield also claimed a further debt for the sale of land to Underwood and Hayes, land that 
he retrieved when they failed to pay for it.  This land is almost certainly associated with the brewery 
as Underwood and Hayes were both brewers in Parramatta in 1844.84  Blakefield also indicated that 
he had received the pump in 1845 as security when various goods were seized when Hayes was 
charged with illicit distilling.  Hayes also owed the Rouse family for rent for premises in Parramatta.  
These are likely to be in Church Street where the Rouse family owned land.85 
 
By 1861 when Hayes again went bankrupt, he was detained in Parramatta gaol for debt between May 
and August 1861.  His main creditor on this occasion was his brother-in-law William Fullagar.  On 
this occasion Hayes was again in debt to Charles Blakefield of Molong for the rent of a house in 
                                                      
76 Parramatta and District Historical Society Family History Group, Parramatta Pioneer Register. Foundation 
to Federation. Parramatta, 2000  p.113. Entry provided by Mrs Toni Barry, 23 Bogong St, Jindabyne 2627 
77 Jury Lists SRNSW 5 /3004 
78  SRNSW 2/8673, Insolvency No.154 Patrick Hayes. 
79 Jury Lists SRNSW 5 /3006 
80 Jury Lists SRNSW 5 /3007 
81 T. Kass, Parramatta Hospital: An Historical Analysis for an archaeological assessment of the site.  Report 
for NSW Public Works Department, 1990, p.26 
82 Bankruptcy file AONSW No 2074/ 2 
83 SRNSW 2/8847, Insolvency No 2074 Patrick Hayes 
84 Jury list occupations 
85 SRNSW 2/8847, Insolvency No 2074 Patrick Hayes 
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George Street for £36.  By this time, his major debts are for flour and he was operating a bakery, 
having a dray, weighing machine and baking utensils.86  Whether this is the same location as the 
earlier one is not clear.  Patrick Hayes was operating a bakehouse at the rear of the Red Cow Inn in 
George Street in the early 1870s.  The Red Cow Inn was between Church Street and modern 
Horwood Place.87  
 
Hayes was later the first inspector of nuisances (health inspector) for Parramatta Council in the 
1860s.  He died in 1880, aged 80 and was buried at St Patrick’s Cemetery.88 
 
 
2.5 Chronology for the Study Area 
 
Lot 102 Eastern half 
1836 - Edgar Larkin sold to Ousley Condell  
1843 – Condell mortgaged, then sold to Thomas Holt 
1843 – Holt sold to Thomas W. Bowden 
1848 – Bowden bankrupt – sold to George Allen (they were related) 

Rate books suggest vacant land in 1860s. (This would fit Allen pattern of ownership in 
Parramatta. 

1872 – Rate books indicate George Allen as owner and occupier of a portion of enclosed land valued 
at £4 per year.89 

1873 – Allen sold to Patrick Hayes, dealer of Parramatta at less than 1840s price.  
1875 – Rate books show George Jamieson as owner of an enclosed piece of land valued at £5 per 

year, and no occupier.90 
1879 – Rate books show Cyrus E. Fuller as owner and George Jamison occupier of an enclosed piece 

of land valued at £5 per year.91 
1880 – Hayes sold to Cyrus Edgar Fuller, publisher and bookseller (year of Hayes death) 
1882 – Fuller built a house on the lot about 1882  
1884 – Rate books indicate Fuller as the owner of a brick house, valued at £31 a year, and a portion 

of enclosed land.  Neither was occupied.92 
1886-93 –  Sands Directory lists boarding house in 1886, 1893, 1894 
1893 – Fuller bankrupt – title to mortgagee National Mutual Life 
1909 – National Mutual to Barbara Richardson 

various owners until 
1916 – acquired by government for expansion of Parramatta hospital 
1950s – maternity hospital erected – older house demolished 
 
Lot 102 Western half 
1836 – Cordelia Larkin 
1838 – Cordelia’s mortgagee Robert Gooch sold to Edye Manning 
1838 – Manning sold to Scowler, Patrick Anderson and John Neilson to erect brewery 
1841 – Brewery operating – one of only two in Parramatta, both starting in 1840s. 
1841 – Brewery in trust to Spark, Salting, Fowler and Sanderman, with Bank of NSW as mortgagee 

and Patrick Hayes as operator. 
1845 – Hayes operating brewery 
1845 – Hayes fined for operating an illicit still 
1847 – Vallack operating brewery 

                                                      
86 SRNSW 2/9638 Insolvency No 5530 Patrick Hayes. 
87 S. Brown, Parramatta. A town caught in time, 1870. Sydney: Hale & Iremonger, 1995, p. 7. 
88 J. Dunn, The Parramatta Cemeteries: St Patrick's. Parramatta: Parramatta and District Historical Society, 
1988, p.23.  His son was nuisance inspector in 1880s. 
89 Parramatta Rate Books, 1872 – Marsden Ward No 14. 
90 Parramatta Rate Books, 1875 – Marsden Ward No14. 
91 Parramatta Rate Books, 1879 – Marsden Ward No 86. 
92 Parramatta Rate Books, 1884 – Marsden Ward Nos 89-90. 
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1850 - 1859 – woolwash on site  
1854 – John Carney, builder, purchased site. Site rented out as timber yard to Mr Jones 
1859 –  Carney bankrupt and sold site – described as Lot 1 – 6 room brick cottage, and at the rear a 

spacious brewery with cellars; Lot 2 – building land on George Street.93 
1859 – James Galloway purchased to build a public hall – did not proceed 
1865 – Parramatta rate book for 1865 listed James Galloway as the owner, with a 6-room brick house 

on the site, occupied by Samuel Burge jr (probably the son of Samuel Burge saddler of 
George Street).94  

1869 – property owned by Galloway, described as a brick house occupied by James Chisholm. 95 
1872 – property owned by Galloway, occupied by John Moody.96 
1875 – property owned by Galloway, occupied by George Boyce.97 
1884 – property owned by Galloway, occupied by George Boyce, described as a brick house with an 

annual valuation of £26.  This valuation is in the lower end of property values in the vicinity 
(the upper value being £700, the lowest being £18).98 

1891 – Galloway estate sold to Salter and Drake. 
1891-96 – occupied by Cumberland Bacon Curing co? 
1901 – purchased by Sydney Ferries 
 
 
2.6 Brewing in the Early Colony  
 
2.6.1 Early Breweries  
The first brewery was established by John Boston in 1796 in Sydney and produced beer from corn.99  
This was successful and Boston ‘erected at some expense a proper building for the business’.100  The 
beer was produced with ‘malted Indian corn flavoured with leaves and stalks of the Cape 
gooseberry’.101  The first brewery in Parramatta was established by Governor King in 1803 to 
undermine the illegal trade in spirits which was distorting the colonial economy.  This is was 
probably located immediately to the west of the study area (Fig. 2.3).  Progress was slow and 
considerable building was required but by September 1804 brewing finally commenced at 
Parramatta.  In March 1806 Governor King reported that the government brewery was making a loss 
and was now being leased.  Thomas Rushton had a two-year lease and was operating the brewery in 
January 1806 and June 1808.  He moved to the Brickfields in Sydney to open another brewery.  
Major Johnston appears to have let out the brewery.  In June 1810 the Parramatta brewery was being 
leased for one year.  It is likely that brewing did not continue after May 1813.102    
 
James Squire established a successful brewery at Kissing Point (Ryde) in 1812 and had 2 ha of hops 
under cultivation.  Samuel Terry established the Albion Brewery, near Albion Street, Surry Hills in 
1826 and Tooth’s Kent Brewery was established in Sydney in 1835.103  These two breweries 
developed into large commercial complexes that survived into the twentieth century.  Tooth’s Kent 
Brewery is still on the same site on Broadway, Sydney.  In 1836 Sydney had seven breweries, five in 
1842, three in 1850 and three in 1854.  In 1841 Windsor had two breweries.104  Other early breweries 
include Andrew Thompson’s at Windsor (1806) and Thomas Scarr’s at Newcastle (1825).105  The 

                                                      
93 Kass, p.26 quoting SMH 13 April 1859, p,11. 
94 Parramatta Rate Books, 1865, f.5; S. & K. Brown, Parramatta: A town caught in time, 1870. Hale & 
Iremonger, Sydney 1995, p. 18. 
95 Parramatta Rate Books, 1869 – Marden Ward No 12. 
96 Parramatta Rate Books, 1872 – Marsden Ward No 13. 
97 Parramatta Rate Books, 1875 – Marsden Ward No 13. 
98 Parramatta Rate Books, 1884 – Marsden Ward No 88. 
99 Jervis 1978:104. 
100 ADB 1:127. 
101 Birmingham, Jack & Jeans 1979:166. 
102 Rosen 2003:131-135. 
103 Birmingham Jack & Jeans 1979:166; Keating 1991:26.  
104 Records of Mills and Manufactories, SR 4/7267, 4/7268, 4/7269.  
105 Birmingham Jack & Jeans  1979:166. 
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major population centres had access to some range of mills and manufacturers.  The brewery on lots 
103 and 102 was one of two operating in Parramatta by 1840 but was not the same as the 
Government Brewery shown on Evans’ 1804 plan.106  
 
During the 1840s and 1850s about 12 small breweries were established outside Sydney, including 
Goulburn (1836), Bathurst and Maitland but few were to emerge successfully until the 1860s.  Linge 
has suggested that it may seem strange that no brewing industry developed on any real scale prior to 
this date.  He attributes this to the small size of local markets, the poor quality of much of the local 
barley and the lack of hops which mostly had to be imported and the cost of freight charges.  It is 
thought that local timbers were also unsuitable for making barrels.  Up until the 1840s most ale was 
brewed in Sydney and heavier malt beers were imported from Britain.107   
 
2.6.2 Brewing on the corner of Charles & George Streets, Parramatta108 
Joseph Hickey Grose operated a brewery on the corner of George and Charles Streets Parramatta, at 
Section 23, lot 72.  On 30 June 1823, this lot was leased for 21 years to Joseph Grose.  Evidence 
showed that there was a brewery on this site.  One source notes that Burton’s brewery was operated 
in George Street by J. H. Grose from 1822 until about 1835.  In 1833, the brewery was sold to 
“James and William Burns” [sic].  It was also claimed that ownership of the brewery passed to 
Francis Lowe about 1835.109  Unfortunately, no sources are given for this information.  However, this 
outline does match some of the data for this site.  On 29 June 1833, Joseph Hickey Grose, of 
Parramatta, assigned and conveyed to James and William Byrnes, of Parramatta, allotment 72 for 
£1,500.110  No mention is made of a brewery but the consideration was a very substantial sum for 
1833 and suggests a very desirable piece of land was changing hands.  
 
It appears likely that Grose built a brewery on this land.  Johnstone’s 1831 Map of Parramatta 
showed that a large building had been added on the Charles Street frontage of this allotment.111  This 
was shown as a brewery on a later survey and matches other evidence.  As early as October 1824, 
Grose was being awarded prizes for his beer.112  A year later, he was advertising for sale—“good 
STRONG BEER, for the ensuing Harvest, at the London Brewery, Parramatta”.113 
 
Joseph Hickey Grose had been convicted and sentenced to seven years transportation in September 
1813, arriving in the colony on the Baring.  From 1815, he was employed by Hannibal McArthur at 
Parramatta, who took him on in a confidential position on the recommendation of people back in 
Britain.  Grose petitioned for a ticket of leave in 1818 when Hannibal McArthur gave him a glowing 
reference. 114  
 

                                                      
106 Rosen 2003:131-135. 
107 Linge 1979:114-115, 518-519. 
108 This section is based on work by Kass for Casey & Lowe 2002:13-14.  
109 K M Deutsher, The Breweries of Australia: A History, Lothian, Melbourne, 1999, p 62. 
110 LTOD, No 82 Bk F. 
111 SR Map 4799. 
112 Australian, 14 Oct 1824, p 2. 
113 Australian, 3 Nov 1825, p 4. 
114 Col Sec, Petitions 1818, p 114 SRNSW 4/1855. 
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Figure 2-18: View to 
east showing remains 
of the stone footings 
of the 1820s brewery 
at Charles and 
George Street cut by 
a twentieth-century 
brick footing. Casey 
& Lowe 2002.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
On 3 May 1823, he unsuccessfully petitioned the government for land in Parramatta at the 
intersection of Toongabbie Creek and Parramatta River in order to establish a distillery.115  He also 
applied to be granted the Parramatta land he occupied citing the value of his improvements.  
However, on 10 December 1823, William Buchanan informed Major Ovens that of the applicants for 
grants in Parramatta, those whose houses are worth less than £1,000, included “- Grose”.116 
 
Following the purchase of the Lot 72 the Byrnes brothers were in partnership in various ventures.  In 
August 1834, it was announced that the wine and spirit business conducted by William Byrnes would 
now jointly be conducted by James and William Byrnes.117  In August 1839, they jointly advertised 
for a brewer experienced in colonial brewing.118  This appears to relate to the brewery which was 
situated on Allotment 72.  The brewery on this lot probably continued to operate until in the 1840s 
and 1850s and the building was still standing in 1895 but was no longer used as a brewery.   
 
The remains of this brewery consisted of a cellar, partly demolished, as well as some associated 
deposits containing black bottle glass.  There was limited evidence of any heritage significance 
associated with the brewery (Fig. 2-18).  Other evidence thought to be associated with the operation 
of the brewery included two large rectangular stone-built water reservoirs (Fig. 2-19).  

                                                      
115 Col Sec, Memorials, 1823, No 122 SRNSW 4/1834B. 
116 Col Sec, Letters Received, 1823, SRNSW 4/1773, p 109. 
117 Australian, 5 August 1834, p1. 
118 Australian, 8 August 1839, p3. 
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Figure 2-19: 
Rectangular stone-
built water reservoir 
with cement-rendered 
lining.  It initially had 
a stone arched 
capping. When 
purchased in the 
1950s a hand pump 
took water out of the 
reservoir.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Table 2-3: List of mills and manufactories in Parramatta from 1829 to 1857.  
Year Wind Water Steam Salt Brewery Tannery Soap Candle Cloth Fell 

monger 
Horse 

1829 2 2 1         
1831 2 2 1 1        
1833 2 2 1 1        
1835 2 2 1 1        
1836 2 1 1 1        
1839 2 2 1 1        
1840 3 1 3 1 2       
1841 2 1 3 1 1       
1842 1 1 3 1 2       
1844 1 1 2 1 1       
1846 1 1 3 1 3 5 1  1   
1848 2 1 3 1 3 6 2 1 1  1 
1850 3 1 6 1 3 6 1 2 1  1 
1851 2 1 2 1 3 4   1   
1853 2  5 1 2 7   1 1  
1856 1  3 1 1 3   1 2  

Notes: The early steam mill was at Darling Mills. The two breweries in 1840 belonged to Patrick Anderson and 
James Byrnes. The Byrnes’ brewery was at the site excavated by Casey & Lowe on the corner of Charles & 
George Streets in 2002. Patrick Anderson’s is within the current study area. State Records, Records of Mills 
and Manufacturing 1829-1841 (4/7267), 1842-1850 (4/7268) and 1851-1857 (4/7269).   
 
 
2.6.3 The Brewing Process119 
The brewing process for making beer has changed little during the last two centuries.  Beer is made 
from malted cereal grains, usually barley.  The grain is prepared in maltings which are usually large 
multi-storied structures required to house large storage and steeping vats, the long fermenting floor, 
the drying kilns and loading bays.   
 
The incoming barley is carried to the top floor, graded and transported to the steeping vats where it 
soaks in water for two to three days.  It is then spread onto floors that are warm, damp and well 
                                                      
119 The following description is based on Birmingham Jack & Jeans 1979:170-171. 
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ventilated and germination begins at this point.  The starches break into sugars.  The grain is raked 
over a period of several days, germination is interrupted by kiln drying and the malt is then stored 
until use is required.   
 
There are three main processes to brewing.  Firstly the mashing of barley and water which requires 
consistent agitation to encourage enzyme action.  Additional water is added and the spent grain 
drained off.  The resulting malt ‘wort’ is passed into large kettles where it is boiled with hops.  This 
gives the bitter taste of traditional beer.  The spent hops are removed in a hop separator.  The third 
process involves fermentation by adding yeast in large fermentation tanks.  Once completed the beer 
is filtered, cooled and stored before casking and bottling.   
 
A small-scale brewery would have made two or three brews each week.  A small country brewery 
could produce about 60 barrels (9800 litres) a week.  Elements typically associated with a brewery 
are a courtyard, stables and coachhouses, a tower brew house, and a malt house.  For further details 
of brewing technology and layout of complexes see Section 8.3, Appendix 1.  
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3.0 Results of the Archaeological Investigation 
 
3.1 Methodology 
 
3.1.1 Excavation Methodology 
The site was excavated using open area stratigraphic excavation.  Initial excavation work was 
undertaken using a 7-tonne excavator to remove fill and twentieth-century bitumen carpark surfaces 
(Fig. 3-1).  The site was divided into six areas relating to the three historical property boundaries and 
groups of contexts numbers were allocated to each historic property so we can easily identify to 
which area the archaeological remains were associated (Fig. 3-2).  Overlays of the early historic 
plans provided basic data for the location of likely remains (Fig. 3-3).  Excavation within each 
historic property was considered to be important in the way the archaeological program was managed 
and to aid our interpretation of these remains.   
 
 

Figure 3-1: Machine excavation in the western area.  The demolition backfill of the brewery cellar in the 
foreground was removed using the excavator.   
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Figure 3-2: Overlay plan showing the location of excavation areas in relation to the three separate property 

boundaries.  The numbers refer to the lots (102, 103) and the four digit numbers are the context 
numbers used within each property.   
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Figure 3-3: Annotated overlay plan.   
 
 
3.1.2 Archaeological Phases  
The archaeological remains from the site were divided into a series of archaeological phases based on 
the known historical development of the site to help interpret the meaning of the archaeological 
evidence found at the site.  This is an important step in the interpretation process because of the 
general lack of stratigraphy on this site which is typical of Australian historic sites. To understand 
which phase of the site’s occupation the remains belong to, each feature or structures or deposit was 
given a preliminary phasing by the area supervisor, in consultation with the excavation director.  This 
then provides a structure for the detailed description (Section 7) and Section 3 of this report.  These 
phases are:    
 

Phase 1  Natural Landscape – geological time 
Phase 2  Aboriginal Occupation (10,000+BP to 1790s) 
Phase 3  Convict-period  1790-c1810 
 3.1 construction  
 3.2 occupation 
 3.3 demolition/backfilling 
Phase 4  Leaseholders c1810-1840s 
 4.1 rebuilding 
 4.2 occupation 
 4.3 demolition/backfilling 
Phase 5  Residential & Brewery 1830-c1880 
 5.1 construction 
 5.2 occupation 
 5.3 demolition/backfilling 

Site 

ailfjl 

c. 1840 brewery 
Lot
102 

Lot 
103 

          c. 1840 Brewery 

c. 1830s house 

 convict hut site still extant 
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Phase 6  Tramway 1880s onwards 
 6.1 construction 
 6.2 operation 
 6.3 demolition/backfilling 
Phase 7  Later Residential 1880s-1900 
 7.1 construction 
 7.2 occupation 
 7.3 demolition/backfilling 
Phase 8  Maternity Hospital 1950s – 1990s 
 8.1 construction 
 8.2 occupation 
 8.3 demolition/backfilling 

 
Each phase will be discussed in detail in the following sections.  The phases are also used within the 
Harris Matrix which is an illustration of the phasing of the site and how the archaeological remains 
relate to each other and their component parts.   
 
 
3.2 Natural Environment1 
 
Geomorphology 
The township of Parramatta was built on a flight of Late Quaternary river terraces near to the tidal 
(and initially navigable) limit of the Parramatta River.  Remnants of the Holocene floodplain, i.e. 
river terraces formed after postglacial sea levels stabilised about the present day level about 6000 
years ago, occur up to 2m elevation on both sides of the river (Fig. 1).2   
 
Archival and borelog evidence indicate that the pre-settlement topography of the lowest (Holocene) 
terraces was highly irregular due to the prevalence of levee bank remnants (reduced to mounds) and 
back-swamp hollows.3  Some of the latter held permanent freshwater and were used for water 
supplies (Fig. 3-4).  Early plans show one of the creeks draining the upper terraces crossed the 
eastern part of the property, Lot 102E, immediately outside the study site (Figs 2.5, 3-4).  
 
The site had a thick cover of alluvial sediments with two distinct periods of deposition. The subsoil 
close to the creekline was a yellow clay which became more sandy moving westwards, changing to 
red brown sandy clay to clayey sand.4  The sand at Sites 1 and 3 is nearly 2m thick and bleached 
almost white, except for a narrow band of yellow brown sand at a depth of 1.5m.  The sand at site 2 
is quite thin and contains several distinctive thin silty bands.   
 
The extent of bleaching and the absence of any visible layering or stratification in the sand (sites 
1and 3) signifies that it is not a recent deposit.  The surface lies well above the levels of most current 
floods.  The lower parts of sites 1 and 3 were mottled which indicates periods of temporary 
waterlogging.  This is the result of the water table perching on the underlying, less permeable, clayey 
layer.  Chemical analysis from Site 3 showed that the salinity of the thick bleached sand is extremely 
low indicating that any ground water present is likely to have been non-saline and probably quite 
suitable for human consumption.  The deeper red and yellow mottled clay layer (the buried older 
soil) is much more saline and has a high concentration of exchangeable sodium.   
 
The soils within the PCC site and the surrounding hospital areas were formed on a sequence of 
alluvial deposits, with older clayey sediments underlying a thick sandy strongly leached layer closer 
to the surface.  The age of these alluvial sediments is uncertain but the strong degree of profile 
development suggests an advanced age, possibly pre-Glacial, for the underlying brightly mottled 
                                                      
1 This section is based on the two specialist reports completed for the soil and pollen analysis in Section 8.  Roy 
Lawrie, soil scientist at the NSW Department of Agriculture, undertook the soil research and Dr Mike 
Macphail did the pollen analysis.   
2 Mitchell 2003 
3 Lawrie 1982 
4 See specialist soil report Section 8.5.  
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clayey layer.   The overlying sand is not stratified but at site 2 has several wavy silty bands.  This 
probably represents incipient B horizon development and is often seen in other very sandy alluvial 
soils (e.g. doing the Nepean River), beneath younger more stratified layers (having many fine thin 
layers).  This is probably post-Glacial material, deposited when the river experienced much greater 
fluctuations in flow than at present. 
 
 
Pre-Settlement vegetation 
Benson and Howell (1990) propose that at the time of European settlement, the higher river terraces 
at Parramatta were covered by woodlands of grey box (Eucalyptus moluccana) and forest red gum 
(Eucalyptus tereticormis) with an open grassy understorey.  In 1798, a ‘stately grove’ of wattles 
(Acacia) was growing near the present day corner of Church and Macquarie Streets immediately to 
the east of the study site.5   
 
Mangroves (Avicennia marina) are likely to have colonised the river margins up to the tidal limit 
(approximately below O’Connell Street) whilst the common reed (Phragmites australis), paperbarks 
(Melaleuca linariifolia) and rough-barked native apples (Angophora floribunda) occupied wetter and 
drier areas on the river terraces respectively. The sub-saline quality of the groundwater in wells6 
indicates that samphires (Chenopodiaceae-Amaranthaceae) will have colonised areas subject to 
ephemeral flooding, e.g. clay pans on the higher terraces, as well as forming saltmarsh communities 
along the river. 
 

Figure 3-4: Redrawing of Lawrie’s 1980 map of Parramatta showing a range of environmental features as well 
as an early engineering works, the Parramatta barrel drain, built in response to the natural landscape.   

                                                      
5 Jervis 1961:25 
6 Jervis 1961:157 
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Mike Macphail has proposed, based on the pollen analysis from a series of archaeological site in 
Parramatta, a working hypothesis for the pre-1788 vegetation:  
  

Prior to 1790, the higher terraces lining the Parramatta River supported eucalypt woodland or 
forest with a grassy rather than shrub-rich understorey.  Casuarinas were either rare or absent and 
significant percentages of this pollen type are (a) mostly due to long distant transport and 
therefore (b) circumstantial evidence of European clearing (due to the low local pollen influx 
following destruction of the local native vegetation). 

This forest was cleared using fire, allowing native grasses and liverwort populations to colonise 
exposed areas of damp mineral soils.  ‘Agricultural’ weeds such as dandelions had become 
widely naturalised across the same area by the early 1800s. 

Land separating the convict huts is depicted as being ploughed in a c. 1793 pen and wash view of 
George Street from Rose Hill.  However, prior to Sample 39 from 109-113 George St7, there was 
no compelling fossil pollen evidence that ‘broad acre’ crops had been planted on any of the 
allotments fronting onto George Street although grain may have been stored on some of these 
sites.  Conversely the pollen data support the written documentary evidence that orchards were 
planted at the rear of some (most?) convict huts during the 1790s.8 

 
 
Topography9 
The eastern part of the study area sloped down towards the creekline.  This eastern area had been 
built up during the later historic occupation to make the land flatter and therefore more usable.  The 
first raising of levels in this area relates to the c1840 construction of the brewery when the drains 
running eastwards to the creekline were cut through fill laid down to raise the level of natural soils, 
and presumably to provide an even flow for the drain.  Then around c1881, when the terrace house 
was built in Lot 102E, the eastern part of the property was raised by approximately 0.5 to 1m by the 
dumping of fill.  This made the levels in the eastern area closer to the George Street ground levels 
and the levels in Lot 102W.   
 
 
3.3 Aboriginal Occupation  
Parramatta was occupied by the Darug Aboriginal people prior to the arrival of the British in 1788.  
The local clan group were the Burramatta and they spoken the Darug language. Parramatta is part of 
their traditional hunting and fishing grounds.  Being near the river it would have been an important 
area for camping and fishing for 10,000 or more years.  Fish were an important part of the diet of 
people living in the Sydney region in pre-colonial times.  Ducks, mullet, crayfish, shellfish and 
turtles lived in the freshwater streams feeding into Parramatta River.  Fish, shellfish, molluscs and 
eels lived in the saltwater parts of the river. Shellfish remains found in Aboriginal middens include: 
rock oysters, cockles, some mud whelks, mud oysters, winks and horn shells. Aboriginal people used 
canoes made from the bark of the bangalay (E bitryoides) or the stringybark tree (E agglomerates).  
The men used spears and the women shell hooks to catch food from the river.   Food was cooked 
over a fire made at any convenient location (Fig. 3-5).   
 
Aboriginal occupation in Parramatta was documented by the British who set out from Sydney Cove 
to explore the Parramatta River and locate fertile land to grow the crops needed to sustain the new 
arrivals.  Recent archaeological work at the eastern end of George Street indicates the presence of 
Aboriginal people in Parramatta as extending back 15,000 to 22,000 years BP.10  The 109-113 
George Street site is the oldest known archaeological site revealing Aboriginal presence in the 
Sydney region indicating the known location of Aboriginal existence prior to stabilisation of post-
glacial sea levels c6000 year ago.   

                                                      
7 Casey & Lowe project, report in preparation, excavated December 2004.  
8 Mike Macphail email to Mary Casey 22/11/2005.  
9 For detailed discussion of the archaeological evidence see Section 7, Trench Report, Jill Miskella.  
10 Jo McDonald CHM, Excavation Report, 109 George Street, Parramatta, for Landcom.  
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Figure 3-5: Aboriginal family cooking over a fire near the Parramatta River close to modern day George and 
Charles Streets. Note the Byrnes’ mill and the wharf which dominated the eastern end of the township.  
Augustus Earle, c1827, A fire in Parramatta, Picman, ML, SLNSW.   

 
 
With specific reference to the Aboriginal use of this site it was observed by Dr Laila Haglund that:  
 
 Aboriginal heritage material was in early colonial times present on and/or in the surface sediments of the 

site but probably as occasional small scatters.  
 It is likely that the area was not intensively used in pre-colonial times or that evidence of earlier, more 

intensive use had been removed well before this time by natural events such as erosion or floods.11 
 
 
3.4 The Cultural Landscape of Colonial Parramatta (1790 to c1830) 
A series of early images, maps and plans depict a slowly changing Parramatta from 1793 to the 1821.  
These representations help us understand how the Parramatta township developed once George Street 
was laid out and government house constructed on the rising ground at the western end of George 
Street (Figs 3-6, 3-7, 3-8, 3-10, 3-13).  Many of these images are reproduced in Section 2 of this 
report but a few, which have recently turned up, are included below to provide a context for the 
landscape into which the structures and features found at this site fit.  The study area is near the 
western end of George Street, near to Parramatta Park and the surviving buildings of government 
house.   
 
While Governor Philip initially had a small cottage (Fig. 3-8) erected as a government house it was 
replaced by Governor Hunter’s new house (Fig. 3-10) which commenced in April 1799.12  Governor 
King and his wife Anna Josepha had a neat and pretty garden laid out there by 1804 (Fig. 3-10).  By 
1804 the township of Parramatta had expanded beyond the original line of George (High) and Church 
Streets with a series of cross streets with ‘convict huts’ lining many of these streets (Fig. 3-6).  The 
western end of the town was dominated by government house and the domain (Parramatta Park) with 
the early wharf and the military barracks located at the eastern end of the High Street (Figs 3-5, 3-7, 
3-8).  Governor King was administering the colony, prior to Governor Bligh’s arrival in August 
1806, and is more likely to have been responsible for issuing many of the leases identified on the 
1804 plan (Fig. 3-6).13  Both King and Hunter were responsible for issuing leases within the Sydney 
Domain against the directions of Governor Phillip and Governors Bligh and Macquarie sought to 
remove these intrusions into the governor’s grounds.14 
 

                                                      
11 Haglund & Associates, The Parramatta Children’s Court Site, Preliminary Testing on Aboriginal 
Archaeology for Department of Commerce, July 2005.   
12 Rosen 2003:49.  
13 Further research is being undertaken on this question.  
14 Casey 2002.  
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By the arrival of Governor Macquarie on 31 December 1809 there were numerous small cottages 
dotting the Parramatta landscape (Fig. 3-10).  Those that lined the river faced towards the north, an 
indication that these builders had quickly realised that north was the preferred orientation in the 
southern hemisphere.  The northern side of the river was still dominated by the stand of native trees, 
probably eucalypts, shown in Brambila’s 1793 drawing (Fig. 3-9).  Government house sits on the hill 
and overlooks the expanding township.  There was considerable development of Parramatta during 
this period which saw the rebuilding of St Johns Church to a design chosen by Mrs Macquarie as 
well as the rebuilding of Parramatta Government House, the erection of major government 
infrastructure such as the 1818 convict hospital, and a new soldiers barracks (Lancer Barracks),  both 
designed by John Watts (Fig. 3-14).  Further to the east along the river, the Female Orphan School 
was built to a design based on Mrs Macquarie’s family home Airds House, Appin, Scotland.15  There 
was major rebuilding of roads, including Parramatta Road which assisted the expansion of Parramatta 
expanding into a thriving township (Figs 3-12, 3-13).   
 
While the 1790s convict residents resided in wattle and daub huts aligned along George Streets and 
the various cross streets, their continued occupation much after c1800-1809 is unlikely.  Research 
into the two main properties in this study area indicates that by 1809 the two lots were both leased to 
emancipated convicts, both of whom were involved in government service.  Blakefield (Lot 103) was 
a baker and is presumed to have worked for government, and Landrin (Lot 102) was a government 
cooper and is thought to have worked at the nearby government brewery, within the grounds of the 
Governor’s Domain (Parramatta Park).   
 
High (George) Street  
Descriptions of the original High Street noted that it was a very wide avenue and Watkin Tench in 
November 1790 observed ironically that ‘it is to be of such breadth as will make Pall-Mall and 
Portland Place “hide their diminished heads”’.16  Yet this is not the impression conveyed by early 
images of Parramatta (Figs 3-7, 3-8, 3-9, 3-11).  Fenced boundaries enclose all of the properties in 
Evans’ painting (Fig. 3-11) but there are none in Brambila’s 1793 drawing (Fig. 3-9), perhaps 
suggesting that they were erected later, by c1805, and probably during Governor King’s 
administration.  Brambila’s drawing does indicate the use of ditches (right foreground and between 
the huts to the north of High Street), some of which may have also functioned as boundaries but they 
also worked as stormwater drainage lines.  High Street was depicted as narrow in at least four early 
images with extensive front gardens between the huts and the roadway (Figs 3-7, 3-8, 3-9, 3-11).  
The area between the huts and the roadway were probably used as gardens, as suggested by plough 
lines, which are evident in both 1793 and c1805 images (Figs 3-9, 3-11).   
 
The typical interpretation of a wide High Street is based on descriptions and plans.  Annotation on 
the c1792 plan noted ‘High [George] Street 205 [63m] feet wide and __ feet in length’. Church Street 
was 143 (44m) feet wide, Bridge Street (north of O’Connell Street and now within Parramatta Park), 
South Street (Macquarie) was 118 (36.3m) feet wide, Hospital Lane (Marsden Street) was 75 feet 
[23m] wide.17  Morton Herman suggested that Phillip was laying out a grand boulevard, as in a 
Renaissance city or more probably a Baroque layout.  Macquarie then redesigned this alignment and 
caused the houses to be placed on the narrower street alignment.18   This interpretation has generally 
been the accepted one.   
 
The previous discussion indicates that this interpretation needs to be reconsidered in the light of these 
recently published images and the above analysis of what they show.  Previous images showing High 
Street were a single painting19 and a lithograph (Fig. 3.7); the latter must always be treated with 
suspicion if it is the only evidence available for what an area looked like.20  Higginbotham in his 

                                                      
15 Casey 2002.  
16 Tench 1793 (1979):195.  
17 UK Archives, Map CO 700 NSW 4, Town of Parramatta.  
18 Kass et al. 1996:22-23.  
19 The earlier known version of the Brambila drawing.  
20 Casey 2002:ch 5, 62-65. 
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various reports has adopted the interpretation of the streets and layout as being wide but ramshackle.  
In the PHLAMS report it was noted that Phillip’s grand avenue ‘was never really achieved.  Instead a 
haphazard development on larger than normal allotments was a feature of the town until the mid-
nineteenth century’.21  The Conservation Management Plan for the Parramatta Hospital site calls it a 
‘landscape of control’ and notes that the ‘tight regimentation reflected the fact that the majority of 
settlers were convicts and the colonial government sought to impose order on them…the orderly 
settlement of Parramatta went hand-in-hand with government policy’.22  These two different 
interpretations of High Street are an issue for further debate where the archaeological evidence of the 
convict huts may assist in furthering our understanding, as does the preceding discussion of the two 
images.  
 
One tentative interpretation is that with the granting of leaseholds to private individuals there was a 
need to fence property boundaries because of the ‘private ownership’ of these lands rather than those 
occupied by groups of 10 or more convicts where the Crown held title. As discussed above both lots 
within the study area were leased by 1809.  The lease on Lot 102 was given by Lt. Colonel William 
Patterson during the period after Bligh was removed from office.  It is likely that the Evans’ c1805 
painting illustrates the town with private occupation of Parramatta, it is no longer a convict town but 
one occupied by private citizens, many of whom had been convicts.  In addition, on Evans’ c1804 
plan (Fig. 2.2) lines are used to represent the alignment of the original huts, the presence of fences 
within the original 205 ft (63 m) roadway acting as a verge or footpath and a narrower road 
alignment. It is likely that Macquarie was responding to this practice as established (or allowed) by 
King.  Further evidence supporting the new use of the front part of the properties is that it was noted 
in March 1791 that the rear yards of the convict huts were to be used for individual gardens and there 
was no mention of the front yards.23  In addition by April 1793 it is suggested this space is being used 
in relation to the houses rather than as part of the public road.   
 

 
Figure 3-6: Evans’ c1804 plan of Parramatta.  This is not an accurate plan as it shows the approximate study 

area as similar-sized allotments but it does show a building probably within the study area 9arrowed).  
Note the creek line to the east which is the drainage channel in the eastern part of the study area, 
shown as a drain on later plans.  The government granary and brewery were just to the west of the 
study area.  William Evans, the artist who drew this plan, lived across the road from the study area at 
lot no. 8. This plan is based on Meehan’s 1804 survey which Evans was responsible for drawing up.  
Rosen 2003:132, 131. 

 
 
                                                      
21 PHALMS 2000:61.  
22 DPWS 2003:23-24.  
23 HRNSW 3:775.  
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Figure 3-7: Engraving of 
Parramatta, included in 
Collins 1796. This is an 
unreliable depiction of 
Parramatta and should only 
be used with caution and in 
relation to the other images 
presented in Section 2. Note 
the similarity with Figure 3-8 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3-8: View of Parramatta government house and convict huts lining High (George) Street, c1789.  The 
huts on the right are in the general vicinity of the study area.  This image shows Phillip’s government 
house with various additions.  This appears to have influenced the above lithograph (Fig 3-7). Further 
research needs to be undertaken on this image to clarify its provenance and accuracy.  The date, 
c1789, which is on the Mitchell Library catalogue is clearly wrong as High Street and the huts were 
not built prior to July 1790 and the use of weatherboarding is not considered to be used until the repair 
of the huts.  It is possible this view is later.  View of Governor's House, Rosehill, DG, SSV1B/3 
PICMAN, ML.  

 
 
Governor Phillip had of course left the colony some four months earlier, in December 1792, and his 
instructions may no longer have been adhered to although it is doubtful there had been any major 
change since Phillip’s departure and what we see depicted in the April 1793 drawing (Fig. 3-9).  It is 
Parramatta pretty much as Phillip left the township.  As a parallel with the Sydney Domain note that 
during the first interregnum, the period between Philips departure and Governor Hunter’s arrival in 
September 1795, many of Phillip’s instructions regarding the granting of leases were ignored.  This 
practice continued in subsequent administrations and was only halted with the arrival of Governors 
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Bligh and Macquarie who both sought to reinstate Phillip’s boundaries for the Sydney Domain but 
not necessarily his design for the town of Sydney.24   
 
 

Figure 3-9: Brambila’s drawing of Parramatta with huts lining High (George) Street.  This is the original 
drawing given by the Spanish visitors to Lieutenant-Governor Grose who sent it to George III.  The four 
figures in the middle ground are probably Spanish naval officers. The original of this is in the British Library, 
Map Collection. A copy is lodged in ML SPF.  
 
 
 

Figure 3-10: Governor Hunter’s rebuilt house with Governor and Mrs King’s neatly laid out garden.  Compare 
Figure 3-8.  The study area is some 200m east of government house. George Evans, c1805, 
SSVIB/Parr/12, ML, SLNSW.  

                                                      
24 Casey 2002: chs 7-12.  
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Figure 3-11: View to east along High (George) with all of the lots within paling-fenced boundaries, convict 
huts set back from the road and plough marks indicating cultivation in the front and rear areas of most 
properties.  George Evans, watercolour, c1805, Caroline Simpson Collection, Historic Houses Trust.  

 
 

Figure 3-12: A view of Parramatta/Port Jackson, c1809, looking north across Parramatta River near where 
Smith Street meets the river.  The gaol on the right was located immediately opposite Church Street. 
Painter unknown. Compare with the 1804 plan, Fig. 3-6. PXD 388 vol.3 f.6, ML, SLNSW.  
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Figure 3-13: This painting gives some idea of how Parramatta expanded in the 10 years following the arrival of 
Governor and Mrs Macquarie.  West View of Parramatta, 1819, Joseph Lycett, ML 53, ML, SLNSW. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3-14: The new government house at Parramatta, built for Governor and Mrs Macquarie by John Watts, 
architect.  It shows Louis and Rose de Freycinet, French travellers, meeting Governor Macquarie.  
They were in Sydney in 1819.  Pic/9265/1 LOC 2611*, NLA.  
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3.5 Lot 102 West – Archaeology 
This property contained most of the archaeological remains found during the archaeological program 
as well as the remains of the main convict hut which is conserved within the Conservation Zone (Fig. 
3-3).  In historical terms it was originally the same property as Lot 102 East but they were partitioned 
in the 1830s into two separate lots.  They are referred to as Lot 102E and Lot 102W throughout this 
report.  See Section 2 for detailed discussion of the history of Lot 102W.  This property had a 
reasonably complex historical development:  
 
Summary of Known Development  

 Convict hut built c1790.  
 December 1809 leased to Anthony Landrin, French prisoner-of-war.   
 Thought to be occupied by Samuel Larkin by 1824, and possibly earlier.  
 Structure in the location of the ‘convict hut’ described as weatherboard in 1824, may have 

been a rebuild of the original structure.  
 Partition of Lot 102 into eastern and western lots in 1836.  
 Cordelia Larkin sells property to Edye Manning in July 1838.  Manning sold in July 1838 to 

a syndicate for £500.  
 Brewery complex built and operational by January 1841 and demolished after 1859, 

probably by 1865 (Figs 2-7, 2-8).  Leased and operated by Patrick Hayes.  Hayes also had a 
lease on Lot 103.  

 Structure in the location of the ‘convict hut’ was shown as being masonry in 1844 (Fig. 2-7). 
 House built on street frontage between 1831 and 1844; it is listed in the rate assessment 

books in 1865 as having six bedrooms.  
 Additional structures at the rear of the property by 1894, probably the Cumberland Bacon 

Curing Co listed in Sands, 1891 to 1896.   
 In 1893 and 1894 Sands identifies the house was operating as a boarding house.   
 New structure in rear area by 1905, probably tram-related as property owned by Sydney 

Ferries from 1901. 
 Eastern extensions of tram shed extends into this area by 1905.  
 Maternity hospital built in 1950s.  
 No change in property boundary once it was partitioned in 1836 until it became absorbed 

into the hospital grounds and eventually sold to the Attorney-General’s Department in the 
1990s.  

 
 
3.5.1 Phase 3: Convict Occupation 1790-c1810 
The main archaeological evidence for convict occupation of Lot 102W would be the remains of the 
remains of the convict hut which are conserved unexcavated within the Conservation Zone and 
therefore was not the subject of archaeological excavation as part of this program (Plan 3).  It is 
anticipated that other remains may survive in association with this hut and are therefore within the 
Conservation Zone.  These remains may include deposits associated with the occupation of the hut, 
evidence for rebuilding of the hut, and the nature of the various phases of reconstruction.  The 
remains of the convict hut and the rebuilds are to be conserved in perpetuity.  The convict-period 
remains have been approximately located on Plan 3.   
 
No specific remains found within Lot 102W were considered likely to be associated with the convict-
period occupation, except perhaps for a trench running east-west between the eastern creekline and 
the storage cellar.  No evidence for this trench extended westwards beyond the cellar but it certainly 
appears to pre-date the construction of the cellar as there is no specific relationship between the two 
sets of remains.  The phasing is based on the general absence of artefacts found in the fill from a test 
hole dug into the fill.  The function of this trench is ambivalent—it may have been to provide 
drainage of the area but in this case there should have been evidence of alluvial deposition or 
recutting of the channel by flowing water.  Neither sets of evidence were found.  The natural sand in 
the area should have provided quick draining of rainwater, questioning the need for a drainage 
trench.  Therefore there is ambivalence around the function of this trench.    
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Most of the pre-brewery remains are thought to be associated with the leaseholder occupation rather 
than with the convict occupation.  While some may be associated with Anthony Landrin the main 
deposits are thought to belong to the Larkin family.  Due to the uncertainty of placing any remains or 
artefacts within the convict period-occupation the early period remains are discussed in the following 
section on Leaseholders.   
 
 
3.5.2 Phase 4: Leaseholders c1810-c1830s 
Plans 3 and 3.1, 3.2 illustrate the main archaeological evidence found outside the Conservation Zone 
that are interpreted as relating to this period of occupation.  These include a brick storage cellar at the 
rear of the site, a potential drainage channel, an east-west fenceline, rubbish pits immediately to the 
south and north of the Conservation Zone and some brick flagging (Plans 3, 3.1, 3.2).  For detailed 
descriptions of these remains see Section 7.  It is not the purpose of Section 3 to present the detailed 
recording of the remains but to synthesise and interpret these remains.  Therefore Section 3 draws on 
Section 7, the detailed description of the archaeological remains, as well as a range of specialist 
reports included in Section 8.  The artefacts from the main deposits are discussed in more detail in 
Section 4.   
 
Lot 102W 
Storage Cellar25 
 
Construction 
The majority of convict hut sites excavated by Casey & Lowe have been found to have storage 
structures or pits of various types.  Storage structures include:  

 barrel pits where a barrel has been sunk into the ground – George & Charles Streets, cnr 
Smith & George Streets ‘Babes in the Woods’ (Higginbotham; Mary Casey was a 
supervisor on this site).   

 clay-lined pits – two at George & Charles Streets.  
 blue stone-lined storage pit - George & Charles Streets.  
 brick storage pit – Parramatta Children’s Court Site. 
 timber-lined pits at 109-113 George Street.  

 
Storage Cellar 
A rectangular structure built with pale orange flat sandstock bricks, stretcher facing inwards, sandy 
mud mortar, and measured 2300 x 1750 x 970mm (7.5ft x 5.6ft x 3ft) where it survived (Plans 3, 3.1, 
7; Photos 3-1 to 3-3).  In the eastern third of the pit there were two post holes in either wall which 
may have been added later but presumably provided additional structure for the roof of the pit.  The 
roof appears to have been covered with clay roofing tiles.   
 
 
Backfilling the Storage Cellar 
The demolition and backfilling of the storage cellar appears to have happened around the late 1830s 
and probably no later than 1840.  For detailed discussion of the dating of the cellar deposits see 
Section 4.  It is presumed that the demolition and backfilling of the cellar was related to the 
construction of the brewery and the removal of non-brewery related structures within this area.  The 
backfilling deposits therefore belong to the end of the occupation by the leaseholders although the 
artefacts do suggest that they were items used throughout the first part of the nineteenth century by 
the occupants of the house rebuilt on the site of the convict hut.    
 
The storage cellar was partly damaged by modern activities on the site when it was cut by a service 
trench and by a 1950s maternity hospital footing which cut into the top of the cellar.  Both of these 
activities may have introduced some later materials into the deposits, causing some limited 
contamination from later artefacts.  The two lower deposits at the bottom of the cellar (3960, 3961) 

                                                      
25 See Section 7:29-32.  
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both contained large quantities of the double lug type of roofing tile.  These tiles were found 
throughout the main deposits within the cellar (Table 3-1).26   
 
 

 
 
Photo 3-1: View to west of the 
eastern section (Plan 7) through the 
various fill deposits within storage 
cellar (3957), Lot 102W. Note the 
quantities of artefacts at the base of 
the section. The brick structure was 
associated with the two post holes 
on either side. The bricks were all 
pale orange flat sandstocks. Digital 
photo Wk 4: P4290091, Scale 1m  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-2: View to northwest of the 
fully excavated storage cellar 3957, 
Lot 102W. Note the line of the 
service trench to the west of the 
surviving brick wall.  Digital photo 
Wk 4: P4290110, Scale 1m  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Table 3-1: Quantities of tile fragments were found 
within the backfill of the storage cellar. A total of 71.8 
kg or the equivalent of a minimum number of 149 
tiles.    
 

 
 

                                                      
26 See Section 8.3 for further details.   

Context No Frags MIC Weight (gm) 
3958 9 4 744 
3959 64 22 4899 
3960 243 45 27,332 
3961 289 70 33,873 
4050 30 8 4935 

 635 149 71,783 
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Photo 3-3: Western section of the backfill of the storage cellar. Compare with Figure 3-15.  Note the roofing 
tile projecting from the fill deposits as well as some fragments of ceramic.  Digital photo Wk 4: 
P4290092, Scale 1m  

 

 
Figure 3-15: Section through fills in eastern half of storage cellar (3957). Detail from Plan 7, Vol 3, Section 

12.  
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Figure 3-16: Drawing of roofing tile from context 3961 (cat. no.:26320). Note the two attached projections at 

the top. The attachment at the top is taken from a non-joining section of roofing tile. Dimensions are 
310mm x 140mm x 14mm.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-4: Fragments of roofing tile from the storage cellar.  
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The cellar deposits contained a total of 71.8 kg of roofing tiles, with the majority coming from 
contexts 3960 and 3961 (Table 3.1; Fig. 3-16, Photo 3-4).  This suggests that the roof of the cellar 
was tiled on a timber-frame structure supported on at least the two timber posts.  It is possible there 
were two other posts to the west where the sewer line cut thought the end of the storage cellar.  It is 
assumed that when the above-ground sections of the cellar were being demolished the tiled roof 
collapsed into the cellar.  This is a typical practice with the demolition of buildings.27  Few of the tile 
pieces joined to form complete tiles so there was clearly some additional disturbance of these tiles.  It 
is noted that tile fragments were found throughout the five main fill deposits although the 
concentration was clearly in the two lower deposits.  It should be noted that 4050 was mainly an 
isolated lense of sand between 3961 and 3960 and was found only in the northern part of the eastern 
area.  
 
The type of roofing tile found in this deposit was the first occurrence seen of this tile type with its 
double lug attachment (Photo 3-4; Fig. 3-16).  It is rare to find early roofing tiles in any quantity and 
certainly not in the quantity found in the cellar.  Previously known types of tiles found had a different 
method of attaching the tile to the roof structure, either a single lug or holes through which pegs were 
placed (Section 8.3).  With results from recent work at the adjacent site of the Parramatta Hospital 
and the PCC site we have now found evidence for three different types of attachments on locally-
made roofing tiles being used in Parramatta.  Recent excavations on the corner of Marsden and 
Macquarie Streets found this type of roofing tile.  Because no evidence for the type of roofing tile 
found at the PCC site has been found in the Sydney CBD it is likely that this particular roofing tile 
was made at Parramatta by a manufacturer who used a technique that was different to the traditional 
technique known from sites such as First Government House.28   
 
Date of Construction 
It is assumed that the cellar was built as part of the leaseholder occupation (c1809-1838) because:  

1. The cellar construction type is not seen at other sites, suggesting that it was the preference of 
an individual rather than a storage type mandated by government or by the same group of 
builders or supervisors.   

2. The need to presumably store food, may relate to the presence of possible fruit trees in the 
garden.   

3. The need for a store reveals the presence of a food surplus and/or seed for planting in the 
following year; this was likely to be quite rare during the convict-period occupation of the 
site as most convicts were provided rations from the government store.  The convicts were 
also encouraged to grow fresh fruit and vegetables in their gardens.  

 
The storage cellar could relate to the occupation of the site either by Landrin, who possibly planted 
an orchard, or Larkin who worked at the government store and may have had access, authorised or 
unauthorised, to additional food sources or was picking from the trees planted in the garden and 
reported on in 1824.   
 
 
Pollen Analysis of Backfilled Material 
Pollen sample 58 was taken from the natural soil (3920) which formed the base or floor of this 
structure and sample 29 from a fill layer (3960) within the cellar (Photo 3-1 to 3-3).  The pollen 
analysis found that context 3920 had a range of plant pollens: 
 
Sample 58 – natural soil in bottom of cellar 
In this instance, the pollen of edible plants appears to have infiltrated into a Pleistocene? sand 
underlying the structure and provides additional support for its use as a storeroom.  Relative 
abundances of Brassicaceae pollen as high as 30 percent are extremely rare and imply that vegetable 

                                                      
27 ie the CSR site, Casey & Lowe 2000.  
28 Proudfoot et al.  
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taxa stored in the structure included cabbage, turnip and/or rape (canola).  The Chenopodiaceae count 
(2%) may also represent an edible species in this context, e.g. Chenopodium album (fat hen).29   
 
Sample 29 – fill 3960 in storage cellar 
The concentration data strongly implies that the edible pollen types come from foodstuffs stored in 
the underground structure (cereals, vegetables [peas and members of the cabbage/turnip and 
umbellifer families], and fruit 'prunus' and a type resembling apple or pear).  An alternative 
explanation - that the sediment used to infill the structure came from a vegetable garden/orchard - is 
discounted because of the very low representation of dandelions.  It is tempting to link the prunus and 
apple pollen with trees planted by Anthony Landrin or Samuel Larkin.30  Prunus species include 
almond, apricot, cherry, nectarine, peach and plums.   
 
As observed by Macphail:  

Samples associated with the cellar/store (ACN 3957) are an exception to the above 
generalisations in (almost) every respect.  Not only do the microfloras from the lower infill (SS-
29) and underlying 'natural sand' (SS-58) strongly support the inferred function of the structure, 
and provide independent evidence of plant species underpinning the early Colonial food 
economy, they also under score the self-reliance of the early Colonialists.  To elaborate: 

At present vegetables are harvested before producing viable flowers, and some of these and many 
fruit species do not produce viable (or any) seeds.  An example is the seedless grape.  This cannot 
have been the case in the early Colonial period since vegetables picked before flowering, and 
processed grains and fruits, would not have left a palynological 'signature' in the sediments.  A 
not unreasonable conclusion is that the structure was used to store unmilled cereals, legumes, 
fruit and other plant foods produced in a given year and also home-grown seed for replanting 
crops and gardens in the following year.  This in turn may indicate an unavoidable? need for self-
reliance that is at odds with the documented 'charitable' role of the Government stores in 
supplying the settlers' needs.31   

 
While ambivalent about the meaning of the variety of edible species within fill 3960 it is clear that 
there was definitely some evidence for the storage of cabbage, turnips and rape seed (canola) in the 
base of the storage cellar.  The absence of dandelions suggests that the fill was not from a garden but 
it is difficult to see how the storage cellar would have continued to be used once it started to be 
backfilled, particularly once the roof had collapsed into the lower part of the cellar.  As Figure 3-15 
illustrates this deposit was around 400mm above the floor of the cellar which also does not support 
its use for storage at this time.  It is possible that there was another reason for the presence of this 
edible pollen profile within this deposit but there was no other similar evidence in the other nine 
samples from the site that were examined to support the presence of these plants on the site.   
 
Palynologist Mike Macphail does agree that it is:  

possible to envisage (mostly non-garden) compost contexts where dandelions could be absent, 
for example a kitchen ‘midden’ that was kept free of weeds by the continuing addition of food 
scraps (represented by cereal, pea, prunus and? crucifer pollen) and other domestic refuse. 

If so then it is probable that the high (52%) count of small/corroded eucalypt grains was sourced 
from flowering branches used as kindling in domestic fire places?  From soil accumulating 
during the convict clearance phase (also characterised by high relative abundances of 
small/corroded eucalypt pollen, usually in association with frequent to common liverwort 
spores).32 

 
Therefore it is most likely that the edible pollen evidence represents the remains of food consumed at 
the time of the backfilling of the cellar.  These foods were typical of what was consumed within the 
house, rebuilt on the site of the convict hut in Lot 102W, at this time and can be presumed to 
represent a range of foods grown on the site.  It is uncertain if the pollen evidence provides a basis 
                                                      
29 Macphail, see Section 8.4.  
30 Macphail, see Section 8.4. 
31 Macphail, see Section 8.4. 
32 Mike Macphail email to Mary Casey 22/11/2005. 
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for the type of foods being grown within the rear yard of this property, although it could in effect 
represent both these types of activities.   
 
 
Artefacts  
For a detailed discussion of the artefacts from the storage cellar see each of the three specialist 
reports in Section 8.  There is an overview in Section 4.  The storage cellar contained a range of early 
artefacts among which were sherds from 237 ceramic vessels and 110 glass items, including remains 
of 91 bottles.33  Among the ceramics were remains of 26 lead-glazed vessels, some of which were 
near complete: a chamber or poe, a washbasin, as well as remains of 16 pans, generally used for a 
range of food preparation activities such as dairying and bread making.  Many of the lead-glazed 
vessels are considered to be locally made.  Among the locally-made pottery—were three items that 
appear to have been produced so as to imitate imported pottery, the knob of a teapot in the style of 
annular cream ware (Photo 3-5), a wash basin with incised lines in brown and green also imitating 
annular creamware, and a thick grey-glazed base, possible of a shape similar to a Chinese tea bowl.  
Chinese export, kitchen ch’ing and armorial porcelain and the base of stoneware bowls were found, a 
total of 84 vessels in a range of forms: bowls, teabowls, cups, saucers, plates, platters, the lid of a tea 
pot, and a tureen.  The typical patterns’ of ‘Nanking’ and ‘Canton’ dominated the Chinese ceramics 
found at the site but the finds of a few fragments of armorial porcelain, with nuptial birds, is not so 
typical for Parramatta or Sydney.   
 
Among the glass artefacts was an unusual salt cellar in a style popular from the 1750s.34  Also found 
were fragments of stemware with trumpet-shaped bowls with plain stems and conical feet (1760+); a 
press-moulded tumbler (1820s+), a pattern-moulded dish with ground pontil scar (1760+) and a 
pattern-moulded tumbler with a solid glass pontil scar (1820+).  Many of the remains of the 
beer/wine bottles date from the late eighteenth to early nineteenth century.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photo 3-5: Knob from lid of teapot imitating annular  
creamware.  

 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3-17: (right) Drawing of teapot knob. Franz Reidel, 
3958/21613 

                                                      
33 See specialists reports in Sections 8.1 and 8.2.  
34 Harris report, Section 8.2.  
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Photo 3-6: Locally-made lead-glazed 
earthenware chamber pot from the 
storage cellar, 4050/21647. Scale, b&w 
gradations are 1cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photo 3-7: Range of lead-glazed pottery from the storage cellar and some pits to the south of the Conservation 
Zone. Scale 10cm 

 
 
Other artefacts included an unusual spur from a riding boot which does not conform to British 
military types; an early type of bone-handled fork with two prongs rather than three prongs; two 
copper lids, hand beaten and riveted, and belonged to a matching set of possible kitchen pots or 
containers; two possible farthing coins which had perhaps been dropped in the garden and swept up 
unnoticed into the cellar during the final clearance.35   
 
 
 
                                                      
35 Stocks report 8.3.  
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Other Leaseholder-period Remains  
 
Northern Area  
In the northern part of the site was an east-west fenceline evidenced by remains of six post holes 
(Plan 3, 3.1).  The fence ran at a slight angle to the George Street alignment.  There was no evidence 
for the extension of the connection of this fenceline to any north-south fencelines.  The phasing of 
this fenceline is based on the stratigraphic relationship between the post holes and their burial 
beneath the c1840 brewery floor.   
 
Three other features, one of which was buried beneath the brewery floor, were odd-shaped circular 
pits (Photo 3-8).  These large features were all backfilled with lenses of sterile sand containing few 
artefacts, indicating the backfilling was about refilling the hole made by the removal of the tree bole 
rather than excavation of a hole for rubbish disposal.  There was little evidence for organic material 
in these features which may be associated with decaying organic deposits. The interpretation of these 
three pits is that they were produced by the removal of trees growing in the area prior to the 
construction of the c1840 brewery.  Other than these three holes no other evidence was found for the 
orchard mentioned in the historical record as being on this property.  This may have been because of 
the modern disturbance in the northern parts of the site but this is uncertain.  It is surprising that more 
tree boles were not found within this area.  It is also notable the nearby sample of natural soil (SS36) 
examined for pollen contained no evidence of edible species (Plan 3.1; Section 8.4:13). This sample 
was in the top of natural that was beneath the brewery floor and would have been subject to levelling 
and clearance and other construction-related impacts during the building of the brewery.  Tree boles 
have been found at other sites, notably the Conservatorium Site.36   
 
 

 
 
Photo 3-8: View to 
northeast Lot 102W. Note 
the pre-brewery fenceline 
probably associated with 
the convict hut occupation 
and remains of three 
holes, probably tree boles 
(3914, 3921, 4031). 
Digital photo Wk 4: 
P4270066, Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Southern Area 
In the southern area, to the south of the Conservation Zone, was a small area of brick paving and a 
group of pits (Photos 3-9 to 3-11).  These features have been placed in Phase 4: Leaseholders.  The 
paving may have been associated with the latter rebuilding of the convict hut as by 1844 it was 
shown as being a masonry building (Fig. 2-7).  There was demolition material in this area and there 
was more rubble bricks and mortar in the southern section of the Conservation Zone, suggesting that 
the demolition material and rubble were coming from the north rather than eastwards from 
                                                      
36 Casey & Lowe 2002 

Bole 4031 
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Brewery wall footing 
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demolition of the brewery.  Therefore it is thought that the brick surface and the rubble demolition 
relates to the demolition of the third structure built on the site of the convict hut.   
 
It is uncertain which of the three structures in this area this group of pits was associated with.  These 
pits were certainly rubbish pits and were connected to each other in space and time as they contained 
joining sherds of six different vessels among the three pits.37  In a few cases there were three different 
sherds from the same vessel in three pits.  The typical model for digging of rubbish pits is that they 
are excavated behind the house and away from major activity areas.  Yet these are at the front of the 
rebuilt house on the site of the convict hut which would typically suggest that they are not associated 
with the occupation of the hut/house.  These pits could be associated with the c1830s timber and 
masonry house built on the George Street frontage (discussed below) or even possibly with the Emu 
brewery.  Admittedly the domestic nature of the artefacts from these pits tends to suggest that the 
contents of these pits came from either the convict-hut house or the 1830s house as does the 
contemporary nature of the artefacts from the pits and the storage cellar.  The absence of bricks 
associated with the 1830s house does tend to support that the contents of the pits were associated 
with the convict-hut house.  This issue will be discussed further in Section 4.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-9: Looking south over the brick paving and brick-rubble filled pits to the south of the Conservation 
Zone. Digital photo Wk 3: P4270066.  
 

                                                      
37 Section 8.1: table 2.3. 
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Photo 3-10: Looking west along 
the edge of the Conservation 
Zone showing rubble building 
materials, the brick paving and 
rubble pits. Note how the rubble 
and mortar is coming from the 
direction of the section to the 
right. Digital photo Wk 3: 
P4130007, Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-11: Looking north over 
the excavated pits and the brick 
paving. Digital photo Wk 3: 
P4160059, Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Lot 103 
The only remains clearly thought to belong to Phase 3 or 4 within Lot 103 are a few post holes to the 
north of the Conservation Zone (Plan 3, 3.1).  These indicate two possible parallel fencelines that 
may have formed part of a structure at the rear of the site.  
 
A well was also found to the north of the Conservation Zone in Lot 103.  We do not have any clear 
evidence to say when it was excavated.  It may have been excavated during Phase 3 and 4 or perhaps 
later during the operation of the brewery and the construction of the terraces along the street frontage 
in Phase 5.  The backfilling of the well clearly dates to Phase 5 and it will be discussed in further 
detail there.  The well deposits are discussed in detail in the three specialist artefact reports (Sections 
8.1, 8-2, 8-3 and Section 4).    
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3.5.3 Phase 5: Residential & Brewery 1830s–c1900  
Plans 4, 4.1 and 4.2 illustrate the main archaeological evidence found outside the Conservation Zone 
that are interpreted as relating to this period of occupation.  For detailed descriptions of the remains 
in Lots 102W, 103, and 102E see Section 7.  It is not the purpose of Section 3 to present the detailed 
recording of the remains but to provide an overview, synthesis and interpretation of these remains.  
Therefore, Section 3 draws on Section 7 as well as a range of specialist reports included in Section 8.  
Only the major archaeological features and deposits are discussed in this section.   
 
Remains in this phase and within Lot 102 W are the remains of the Emu brewery (c1840–c1865), the 
timber and masonry house to the south of the brewery (c1830s–1920s) and a nearby east-west 
fenceline that probably created a boundary between the house and the brewery.  It should be noted 
that the convict-hut house was probably not demolished until after 1844 as it is illustrated on the 
1844 plan (Fig 2.7) and therefore survives into this phase.  The demolition of this structure and all 
associated remains have been placed in Phase 4 for convenience and to illustrate the generally 
perceived shift between these two phases.  It is likely that the convict-hut house on Lot 103 ceased to 
be used as a residence when the brewery was built and may have been used in association with the 
brewery and probably was demolished soon afterwards.  There are some remains in Lot 102E dating 
to Phase 5 but they are associated with the Emu brewery and will be discussed in that section.   
 
Few remains were found in Lot 103 except for a well.  It was most likely excavated out by c1830 and 
possibly earlier.  It appears to have been backfilled towards the end of Phase 5, 1860s or 1870s.   
 
Lot 102W 
 
Emu Brewery 
The Emu Brewery was operational by January 1841 when it was recorded as one of two breweries in 
Parramatta.  Patrick Hayes was the operator of the brewery until its sale in 1859.  It appears to have 
been demolished by 1865.  There is no mentioned of it in the first Council rate assessment books for 
1865.  Much of the brewery structure had been removed during its demolition, presumably for the 
sale of the stone and brick materials when it was no longer seen to have an commercial value as an 
operating venture.  The brewery does not appear to have been a commercial success and aspects of its 
machinery were possibly sold by 1850.  For a description of the operations of contemporary 
breweries see Section 8.3, Appendix 1.   
 
Building the Brewery 
 
Site preparation 
This involved the clearing of trees as described in Section 3.3.2.  At least three trees were removed 
from the northern part of the site, a fenceline demolished and possibly the brick storage cellar 
backfilled, probably with soil/compost and a range of artefacts from the Lot 102W convict-hut house 
although the house remained until after 1844.  The brewery was built on level ground at the top of the 
slope, before it fell away to the east and down to the creek line (Photos 3-12, 3-13).  Shallow fill, or 
perhaps alluvial deposits, were found in the eastern area where the brewery drain cut through it.  
 
The Structure  
The brewery was a large rectangular two-storey stone structure, with a brick superstructure. It had a 
large cellar at the southern end and a flagged stone floor in the northern part (Plan 4, 4.1, 4.2).  The 
brewery was aligned north-south, and faced southwards to George Street.  It was set back off George 
Street behind an earlier house (Plan 4).  The brewery was 42m (136ft) long and 8m (26ft) wide 
(internal width), 9m external face to external face (29.5ft) of the surviving wall trenches at the 
northern end.  The cellar void measured 11.75m x 6.65m (38.2ft x 21.6ft) and varied in depth from 
1100mm (3.6ft) to 1400mm (4.5ft) from ground level (Photo 3-13).  Evidence for internal 
configuration of the northern section of the building was provided by the presence of three regularly 
spaced stone pads which would have supported internal columns running north-south along the 
centre of the northern part of the brewery. 
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Photo 3-12: View to northwest 
from the southeast corner showing 
the slope eastwards down to the 
creekline.  The brick footings of 
the house in the foreground are 
built in fill.  Digital photo: 
P3300026, Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-13: View to east showing 
the cut for the brewery cellar.  Fill 
to the left was left in place so as 
not to destabilise the section 
within the Conservation Zone.  
Note the cut for the staircase 
entrance into the cellar and the 
sump just before the scale. Robbed 
wall trench runs along the southern 
edge of the cellar. Digital photo: 
Wk 3, P4130014, Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-14: Western end of the 
brewery cellar with the remains of 
a stone footing, Lot 102W, 
southern area. Note that the cellar 
fill extends further to the west. 
Digital photo Wk 3: P4130013, 
Scale 1m. 
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Photo 3-15: View to north over the 
yellow shell and sand mortar 
bedding that was the base for a 
flagged floor that was completely 
removed. Note the clear 
demarcation on the eastern and 
western sides where the building 
ends. Cut by maternity hospital 
footings. Digital photo Wk 4: 
P4190102, Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-16: Sump and drain 
running to the north, in the floor of 
the brewery cellar, Lot 102W, Area 
C. Digital photo Wk 3: P4160071, 
Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-17: Looking eastwards 
along the end of the drain running 
to the creekline. Wk 4: P4190112, 
Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Yellow shell mortar 
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They were located at approximate centres of 4.2m (13.6ft) from the side walls.  Along the eastern 
side the building projected outwards as shown on the 1844 plan (Fig. 2-7).  This may have been the 
base of a small tower or chimney.  In the area of the cellar only one course of the western stone 
footing survived (Photo 3-14).   
 
In the eastern end of brewery cellar floor there was a sump designed to collect water and feed it into a 
box drain running northwards before turning to the east to empty into the creekline (Photos 3-13, 3-
16, 3-17).  There was no base to the drain and the bricks were laid in a gravely material.  It may have 
been a possible soak pit below the brick drain.  This gravely fill was excavated to a depth of 550mm 
but it still continued deeper.  The sump and box drain were made with flat sandstock bricks with no 
mortar.  The sump was eight courses deep while the drain was up to six courses in depth.  The bricks 
measured 230 x 120 x 70mm.   
 
 
The Demolition  
As noted above nearly all of the stone and brick building materials used in the brewery were removed 
with the demolition of the brewery.  The void of the cellar was backfilled with a large quantity of 
demolition material, rubble stone and broken sandstock bricks.  The bricks in the demolition rubble 
were the same as those found in the drain and sump, suggesting they were related to the construction 
and demolition of the brewery.  Also found within the demolition material were large pieces of metal, 
some with regularly spaced small holes and they would have acted as a type of industrial-scale 
strainer within the brewery.   
 
Two of the artefact specialists (Ward and Stocks) consider that the artefacts from the backfill of the 
brewery were not associated with brewery-related activities as they were domestic in nature, possibly 
coming from nearby houses during the demolition of the brewery (Section 8.1, 8.3).  The dating of 
the cellar demolition, based on Parramatta rate assessments, would suggest that it was demolished by 
1865.  Yet there are a number of artefacts in this deposit that date after this time.  A gas nozzle and 
bracket found in the brewery rubble dates after 1873 as gas was not connected to Parramatta until 
after this time.38 
 
Within the demolition fill 234 ceramic fragments were recovered, comprising 86 items.  An ink 
bottle with a manufacturer’s mark of Lovatt & Lovatt dates from 1895.  Yet all the other basemarked 
ceramics (5) would fit into the pre-1865 date range.  If we assume that the cellar was backfilled at the 
same time the brewery was demolished then we also need to assume that most if not all the artefacts 
should date prior to 1865.  
 
Five glass artefacts were also found to date later than 1865:  

• marble stopper and part of the body from a Codd-patented aerated water bottle (1875–
1930s)   

• an oil/vinegar bottle with a registered basemark, with the date of 6 Feb, 1879 
• Vici Leather Dressing (leather dressing), (1880s+–1930s) 
• pickles/chutney bottle (1880–1940)  
• bottle dated from 1893.  

 
The dates of these eight artefacts, the time at which they were first manufactured, are in conflict with 
the historical evidence which suggests the brewery was demolished by 1865.  If this is accurate it 
therefore suggests these eight items were introduced into the backfill of the brewery later than the 
demolition of the brewery.  It is possible that the deposits of the brewery were disturbed by the post-
1865 occupants of the site who may have continued to use it to some extent as their backyard and 
disposed of these later artefacts into later pits excavated into the demolition backfill of the brewery.  
It is also possible they were introduced into this fill at the time of the construction of the 1950s 
maternity hospital.  A further source of disturbance may have been the c1990 demolition of the 
maternity hospital and the making of the carpark.  The top of the backfill of the brewery was 
                                                      
38 Stocks, Section 8.3.  
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immediately below any carpark levelling material and therefore it would have been relatively easy to 
introduce artefacts into this deposit (Photo 3-18).  In addition, as this demolition material was 
excavated by machine, small intrusions or pits would not have been visible.   
 
 

 
 
 
Photo 3-18: View to east showing 
the initial machine cleaning of the 
backfilled material within the 
brewery.  Red line outlines the 
corner of the brewery cut. Note 
the 1950s concrete strip footing 
cutting though the top of the 
demolition fill (arrowed). Wk 1, 
P4010003. Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
1830s to 1903 House 
The 1830s house was built after 1831 and prior to 1844 based on the evidence of two of the plans 
(Figs. 2-6, 2-7).  Therefore it was built by one of four possible owners: perhaps prior to the death of 
Samuel Larkin (1835) or during the ownership of Lot 102W by Cordelia Larkin or after it was sold to 
Edye Manning in July 1838 or even by the brewery syndicate who bought the property in July 1838 
for £500.  The syndicate members were Arthur Scowler, Patrick Anderson and John Neilson who 
took out a mortgage of £1000 from the Bank of New South Wales.  The purchase price of £500 for 
the property by the syndicate suggests that there may have been two houses on the property in 1838 
at this time as it is very expensive price for a property with a single house.   
 
The house was described in 1859 as a ‘a neat brick, six roomed verandah cottage on a stone 
foundation, and let to a good tenant’.39  The house was still standing in 1902 and 1903 but was 
demolished by 1904.40  At that time it was occupied by Alfred Horsley, a farrier.41  Residents of this 
house between 1865 and 1903 included: Samuel Binge (1865), James Chisholm (1869-1870), George 
Boyce (1874-1894), James Klein Jnr (1895), and Alfred Horsley (1898-1902).  George Boyce 
appears to be the only long-term resident, with at least a 20 year occupation.   
 
There is a direct physical relationship between the house and the brewery as the house is immediately 
south of the brewery (Plans 2, 4, 5, 5.2).  There was little or no room between the rear wall of the 
house and the southern wall of the brewery.  There was an east-west fenceline at the corner of the 
brewery that provided a demarcation between the brewery and residential areas (Plan 4).  This line 
linked up with an earlier north-south fenceline which provided the property boundary between Lots 
102E and 102W.   
 
The remains of the house consisted of a sandstone footing for the western wall, a robbed wall trench 
for part of the northern wall, a brick footing probably part of a verandah and a timber structure 
evidenced by a series of post holes creating a rectangular structure with a central partition (Plans 4,  
                                                      
39 Sydney Morning Herald, 13 April 1859, 11.  
40 Rates tables, this report, Section 2, p37, Table 2.2.  
41 Sands Directory 1903.  
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Photo 3-19: View to east of the 
western stone footing of the 1830s 
house and the northern robbed 
footing trench (arrowed). 
Excavation on the timber part of 
the house (left) has not yet 
commenced. George Street is to 
the right, Wk 1, P4010018 Scale 
1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-20: View to east of the 
post holes for the timber part of 
the house. Note the regular lines 
of the structure and the central 
partition wall with three post 
holes. Note the closeness of the 
brewery cellar (left). An east-west 
fence line separates the southern 
part of Lot 102W from the main 
property occupied by the brewery. 
Wk 3, P4160078. Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-21: Detail of three 
postholes of the 1830s house.  The 
post pipes are larger than normal 
and the material backfilled into the 
post holes when the posts were 
removed contained quite a lot of 
white clay which made the fill 
quite hard to excavate.  Wk 3, 
P4130016. Scale 1m.  
 
 
 

Fenceline 
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4.2; Photos 3-19, 3-20, 3-21).  The sandstone footing is presumed to have had a brick superstructure 
for the front part of the house.   
 
Post holes are created by excavating a hole (post cut), placing the post upright then backfilling 
around the post, usually with the soil just dug out of the hole.  When the post is removed as part of 
the demolition of the structure a void is created—the post pipe—soil is backfilled into the post pipe 
to create the post pipe fill.  A post hole therefore is made up of four separate events, this is magnified 
further when post holes are recut to replace the post which typically happens with a timber structure.   
 
The diameters of the posts in the 1830s structure range in size from 220, 320 and 440mm.42  The post 
holes indicate that the timber house measured 27 ft by 11 ft (8.23 m x 3.35 m).  There is a distance of 
800–1100mm (2ft 6in–3ft 6 in) between the centres of the post-pipes of each post hole.  The post 
holes are consider to be quite large in diameter compared to excavations of convict huts.  The 
diameters of the post-pipes from the convict hut at Lot 69 George & Charles Street ranged in 
diameter from 110–200mm.  The size of the post pipes and the flatness of the base of those excavated 
suggest that they were used for stumps or larger posts rather than the typical bush posts of convict 
huts.  The footprint of the postholes suggests that we did find the post holes of a rectangular timber 
structure that has been removed when they were demolished.   
 
Another interesting feature about these post holes was the presence of pale grey clay in all the post-
pipe fills.  Higginbotham has identified a similar occurrence in the post holes of the convict hut on 
the nearby Blood Bank site, Lot 99, immediately east of Lot 102E.  In this example, as with other 
convict huts, the presence of white clay in the demolition layers associated with the convict hut is 
considered to provide evidence for wattle-and-daub construction.43  If this interpretation is applied to 
the white clay present in the post-pipe fills, created during the demolition of the timber structure, then 
it suggests that such material was around at that time.  While there may be other possible 
explanations for the presence of introduced white clay at the time of the demolition of the timber part 
of this house, they are not obvious.  The clay was not found in the surrounding natural soil, perhaps 
because the levels were cut down during the twentieth century, and there was some in the post 
packing fills which suggests the white clay was also present during the structure’s construction.  The 
use of white clay, either as part of a wattle-and-daub structure, or as another component in an 1830s 
house, is surprising.  By this period many of the 1790s wattle-and-daub convict huts had been rebuilt 
and re-clad with weatherboards.  This was the case with the convict-hut house within the 
Conservation Zone.  There is some evidence for recutting of the posts to rebuild part of the 1830s 
structure which suggests that the timber component of the house continued to be used for an extended 
period.  It may have been demolished with the remainder of the house c1903 or it may have been 
demolished earlier.   
 
In summary there was a timber component to the house built at the front of Lot 102W by 1844.  This 
timber component was built with larger-sized circular posts than is typical and the presence of white 
clay in the post–pipe fill indicates that the clay was present when the timber part of the house was 
demolished.   
 
None of the occupation deposits found within Lot 102W can be associated with the occupation of this 
structure with any high degree of certainty.  No substantive deposits post-dating the 1850s were 
found on this property other than artefacts within the backfill (3514) of the brewery cellar.  Many of 
these artefacts are not considered to be associated with industrial or commercial uses and therefore 
are considered to be residential in nature.  See Sections 4, 8.1 and 8.3 for discussion about this 
deposit and the types of artefacts.    
 
 
 
 

                                                      
42 Section 7:21 
43 Higginbotham 1994:21.   
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3.6 Lot 102 East Archaeology  
 
Summary of Occupation 

 Initially part of the property associated with the Convict Hut in Lot 102W but partitioned by 
1836.  

 Described as vacant or enclosed land in rate assessment books in 1860s, possibly used for 
grazing of livestock. 

 Creekline crosses north-south through this area.   
 House on George Street built by 1882 and extant in 1928 but demolished by 1951.   
 Drain shown on series of plans crossing diagonally from the southeast corner, 1895. This 

appears to follow a creek line indicated in 1804 on Evans’ plan (Fig. 2-7). In 1881 it was 
described as ‘an open and offensive sewer’ leading down to the river (Fig. 2-10).  

 Maternity hospital built in 1950s. 
 The eastern half of this portion is not within the current study area.   

 
 
3.6.1 1880s house 
Around 1882 a sandstock-brick house was erected within Lot 102E.  This property was mostly vacant 
land after the partition of Lot 102 in 1836.  Cyrus Fuller bought the land in 1880 for £100.  By 1882 
there was a house mentioned in the rate books valued at £32.  In 1882 the resident was Ann Fleming 
and in 1885 Ann Ivyford was the resident and in 1886 was operating a boarding house there.  
According to rates and Sands the tenants of this property change frequently.  The house appears on 
the 1928 aerial photo and was still present in the 1933 Sands.  The house appears to be demolished 
shortly before the construction of the 1950s maternity hospital.   
 
Prior to the construction of the brick house considerable fill was laid down in this area to raise the 
ground levels (See Section 7).  The depth of this deposit in the southern part of the site ranged from 
50 to 600mm (Photo 3-22).  Prior to the raising of levels in this area it was not possible to build on 
Lot 102E.  The placing of this fill appears to not have involved the encasing of the creekline within a 
drain but to have raised levels sufficiently so that this part of the creekline was not subject to flooding 
(Figs 2-9, 2-10).  Presumably there was some type of retaining wall to hold the fill back.  As Figures 
2-9 and 2-10 illustrate the deepest part of the drainage line was further to the east where it crossed 
George Street and it angled to the northwest by the time it crossed the northern boundary of Lot 
102E.  Therefore the c1882 building of this house indicates that the creekline within Lot 102E was 
substantially backfilled by this time but that the actual water channel was still present in 1894 (Fig. 2-
9) but was completely buried by 1905 (Fig. 2-12).   
 

 
 
 
Photo 3-22: Looking south 
towards George Street over the 
footings of the c1882 house built 
on top of the levelling fill. Wk 1, 
P3300035. Scale 1m.  
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Only the western part of the house was excavated as the eastern half was outside the limit of bulk 
excavation, and is within the laneway into the Blood Bank carpark.  The ground floor plan for the 
house consisted of a front verandah, and four rooms with a hallway running between the front two 
rooms (Plan 5.2, Photos 3-12, 3-22).  The verandah was at the front of the house and faced onto 
George Street.  It appears on the 1905 survey plan that the house may have been extended but no real 
evidence for a back extension was found (Fig. 2-12).  The concrete footings (3504) of the 1950s 
maternity hospital cut through the remains of the house and the backyard area (Plan 2, Photos 3-12, 
3-18).  No cesspit was found but it may be located in the Conservation Zone at the rear of the house, 
which includes the central part of Lot 102E.   
 
The house measured 7520mm x 4200mm with footings varying in height from 200–900mm.  The 
foundations were constructed of reused sandstock bricks.  Many of the bricks were only half bricks 
and were bonded together with sandy shell mortar.  No foundation trenches were found for any of the 
walls but there was no strong evidence to say the sand was placed between the footings once they 
were built.  The bricks are all sandstock but came in varying thickness and sizes.  Two examples of 
differing bricks were 220 x 105 x 75mm and 210 x 105 x 55mm.  No frogs were visible on any of the 
bricks.  The use of half bricks and flat sandstocks suggests that when this house was built c1882 it 
was by reusing earlier bricks.44    
 
The backyard area of the house was quite disturbed by the 1950s concrete footings and few other 
remains from the c1882 house were found. An area of sandstone flagging/paving was found to the 
north (Plan 5.2; Photos 3-12, 3-22).  The stone blocks were all quite regular in shape (approx. 400 x 
350mm) with chisel/pick marks visible on the stones.  The stone paving (3453) was laid above a 
service pipe and was therefore a later addition in the back yard and not part of the original 
construction of the house. The rest of the backyard was covered in a dark grey, uneven sandy deposit.  
There may have been other hard surfacing but no evidence of this survived.  
 

 
 
 
 
Photo 3-23: View to south along the 
fencelines adjacent to the c1882 brick 
house which marks the latest 
boundary between Lots 102E and 
102W. These post holes were 
excavated through the fill deposit.  
Digital photo: P34020021, Scale 1m.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
With the laying of the levelling fill the boundary between Lots 102E and 102W was shifted 
eastwards.  A new timber fenceline was built immediately adjacent to the house (Photo 3-23).  This 
relocated an earlier fenceline which was approximately 5m further to the west.  The correct position 
of the partition boundary is shown on Plans 2, 4.2, 5.2 and is the one built when the c1882 house was 
built.  Therefore the c1882 house and the fenceline were built on the accurate property boundary.  
The approximately 5m difference between the two fencelines may indicate the level of inaccuracy 
between the early and later surveys.  The 1844 plan of Parramatta was basically undertaken to correct 
                                                      
44 The reuse of bricks has been found at the near by Parramatta Hospital site for a 1870s kitchen and other 
structures within this nearby property.  
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a series of mistakes in earlier surveys but our experience on a number of archaeological sites is that 
the 1844 plan is considered to be less accurate in the location of buildings than the 1823 plan.45  No 
archaeological features excavated at this site are thought to relate to the occupation of this house.  A 
few small items were found within the house such as buttons and beads (Photo 4-15).   
 
 
3.7 Lot 103 Archaeology  
 
3.7.1 The Well 
The Conservation Zone also protects the remains of a convict hut thought to survive within Lot 103.  
Due to road widening part of this hut is likely to be within the O’Connell Street footpath, as well as 
partly within the Children’s Court site (Plan 2).  A well (4101) was the main archaeological feature 
found within this area.  The diameter of the well was 2990mm and it was located approximately 2m 
north of the Conservation Zone (Plan 2).  The well had no surviving internal brick or stone lining.  It 
is assumed that the brick lining of the well therefore had been removed when the well was no longer 
being used and was backfilled.  As the natural soil in this area is loose sand for the top 4m the 
removal of this lining would have been quite a dangerous exercise.  The backfilling of the well must 
have been done at the same time as the well lining was removed because the sand would have been 
unstable due to the rising groundwater.  Because of the absence of a well lining archaeological 
investigation of the well was potentially quite dangerous.  We were therefore limited in how much of 
the backfill of the well could be excavated and by the appropriate methods available.   
 
 

 
 
 
Photo 3-24: Top of well immediately below 
carpark material. Wk 4, P4190090. Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-25: Well after half section of upper 
levels. Wk 4, P4200122. Scale 1m. 
 
 

                                                      
45 Carol Liston pers. comm. 
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Photo 3-26: The half-section was 
taken down further. This shows the 
compacting in the centre of the 
well to make it more stable during 
its use as a carpark. This deposit 
was now excavated down 1.5 m in 
the corner. Wk 4, P4210140. Scale 
1m. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-27: We tried benching the 
area but the looseness of the sand 
made this impossible to work as 
the ground was unstable trying to 
get in and out of the well.  Wk 4, 
P4270064. Scale 1m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3-28: A half section through 
the backfill of the well was 
machine excavated and the 
artefacts were collected.  Wk 5, 
P5040106. Scale 1m. 
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The initial work in the well was undertaken by hand, digging out quarter and half sections to 
understand the stratigraphy and if the deposits contained artefacts or were sterile as we had found at 
the George & Charles Street site, where only one of five wells on the site contained artefacts (Photo 
3-24).  Once we reached the OH&S limit of 1.5 m below the top of the well we tried to bench around 
it but the looseness of the sand made this too difficult to excavate within (Photos 3-25, 3-26).  It was 
decided to undertake further work by machine (Photo 3-27).  A half section through the well was 
excavated and the artefacts were collected (Photo 3-28).  Ground water was approximately 4m deep 
at the base of the well fill.  The excavation of the well backfill involved the excavation of seven 
separate deposits.  The main artefact-bearding deposits were contexts 4110 (159) and 4101 (115) 
(Table 4-3).   
 
The date of the discontinuation of the use of the well and its backfilling is around the 1870s (Section 
4.3.2).  The top of the well had been disturbed and compacted down, possibly for the hospital or 
carpark but also possibly for the tramway which ran just to the west of this area (Table 3-2; Figs. 2-
11, 2-12).  No remains of the tramway were found in this area suggesting that the cutting down in the 
area for the 1950s maternity hospital may have removed much of this evidence.  
 
 

Well Contexts 
Lot 103 Comment 

4102 some possible contamination of the deposit 
4103 some possible contamination of the deposit 
4104 contamination unlikely, same as 4135 
4105 limited possible contamination of the deposit 
4106 limited possible contamination of the deposit 
4110 limited possible contamination of the deposit 
4135 machine excavation of southern half of the deposit 

  
Table 3-2: This table reflects the stratigraphic relationships between the deposits.   
 
 
3.7.2 Terrace Housing 
The archaeological assessment had identified the possible presence of five small terrace houses on 
George Street towards the corner of O’Connell Street, three of them likely to be within the study 
area.  Once on site it was realised that the western area had been but down and that there was limited 
potential for these footings to survive.  As discussed above, very little of the 1830s masonry structure 
in Lot 102W survived due to cutting down of levels.  It should be noted that the remain of the two 
western terrace houses may still survive within the O’Connell Street footpath rather than within the 
Children’s Court property.  The cesspits from all five houses should be within the Conservation 
Zone, both within the site and within O’Connell Street.    
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4.0 Artefact Analysis 
 
4.1 Research Questions for Artefact Analysis 
Three short questions provide the basis for analysing the artefact from a range of contexts.  It is 
hoped that these questions will allow us to address the larger scale research questions identified in 
Section 1.3 and 5.  The most relevant questions for analysing artefacts from archaeological 
excavation are: 

 What type and range of artefacts were found? 
 What range of activities do the artefacts indicate were being undertaken at the site?   
 What was the nature of the goods in terms of aspects of availability of consumer goods, and 

quality and variety of consumer goods and their evidence for interaction of the site with the 
world at large? 

 
 
4.2 Artefacts Analysis 
The following artefact analysis is designed to address the three baseline research questions raised 
above.  This section draws on the specialist reports in Section 8 written by the specialist artefact 
cataloguers as well as additional analysis undertaken by Mary Casey for this report.  Section 4 is a 
counterpart to Section 3 as it provides a synthesis of the artefacts and Section 3 a synthesis of the 
overall archaeological results.   
 
4.2.1 Cataloguing of Artefacts 
All artefacts were catalogued by a specialist team within the cataloguing system developed by Mary 
Casey in consultation with these specialists.  The basis of this system has been published elsewhere 
and will not be repeated here.1  The main elements of the cataloguing system are the use of minimum 
vessel or item counts and attribution of functional categories to the artefacts during cataloguing.  This 
assists in the understating of how the artefacts related to the life of the people residing on the various 
properties that used and disposed of the artefacts and assists with future comparative analysis 
between other archaeological sites excavated by Casey & Lowe, notably those in Parramatta.  
 
 
4.3 Overview of Artefacts 
This section will start with a brief overview of the range of artefacts found at the site and will then 
focus on the three main artefact-bearing contexts from the site: the storage cellar, the well and the 
backfill of the brewery cellar.  A total of 6348 sherds or fragments of artefacts were recovered during 
excavation, making a minimum total of 2108 items (Table 4-1).   
 

Category MIC  % MIC % 
Architectural/ Building Materials 250 11.9  815 12.8  

Ceramic 907 43.0  2040 32.1  
Glass 442 21.0  3064 48.3  
Metal 299 14.2  252 4.0  

Miscellaneous 210 10.0  177 2.8  
 2108 100.1 6348 100 

Table 4-1: Categories of artefact found at the site.   
 
Many of the artefacts (68%) came from Lot 102W with 20 percent from Lot 103 and only 12 percent 
from 102E (Table 4-2).  Most of the artefacts from Lot 103 came for the backfill of the well 4101 
(Table 4-3).  In Lot 102E only five contexts had more than 20 artefacts (Table 4-4), these were either 
preliminary cleaning contexts or the demolition from the 1880s house.  Lot 102W contained 68 
percent of all artefacts (MIC) found on the site (Tables 4-2, 4-5).  The main deposits in this area were 
the backfill of the brewery cellar (3514) and the deposits within the storage cellar (3957) (Table 4-5).  

                                                      
1 Mary Casey 2004 ‘Falling between the cracks: method and practice at the CSR Site, Pyrmont’, Australasian 
Historical Archaeology 21:27-43.  
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The storage cellar contained 39 percent of artefacts found in Lot 102W and the backfill of the 
brewery contained 15 percent.   
 
 

Lot MIC % # Frags % 
102E 242 11.5  445 7.0  
102W 1440 68.3  4747 74.8  
103 426 20.2  1156 18.2  

 2108 100 6348 100 
Table 4-2: Quantities of artefacts found within each separate property.   
 
 

Well Contexts 
Lot 103 MIC % Comment 

4102 54 13.1  some possible contamination 
4103 12 2.9  some possible contamination 
4104 115 27.8  contamination unlikely, same as 4135 
4105 26 6.3  limited possible contamination 
4106 9 2.2  limited possible contamination 
4110 159 38.5  limited possible contamination 
4135 38 9.2  machine excavation 

 413 100  
Table 4-3: Contexts and quantities of artefacts from the well in Lot 103. 
 

Lot  
Context 

No MIC % 
Comments 

102E 3401 38 15.7  cleaning 
 3403 47 19.4  demolition fill 
 3404 26 10.7  demolition fill 
 3405 5 2.1   
 3406 20 8.3  demolition fill 
 3407 9 3.7   
 3409 1 0.4   
 3412 1 0.4   
 3416 1 0.4   
 3421 1 0.4   
 3435 1 0.4   
 3439 1 0.4   
 3448 1 0.4   
 3456 9 3.7   
 3457 21 8.7  cleaning 
 3458 3 1.2   
 3459 1 0.4   
 3460 3 1.2   
 3461 8 3.3   
 3462 2 0.8   
 3464 5 2.1   
 3465 6 2.5   
 3466 3 1.2   
 3802 1 0.4   
 3803 13 5.4   
 3804 8 3.3   
 3805 7 2.9   
  242   

Table 4-4: Contexts in Lot 102E that contained artefacts.   
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Contexts 
Lot 

102W MIC % Comments  
7 4 0.3  testing 
9 4 0.3  testing 

2653 1 0.1   
3409 10 0.7   
3456 9 0.6   
3501 36 2.5  cleaning 
3502 15 1.0   
3509 11 0.8   
3513 2 0.1   

3514 215 14.9  
brewery cellar 

backfill 
3517 1 0.1   
3519 5 0.3   
3521 5 0.3   
3522 3 0.2   
3523 2 0.1   
3527 3 0.2   
3534 33 2.3  fill of pit 3533 
3536 7 0.5   
3537 4 0.3   
3553 5 0.3   
3557 6 0.4   
3569 3 0.2   
3575 3 0.2   
3589 4 0.3   

3590 43 3.0  
demolition 

deposit 
3596 4 0.3   
3608 1 0.1   
3617 1 0.1   
3619 3 0.2   
3621 4 0.3   
3643 8 0.6   
3674 17 1.2   
3682 2 0.1   
3683 1 0.1   

3684 44 3.1  
Fill of 3683, 

brewery drain 
3686 22 1.5   
3688 20 1.4   
3692 1 0.1   
3710 10 0.7   
3712 6 0.4   
3713 2 0.1   
3809 9 0.6   
3856 2 0.1   

3901 59 4.1  
cleaning to 
north of CZ 

3902 9 0.6   
3905 80 5.6  Fill of pit 3904 

3913 1 0.1   
3922 2 0.1   
3923 14 1.0   
3938 1 0.1   
3951 2 0.1   

3953 4 0.3   
3957 21 1.5   

3958 113 7.8  
fill of storage 
cellar 3957 

3959 137 9.5  
fill of storage 
cellar 3957 

3960 119 8.3  
fill of storage 
cellar 3957 

3961 189 13.1  
fill of storage 
cellar 3957 

3962 2 0.1   
3965 6 0.4   
3977 10 0.7   
3984 4 0.3   
3992 23 1.6   
3994 4 0.3   
3996 2 0.1   
4006 2 0.1   
4019 2 0.1   
4030 3 0.2   

4050 24 1.7  
fill of storage 
cellar 3957 

4053 2 0.1   
4069 3 0.2   
4071 6 0.4   
4074 3 0.2   
4078 1 0.1   
4702 1 0.1   

 1440 99.9  
Table 4-5: List of contexts containing artefacts in 

Lot 102W. The main deposits are the 
backfill of the brewery cellar and the early 
storage cellar.    
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Brewery
Well

General 
Function 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

MIC 
Well % 

MIC 
Brewery 
backfill 

3514 % 
alcohol 91 15.6 45 10.9 46 21.4 

architecture 177 30.4 38 9.2 8 3.7 
beverage – – 2 0.5 12 5.6 
clerical – – 3 0.7 9 4.2 

economy 2 0.3 – – 1 0.5 
food 246 42.3 168 40.7 91 42.3 

food/yard – – 2 0.5 – – 
h'hold 2 0.3 24 5.8 13 6.0 

industrial – – – – 1 0.5 
personal 8 1.4 6 1.5 4 1.9 

pharmaceutical 1 0.2 2 0.5 4 1.9 
pharm/pers 1 0.2 6 1.5 – 0 

service – – 3 0.7 2 0.9 
store – – 1 0.2 – – 

transport – – 3 0.7 1 0.5 
recreation 20 3.4 39 9.4 1 0.5 
unidentified 32 5.5 65 15.7 22 10.2 

work 2 0.3 2 0.5 – – 
yard – – 4 1.0 – – 

 582 99.6 413 100 215 100.1 
Table 4-6: Range of functions associated with the three main contexts from the PCC site.  These are illustrated 

in Graph 4-1.  
 

Graph 4-1: Graph of functional categories from the three main contexts from the PCC site, based on Table 4-6.  
 
 
The artefacts from the main contexts fulfilled a range of attributed functions (Table 4-6, Graph 4-1).  
Among the most dominant of the functional categories was food and alcohol.  Food-related artefacts 
were more than 40 percent in the three main deposits while alcohol was less evenly distributed with 
more of the artefacts found in the backfill of the brewery cellar (21%), more than the storage cellar 
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(15%) and the well (11%) (Table 4-6).  The dominance of the architectural category in the storage 
cellar relates to the presence of so many early double-lug roofing tiles in this deposit which are 
thought to have come from the roof of the storage cellar (Section 3.3.2).   
 

Specific Function 

MIC 
storage 
cellar % 

MIC 
Well % 

MIC 
Brewery % PCC Site % 

condiment – – 4 2.4 28 30.8 40 5.2  
container 2 0.8 1 0.6 7 7.7 13 1.7  

container/tableware – – – – – – 1 0.1  
preparation 13 5.3 3 1.8 6 6.6 43 5.6  

prep/container – – – – – – 1 0.1  
prep/serve 1 0.4 – – – 0.0 1 0.1  
prep/store 7 2.8 4 2.4 – 0.0 15 2.0  

prep/ tableware 1 0.4  0.0 – 0.0 2 0.3  
serve 25 10.2 22 13.1 8 8.8 74 9.7  
store 3 1.2 3 1.8 – – 9 1.2  

tableware 143 58.1 77 45.8 17 18.7 332 43.5  
tableware/serve 2 0.8 – – – – 4 0.5 

tea 46 18.7 50 29.8 19 20.9 204 26.7  
tea/tableware 3 1.2  4 2.4  6 6.6  25 3.3  

 246 93.8 168 32.2 91 27.5 764 100 
Table 4-7: Range of food-related artefacts from the main contexts and for the whole site.  
 
 

Graph 4-2: Range of food-related artefacts within the three main contexts in relation to the whole of the site.  
 
 
The food-related artefacts are dominated by tablewares in the storage cellar and the well while the 
backfill of the brewery presents a different profile with the largest group being condiments (31%), 
with a few more teawares (21%) than tablewares (19%).  The dominance of tablewares in the storage 
cellar is interesting and presents a typical profile for earlier deposits.  The presence of such a high 
proportion of condiment bottles in the brewery backfill is surprising as such quantities have typically 
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been associated with elite food consumption or with manufacturing of condiments such as vinegars.2  
In the case of vinegar manufacturing the quantities of bottles was much higher than 21 percent.   
 
 
Lot 102W 
 
Storage Cellar 
 
Dating  
The dating of the backfill of the storage cellar, following the discontinuation of its use, and the end 
date of the date of the artefacts is based on analysis from the three separate specialist reports:  
 

 Ceramics report: no TPQ or ‘from’ dates later than 1840.   
 Glass report: based on marks a date range of 1750s–1858 was given, noted the presence of a 

fragment of bottle glass dating from 1885.    
 Metals, Miscellaneous, Building Materials report: a machine-made marble dating from 1850 

otherwise all initial manufacture or ‘from’ dates of the known artefacts are earlier than pre-
1840.   

 
 

From 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

 

To 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

1688 1 0.2   1801 8 1.9  
1720 30 6.1   1806 1 0.2  
1735 10 2.0   1810 149 35.2  
1750 2 0.4   1820 61 14.4  
1760 7 1.4   1830 16 3.8  
1761 8 1.6   1850 50 11.8  
1770 3 0.6   1860 5 1.2  
1780 130 26.3   1861 1 0.2  
1785 6 1.2   1870 57 13.5  
1788 165 33.3   1880 1 0.2  
1790 80 16.2   1890 12 2.8  
1800 23 4.6   1900 55 13.0  
1810 3 0.6   1914 1 0.2  
1815 1 0.2   1918 1 0.2  
1820 11 2.2   1920 1 0.2  
1830 6 1.2   1930 4 0.9  
1840 5 1.0    423 99.7 
1848 1 0.2      
1849 1 0.2      
1850 1 0.2      
1885 1 0.2      

 495 99.9     
       
       

Table 4-8: TPQ or ‘from’ dates for artefacts found in the storage cellar.  To the right are TAQ or ‘to’ dates for 
artefacts found in the storage cellar.  The ‘to’ dates means these artefacts were not manufactured after 
this date.   

 
 
In many cases the dates of manufacture for the artefacts pre-dates the arrival of British settlement 
(1788), a total of 39 percent.  It should be noted that the practice when cataloguing ceramics is to 
give items a start date of 1788 as they could not have been in New South Wales prior to that date.  
All of the items dating from 1788 are either the locally-made roofing tiles (150) or other metal 
construction artefacts such as nails (5), brads (2) or bricks (2), as well as a marble.  This indicates 
that many of the artefacts were ‘early’ or ‘heirloom’ artefacts which were retained within the family 
for some time.  A few artefacts date to as late as 1840s, 1850 and 1885 (Table 4-8).  Based on the 
                                                      
2 Casey 2005.  
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dominance of pre-1841 artefacts it is considered that the deposition of these artefacts was around that 
date but definitely no later than 1850.  The glass sherd with the 1885 date is completely atypical of 
the main date range and suggests some contamination.  While this sherd came from the bottom 
context (3961) the 1840-1850 backfilling date is still reasonable because the whole western face of 
the backfill was cut by a late twentieth-century hospital service trench which could easily have 
dislodged a later sherd into this deposit.  As well, the storage cellar was subject to a robbery attempt 
by a bottle collector who dug out artefacts from the base of this deposit (3961) which also could have 
contaminated the deposit with later artefacts at this time.3   
 
An unusual tile, which is part of the floor of a malt kiln (Photo 4-13) was found within the context 
3960/26319 and is thought to be associated with the brewery construction phase.  This supports the 
contention that the discontinuation of the use of the storage cellar, and its subsequent backfilling, was 
contemporary with the construction of the brewery.   
 
Range of Artefacts 
 
Glass4 
A total of 136 glass artefacts were recovered from the storage cellar.  Functional analysis classified 
94 percent of these items into three identified groups: alcohol (79), food (35), and pharmacy (13).  
One bottle was classified as pharmacy/personal. In addition there were 30 window glass fragments in 
the architecture group.  Alcohol-related artefacts are mostly beer/wine (76) with one bottle 
specifically identified as beer and one identified specifically as wine.  One bottle was identified as a 
French champagne bottle.   
 
The majority of food-related artefacts are tableware items, including tumblers (12), stemware (16), 
shot glasses (2), a dish and a salt cellar.  In addition there are two food-related jars.  One form is 
identified as a late eighteenth-century to early nineteenth-century ‘wide-mouthed rum’ bottle but 
research suggests that these bottles were most often used for pickles or preserves.5  
 
It is considered that this glass assemblage resulted from the residential occupation of Lot 102W from 
the late eighteenth century to the mid-nineteenth century.  Early items, such as the French wine bottle 
(1688–1850), could be attributed to Anthony Landrin, a Frenchman who possibly lived there. Several 
tableware items also date to this early period, however, unlike bottles that were considered a 
somewhat utilitarian item during this time, tablewares would have been highly valued and maintained 
for longer periods of time.  Finally, the majority of beer/wine bottles date from the late eighteenth 
century to early nineteenth century rather than from any later occupation of Lot 102W.   
 
Beer/wine bottles were not typically kept by people unless they are being re-used because bottles 
were usually purchased for their contents rather than for the container itself, except perhaps for home 
made cordials or beer.  This contrasts with tablewares which performed a specific purpose and are a 
type of material culture considered to represent the personal preferences of individuals, which relate 
to availability of goods in the market place, taste, purchasing power and group identity.6  In contrast 
to the above predictive model the presence of these bottles in this deposit may indicate that older 
types of artefacts were being stored or hoarded for some time and that these bottles were only being 
disposed of when the convict-hut house was being demolished and/or following the death of a 
resident when they were perceived as having no value for the new owner of the property. 7  Other 
aspects of the glass artefacts that aid this interpretation are the presence of an older style salt dish 
dating from the 1750s and many artefacts which were manufactured prior to 1788.   

                                                      
3 See Section 7:30, photo 4-11 showing this disturbance.  
4 Some of the following observations are taken from the specialist report, Section 7.3.  
5 Munsey 1970:85, McKearin and Wilson 1978:192-193.  
6 See Casey 2005 for a range of references on the meaning and nature of material culture.  
7 See Casey & Lowe 2005a, Archaeological Investigation 1 Smith Street, Parramatta for a comparable early 
twentieth-century deposit for reuse of items and the wide date range.   
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Another explanation for the early date of these bottles in a deposit considered to date much later is 
that the possible hoarding may be the by-product of the lack of availability of glass bottles during the 
early colonial period which encouraged hoarding or the continued re-use of glass bottles.  This may 
be further encouraged by the need to import all glass vessels from the UK as there was no local 
manufacturing in Sydney until 1866.8   
 
Ceramics 
The storage cellar contained a few near complete as well as more fragmentary lead-glazed vessels 
that are likely to be locally made in the Sydney Brickfields (Haymarket) between 1790 and 1840 
(Photo 4-1 to 4-4).9  The shapes are generally utilitarian vessels and are mostly associated with 
food/preparation and personal/hygiene.  Some of the forms from both the storage cellar and the pits 
to the north of the Conservation Zone appear to be attempts to imitate British ceramics and Chinese 
imports (Photo 4-4).  Forms found include: poes or chamber pots (Photo 4-1, 4-3), a candle stick 
(Photo 4-4), a drainer (Photo 4-4), and pans or ‘pancheons’, a typical form used in dairying, 
breadmaking or other similar food preparation activities (Photo 4-2).10  The pan has a long tradition 
of use in Britain and elsewhere.  The ‘pan’ shape disappears around the middle of the nineteenth 
century and was replaced by vessels such as mixing bowls and other utilitarian ceramics that had 
more specific functions relating to changing food preparation practices and could be mass produced.  
This form is a ‘marker’ between ‘pre-modern’ and ‘modern’ (rural vs urban) food preparation which 
is often represented by the introduction of stoves and the ability to purchase staple foods, such as 
milk, butter and bread, from a nearby supplier rather than it being necessary to be self-sufficient and 
provide all these staple food for oneself.  Aside from the utilitarian items were finer locally-made 
lead-glazed ceramics (Photo 4-4), including part of two teapots.  The lead-glazed vessels from the 
storage cellar represents one of the most intact deposits of locally-made pottery so far found in 
Parramatta or Sydney, aside from the excavations of the Irrawang Pottery in the Hunter Valley.11   
 
Among the other ceramics were fragments of 84 imported Chinese vessels, mostly porcelain (77) as 
well as some stoneware (7) (Photo 4-7 to 4-9).  Included in these were a mixture of the some fine 
hand-painted cups and saucers (Photo 4-8) as well as the more common Nanking and Canton 
patterned export blue and white porcelain as well as a monochrome blue rice bowl (Photo 4-7).  An 
oval-shaped serving dish (Photo 4-7, right) of this type has been found on three sites Casey & Lowe 
have excavated in Parramatta.12   
 

General 
Function MIC % 

food 75 89.3  
unidentified 9 10.7  

Total 84 100 

Table 4-9: Chinese ceramics are mostly associated with food.  
 

 

General 
Function 

Specific 
Function 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

food serve 13 15.5  
 store 2 2.4  
 tblw 40 47.6  
 tblw/serve 2 2.4  
 tea 18 21.4  

unid unid 9 10.7  
 Total 84 100 

Table 4-10: Chinese vessels were used for a range of food-
related functions.  

 

 
                                                      
8 Boow 1991:113.   
9 Casey 1999.  
10 Casey 1999. 
11 Excavations undertaken in the `970s by Associate Professor Judy Birmingham which are currently in the 
process of being written up.  
12 PCC site, 109 George Street, cnr George & Charles Street, all in Parramatta  
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Photo 4-1: Three lead-glazed poes or chamber pots from the storage cellar: 3958/21,611, 3959/21,620; 
4050/21,647; 3959/21,126.  Scale 10cm. 

 
 

Photo 4-2: Remains of two pans or pancheons probably used for dairying or making bread or other similar 
food/preparation, 3961/21,639; 3959/21,621; 3960/21,631, 4050/21,646. Scale 10cm.  
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Photo 4-3: Probable 
locally-made poe from 
the storage cellar. Note 
the remains of the 
handle on the right side. 
Note the pitting on the 
sides of the pot this is 
all over the base as 
well. 3960/ 21686, 
3961/21,640. Scale 
10cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-4: Other lead-
glazed items including 
(clockwise from left): 
part of jar 
(3961/21,638), small 
pot, candlestick, base of 
vessel possible 
imitation of base of 
Chinese vessel), knob 
of teapot in ‘annular 
creamware style’, teapot 
spout and drainer. Scale 
10cm.  
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Photo 4-5: Possible dairying 
or storage pot from a series of 
pits to the south of the 
Conservation Zone. Scale 
10cm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-6: Possible locally-
made washbasin imitating 
British annular creamware 
from a series of pits to the 
south of the Conservation 
Zone.  Scale 10cm. 
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General 
Function 

Specific 
Function Shape 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

food serve bowl 3 3.6  
  dish 2 2.4  
  platter 6 7.1  
  tureen 2 2.4  
 store ginger jar 2 2.4  
 tableware bowl 9 10.7  
  plate 31 36.9  
 tblw/serve bowl 2 2.4  
 tea cup 3 3.6  
  saucer 11 13.1  
  tea bowl 2 2.4  
  teapot 2 2.4  

unidentified unidentified handle 1 1.2  
  unid 8 9.5  
  Total 84 100.1 

Table 4-11: Chinese vessels came in a range of specific shapes.  
 
 
This variety of finer hand-painted Chinese vessels from the storage cellar is unusual.  While blue and 
white export porcelain is typical of early sites, up to c1840 and have been found at two other nearby 
sites in Parramatta excavated by Casey & Lowe, there were very few pieces of the finer type of 
Chinese ceramics.13  The publication of the ceramics recovered from the Sydney Cove (shipwrecked 
1797) also only had blue and white Chinese export porcelain and none of the finer hand-painted 
overglaze types.14  These types of vessels, while obviously imported into the colony, are not 
frequently found as part of the ceramic corpus which is typically dominated by Canton and Nanking 
patterns.  Aside from the PCC site they have been found at the Cumberland/Gloucester Street Site, 
the Rocks, with one item from 109 George Street, Parramatta.15  Those found at these sites are not 
nearly as fine as the types of porcelain exported into the US during the eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries.16  Perhaps they can be seen as a better type of Chinese export porcelain but not 
the finer personalised commissions.   
 
All of the identified vessel forms were associated with food serving, storage, tableware and teawares 
(Table 4-11).  Tablewares dominate, with 46 percent of vessels being plates (31 items) and bowls (9 
items).  Teawares are quite frequent (21%) with a range of cups (3 items), saucers (11 items) and tea 
bowls (2 items) as well as two teapots (Photos 4-8, 4-9, 4-10).  Most of the cups are the ‘traditional’ 
Chinese form without handles and none of the saucers have the ‘well’ to set the cup in.  This 
indicates that most of the items being purchased had not been especially adapted for European or 
American markets.  
 
 

                                                      
13 With the notable exception of a Ming vessel found on the other side of George Street in 1987, Higginbotham 
1987:11.  
14 Staniforth & Nash 1998. It could be noted that these were the ones left on the ship and that those sold from 
the salvaged cargo may have been finer types of over-painted ceramics.  
15 Godden Mackay 1999, Vol 4, Graham Wilson, specialist report, pp. 236, 336.  This report does not 
discriminate between the early Chinese ceramics used within European households as opposed to the later 
nineteenth-century ceramics associated with Chinese occupants.   
16 Mudge 2000; http://www.metmuseum.org/toah/hd/ewpor/hd_ewpor.htm; or the two fabulous punch bowls 
produced showing scenes of Sydney McCormick 1987:182-185.  
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Photo 4-7: Chinese export porcelain, mostly from the storage cellar with a stoneware bowl base (bottom left) 
from the pits to the south of the Conservation Zone. Scale 10cm 

 
 
 
Photo 4-8: Fragments of mostly 
fine Chinese porcelain, mostly 
hand painted over the glaze 
except for the blue Canton 
saucer which is hand painted 
underneath the glaze.  Forms 
include saucers, tea cups, plates 
and a rice bowl.  The armorial 
with the marriage doves is 
lower right. Nearly all of these 
came from the storage cellar 
except for bottom left. Scale 
10cm 
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Photo 4-9: More fragments of hand-painted 
porcelain from the storage cellar.  Scale: black & 
white gradations are 1cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-10: Part of ‘Nanking’ pattern teapot from 
the storage cellar. Scale: black & white gradations 
are 1cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Country 

MIC 
Storage 
Cellar % 

Aus 28 11.8  
China 84 35.4  

Jap 3 1.3  
UK 118 49.8  

UK/USA/France 4 1.7  
 237 100 

Table 4-12: Ceramics within the storage cellar came from four main 
countries.   

 

 



Artefact Analysis 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

97

The presence of the Chinese porcelain items within the house would have presented a stark contrast 
to the other contemporary British imports or locally-made imitations with their finer fabric and more 
delicate decoration.  It is difficult to say with any certainty the ‘role’ played by the Chinese ceramics.  
If we consider that at this period Chinese ceramics in the UK would not have been easily available to 
all levels of society, and that Chinese ceramics were highly fashionable, then it may suggest that 
these ceramics, perhaps cheaper in Sydney than in London, may have been highly desirable and more 
accessible to all members of colonial society—including some emancipated convicts such as Samuel 
Larkin and his children.   
 
While the locally-made lead-glazed earthenwares and the Chinese ceramics from the storage cellar 
have been the focus of discussion to date, they are not the main type of ceramics found in the storage 
cellar.  The British imports dominate this group (Table 4-12) being 50 percent of the assemblage and 
consist mostly of creamwares and printed pearlwares.  Approximately half the assemblage (118) was 
represented by two decorative types, with blue hand-painted Chinese porcelain (27%) being the most 
popular closely followed by plain creamware (22%), the main British import prior to c1830.17  The 
third most common decorative type represented was the local lead-glazed earthenwares (11%), while 
blue transfer-printed pearlwares only represented 8 percent (Table 4-13).  Many of these transfer-
printed wares had Chinoiserie decorations, imitating Chinese designs, with no hint of the more 
romantic designs that were to dominate the marketplace in later years.  
 
The range of creamware forms was dominated by tablewares, mainly plates with only a few serving 
dishes such as platters, tureens and a teaware saucer (Table 4-14).  This suggests that teawares were 
purchased in more decorative types of ceramic than the plain creamwares (Table 4-15, Graph 4-3).  
In the storage cellar the two most common teawares were blue transfer-printed pearlware (15) and 
Chinese blue hand-painted porcelain (13).  The decorative type of teawares found within the storage 
cellar emphasises, the earlier date of many of the ceramics, in contrast with those with later dates in 
the well and backfill of the brewery (see below and Section 8.1).  In addition, the virtual absence of 
whitewares (3) underscores the pre-1830s manufacturing date for many of the artefacts in the storage 
cellar (Table 4-13).    
 
Table 4-15 and Graph 4-3 illustrate the different profile for the teawares found within the storage 
cellar, in contrast with the well and brewery backfill (3514).  While blue transfer-printed pearlwares 
and Chinese blue hand-painted teawares dominated within the storage cellar, they were virtually 
absent from the well and completely absent from the brewery backfill.  The types of decoration 
emphasises the early nature of the ceramics from the storage cellar but also the differences between 
purchasing patterns for the first and second-half of the nineteenth century in Parramatta, when there 
were more teawares than tablewares.   
 
A comparison of tablewares and teawares from the storage cellar reveals a differential purchasing 
pattern for these two groups.  Teawares were generally purchased in blue transfer-printed pearlwares  
(15), Chinese blue hand-painted porcelain (13), and some hand-painted Chinese porcelain (5) while 
the tablewares were predominantly plain creamwares(41) as well as Chinese blue hand-painted 
porcelain (36) (Table 4-16, Graph 4-4).  Edgewares and annular creamware were only found on 
tablewares not teawares.  There were some local lead-glazed teawares but none of the tablewares 
which are known from other sites.18  While the preference for Chinese blue hand-painted teawares 
and tablewares may suggest matching sets, the two main patterns, Nanking and Canton, are more 
likely to be found on either teawares or tablewares rather than as matching sets that include teawares 
and tablewares.  Canton pattern is found on serving and tablewares while the finer Nanking appears 
more typically on teawares and only occasionally on tablewares and serving wares.19  This 
emphasises that teawares are not seen as being part of the same event as eating meals and that people, 
in this case the owners of the items in the storage cellar, have sufficient resources to purchase 
different sets of ceramics for taking tea and eating meals.   

                                                      
17 Specialist report, Section 8.1:38.  
18 Casey & Lowe recent excavations at Pitt & Campbell Streets, Haymarket; Casey 1999.  
19 Specialist report, Section 8.3:34 
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Decoration 
MIC Store 

Cellar % 
annular cream 2 0.8 

bl hp 65 27.4  
bltp pearl 20 8.4  
brown tp 2 0.8  

creamware 53 22.4  
dual gl 1 0.4  

edgeware pearl 13 5.5  
edge whiteware 1 0.4  

green tp 1 0.4  
hp 16 6.8 

hp creamware 2 0.8  
hp gild 7 3.0  
hp pearl 8 3.4  

hp whiteware 1 0.4  
lead glaze 26 11.0  

mocha cream 2 0.8  
moulded creamware 1 0.4  

pearl 12 5.1  
selfslip 2 0.8  

unidentified 1 0.4  
whiteware 1 0.4  

 237 99.8 
Table 4-13: Range of ceramics types from the storage cellar.  
 
 

Specific 
Function Shape 

MIC 
storage 
cellar % 

hygiene poe 2 3.8  
serve plate 2 3.8  

 platter 1 1.9  
 tureen 2 3.8  

tableware bowl 2 3.8  
 plate 38 71.7  
 soup plate 1 1.9  

tea saucer 1 1.9  
tea/tblw small plate 3 5.7  

unidentified unidentified 1 1.9  
  53 100.2 

Table 4-14: Creamware vessels came in a range of shapes but mostly plates.  
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MIC storage
cellar teawares

Well

brewery backfill
3514

Decoration 

MIC 
storage 
cellar 

teawares Well 

Brewery 
backfill 

3514 
bl flow – 2 4 
bl hp 13 1 – 
bltp – 20 5 

bltp pearl 15 4 – 
brntp 2 1 – 

clobbered – 2 1 
cream w 1 – – 

edge ware  – 1 – 
grntp 1 2 1 

hp 5 1 – 
hp gild 3 – – 
hp pearl 2 1 – 

lead glaze 3 – – 
mocha cream 1 – – 

pearl – 2 1 
ppl tp – 1 – 

rock gl – – 1 
sprigg – 3 – 
sponge – – 1 

wgl – 4 1 
wgl gilt – – 1 

ww – 4 2 
ww mou – 1 – 

 46 50 18 
Table 4-15: Teawares come in a range of decorative types.  
 

Graph 4-3: Graph of the teaware decorative types found in the three main contexts, using raw item counts not 
percentages.  
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0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35
40

annular cream
bl hp
bltp pearl
brntp
cream

 w
grntp
edge w

 pearl
edge w

w
hp hp cream

 w
hp gild
hp pearl
hp w

w
lead gl
m

ocha cream
pearl

cellar tablewares
cellar teawares

Decoration 

Cellar 
MIC 

tablewares % 

Cellar  
MIC 

teawares % 
annular cream 2 1.8    

bl hp 36 33.0  13 28.3  
bltp pearl 1 0.9  15 32.6  

brntp  0 2 4.3  
cream w 41 37.6  1 2.2  

grntp  0 1 2.2  
edge w pearl 13 11.9   0.0  

edge WW 1 0.9   0.0  
hp 1 0.9  5 10.9  

hp cream w 2 1.8   0.0  
hp gild 3 2.8  3 6.5  
hp pearl 1 0.9  2 4.3  
hp ww 1 0.9   0.0  
lead gl  0 3 6.5  

mocha cream  0 1 2.2  
pearl 7 6.4   0 

 109 99.8 46 100 
Table 4-16: Type of decorative wares found on teawares and tablewares.  
 

Graph 4-4: Percentage of table and teawares from the storage cellar and decorative patterns.  
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Metals, Miscellaneous and Building Materials20 
The building materials found in the storage cellar were discussed in Section 3.  The fills mostly 
contained bricks, tiles, a kiln floor tile and metal hardware but also several other items such as coins, 
whetstones, food and beverage containers, smoking pipes, broken scissors, a fork, and a horse spur.  
The floor tile from a malt kiln is unusual and made of fired clay (Photo 4-13).  There were no 
artefacts relating to services, transport, clerical tasks or even storage. 
 
The artefacts were mostly handmade or wrought with few being the product of introduced 
mechanisation.  The whetstones, metal jug and scissors indicate the occupants of the Lot were fairly 
self sufficient, accustomed to maintenance and repair within and outside the household. The bone- 
handled fork with two prongs was typical of the period before the development of more diverse 
cutlery.  The two copper lids were hand beaten and riveted and belonged to a matching set of 
possible kitchen pots or containers.  The two possible farthing coins had perhaps been dropped in the 
garden and swept up unnoticed into the cellar during the final clearance.  
 
The types of artefacts indicate the presence of children who liked to play marbles but this was also a 
game followed by adults.  At least one person smoked in the vicinity of the cellar. They had a 
preference for plain pipes but also liked ones manufactured by William Murray in Glasgow and an 
unknown person with an initial “C”.  The pipes were practical for working men except for one with a 
long stem.  
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-11: Two copper canister lids 
and two pronged fork. Scale 10cm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-12: Large whetstone from the 
storage cellar. It would have been used 
for sharpening tools. Scale 10cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                      
20 Specialist report 8.3.  
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Photo 4-13: Building material from the 
storage cellar including a clay vent with a 
back with small holes which is a tile used 
in the floor of a malt kiln (top right).  
Single and double-lug clay roofing tiles 
and a brick from the wall of the storage 
cellar.  Below is the reverse side of the 
malt kiln tile.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Photo 4-14: Miscellaneous artefacts from 
the storage cellar include a teaspoon, 
handle from furniture, metal boss, hand-
made marble, gun flint and possible spur. 
Scale 10cm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Photo 4-15: Small artefacts from a 
number of contexts in Lot 102W and 
102E. Scale 10cm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1880s House 
102E 

Brewery  
Backfill  
102W

Storage 
Cellar 
102W 
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Photo 4-16: Children’s artefacts from 
the Lot 102W and Lot 102E.  Writing 
slate and slate pencils, marbles, leg of 
a doll and two items from a doll’s 
teaset. Scale 10cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-17: Some of the pipes found 
at the site: three ‘effigal’ or face 
types all dating to the 1820s; brown 
and white German porcelain 
4104/#26208; bowl with relief 
decoration or spur marks of ship & 
anchor 4104/#26202; the City of 
Gouda in The Netherlands 
3401/#2608; and fluted bowl 
3534/#26132.  Scale 10cm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Storage 
Cellar 
102W 



Artefact Analysis 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

104

Photo 4-18: Four pipe bowls and 
fragments of pipe stems. From top left: 
small plain bowls with possibly marked 
cylindrical spur 4104/26201; with 
conical spur 4104/#26203; small plain 
bowls with conical spur 3534/#26133; 
with cut spur showing burning from use 
4110/#26230; stem with mark of 
tobacconist "DIXSON/ SYDNEY" 
(1839-1904) 4110/#26228; bowl with 
spur mark "C", possibly of Sydney 
pipemaker William Cluer (1802-1821) 
3959/#26177; long plain stem 3959/ 
#26176; stem with mark of Scottish 
pipemaker "MURRAY/GLASGOW" 
(1830-1861) 3959/#26178; 
mouthpieces with glaze 4102/ #26197, 
or thickened with red wax and stem 
mark "[L]ONDON/ LACH[LANDER]" 
3406/#26109; stems with marks of 
Scottish pipemakers "THO. WHITE & 
Co/EDINBURGH" (1823-1882) 
3514/#26128, "TW & C[O]/[E]DINR" 
(1823-1882) 4105/#26224, "T. 
WHYTE/EDINR." (1832-1864) 
3457/#26119, "W. 
WHITE/GLASGOW" (1806-1955) 
4110/#26229. Scale 10cm.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-19: Metal and sharpening 
artefacts from the storage cellar. This 
includes part of a Dutch hoe 
4014/#26537; a steel wedge 
3901/#26451; an iron file 3901/#26445 
and a whetstone (hone) 3905/#26171. 
Scale 10cm.  
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Brewery Backfill 
The backfill of the brewery (3514) contained 215 artefacts among the mostly demolition materials 
(Table 4-5).  Forty-two percent the artefacts were food-related, 21 percent were alcohol bottles, and 6 
percent were household.  The first two groups of artefacts were similar to the pattern found in the 
storage cellar and the well while the storage cellar had few artefacts that fall into the general 
household category.  The three contexts had a very similar percent of food items, all hovering 
between 40 to 42 percent (Table 4-6, Graph 4-1).  In all cases the industrial-related artefacts were 
scarce with the brewery backfill only containing one item.  Condiments dominated the food items 
which is atypical of a residential household or the other two contexts (Table 4-7, Graph 4-2).  This 
suggests that the glass artefacts had a different use profile to the ceramic ones.   
 
Dating  
The dating of this deposit was discussed in some detail in Section 3.3.3, this analysis suggested that 
there was likely to have been contamination of this fill, probably from the later nineteenth-century 
occupation as well as the 1950s construction of the maternity hospital.  In historical terms the 
brewery was demolished by c1865 and it is presumed that the backfill is mostly demolition 
associated with that phase but the analysis of ceramic, and metal and miscellaneous artefacts suggests 
that many of the non-structural artefacts were not associated with the occupation of the brewery but 
with the nearby residents, those living in the 1830s house on Lot 102W and the convict hut on Lot 
103.  During the 1840s and 1850s the brewery and Lot 103 were both leased to Patrick Hayes, the 
proprietor of the brewery.   
 
Artefacts 
 
Glass21 
There are 111 glass items from the brewery backfill in Lot 102W.  A total of 99 items contributed to 
temporal placement.  The majority of chronological data was derived from the bottle assemblage 
(n=95).  Press-moulded tableware (1820+) and Crown window glass (until 1870s) also contributed to 
temporal placement.   
 
Functional analysis classified approximately 93 percent of the items into seven identified groups: 
alcohol (38 items), beverage (6), clerical (5), food (48), personal (1), pharmacy (10) and 
transportation (1 item).  In addition there was one window glass fragment classified in the 
architectural group.   
 
The majority of alcohol bottles are beer/wine (26).  Other alcohol bottles include champagne style 
(1), spirits (4) and unspecified alcohol (3).  Beverage-related artefacts consist of five aerated-water 
bottles and one marble stopper from a Codd-patented type bottle.  Clerical bottles are all ink bottles.  
The bottles were a variety of shapes (circular, bell shaped, rectangular).  One is embossed “Jangus” 
and one has a partial embossment for a different manufacture.  Food-related items consist of bottles 
and tableware and were mostly bottles (39).  Oil/vinegar bottles represent over 52 percent of food-
related items.  Other food bottles include pickles/chutney (4) and meat sauce (2).  In addition, no 
specific function could be identified for eleven bottles.  Tableware consists of four tumblers, two 
stemware, one bowl and an unspecified item.  Pharmacy-related items consist of one pharmacy 
bottle, three patent-medicine bottles and seven gin/schnapps bottles.  A Spooner's Navy boot dressing 
bottle is the one personal/grooming item and a bottle of Vici Leather Dressing for saddles or horse 
tack represents the transportation group.  
 
The relative high frequencies of alcohol and condiment bottles (oil/vinegar, pickle/chutney and meat 
sauce) are more typical of a pub, club or hotel assemblage than a residential setting.  Literacy was not the 
norm for the nineteenth-century working class but would be a necessity in a commercial enterprise such as 
the brewery.  The relative frequency of ink bottles is consistent with that of a business.  Leather dressing 
for saddles and horse tack most likely came from stables in the area.  Items such as the medicine bottles 
and tableware are more often associated with a residential setting. 

                                                      
21 Taken from Specialist glass report Section 8.2 
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The results of analysis suggests an 1820s–1900s mixed residential and commercial affiliation for 
glass artefacts from the brewery cellar fill and indeed might represent a clean up of the area 
following demolition of the brewery. 
 
Ceramics22 
Within the demolition fill 234 ceramic fragments were recovered, comprising 86 items.  Do the 
ceramics reflect the buildings use as a brewery, or perhaps its later incarnation as a wool washery? 
Do the ceramics also indicate a brewery demolition time around 1865, or are they from another 
source entirely? 
 
Twenty-five decorative types were represented within the demolition fill.  Transfer prints are 
represented on 37 items (including flow wares and clobbered), with the next most dominant 
decoration being salt-glazed stonewares (18 items).  Eleven identified transfer-printed patterns and 
one Chinese export porcelain hand-painted pattern were in evidence in the deposit, on 22 items.  The 
identified transfer-printed patterns are as follows: ‘Albion’ (1), ‘Asiatic Pheasants’ (1), ‘Burmese’ 
(1), ‘Chantilly’ (1), ‘Chinese Marine Series’ (1), ‘Formosa’ (1), ‘Isola Bella’ (1), ‘Rhine’ (1), ‘Royal 
Rose’ (1), ‘The Maroon Slave & Virginia’ (1), and ‘Willow’ (11).  The blue hand-painted Chinese 
porcelain pattern was the popular ‘Canton’.  The majority of the identified patterns are commonly 
found in assemblages dating from the mid nineteenth century, such as ‘Albion’, ‘Asiatic Pheasants’, 
‘Rhine’ and ‘Isola Bella’.  The ubiquitous ‘Willow’ pattern is the most common, featured on 11 
items, whereas the remaining patterns are all represented by only one item each. This decorative 
range, coupled with the vessel shapes recovered, is indicative of a more domestic deposit than one 
associated with a brewery.   
 
The function and shape of the 86 ceramic items recovered within this brewery cellar backfill was 
very much domestic oriented.  Food is the most dominant function, with items associated with its 
consumption, serving, preparation and storage dominating.  Fifty-two food-related items were 
identified, with the majority of these being teawares and tablewares (cups 8, saucers 7, teapots 2 and 
plates 19), not the sort of items one would expect associated with a brewery.  Serving-related items 
were also present in the form of platters (3), tureens (2), jugs (2) and a dish (1).  The only ceramic 
evidence of alcohol in this fill is a single stoneware stout bottle.  Although other bottles are present 
within the assemblage, they are also seemingly unrelated to the brewery, indeed the most common 
bottle shape is that of a blacking bottle (9).  Other items also more commonly found in relation to 
domestic rather than industrial assemblages include the ewers (2), candlesticks (2), ointment /cream 
pot lid (1), water filter (1) and ink bottles (4).  The presence of a child’s plate, in the brown transfer-
printed pattern of ‘The Maroon Slave & Virginia’ (#20,835), is also out of place in a brewery-related 
deposit. 
 
Metals and Miscellaneous23 
The cellar had been backfilled by a mixture of building rubble and broken objects (3514) many of 
which date to the middle or second half of the nineteenth century.  Of the 43 items catalogued, 25 
were found within the sump and drain.  The rubble included sandstock bricks with shallow 
rectangular frogs dating from c1830 to 1880 (238 x 111 x 71-72mm).  These probably came from the 
walls of the brewery or possibly from the cottage immediately to the south that had been originally 
built in the 1830s.  Some of the small items (Photo 4-15), such as the beads, may have also come 
from the cottage and thrown in during the demolition and clearance of the whole area although as the 
new historical research has shown there may have been some use of the brewery in relation to Patrick 
Hayes operating a drapers shop.  Walls were rendered in a light grey sandy thick lime mortar coated 
in white plaster and painted white, cream and salmon.  The mortar adhering to the cinder brick 
sampled from the cellar was similar to that used as bedding for the flagged floor of the main building 
or the brewery.  This brick also had a whitewashed side (Table 5: d*). 
 

                                                      
22 Taken from Specialist report, Section 8.1.  
23 Taken from Specialist report, Section 8.3. 
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The cellar rubble also contained a galvanised iron bracket, door thumb latch and some 17 items of 
metal hardware such as nails and spikes that were part of the non-structural features of the brewery or 
adjacent house.  Although the nails were all hand forged, galvanising was not done before c1860.   
 
Only two items can be definitely assigned an industrial function and may have been a part of the 
brewery process (see Section 8.3, Appendix 1.3).  Several stages of the malting and brewing process 
needed the application of a pump, to transfer water or the wort to the appropriate container.  A pump 
fragment found on the surface of Lot 102E may have been used by other businesses on the site 
(3401), it is possible that it was used within the brewery.  According to the brass label it was a 
syphon overflow pump with self-regulating drum patented by Warner and Cowan (Photo 4-22).24  
The second item was a sheet of metal with tiny regularly-spaced holes (Photo 4-20).  Larger sections 
of the same type of sheeting were found in the backfill but were not colleted as they were too large.  
Fragments of metal barrel hoops were also found in this deposit.   
 
Various perforated sheets, screens and filters were a traditional part of brewery equipment in the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries and were used to sieve liquids and dry the malt.  These items 
were made of metal, cloth and clay.  The iron sheet fragment found in the brewery demolition fill 
within the cellar had been hand perforated with regular tiny holes.   
 
Overall, the artefacts from the brewery backfill (3514) are thought to constitute a mixture of 
materials contained within the building at the time of demolition and artefacts from the surrounding 
residential houses—the 1830s house at the front of Lot 102W and the convict hut/house on Lot 103, 
which was probably demolished about the same time as the brewery.  As the demolition of the 
brewery and the backfilling of its cellar happened around the time the terrace houses on the George 
Street were built none of the artefacts within the cellar are likely to be associated with the terrace 
houses.   
 
Summary 
In general the artefacts from the brewery cellar suggest that there was no brewery operating within 
the premises at the time of demolition and that many of the artefacts relate to residential occupation 
although the high number of condiment bottles may relate to the sale of such items or the use of them 
in association with some other activity associated with the house and brewery.  It is also possible that 
some of these artefacts were associated with the residents of Lot 103 due to the association of Patrick 
Hayes leasing both lots in the 1850s and 1860s.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-20: Section of metal 
sheeting with tiny punctured holes, 
3514/#26388. Scale 10cm 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                      
24 Unfortunately the patent numbers are illegible. 
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Photo 4-21: Some of the artefacts 
from the brewery backfill: a large 
bracket, copper lid, part of an unusual 
clay tile, hook, and two parts of a gas 
fitting.  Scale 10cm 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4-22: Brass label of a 
syphon overflow pump with 
self-regulating drum 
patented by Warner and 
Cowan.  Scale 10cm 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3.2 Lot 103 – Backfill of the Well 
The backfill of the well contained 413 artefacts, nearly all of the artefacts recovered from this 
property (Table 4-3).  Many of these items were associated with food (40%), alcohol (11%), 
recreation (9%), building materials (9%) and household (6%) (Table 4-6).  The well contained a high 
proportion of unidentified artefacts (16%) which in the case of ceramics rose to 30 percent (Tables 4-
6, 4-7).  The food category dominated all three of the main contexts from the PCC site (Graph 4-1).  
The well contained remains of 168 food-related artefacts (Table 4-7).  Forty-six percent were 
tablewares and 30 percent were teawares with quite small counts in the other food categories (Table 
4-7, Graph 4-2).   
 
Dating 
The glass analysis suggests an 1810–1870s date range for the contents of the well.  There is no 
indication of dates for glass items later than 1870.  The latest TAQ or ‘to’ date for basemarked 
ceramics was 1870 and the two TPQ or ‘from’ dates is 1855 for “Verano” and 1858 for “Albion” 
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pattern.25  The latest TPQ or ‘from’ dates for the ceramics are two semi-vitrified earthenwares dating 
from 1840 which fits in easily with the pattern dates.  The latest date for metal, miscellaneous and 
building materials artefacts was a post-1873 gas fitting (4110) and post-1880 sewing pins (4104, 
4110).  The sewing pins could easily be contamination because they move easily through the sandy 
deposits and are also easily lost but the presence of the gas fitting in context 4110 does suggest that 
the overall date for backfilling was after 1873.  Other than the pins no other remains date later than 
1873.  The general assumption must then be that the well was probably backfilled during the 1870s.  
This appears to be later than the demolition of the brewery and the construction of the five terraces 
on George Street which all happened around c1865.  Some limited contamination to context 4110 is 
indicated by the archaeological recording (Table 3-2).  The date for the backfilling of the brewery 
therefore may have between c1865 or shortly later in the 1870s.   
 
Glass26 
There are 77 glass items from the well fill in Lot 103 or 18 percent of the artefacts from the well.  
Functional analysis classified approximately 95 percent of the items into six identified groups: 
alcohol (38), beverage (1), food (15), personal (3), pharmacy (8), and service (2). Six bottles were 
classified as pharmacy/personal.  In addition, 42 fragments of window glass were classified in the 
architectural group.  The majority of alcohol bottles are beer/wine (32).  Six bottles are identified as 
‘champagne’ style, which could have contained champagne, beer or wine. Food-related items consist 
of bottles (pickle and unspecified containers) and tableware (tumblers and stemware).  Most of 
tableware has ground and/polished pontil scars (6) and two are possibly lead crystal.  There are two 
lavender water and one perfume bottle in the personal group.  The perfume bottle exhibits a partial 
embossment for E. Rimmel, London.  Pharmacy-related items consist of one pharmacy bottle, one 
patent medicine bottle and six gin and schnapps bottles, which were marketed as patent medicines 
during the nineteenth century.  In addition, there are six bottles with square or rectangular base and 
body profiles that were generically used for either patent medicines or personal grooming items.  
Two clear glass lamp chimneys comprise the service group. 
 
The results of functional analysis suggest a possible residential affiliation for the glass artefacts from 
the well.  The high quality tablewares, as well as the perfume, lavender water and medicine bottles 
are typical items that indicate a feminine presence in a household.  While the presence in the 
assemblage of these items is not sufficient to definitively state a residential origin for the well’s 
contents, it is highly unlikely they resulted from activities associated with the brewery.  
 
Ceramics27 
The well contained remains of 221 ceramic artefacts, slightly more than half the artefacts (413) 
recovered from the well contexts (Table 4-2).  The food function category of tableware was the most 
dominant, representing 30.3 percent of the entire assemblage, with 67 items.  Teaware followed 
closely behind at 22.6 percent (50), and together these two specific functions made up 30 percent of 
the total well contents.  Serving items were also fairly highly represented, featured by 22 items 
(10%).  Food preparation, storage, serving and consumption were all represented within the well.  
Plates were the most common shape represented, with 65 items, comprising 30 percent of the total 
ceramics.28   
 
Eighteen individual patterns were identified within the well, with all but one being transfer-printed 
and imported from the United Kingdom.  The single exception was a blue hand-painted Chinese 
porcelain saucer in the “Nanking” pattern.  Decorative types found in the well were mostly transfer 
prints (31) or 62 percent (Table 4-15).  As discussed in the storage cellar analysis above this is a 
pattern more likely found in the second-half of the nineteenth century.  There were only six Chinese 
ceramics in the well—remains of three ginger jars, two saucers and an unidentified artefact.  This is a 

                                                      
25 Section 8.1:24, Table 3.16.  
26 Taken from Specialist report, Section 8.2. 
27 Taken from Specialist report, Section 8.1. 
28 Specialist report, Section 8.1:21, Table 3.13. 
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quite different pattern to that of the storage cellar.  This represents a more typical pattern for the 
second-half of the nineteenth century.   
 
Did any of the cups and saucers, with identified pattern names or pattern numbers, appear to be part 
of particular teasets? Three patterns appeared on different teaware shapes, suggesting possible sets.  
A blue transfer-printed “Fibre” pattern cup could be associated with four “Fibre” pattern saucers.  
Perhaps also a brown transfer-printed “Fibre” pattern cup could be suggestive of a multi-coloured 
teaset.  Four items with the blue transfer-printed pattern “Park Scenery” were also found, two 
saucers, a cup and a breakfast cup.  Two green sprigged items, pattern number ‘6’, were found, 
breakfast cup and a cup. 
 
Although not found on different teaware shapes, two patterns did also occur featuring the same 
pattern on more than one item.  The green transfer-printed pattern “Amoy” was featured on two 
breakfast cups, and the blue transfer-printed pattern number ‘320’ also was found on two breakfast 
cups . 
 
Four matching patterns occurred on tableware and serving items.  The “Burmese” pattern featured on 
a serving dish, and a plate; pattern number ‘319’ was on a serving dish, platter, tureen and eight 
plates, and pattern number ‘324’ was on a platter, plate and a saucer, indicating that this table setting 
could be complimented by a matching teaset.  It was, however, the ever-popular “Willow” pattern 
that occurred on the most number of items, 24 in blue transfer print and 12 in blue transfer-printed 
pearlware.  These may have been from completely different sets or pieces may have been used 
concurrently.  The plain blue transfer-printed “Willow” occurred on: serving dishes (3), platters (3), 
small plates (3) and plates (15).  The pearlware “Willow” featured on platters (2), a small plate, 
plates (8) and a saucer. 
 
Another pattern, number ‘321’, although not present on serving-related items, did show the 
availability of matching patterns in teawares and tablewares, being on a plate and a saucer.  The 
remaining three identified patterns all featured on more than one plate, suggestive of at least being 
part of matching tableware services.  “Irish Scenery” occurred on two plates, “Royal Cottage” was on 
three plates, and “Villa” also occurred on three plates. 
 
Thirty-five salt-glazed stoneware bottles came from the well or 15.8 percent of the ceramics. These 
included blacking bottles (10), gin bottle (1), ginger beer bottle (1) and ink bottle (1).  The majority 
were unidentified stoneware bottles (17) as well as a moulded salt-glazed jug.   
 
The ceramic assemblage was dominated by three decorative types, blue transfer print (36.7%), salt 
glazed (15.8%) and blue transfer-printed pearlware (12.2%).  The range of decorations represented 
by the remaining 35.3% was indicative of the choices and options available to the consumer in the 
marketplace leading up to the time when the well was backfilled. 
 
The functional analysis of the ceramics indicates a residential association rather than an association 
with brewery activities.  The range was also not the type expected to be found in association with the 
early convict hut or leaseholder phase of occupation, compared with those recovered from the brick 
storage cellar discussed earlier.   
 
Metals, Miscellaneous and Building Materials 
The were 116 metal, miscellaneous and building materials artefacts from the well—102 came from 
the lower fills (4104-6) and only 14 from upper (4102-3) or bottom machine dug (4135) fills (Table 
4-3).  The lower fills had a wide range of items which may have come from a combination of 
industrial and domestic locations.  The architectural fragments included one flat sandstock brick and 
two roof tiles that dated from 1788.  There were 29 nails—eight were hand forged (c1788-1890), two 
were cut and wrought (c1820-1870) and six were machine wrought (c1840-1870).  A horseshoe, 
barrel hoop and the large cylindrical iron container (or possible machine part) were found in the well 
and may have came from the brewery. 
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Household items included a handle and a broken furniture castor from furniture, and a pressed metal 
cloak pin in a rosette design from a curtain tie back.  The bootscraper may have been placed at the 
house or factory door.  Sewing was represented by nine dress pins, of which four were machine 
upset-headed, a method developed in 1880.  A glimpse of the clothing style of the female residents 
from the 1850s and 1860s was revealed by two buttons.  One button was machine-made from mother 
of pearl and another from domed black glass.   
 
In the lower fills the mostly adult male pursuit of smoking left some 34 items of clay pipes of which 
the most recent was made from c1840-1880 (Photos 4-17, 4-18).  Imported pipes dominated the 
assemblage including the three earliest ones found on the site.  Of these one had a plain polished 
bowl and two others had an identical relief design of a ship and anchor (c1790-1820).  In following 
years at least one pipe was made in the vicinity of London, whereas two were made in Glasgow and 
Edinburgh.  Sometime from 1838 to 1904 two more pipes were purchased from a Sydney tobacconist 
Hugh Dixson, who ordered them from Britain.  Finally an unusual pipe bowl of brown glazed 
porcelain indicated the presence of a smoker with more expensive tastes and more sophisticated 
background (Photo 4-17).  These pipes were made in Germany and were made of several components 
including a separate mouthpiece, perhaps of amber.  
 
It is uncertain if the artefacts within the backfill of the well were associated with the convict 
hut/houses on Lot 103 or to the early occupation of the five mid to late nineteenth-century terraces on 
Lot 103.  While it is possible that the artefacts from the backfill of the well in Lot 103 belonged to 
the residents of these houses it is only to the beginning periods of occupation.  It is noted that this 
deposit may have a relationship with the occupant of the convict/hut house on Lot 103 and possibly 
with the residents of the house on the George Street frontage in Lot 102W.  None of these 
attributions can be made with any certainty.   
 
 
4.3.3 Animal Bone  
From the overall site 1424 fragments of animal bone were recovered (Table 4-17).  Those fragments 
that could be identified were mostly sheep (21%), cattle (14%), with small quantities of chicken 
(4.4%) and a little pig (1%).  There were fragments of bone indicating the presence of pets, dog and 
cat but they were not in a burial which is unusual.  Fifty-three percent of the bone assemblage was 
unable to be identified any further than sheep/cattle/pig, which indicates that it was fragmentary.  Lot 
102E contained a quantity of animal bone (11%) but no single deposit contained significant 
quantities (Tables 4-18, 4-19).  Thirty-eight percent of the animal bone was from Lot 102W with the 
majority coming from context 3688 (103), the fill of a pit to the north of the Conservation Zone.  Lot 
103 had fifty-one percent (724 frags) of all the bone from the site.  Again sheep and cow were the 
two main types of meat.    
 
The animal bone from the well included 24 fragments of horse bone which is unusual in itself as 
horse bones are more typically found in horse burials, as with burying a pet.29    
 
Evidence of butchery is identified on two horse elements (refer to Figures 1- 5, Section 8.4): 

 1 left Metatarsal III (cut or chop marks) 
 1 right astragalus (saw marks).    

 
Butchery marks generally result from three activities: skinning, disarticulation and filleting. Skinning 
cut marks are found around the shaft of lower legs and phalanges and along the lower margins of the 
mandible or on the skull.  Disarticulation cut marks occur on the edges or articular surfaces of the 
ends of long bones and on the surfaces of vertebrae or pelvic parts.  Filleting cut marks generally 
parallel the long axis of the bone. 

Type 
Code Common Name 

All site 
Frags % 

102W 
Frags % 

102E 
Frags % 

103 
Frags % 

                                                      
29 Casey & Lowe found two separate pony and horse burials at the George & Charles Streets Site, Parramatta, 
as well as dog, cat and calf burials.  
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CAT Cat 1 0.1 1 0.2     
CHAU Snapper 2 0.1  -   2 0.3 

CHI Chicken 63 4.4 2 0.4 7 4.4 54 7.5 
COW Cattle 198 13.9 92 17.0 17 10.6 89 12.3 
CPN Cow/Pig 1 0.1 1 0.2  -  - 
DOG Dog 5 0.4 3 0.6  - 2 0.3 
HOR Horse 24 1.7  -  - 24 3.3 
PIG Pig 13 0.9 10 1.9 2 1.3 1 0.1 
RAB Rabbit 4 0.3 2 0.4 2 1.3  - 
RAM Rodent 1 0.1  - 1 0.6  - 
RAM Rodent (NFI) 1 0.1  - 1 0.6  - 
RAT European Rat 6 0.4  -  - 6 0.8 
SHE Sheep 304 21.3 80 14.8 83 51.9 141 19.5 
SMM Small Mammal (NFI) 14 1.0 1 0.2 4 2.5 9 1.2 
SPC Sheep/Pig/Cattle 750 52.7 316 58.5 42 26.3 392 54.1 
UNA Unidentified Animal 22 1.5 22 4.1  -  - 
UNB Unidentified Bird 1 0.1  -  - 1 0.1 
UNF Unidentified Fish 3 0.2  -  - 3 0.4 
XBI Unidentifiable Bird 1 0.1  - 1 0.6  - 

XMA Unidentifiable Mammal 10 0.7 10 1.9  -  - 
  1424 100.1 540 100.2 160 100.1 724 99.9 

Table 4-17: Types of animal bone recovered from the site and individual lots.  
 
 

Lot No of Frags % 
102W 540 38 
102E 160 11 
103 724 51 

 1424 100 
Table 4-18: Proportions of animal bone from the three lots.  
 
 

Context 
Lot 102W 
Fragments Context 

Lot 102E  
Fragments Context 

Lot 103 
Well 

Fragments 
7 10 3401 2 4102 69 
9 5 3403 37 4103 10 

3456 14 3404 26 4104 386 
3501 12 3405 4 4105 64 
3502 6 3406 21 4106 12 
3509 6 3407 2 4108 1 
3514 7 3420 8 4110 182 
3519 1 3429 2  724 
3522 16 3444 14   
3534 11 3459 3   
3536 27 3460 27   
3557 2 3461 1   
3569 22 3462 2   
3589 7 3464 11   
3593 2  160   
3612 2     
3619 1     
3621 10     
3653 6     
3663 15     
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3674 1     
3676 2     
3684 70     
3686 44     
3688 103     
3712 58     
3901 1     
3905 5 
3923 15 

Table 4-19: Animal bone from various contexts.  
 

3953 2     
3959 9     
3961 34     
3992 14     

 540     
 
 
Under a very basic analysis, it may be suggested that the marks identified conform to skinning cut 
marks.  The mark identified on the astragalus are very unusual, as they are located on an interior 
surface of the hock joint.  The cause or purpose of this mark is impossible to accurately identify. 
 
These marks provide evidence of some form of utilisation of the horse after its death, possibly 
evidence of the use of horse hides or the consumption of horse meat by humans or pets (dogs).  
However, due to the very small sample size (1 horse, 2 cut marks), this assemblage does not provide 
conclusive evidence of any of the above activities and it is unlikely that any such activities were the 
primary reason for keeping horses on or near the site.   
 
This is the first example of butchered and fragmentary horse bone that we know of from a residential 
site in Sydney.   
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5.0 Response to Research Questions 
 
5.1 Research Questions 
The following research questions were written as part of the research design for the excavation 
permit application.30  They were intended to provide a range of overview questions for the site based 
on the potential for the site.  Once the excavation is completed only some of the questions are still 
relevant as not all the predicted remains were found or some deposits may offer more opportunity for 
analysis and interpretation.  The response to the research design is based on the results of the 
archaeological program and addresses the most important results rather than all of the archaeological 
remains that were recorded.   
 
Convict and Free Life in Colonial Parramatta31 
• What differences were there between the lives of free or forced or institutionalised settlers? 
• How did the deprivations of a frontier life alter the way in which free people lived in early 

colonial Parramatta?   
• Nature of early agricultural practices, evidence for dairying etc.  Address this issue through both 

the analysis of archaeological features as well as through analysis of early pottery and pollen 
samples.   

• Pottery was manufactured in Sydney and probably in Parramatta.  It is typically found on early 
Parramatta sites where it is frequently unglazed.  Our understanding of this pottery is fairly 
limited to date.  Recent work by Mary Casey on the analysis of early pottery in Sydney (DMR 
site and Palmer’s bakehouse at the Conservatorium of Music) has considerably added to our 
understanding of the type of forms manufactured and used at specialist sites but we know very 
little about pottery at Parramatta, its manufacture and the forms and their uses.32  The work at 
George & Charles Streets, Parramatta has considerably added to our understanding of the corpus 
of early pottery.  This work has been catalogued and will be analysed in the near future.   

• It is possible that John Blakefield, a baker, may have carried out commercial baking on this 
premises and there may be pottery and structural remains in the yard area that will assist with 
analysing this site and such evidence.     

• Evidence associated with the occupation of this site by the Larkin family may reveal interesting 
insights into family patterns and behaviour.   

• Consumption and commerce in colonial Parramatta (Appendix 4):   
o How does it link into issues associated with local, regional and global economies? 
o What does it tell us about cultural and social practices in colonial Parramatta, relating to 

lifeways, diet and other issues associated with consumption?  
o How do patterns of consumption further our understanding of how early residents of 

Parramatta used material culture in the construction of personal and group identity?   
 
This series of questions will be addressed in the Response to the Research Questions.   

Landscape of Colonial Parramatta 
• How does the evidence from this site feed into the current perceptions of the convict-period 

landscape of Parramatta?  Other issues to be considered are resistance to the way in which 
control manifested itself in the landscape and in daily life.  Issues of power are central to the 
expression of landscapes of control (Appendix 4). 

• Nature and affect of modification of the pre-European landscape.  
• Evidence for the pre-European landscape.  

                                                      
30 Casey & Lowe 2004.  
31 I have drawn on some of the more relevant questions in PHALMS 2000 Figure 6.4, p. 167-175.  Please note 
there are a number of important research areas which this research framework has not engaged with, such as 
constructions of gender identities, frontier theory, resistance to authority, the nature of early pottery and its 
relation to domestic site activities and early pottery manufacture.    
32 Casey 1999; Casey & Lowe 2002.  



Response to Research Questions 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

115

• Remaking of the landscape, the social cultural and political context and how it was manifest in 
this landscape.33  Are many of the same issues influencing the way in which the landscape was 
formed similar to those which affected the Sydney Domain?  

• How does this site relate to the Parramatta Domain and the interaction between these landscapes 
and people who may have worked in the Domain such as cooper Anthony Landrin who resided 
within the study area and was known to work at the Government Cooperage and Samuel Larkin 
who was a government clerk, initially with two governors then with the Commissariat and 
Government Store?  

• Order and amenity: is the layout of houses and other structures the result of cultural and social 
practices?  What was the role of these practices in changing the landscape and modifying 
people’s behaviour?34 

 
This series of questions will be addressed in the Response to the Research Questions.   
 

Life in the Various Households within the four mid to late nineteenth-century house sites  
• The range and variation apparent within the households where a range of families resided.   
• Evidence for the nature of childhood and the way in which gender identities were constructed.  
• The nature of the material culture and consumption patterns of the various households; how these 

remains related to the transformation of their environment from rural town and to an urban place.   
• The four houses vary in size suggesting there may be economic differences present within the 

houses and how these might be represented within the archaeological evidence.   
• Layout of the house and outbuildings and how this structured life in these households.   
• Is there evidence for customary patterns (buildings, food, religious practice, cultural artefacts)?  
• How was material culture used to represent personal and group identity?   
 
This set of questions will not be addressed as on a little evidence of the structures was found there is 
uncertainty about which of the deposits and artefacts might be relevant to these questions.   
 

The Emu Brewery 
• Nature of the evidence associated with the brewery and if it is an example of technology transfer 

from Britain. Does it conform or is it different to traditional small-scale breweries?  
• Do we have evidence for industrial and work practices with this complex?   
• Is there evidence for how the building, works and infrastructure were altered for wool washing or 

other type of commercial activity related to the place? 
• Does the archaeological evidence associated with the brewery assist in understanding how this 

site operated when it was situated on two properties not owned by the same people?  
• Are there rubbish deposits associated with the brewery complex that assist in revealing the 

timespan over which brewing may have operated?    
 
This series of questions will be addressed in the Response to the Research Questions.   
 

                                                      
33 This general topic was the focus of Mary Casey’s PhD thesis but in relation to the Sydney Domain (Casey 
2002).   
34 Some of these issues were the focus of analysis in Casey 2002.   



Response to Research Questions 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

116

5.2 Response to Research Questions 
 
5.2.1 Brief Theoretical Background 
When writing a research design for an excavation permit application it is typical to write a series of 
questions for the range of potential archaeological remains that may be found on the site.  Once the 
project is completed and the report is being written only some of these questions will be able to be 
answered as not all of the predicted remains will have been found.  The focus of the response to the 
research questions is based on the results of the archaeological program as well as budgets and what 
are the most significant aspects of the resource.   
 
The research questions and the response to them are written within the context of recent 
archaeological ideas and theory.  The main ideas and theory that inform the questions and this report 
are those of cultural landscape, material culture and consumerism.  By examining the results of the 
archaeological investigation within these theoretical concepts we begin to arrive at an understanding 
of the meaning of the archaeology at this site.35  Cultural landscapes are places and spaces embedded 
with cultural meaning, by analysing the landscapes of colonial Parramatta we can gain insight into 
the contemporary social and cultural practices and how they informed the way in which the newly 
arrived residents of Parramatta engaged in the daily struggle of life in the new penal colony.  The 
analysis of the early cultural landscape of Parramatta is covered in Section 3.4.   
 
Material Culture refers to any and all elements of the physical remains of the archaeological 
excavation, the structural remains as well as the artefacts.   Material Culture analysis takes as a given 
that the material world is a physical representation of the how the world works, the social and 
cultural elements of the world and how people interact in the world is embodied in the material 
products and practices of that world.  The artefacts therefore become embedded with the meaning 
given to them by the cultural and social world that they form part of.  The interweaving of theories of 
consumerism onto those of material culture allow for a further analysis and interpretation of other 
concepts that assist in conveying the meanings buried within the artefacts.     
 
Consumption practices are important as they help us understand why we buy what we buy, and why 
we do not buy other things.  Choices made by individuals or families or neighbourhoods or particular 
social groups about the items they purchase are not isolated or separated from society and culture but 
informed and structured by them.  ‘The consumer goods on which the consumer lavishes time, 
attention and income are charged with cultural meaning’.36  People or consumers ‘use the meaning of 
consumer goods to express cultural categories and principles, cultivate ideals, create and sustain life 
styles, construct notions of the self, and create (and survive) social change’.  McCracken defines 
consumption as the process by which consumer goods and services are created, bought and used’.37  
 
Paul Glennie on the meaning and significance of consumption concluded:  

Goods usually had multiple meanings, frequently combining utilitarian, ornamental and 
private associations, and these meanings connected to notions of identity and social 
ideology.  Divisions between public display and private use were far from clear-
cut…Meanings and uses were ascribed to objects as they were incorporated into 
practices, which might be ritualised or spontaneous, and whose character changed over 
time…Women, in particular, used consumer goods both to establish their families’ 
abstract attributes (status, lineage), much as men used land, and to recognise and 
negotiate personal qualities of taste, sociability and worth.38 

Glennie proposes that an important aspect of the meaning of goods is that they can mean different 
things in different places and can have a range of parallel meanings at the same time.  
 

                                                      
35 Casey 2002, 2005. 
36 McCracken 1990:xi. 
37 McCracken 1990:xi. 
38 Glennie 1995:179. 
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An important element of material culture is that it is not passive but rather it is active in that it 
influences how people think and behave as well as being embedded with cultural and social meaning.   
 
A more detailed theoretical context was lodged with Casey & Lowe 2004 and published in Casey 
2005.   
 
 
Archaeological Analysis and Interpretation of Cultural Landscapes39   
Landscape archaeology now concentrates on the range of meanings ascribed to landscape.  It 
includes analysis of how people interacted in the landscape, how groups perceived landscapes 
differently, the role of ideology and how it is embedded in the landscape, how landscape was 
manipulated for the construction of identity and a growing understanding about the use of symbolism 
in the landscape.  The integration of social theory to understand landscapes has been used by scholars 
from many disciplinary backgrounds to engage with ‘concepts of memory, continuity, discontinuity, 
and transformation’.40 
 
Cultural landscapes are ‘relative and changing’ and ‘… at any given moment, landscapes— even as 
experienced by a single person—are multiple and contradictory;…they may work on different scales; 
and…are reconstituted and reappropriated over and over again’.41  Cultural landscapes are a 
manifestation of the social, cultural, economic and political worlds in which they are created.  The 
approach of Raymond Williams allows for the investigation of how people engage with the 
landscape, a sense of multivocality, differential empowerment with associated tensions and the 
creation of people’s identity.42 
 
The interpretative perspective developed by Barbara Bender from Williams and others ‘permits 
questions about heritage and identity, allows people to place themselves, explores the social, cultural, 
economic and political relations within which people’s experiences of the world are embedded, and 
posits many ways of engaging, imagining, and contesting’.43   
 
Another important framework for interpreting landscape is that of Barrett’s which explores the issue 
of the outsider and how they view landscape.  The disengaged observer’s way of seeing ‘and thinking 
manifests a power over nature and the labour of others; it is the power of those who stand back from 
the local and mundane engagements of human dwelling that are now to be objectively described, 
assessed and administered. The administrative gaze’.44  Within this concept the production of two-
dimensional representations allows for the mapping and cataloguing of people and places—a 
cartographic objectivity.  This new gaze—way of seeing—removes people and places from the 
context of ‘lives as lived’ which was no longer important.  It is from the position of disengaged 
viewer that land could be appropriated from those who wished to continue to use it in the traditional 
way of living.  These voices of dissent had to be silenced and the objective view was to claim 
legitimacy to speak on their behalf and govern in their name.45  Therefore the objective view of the 
administrator and law-maker disallowed the subjective and personal view of the individual.  In this 
way governors such as Phillip, Bligh and Macquarie could change practices within the landscape 
because, as governors and as the top rung on the hierarchy, they could speak on the behalf of others 
and order the removal of houses, mills and other structures or practices that were individual and 
inappropriate in the landscape.  In their perception of this landscape they were implementing orders 
for the greater public and social good.  They, as colonial governors, could make changes for the 

                                                      
39 Based on Casey 2002: ch 2.  
40 Ashmore & Knapp 1999b:3; see also Bender 1998; Darvill 1999; Fairclough 1999; Leone 1984, 1994; 
Rubertone 1989; Thomas 1993, 1996; Tilley 1994.    
41 Bender 1998:34, 
42 Bender 1992, 1998; Williams 1973, 1994. 
43 Bender 1998:6.  
44 Barrett 1999:23.  
45 Barrett 1999:23 
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greater good—that of empire—irrespective of what the ‘other’, convict, settler, soldier, emancipist, 
Aboriginal society, saw as appropriate or right for them.    
 
Another issue of relevance to the analysis of the cultural landscape of Parramatta and the current 
interpretation of this place are the issue of privileging the moment of creation of a site or landscape, 
as being the point of most significance, rather than the influence of the site or landscape through its 
continued presence, the ‘chronology of appreciation’.46  In archaeological practice this situation arose 
through stratigraphic dating which focuses on the physical evidence and the frequent inability to 
provide a terminus ante quem (point after which something is made) for the use of a place or 
structure.  The use of functional ascription, the way in which the building was used, assists in the 
privileging of the reasons for construction.  What is deemed to be significant to the archaeologists, 
the events or changes that leave residues, may not relate to the significant aspects of the occupants’ 
or users’ long-term relationship with the building or place.47  It is important to investigate a place 
through multivocality and evidence for later use and attitudes towards the landscape.  Perceptions 
and uses other than those envisioned and ordained by the ‘creators’ of the landscape can be 
recovered.  This perspective had lead to the privileging of Phillip’s landscape.  In this section of the 
report this privileging is contested by suggesting that both Phillip’s design of the Parramatta 
township and the use of the ‘hutts’ by convicts was insubstantial and quickly passed.  That it was the 
free town which developed during Governor King’s (1800-1806) administration and furthered by 
Governor Macquarie (1810-1821) through expansion of the town plan and major infrastructure works 
such as the convict hospital, military and convict barracks, female factory and female orphan school 
and the rebuilding of St Johns.  This is the Parramatta which produced the city of today not the 
insubstantial penal town of Governor Phillip.   
 
 
5.2.2 Convict and Free Life in Colonial Parramatta48 

Question 1: What differences were there between the lives of free or forced or institutionalised 
settlers? 

There is little archaeological evidence from the PCC site which allows us to discuss this question.  
We did not find any remains that we could categorically state were associated with the convict 
occupation as the remains of the convict hut itself should survive within the Conservation Zone and 
were not subject to archaeological investigation.   
 
Many of the remains found in Lot 102W, that pre-date the brewery, are thought to be associated with 
the emancipated convict Samuel Larkin and his family and perhaps some of the artefacts belonged to 
Anthony Landrin.  The absence of pits or deposits thought to be associated with the 1790s and early 
1800s convict occupation of the hut is a pattern repeated on a range of sites, such as the Meriton site 
on the corner of northeast George & Charles Streets.  While we know that it was proposed that the 
huts along George Street would accommodate approximately 10 male convicts, we found no 
evidence to assist with understanding these lives or behaviours.  It is likely that much of the remains 
of the hut survive within the Conservation Zone and there may be some deposits or features that 
survive in the area immediately behind the hut.  There is a paucity of artefacts that can specifically be 
defined as being associated with the occupation of these huts by convicts.  The current interpretation 
of this behaviour is that the convicts had so little they did not throw anything out or that they had 
nothing and therefore had nothing to throw out.  This view also informs the predictive model for 
convict hut sites.  It is thought that the first 10m behind the hut zone is where deposits, features and 
artefacts are likely to be found and that beyond 10m there is limited potential for remains from that 
period.   Therefore, at the most basic of levels the convicts had so little in the way of material culture 

                                                      
46 Barrett 1999:22.  
47 Barrett 1999.  
48 I have drawn on some of the more relevant questions in PHALMS 2000 Figure 6.4, p. 167-175.  Please note 
there are a number of important research areas which the PHALMS research framework has not engaged with, 
such as constructions of gender identities, frontier theory, resistance to authority, the nature of early pottery and 
its relation to domestic site activities and early pottery manufacture.   
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or artefacts that they there is very little evidence that allows us to further our understanding about 
their behaviour, either as members of a group or as individuals.   
 
This interpretation is supported by the letters of Governors Hunter and King where they describe the 
conditions of the huts in September 1800 (see Section 2.1.3).  Both governors observed that the huts 
were mainly used to receive the newly arrived convicts but had been in disrepair for some time and 
were therefore not being used.  They refer to the Parramatta huts in the same way as those at 
Toongabbie which was an agricultural settlement.  These references suggest that the huts were only 
used intermittently by convicts arriving in the colony, who were then dispersed to other places, either 
to work on public works or on public agriculture or were assigned to work for people in the colony.   
 
The disrepair of the buildings speaks to the discontinuation of their use or their intermittent 
occupation.  This break in Phillip’s intended use was probably related to the inefficient governance of 
the colony during the First Interregnum (1792-1795) and that Governor Hunter (1795-1800) probably 
did not reinstate their use and repair the huts.49  It is possible there was intermittent use of any huts 
offering protection from the elements or if there was no alternative accommodation for the convicts 
they may have continued to live in whatever sort of accommodation may have been available.  
Therefore it is likely that initially the huts were used between July 1790 and 1792, their use 
continued for another few years, 1793, 1794 and possibly for a year or so later, before the wattle and 
daub huts became uninhabitable if they were not maintained as the weather would have affected the 
huts considerably.  That they appear to be used and in reasonable repair in 1793 is suggested by the 
Brambila drawing (Fig. 3-9).   
 
In Section 3.4 above the nature of the changing landscape and layout of George Street between 1790 
and 1805 was discussed.  It was observed that by c1805 all the convict hut properties along George 
Street were fenced when previously there were no fences.  This is interpreted to represent the 
beginnings of private and personal possession of these properties and that it was unlikely they were 
any longer occupied by convicts.  The absence of fences surrounding the huts in early images 
expresses the idea of the whole colony was a gaol with no need to erect fences around the convicts 
due to their isolation and that starvation and death, frequently at the hands of Aborigines, were the 
likely outcomes for attempted escapees.  Building fences was difficult because of the green 
Australian timber, there were insufficient numbers of axes and the timbers were very hard.  While 
many trees had been cleared they appear not to have been used for fencing other than the governor’s 
residence (Figs 3-6, 3-9).  The fences in this case were more likely built to keep the convicts out of 
the Governor’s Domain and to protect anything growing there from night time raids.    
 
These timber paling fences interpret the survey lines of a map which define the boundaries of the 
properties in real space and time, making the town represent what was on the map.  The map is the 
masterwork because it is the legal document that is sent back to Britain, it is the legal document that 
continues to define these properties into the 1820s until another master map is created.  These timber 
paling fences were used to create boundaries, define limits and impede access; possession while 
given only on a temporary basis to the leaseholders was frequently perceived to represent ownership 
and therefore could be transferred as personal property.  These fences were not built to restrict people 
leaving the properties or to imprison them.  These fences are about the transfer of land from Crown 
management to private land management – the alienation of Parramatta and a symbol of the 
beginning of its transformation from a penal agricultural place into a free settlement.  Mapping 
represents the control and ownership of space and place, the administrative gaze of the coloniser.50  
Mapping expresses Imperial control by defining, designing and laying out the town, it testifies to the 
usurpation of earlier owners and occupants; it expresses the new organisation of the landscape and 
the people with each passing governor and the attempts to reconcile the social, economic and 
political concerns of the early residents of Parramatta.  
 

                                                      
49 Casey 2002: Chapter 7.  
50 Barrett 1999.  
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Therefore while we have limited new archaeological evidence from this site about the differences 
between convict and free life, we begin to see that once the convict hut/houses were occupied by 
either free people or emancipated convicts, rather than being used for the temporary accommodation 
of convicts, that the establishment and maintenance of private property rights to the land by fencing 
properties was highly significant.  Communal ownership is more directly expressed by the absence of 
fences, as with the early town.  This openness expresses the free flow of individuals, soldiers and 
convicts, into the buildings, through the properties and township. 
 
Whether the fencing of properties were instigated by Governor King to organise and ‘tidy up’ the 
landscape or by individual leaseholders of the properties to create personal boundaries, these fences 
represent a shift in thinking about Parramatta as gaol town, to a town occupied by free or freed 
persons who had responsibility for their individually bound properties.  These fences are shown on 
the c1804 map as well as the c1805 painting.  There is little indication in Evans’ c1805 painting that 
this was a convict settlement.  There are few physical indications of penal institutions, even the 
convict hospital (far left of centre) looks little more than a few houses although it was a substantial 
group of buildings at this time, as seen on Brambila’s (1793) earlier drawing (Fig. 3-9), while the 
gaol on the other side of the river is not visible at all.   
 
 

Question 2: How did the deprivations of frontier life alter the way in which free people lived in 
early colonial Parramatta?  

Artefacts 
There is no easy answer to this question.  As Sections 4 and 8 indicate there was a large quantity of 
artefacts which we consider were associated with the early ‘free’ residents or emancipated convicts 
residing within Lot 102W, mainly associated with Samuel Larkin and his family and possibly a few 
with Anthony Landrin.  An overview of these artefacts suggests that Landrin and his family had 
access to a wide range of goods, such as imported ceramics and glassware and the ability to purchase 
a range of locally-made pottery.  While the locally-made pottery is not without flaws it appears to be 
available in a range of shapes and decorations.  Therefore there was a variety of choice available in 
both local and imported wares.   
 
The ceramics from the storage cellar, whose manufacture dates from the late eighteenth century to 
the 1830s, are thought to be mostly associated with the Larkin family who lived in the convict 
hut/house by 1824 to c1838.  This is an extensive collection of artefacts with imported ceramics from 
China and Britain as well as locally-made utilitarian vessels.  The range of Chinese porcelain is 
varied as seen by the quantities of hand-painted overglazed pieces.  Notable is an armorial fragment 
with marriage doves (see pg 93ff, Photos 4-8, 4-9).  These made up 30.4 percent of ceramics from the 
storage cellar.  Among the British ceramics were quantities of creamware (Section 8.1, Table 3.8) 
with the plain creamwares forming 22.4 percent of the storage cellar assemblage.  The quantity of 
creamwares does suggest that there was a dual hierarchy in tablewares: the Chinese porcelain being 
the more decorative wares while the creamwares may have been the everyday wares.  There were 
considerable quantities of both the blue and white Chinese porcelain and the creamwares on 
tablewares.  The decorated imported British ceramics were frequently found on teawares, mainly 
blue transfer-printed pearlwares (Section 8.1, Table 3.7).  The overglaze hand-painted Chinese 
porcelain, such as the armorial pattern, constituted an unusual group (Photos 4-8, 4-9).   
 
The ceramics from the storage cellar are seen as representing remains from much of Larkin’s and his 
family’s period of occupation of the convict hut/house.  The range of ceramics represent a cross-
section of the type of styles and patterns available in the early colony which still had trade links to 
China (probably through India) as well as those long-term links to Britain.  Many of these could have 
been brought at any time between 1810 and 1835.   
 
The glass artefacts perhaps suggests a different aspect of the storage cellar assemblage.  It contained 
a lot of ‘older’ bottles and tablewares that were not ‘recent’, meaning that they had been purchased 
for their contents some considerable time previous to their disposal c1840.  This suggests that the 
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glass bottles were being recycled due to the need to import all glass during this period.  Unlike 
ceramics, other than stoneware bottles, there were no locally-made alternatives.  Therefore, at least to 
the Larkin family, glass bottles had a value beyond their contents, they had value as containers which 
could be reused over and again.  By the time of their disposal these bottles were broken and/or no 
longer had any storage value.  Therefore, perhaps the reuse of glass bottles during the early colonial 
period may be a clue to one of the deprivations.  Also it probably indicates the production of 
homemade food and beverage, such as cordials, sauces, pickles and chutneys, illegally distilled 
goods, preserved fruit and jams.  These types of foods were typically produced in eighteenth and 
nineteenth-century kitchens in places where people had to be self-sufficient and provide food outside 
the seasons they grew in.   In 1822 Samuel Larkin obtained a license to sell alcohol from his George 
Street property and it is perhaps to this use that he put these bottles?  Possibly decanting from larger 
storage containers into the bottles for sale to customers who returned the bottles when they next 
purchased alcohol?   
 
The presence of ‘older’ bottles in relation to ceramics is unusual.  Typically glass vessels on 
nineteenth-century urban sites and contexts have a more recent date then the ceramics and this 
inverse of the normal chronological relationship emphasises the likelihood of recycling of these 
vessels until their eventual disposal in the storage pit.   
 
While there are likely to be other ‘deprivations’, considerably more work is required on the analysis, 
comparison and interpretation of these types of sites before we can move beyond initial observations.  
Such as the need to recycle glass vessels due to a lack of such vessels and their expense therefore.  
Another issue affecting expense is likely to be the exercise tax on glass, the tax was higher on clear 
flint glass and less on ‘common’ black bottle glass.51   
 
 
Storage pits 
At a general level the archaeological evidence for this site sits well with the archaeological remains 
found at other sites in Parramatta.  The site had two convict huts probably erected in a typical 
manner, set back off the wide High Street.  The occupants changed from convict hut to a single 
family residing in rebuilt hut/houses.  At the rear of the early house on Lot 102W was a brick storage 
cellar with a clay tile roof for storing surplus food supplies or storage of grain or other possible items.  
Storage cellars have been found on some other early colonial sites, but we are unaware of any other 
brick ones.  Other storage pits include barrel pits (Babes in the Woods;52 Lot 69 George & Charles), 
clay-lined pits (Lots 69 & 70 George & Charles), stone-lined pits (Lot 70 George & Charles) and a 
possible timber-lined storage pit (109 George Street).  This practice of storing food supplies in a cool 
place, in the ground, was necessary as there were no alternative ways of storing surplus food.  These 
types of storage structures are only found on early colonial sites and to our knowledge only in 
Parramatta.  They may possibly be found on other contemporary sites.  The use of storage pits would 
result from the absence of underground cellars for the storage of food and therefore specifically 
relates to the simple two-roomed construction of the early hut/houses.  In addition, the heat of the 
Parramatta summer would have exacerbated the issues with storage of food.  Burying the food in the 
ground in a lined structure is one of the easiest ways of providing a cool place to store food and to 
retard its spoiling.  Some of these structures are seen as relating to the convict residents (clay-lined) 
while most are thought to relate to the leaseholder’s occupation.   It is noted that this last observation 
is an assumption based on uniform practice of two clay-lined pits on adjacent properties probably 
being made as part of the construction or even a rebuild of the hut.  The other different storage 
techniques may indicate an individual solution to in-ground storage.  In most cases the backfilling of 
the storage pits was undertaken towards the end of leaseholder occupation, indicating that they were 
still being used during much of that period.   
 
 

                                                      
51 Boow 1991:113. 
52 Mary Casey supervised the excavation of these barrel pits in 1989.   
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Question 3: Nature of early agricultural practices, evidence for dairying etc.  Address this issue 
through both the analysis of archaeological features as well as through analysis of early 
pottery and pollen samples.   

This site had limited evidence for early agricultural practices.  While we know about the production 
of early wheat and maize crops throughout this area where George or High Street was laid out there 
has been limited archaeological evidence for this practice.  Recent findings at the Leighton’s site on 
the southwest corner of George & Charles Streets and the Casey & Lowe site at 109 George Street, 
Parramatta has revealed some pollen evidence for early agricultural practises.53  Due to the absence 
of manures the soil was quickly exhausted which then made it possible to use the cleared ground to 
lay out the new town.54   
 
While the pollen evidence from the storage cellar is ambivalent, suggesting that it is more likely to be 
from compost rather than from crops grown on the property, it does allow us to say that a range of 
crops were probably being produced in Parramatta or nearby and that these fruit and vegetables were 
available around c1840.  These include cereals, vegetables (peas and members of the cabbage/turnip 
and umbellifer families), and fruit 'prunus' and a type resembling apple or pear.  While prunus 
species include almond, apricot, cherry, nectarine, peach and plums we cannot say with certainty 
which prunus pollens were found.   
 
While we had no specific historical or archaeological evidence indicating that there was a dairy on 
the site there is some indication among the range of lead-glazed earthenware pans that there may 
have been limited dairy activity.  This may have been limited to purchasing of raw milk to separate 
cream to make butter or perhaps was associated with other domestic activities.   Remains of 16 pans 
were found, five from the storage cellar and six from the pits to the south of the Conservation Zone 
(Section 8.1, 7.2, Table 7.2).  Other vessels may have been used for making cheese or straining off 
the whey.   
 
Two whetstones (3958, 3961) came from the leaseholder’s storage pit fills.  The large quartzite block 
(3961) was used over a long period of time being covered in oval grinding zones and deep v-shaped 
grooves.  As a heavy object it would probably have been set within a work area.  The whetstones 
were used to sharpen knives and tools, as well as shaping and polishing various hand-made items.  
Those of shaped quartzite were probably imported and provided a very hard surface.  These may 
indicate the presence of metal tools such as shovels, spades, hoes or knives which may have been 
used to maintain the orchard trees known to have been on the property or other similar work.  
 
 
Question 4: Pottery was manufactured in Sydney and probably in Parramatta.  It is typically 

found on early Parramatta sites where it is occasionaly unglazed.  Our understanding 
of this pottery is fairly limited to date.  Recent work by Mary Casey on the analysis of 
early pottery in Sydney (DMR site and Palmer’s bakehouse at the Conservatorium of 
Music) has considerably added to our understanding of the type of forms manufactured 
and used at specialist sites but we know very little about pottery at Parramatta, its 
manufacture and the forms and their uses.55 The work at George & Charles Streets, 
Parramatta has considerably added to our understanding of the corpus of early pottery.   

No evidence, either historical or archaeological, has yet been found to indicate that pottery was being 
manufactured in Parramatta.  Our current opinion, until further evidence is found, is that all early 
locally-made pottery was made either at the Brickfields, Surry Hills or Skinners pottery in the city, 
on the Tank Stream.56  The assemblage of locally-made pottery from this site is one of the more 
significant collections found, especially those substantially intact vessel coming from the storage 
cellar.  The gluing of the vessels from this site has revealed that some were substantially intact when 

                                                      
53 Historical Archaeology Seminar, December 2005.   
54 Tench 1979:192-196, 263-264.  
55 Casey 1999; Casey & Lowe 2002.  
56 Casey 1999.  
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disposed of.  This degree of intactness allows us to being to expand our knowledge of the range of 
shapes from early colonial sites and the type of pots produced by local potters (Photos 4-1 to 4-6).   
 
In addition we have begun to identify vessels probably made by the same potter.  The nearly intact 
chamber pot (Photo 4-1) from the storage cellar, the one to the right in Photo 4-1 and a chamber pot 
from the George & Charles Streets site (Photo 5-1) have similiar detailing of the foot, the two incised 
lines on the rim, and the shape of the pot all suggest all three pots were by the same potter.   
 
As part of analysing the early pottery from this site all main vessels have been drawn and included 
into the type series established for the pottery and developed further for each site (Section 8.1, 
Appendix 1).  In this way all of the significant vessels from each site can be compared to each other.  
This type-series is based on Casey 1999 and developed by Rowan Ward and Mary Casey.  Rowan 
has been responsible for all the detailed work on the pottery for this site and her Specialist Report 
(Section 8.1/7.2) includes descriptions and analysis of this pottery.   
 
All the locally-made pottery from the Parramatta sites excavated by Casey & Lowe will be subject to 
detailed description and analysis.  It is hoped that once we complete the analysis of this pottery from 
the range of sites we are currently excavating we will be able to add considerably to information 
about the range of vessels being made, the types of clays being used, technology, and number of 
potters represented in the archaeology.  Confirmation, through scientific analysis, that some of these 
vessels are definitely being manufactured in Sydney is also being sought.   
 
 

Photo 5-1: Chamber pot/poe from the storage cellar (left) and one from George & Charles Streets. These two 
pots are thought to be by the same potter. Scale 10cm 
 
 

Question 5: It is possible that John Blakefield, a baker, may have carried out commercial 
baking on this premises and there may be pottery and structural remains in the yard 
area that will assist with analysing this site and such evidence.     

There is no evidence for the activity of John Blakefield or the presence of a bakery on this site.  
Therefore it is not possible to answer this question.    
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Question 6: Evidence associated with the occupation of this site by the Larkin family may 
reveal interesting insights into family patterns and behaviour.   

Question 7.3: How do patterns of consumption further our understanding of how early 
residents of Parramatta used material culture in the construction of personal and group 
identity? 

These two questions have overlapping responses and are therefore brought together to save some 
redundancy.   
 
The contexts thought to be clearly associated with the Larkin family in lot 102W are those from the 
storage cellar and probably those from the pits immediately south of the Conservation Zone, in front 
of the convict hut/house.  While there is only one conjoin between the ceramics in these two features 
the similar date range of these items and the concentration of the locally-made lead-glazed pottery 
indicates they are contemporary in date and therefore probably belonged to the same residents who 
occupied the house into the late 1830s, the Larkin family.  Aspects of this particular assemblage are 
discussed in Questions 2 and 3 above and Section 4.  
 
In addition to the issues considered in Questions 2 and 3 are the quantities of Chinese hand-painted 
overglazed pottery.  Ninety-one percent of the Chinese export porcelain came from Lot 102W and 
many of these (111 items) are thought to be associated with the Larkin family’s occupation of the 
site.   The type and quantity of this pottery has been shown to be unusual in providing evidence for 
the different range of Chinese ceramic available in the early colony.  The focus is usually on the 
Canton and Nanking blue and white ceramics but at this site there was a considerable quantity of 
hand-painted overglazed decoration.  While some have previously been found on other sites, such as 
the Cumberland/Gloucester Streets site in the Rocks and at 109 George Street, Parramatta, the 
quantity and range represented by these various fragments is more substantial then previously 
reported.  Not only do they indicate the range available within the Sydney/Parramatta market 
between 1810-1830 they also indicate the eclectic choices made by the Larkin family.  Section 
Ceramics Report, Section 8.1(7.2) and Section 4.3.1 and Photos 4-7 to 4-10.   
 
 

Lot MIC % Area Feature MIC % 
102E 6 4.5  A  6 4.5  
102W 122 91 C  23 17.2  
102W   D  15 11.2  
102W   D storage cellar 84 62.7  
103 6 4.5  F well 6 4.5  

     134 100.1 
Table 5-1: Chinese ceramics found from the whole site.  
 
 
Other than the Canton or Nanking patterned vessels, there are no matching sets or items in Chinese 
export ceramics.  It is noted that the Canton and Nanking patterned plates dominate the table and 
teawares, suggesting that these are seen as being desirable and are not necessarily seen as being a 
poor cousin.  They have been interpreted as being part of the finer dinner service used by the family 
while the plain creamware is the less impressive and probably an everyday service.  These two types 
of ceramics were contemporaneous in time and therefore were likely to be used in the home during 
the same period and represent two different kinds of style preferences.    
 
Quantities of Chinese export porcelain in Canton and Nanking patterns have also been found at the 
Meriton site on the northeast corner of George & Charles Streets, Parramatta while the Chinese 
ceramics found at 109 George Street, a total of 60 items, were all blue and white ceramics.  These 
emphasise the unusual nature of the overglaze painted ceramics from the PCC site.  These are 
therefore considered to represent the personal choice of the either Samuel Larkin or another 
representative of his family.  The reasons for thinking that the choice may have been Samuel Larkin 
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was that he has been identified as a ‘flamboyant artist’ and therefore may have had a preference for 
what appeared to be a different style of decoration to that more typically found on the blue and white 
ceramics, although they were still clearly purchasing the Canton and Nanking patterns.   
 
The Chinese artefacts, the lead-glazed pottery, and the British ceramics in the storage cellar and pits 
are seen to be choices made by Samuel Larkin and his family from the goods available in the shops 
in Sydney and Parramatta between c1805 and 1835 when Larkin died.  This therefore limited the 
type of goods from which a choice could be made.  All the residents of Parramatta and the main 
Sydney Cove area would have been restricted to these choices unless they placed special orders with 
importers who could acquire better goods or if they brought them into the colony themselves.  The 
ceramics considered to be associated with the Larkin family are those most likely to reveal personal 
choice and group identity.  They clearly had sufficient money to buy a range of different table and 
teawares and it was not necessarily the practice to choose teawares that matched the tablewares but 
the tablewares often matched each other.  The choice of the hand-painted overglaze Chinese 
porcelain has been identified as unusual and therefore representing their individual choices.   
 
 
Question 7: Consumption and Commerce in Colonial Parramatta:   

7.1 How does the site link into issues associated with local, regional and global economies? 

Who is manufacturing the artefacts found at the site? 
What are the type of research issues raised by this question?  The nature of trade relationships is one 
of the obvious questions relating to local, regional and global economies.  The most direct way to 
address this question is to examine which countries manufactured the artefacts found within the site.  
One of the unstated and unanalysed assumptions underlying archaeological interpretation on urban 
sites in Sydney is the importation of manufactured goods, which forms the bulk of the artefacts found 
at an archaeological site, is the result of global capitalism and trade networks.  New South Wales, as 
one of a group of six colonies of the United Kingdom, until Federation in 1901, probably imported 
most of its goods from the UK.  This is after all one of the main reasons for imperial expansion and 
the establishment of a colonial system.  The imperial power is seeking to expand its markets as well 
as buy cheap raw materials from the colonies and then sell them back as value-added manufactured 
goods.  Is this the pattern we see in pre-1850s deposits and is it the same for the second-half of the 
nineteenth century or are there discernible changes?   
 
By considering the trade patterns represented by the various manufactured artefacts from the site it is 
hoped to further our understanding of the trade relationships represented in the archaeological 
remains.  Figure 5.1 represents the countries of manufacture, where known, for artefacts from the site 
as a whole.  There was only one definite artefact from the USA, seven from Germany, four from 
Holland, and three from Japan.  There were many more items from China (134) which was the source 
of a few more artefacts than Australia (107).  It should be noted that this list does not include the 
country of origin for building materials as many of those were locally made in Parramatta and would 
not be imported from overseas.  The dominant country from which items were manufactured and 
exported was the United Kingdom, 30 percent of the site’s artefacts (628) being made there.   
 
The pattern for countries manufacturing ceramics and glass on early sites or in contexts is different to 
those of later nineteenth-century sites or contexts.  As discussed previously approximately 30 percent 
of the ceramics from the storage cellar were imported from China (Fig. 5-2), while for the whole of 
Lot 102W only 19 percent came from China.  These ratios are not necessarily the same for other sites 
dating prior to c1840, such as the Bakehouse (c1800-1815) at the Conservatorium of Music.  Twelve 
percent of the ceramic assemblage from the Bakehouse came from China.57  It has been suggested 
that on early Sydney sites Chinese ceramics formed as much as 25 percent of the ceramic 
assemblage.58  Karskens has also stated that at the Cumberland/Gloucester Street excavations 

                                                      
57 Casey & Lowe 2002:vol 1, ch 5, 128.  
58 Stanniforth & Nash 1998:10, quoting Corcoran and Varman.  
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Country of Manufacture of Artefacts

107

134

7

4

3

628

762101

1136

Australia
China
Germany
Holland
Japan
UK
UK/Aus
UK/USA/Europe
UK/USA/France
USA
unknown

Chinese export ware formed the majority of early ceramics.  No detailed evidence or analysis is 
presented to support this statement.59   
 
Figure 5-2 reveals the prominence of the Chinese ceramics in Lot 102W and emphasise the lack of 
this material in Lot 103.  Most of the artefacts in Lot 103 were from the well and were deposited 
around c1865.  Artefacts from the United Kingdom are dominant in the early and later deposits but 
more so in the two lots where the artefacts mostly date to the middle of the nineteenth-century, Lots 
102E and 103.   
 
These data suggest that deposits dating prior to c1840 have a high proportion of Chinese artefacts, all 
of which so far have been ceramic.  After this date Chinese artefacts almost completely disappear, 
except for the occasional ginger jar.  This pattern changes around the 1880s to 1920s if the site is 
associated with the Chinese Diaspora or the overseas Chinese.  An example of this in Parramatta is 
Lot 69, George & Charles Streets site, which was occupied by a Chinese market gardener, Ah Chee, 
and the backfill of a well contained many artefacts associated with this period of occupation, 
including numerous artefacts from China and/or Southeast Asia.  These artefacts included glass and 
metal as well as ceramics and had a substantially different profile to the Chinese ceramics recovered 
from the pre-1840s deposits.60  By this time the trade networks between Australia and China had 
been re-established but for totally different purposes—for the supply of the overseas Chinese rather 
than for the colonial population.61 
 
 

Figure 5-1: Pie chart showing the country of manufacture for artefacts from the site, item counts.   
 

                                                      
59 Karskens 1999:71. 
60 The George & Charles Streets archaeological report is in progress and will deal with a more substantial 
analysis and comparison of the Chinese artefacts from that site as well as from PCC and 109 George Street.  
Other urban sites with overseas Chinese occupation are Silknit House, Mary Street, Surry Hills and 19-41 
Reservoir Street, Surry Hills, both were excavated by Casey & Lowe.   
61 Lydon 1999; Australasian Historical Archaeology vol 21, ‘The archaeology of the overseas Chinese’.  
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Figure 5-2: Percentage of artefacts from known country of manufacture, excluding artefacts whose country of 
manufacture is unknown.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5-3: Identified countries of manufactured of artefacts recovered from 1 Smith Street, Parramatta.  
 
 
These figures also show that deposits dating to 1860s/70s, such as the well in Lot 103, have fewer 
Australian-made ceramics and glass.  There is a much greater reliance on imported ceramics and 
glass.  This appears to be the by-product of no glass manufacturing in Sydney until 1866 and the 
small amount of ceramic production which is mostly restricted to stoneware bottles.62  The evidence 

                                                      
62 Boow 1991:113; Ford 1995.   
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for later nineteenth-century sites has not yet been analysed but will be examined for the George & 
Charles Streets site.  Evidence for Australian manufacturing from a 1930s deposit at 1 Smith Street 
(4703) had 12 percent of items made in Australia, four ceramic items and 17 glass items.  This 
deposit was considered to represent the recycling of considerable quantities of bottles which 
contained various liquids.  Among the group of imported British glass bottles were those with local 
Sydney labels indicating a direct importing of bottles for local commercial distribution (Fig. 5-3).  
The dating of this deposit to the early 1930s also suggests that it was affected by the economic issues 
of the Depression in Australia.  The 1 Smith Street deposit therefore does not necessarily represent a 
typical type of assemblage and the proportion of items made in Australia may be atypical for the 
period between 1860 to 1900.   
 
Excise Duty and Type of Glass being Imported 
Another issue that could be explored in the analysis of import patterns is how does the British excise 
on manufacturing of flint glass and black glass affect the type of bottles being imported as well as 
how does it influence re-use and recycling of glass bottles.  The British government imposed excise 
duty on flint and black glass.  Flint or clear glass was taxed at a higher rate than black or common 
glass.  There were controls on the types of bottles that could be made in a flint or black glasshouse 
(place where black glass was manufactured).  The excise duty was removed in 1845 which 
presumably led to more clear and non-black bottles being imported after this date.63  Figure 5-4 
shows a pattern of change in the variety and range of colours available within the approximately 25-
year period between the backfilling of these two features.  By this time there was access to eight 
additional colours but there is no clear preference for clear bottles in the well deposit.  This is 
presumed to be the pattern in glass bottles substantially later than c1840 but as the Specialist Report 
indicates the dateable bottles in the well were mostly manufactured in the 1820s and earlier rather 
than later than 1845.64  So in effect while there are some differences they may not necessarily be the 
result of the change in excise duty or there is only minimal flow-on resulting from the removal of the 
excise duty.  This issue could be explored further in analysis of other deposits to determine if there is 
any substantial variability dating to the colour of glass bottles after 1845 and if it relates to the excise 
duty.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5-4: Graph of glass bottle colours from the storage cellar and the well.  Most of the artefacts in the well 

date from c1790 to c1840 and the well ones date up to c1865.   

                                                      
63 Boow 1991:113.  
64 Section 8.2: Table 2.3.  
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Question 7.2: What does the site tell us about cultural and social practices in colonial 
Parramatta, relating to lifeways, diet and other issues associated with consumption?  

Question 13: Order and amenity: is the layout of houses and other structures the result of 
cultural and social practices?  What was the role of these practices in changing the 
landscape and modifying people’s behaviour?65 

 
Many of the points relevant to these two questions at the PCC site have been answered in the above 
questions.  Only some further limited comments will be made.  
  
At a general level the evidence for the social practices are not substantially different to any other 
contemporary site of which the author has detailed knowledge.  The type of evidence for the social 
practices which illustrate the cultural environment to which the settlement belongs are: the layout of 
the structures, the storage and rubbish disposal areas, the demolition and rebuilding of structures to 
improve comfort and convenience or for commercial benefit.  The cesspits of the later houses were 
behind the houses, as generally were the rubbish pits.  The material culture—the artefacts—are those 
that we have come to expect from any early settlement, a mix of locally-made and imported Chinese 
and British pottery and glass and were typically deliberately disposed into the ground into purpose-
dug pits or re-used existing structures such as the storage cellar.  The type of artefacts found on this 
site is a result of a mixture of trade practices and personal choices.  The degree to which specific 
objects represent an individual’s personal choice and wealth, as well as being the results of 
subliminal social pressures, and therefore become a statement designed to express aspects of the 
social group to which the individual identified or sought to identify, is uncertain.  These three facets 
of consumption inform the type of choices people make when purchasing any item.  Aspects of the 
social and group identity were discussed in Questions 6 /7.3.   
 
Bricks and pottery were manufactured using the same technology as would have been used in the 
United Kingdom.  We see the technological and chronological changes in building materials from 
clay roofing tiles to iron and more modern roofing materials.  These relate mostly to skills of the 
convicts and/or access to materials.  The finding of a different type of early roofing tile at the 
Parramatta Children’s Court site to those previously known from other early sites does indicate this 
type may relate to the different traditional practices in which various convict brick and tile makers 
were trained in regional United Kingdom.      
 
Recent descriptions of a colonial site dating 100 years earlier than New South Wales and Parramatta 
revealed a totally different pattern of rubbish disposal, the throwing away of rubbish directly onto the 
ground rather than the more common disposal patterns seen on most urban sites in Sydney.66  Of note 
is that sheet deposits have been found in the highly urbanised parts of the Rocks.67  These issues will 
be investigated further in other archaeological reports to be written on Parramatta by Casey & Lowe 
during 2006.   
 
 
Diet 
The main information for diet comes from the faunal or animal bone evidence as well as limited 
pollen evidence from the backfilling of the storage cellar.   Section 5.2.4 reports briefly on the overall 
results of the animal bone from the site, most of which represents meat eaten in meals at the site.  The 
typical profile for animal bone is a dominance of sheep followed by cattle with only small quantities 
of pig.  This site also has some chicken.  It is noted that the Sheep/Pig/Cattle category is very large 
and therefore disguises what was possibly a larger proportion of sheep bone from the site.  Overall 
these data are considered to be somewhat unreliable because of the size of the Sheep/Pig/Cattle 
category.  Some butchered horse bone were found in the well deposit but it is uncertain if it was the 
by-product of skinning or the consumption of horse meat.   
                                                      
65 Some of these issues were the focus of analysis in Casey 2002.   
66 Mark Horton, PHA Seminar, University of Sydney, 10 March 2006 ‘The archaeology of Scottish  Pioneers in 
Darien, Panama,  1698-1700’.  
67 Murray and Crook 2004.  
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As noted in the discussion of the storage cellar and above in Question 3, among the food eaten at the 
site were cereals, vegetables (peas and members of the cabbage/turnip and umbellifer families), and 
fruit 'prunus' and a type resembling apple or pear.  While prunus species include almond, apricot, 
cherry, nectarine, peach and plums we cannot say with certainty which specific prunus fruits the 
pollens represented.   
 
 
5.2.3 Landscape of Colonial Parramatta 
 
Question 8: How does the evidence from this site feed into the current perceptions of the 

convict-period landscape of Parramatta?  Other issues to be considered are resistance 
to the way in which control manifested itself in the landscape and in daily life.  Issues of 
power are central to the expression of landscapes of control. 

This question has basically been answered in Question 1.  Little evidence was found associated with 
the convict-period of occupation, partly because the main remains from this period – the convict hut 
– are within the Conservation Zone and were not subject to archaeological excavation but also 
because we believe that few of the early sites in Parramatta have remains associated with the 
convicts, other than the huts.   
 
 
Question 9: Evidence for the pre-European landscape?  
The township of Parramatta was built on a flight of Late Quaternary river terraces near to the tidal 
(and initially navigable) limit of the Parramatta River.  Remnants of the Holocene floodplain, i.e. 
river terraces formed after post-glacial sea levels stabilised about the present day position about 6000 
years ago level, occur up to 2m elevation on both sides of the river.68   
 
Archival and bore-log evidence indicate that the pre-settlement topography of the lowest (Holocene) 
terraces was highly irregular due to the prevalence of levee bank remnants (reduced to mounds) and 
back-swamp hollows.69  Some of the latter held permanent freshwater and were used for water 
supplies (Fig. 3-4).  Early plans show that one of the creeks draining the upper terraces crossed the 
eastern part of Lot 102E, immediately outside the study site (Figs 2.5, 3-4).  
 
The soils within the PCC site and the surrounding hospital area were formed on a sequence of 
alluvial deposits, with older clayey sediments underlying a thick sandy strongly leached layer closer 
to the surface.  The age of these alluvial sediments is uncertain but the strong degree of profile 
development suggests an advanced age, possibly pre-Glacial, for the underlying brightly mottled 
clayey layer.  The overlying sand is not stratified but site 2 had several wavy silty bands.  This 
probably represents incipient B horizon development and is often seen in other very sandy alluvial 
soils (e.g. the Nepean River) beneath younger more stratified layers (having many fine thin layers).  
This is probably post-Glacial material, deposited when the river experienced much greater 
fluctuations in flow than at present.   
 
Prior to 1790, the higher terraces lining the Parramatta River supported eucalypt woodland or forest 
with a grassy rather than shrub-rich understorey.  Casuarinas were either rare or absent and 
significant percentages of this pollen type are (a) mostly due to long distant transport and therefore 
(b) circumstantial evidence of European clearing (due to the low local pollen influx following 
destruction of the local native vegetation).   
 
This forest was cleared using fire, allowing native grasses and liverwort populations to colonise 
exposed areas of damp mineral soils.  ‘Agricultural’ weeds such as dandelions had become widely 
naturalised across the same area by the early 1800s. 

                                                      
68 Mitchell 2003 
69 Lawrie 1982 



Response to Research Questions 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

131

Question 10: Nature and affect of modification of the pre-European landscape.  
Prior to laying out the town of Parramatta (Rose Hill) (Nov 1788 to July 1790) the area was used for 
growing crops necessary to the survival of the early colony.  However, prior to Sample 39 from 109-
113 George Street,70 there was no compelling fossil pollen evidence that ‘broad acre’ crops had been 
planted on any of the allotments fronting onto George Street, although grain may have been stored on 
some of these sites.71  It is also noted that in the excavation of the Leighton’s site on the southwest 
corner of George & Charles Streets substantial archaeological evidence thought to be associated with 
the early cropping was found.72  
 
The slope down to the creekline in the eastern part of the study area, in Lot 102E, was progressively 
filled as part of the process of building up the site.  There was some initial fill for the brewery but for 
the construction of the 1882 house the levels were raised by up to 0.5m of redeposited sand, possibly 
from the western part of the site.  There is evidence for subdivision of the properties with various 
fences and the relocation of fenced boundaries at various times, notably the two fence lines between 
Lot 102W and 102E.  The use of the brewery property also produced high saline levels in the 
subsoils (Section 8.6).   
 
There was no evidence for topsoil surviving within the study area. If this had built up it was removed, 
probably by the various erosion and building activities on the site, including the brewery and the 
twentieth-century maternity hospital.   
 
 

Question 11: Remaking of the landscape, the social cultural and political context and how it 
was manifest in this landscape.73  Are many of the same issues influencing the way in 
which the landscape was formed similar to those which affected the Sydney Domain?  

Question 12: How does this site relate to the Parramatta Domain and the interaction between 
these landscapes and people who may have worked in the Domain such as cooper 
Anthony Landrin who resided within the study area and was known to work at the 
Government Cooperage and Samuel Larkin who was a government clerk, initially with 
two governors then with the Commissariat and Government Store?  

 
These questions have related themes and because there is only limited opportunity to address these 
questions, due to the nature of the archaeological evidence and because of the ongoing research and 
analysis Casey & Lowe are undertaking for Parramatta sites, they will only be addressed briefly.   
 
There has been discussion in Sections 3 and 4 of aspects of a re-analysis of the early colonial 
Parramatta landscape, Governor Phillip’s layout of the Parramatta grid onto the earlier farming 
ground which had been cleared and cropped between November 1788 and July 1790.  This speedy 
exhaustion of the soil, mainly due to lack of fertilisers, meant early agricultural land could be used 
for residential purposes and to provide better accommodation for the convicts who were still residing 
in Parramatta, while labouring on nearby agricultural.  Once it was no longer feasible to produce 
successful crops in the immediate vicinity of Parramatta, public agriculture was moved Toongabbie 
and Castle Hill under Governor King, both of which had alternative accommodation for convicts.    
 
Once the huts were empty, people would have been keen to occupy these properties.  Many huts 
already had some limited infrastructure, such as wells but importantly many fronted onto High Street, 
the township’s main thoroughfare.  The early known residents of Lot 102, Anthony Landrin and later 
Samuel Larkin, had both been employed in government service.  Landrin was a cooper for Governor 
King (1880-1806) while Larkin was employed as a government clerk during Governors King’s and 

                                                      
70 Casey & Lowe project, report in preparation, excavated Dec 2004.  
71 Mike Macphail email to Mary Casey 22/11/2005.  
72 Wendy Thorp, HA Seminar, Newtown, December 2005.  
73 This general topic was the focus of Mary Casey’s PhD thesis but in relation to the Sydney Domain (Casey 
2002).   
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Bligh’s administrations.74  King had established a practice in Sydney of locating staff in houses close 
to government house so they were easily available for work, such as in the case of David Dickinson 
Mann and Thomas Alford.75   
 
Alford was the government gardener and was given a lease within the Sydney Domain.76  Mann was 
King’s chief clerk and Commissary when the Commissary was absent.  In May 1804 he was referred 
to as under-secretary to the governor and appears to have held a number of administrative posts.77  
Mann built a house and other buildings on his lease, which was valued at £400 by 1808.  According 
to Mann, ‘It was at the particular insistence of Gov. King that I had built there, because it was handy 
to him, and he had a back gate which opened immediately on my place’.78  Other Sydney Domain 
leases were to Commissary John Palmer and Nathaniel Lucas to build and operate windmills for 
grinding grain.79 
 
This practice may be seen as preferential treatment of favoured staff.  While Larkin did not get access 
to this property until a later time, probably c1814 but definitely by 1824, Landrin was in possession 
by 1809 and possibly earlier.  This suggests that his job as a cooper at the brewery, established by 
Governor King, led to his being given a lease on house and land close to where he worked.  Aside 
from Landrin, and possibly Larkin, we see the same pattern with Blakefield who was a public baker 
working for the administration.  The locating of staff close to areas where they worked of course 
makes sense from a logistics perspective.  This type of pattern needs to be explored further to begin 
to understand how people gained access to these properties, with their convict huts, once their 
convict occupation was discontinued.   
 
 
5.2.4 The Emu Brewery 

Question 13: Nature of the evidence associated with the brewery and if it is an example of 
technology transfer from Britain. Does it conform or is it different to traditional small-
scale breweries?  

 
Site preparation 
Site preparation required the fruit trees described as being on the property in 1824 to be cleared.  At 
least three trees were removed from the northern part of the site, a fenceline demolished and possibly 
the brick storage cellar backfilled, probably with soil/compost and a range of artefacts from the Lot 
102W convict-hut house although the house probably remained until after 1844.  The brewery was 
built on level ground at the top of the slope with good drainage eastwards towards the creekline.   
Shallow fill, or perhaps alluvial deposits, were found in the eastern area which were cut through by 
the brewery drain. 
 
The Structure  
The brewery was a large rectangular two-storey stone structure, with a brick superstructure. It had a 
large cellar at the southern end and a flagged stone floor in the northern part (Plan 4, 4.1, 4.2).  The 
brewery was aligned north-south, and faced southwards to George Street.  It was set back off George 
Street behind an earlier house (Plan 4).  The brewery was 42m (136.5 ft) long and 8m (26ft) wide 
(internal width), 9m external face to external face (29.5ft) at the northern end.  The cellar void 
measured 11.75m x 6.65m (38.2ft x 21.6ft) and varied in depth from 1100mm (3.6ft) to 1400mm 
(4.5ft) from ground level (Photo 3-13).  Evidence for internal configuration of the northern section of 
the building was provided by the presence of three regularly spaced stone pads which would have 
supported internal columns running north-south along the centre of the northern part of the brewery.  
A sump, located in the eastern end of brewery cellar floor, was designed to collect water and feed it 
                                                      
74 Colonial Secretary’s Index, Reel 6038; SZ758 p.250; Reel 6038; SZ758 p.352, State Records 
75 Casey 2002:143.  
76 Casey 2002:143. 
77 Fletcher 1979:1; Cramer 2000:35; Ritchie 1988:366, 367.  
78 Ritchie 1988:364, 367.  
79 Casey 2002:141-142. 
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into a box drain running northwards before turning eastwards to empty into the creekline (Photos 3-
13, 3-16, 3-17).  There was no base to the drain and the bricks were laid in a gravely material.  It may 
have been a possible soak pit below the brick drain.  This gravely fill was excavated to a depth of 
550mm but it still continued deeper.  The sump and box drain were made with flat sandstock bricks 
with no mortar.  The sump was eight courses deep while the drain was up to six courses depth.  The 
orange sandstock bricks measured 230 x 120 x 70mm.   
 
The Demolition  
As noted above nearly all of the stone and brick building materials used in the brewery were removed 
with the demolition of the brewery.  The void of the cellar was backfilled with a large quantity of 
demolition material, rubble stone and broken sandstock bricks.  The bricks in the demolition rubble 
were the same as those found in the drain and sump, suggesting they were related to the construction 
and demolition of the brewery.  Also found within the demolition material were large pieces of metal, 
some with regularly spaced small holes and they would have acted as a type of industrial scale 
strainer within the brewery.   
 
 
 Do we have evidence for industrial and work practices with this complex?   

 Is there evidence for how the building, works and infrastructure were altered for wool 
washing or other type of commercial activity related to the place? 

The extensive demolition and recycling of the building materials from the brewery have removed 
evidence which may assist with addressing the above two questions.  Therefore there is nothing of 
substance that can be said on these two questions. 
  
 
 Does the archaeological evidence associated with the brewery assist in understanding how 

this site operated when it was situated on two properties not owned by the same people?  

It is only with the additional historical research undertaken by Associate Professor Carol Liston that 
clarification of the relationship between the brewery and its known operation on Lot 102W and any 
relationship with Lot 103 became clearer.  Firstly, the archaeological evidence indicated that the 
northern part of the brewery was completely within Lot 102W while approximately 1m of the 
brewery cellar extended westwards into Lot 103.  The new research found that Patrick Hayes was 
leasing both these lots for much of the 1840s and 1850s and included an inventory of the goods 
within his house.  He operated a drapery business there at one stage, either in the house on the 
George Street frontage or the convict hut/house on Lot 103.  So while the 1844 plan is inaccurate by 
indicating that about half the structure was within Lots 103 and 102W, most of it was actually in Lot 
102W.  As discussed previously, there was a shift in the eastern fence boundary to Lot 102W which 
may have indicated the approximate difference in the location of the southern part of the boundary 
between the two lots.  Though it is unclear why the northern part of the brewery could be completely 
within Lot 102W but not the southern half.   
 
 
 Are there rubbish deposits associated with the brewery complex that assist in revealing the 

time span over which brewing may have operated?    

Two of the artefact specialists (Ward and Stocks) consider that the artefacts found in the backfill of 
the brewery demolition were unlikely to be associated with brewery-related activities as they were 
domestic in nature, possibly being thrown out from the nearby houses on George Street during the 
demolition of the brewery (Section 8.1, 8.3).  The dating of the cellar backfill (3514) based on 
Parramatta rate assessments would suggest that it was demolished by 1865.  Yet there are a number 
of artefacts in this deposit that date after this time.  A gas nozzle and bracket found in the brewery 
rubble dates after 1873.  Gas was not connected to Parramatta until after this time.80 
 

                                                      
80 Stocks, Section 8.3.  
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The demolition fill contained 234 ceramic fragments, comprising 86 items.  An ink bottle with a 
manufacturer’s mark of Lovatt & Lovatt dates from 1895.  Yet all the other basemarked ceramics (5) 
would fit into the pre-1865 date range.  If we assume that the cellar was backfilled at the same time 
the brewery was demolished then we also need to assume that most, if not all the artefacts, should 
date prior to 1865.  
 
Five glass artefacts were also found to date later than 1865:  

• marble stopper and part of the body from a Codd-patented aerated water bottle (1875–
1930s)   

• an oil/vinegar bottle with a registered basemark, with the date of 6 Feb, 1879 
• Vici Leather Dressing (leather dressing), (1880s+–1930s) 
• pickles/chutney bottle from (1880–1940)  
• bottle dated from 1893.  

 
The dates of these eight artefacts, the time at which they were first manufactured, are in conflict with 
the historical evidence which suggests the brewery was demolished by 1865.  If this is accurate it 
therefore suggests these eight items were introduced into the backfill of the brewery later than the 
demolition of the brewery.  It is possible that the deposits of the brewery were disturbed by the post-
1865 occupation of the site who may have continued to use it to some extent as their backyard and 
disposed of these later artefacts into later pits excavated into the demolition backfill of the brewery.  
It is also possible they were introduced into this fill at the time of the construction of the 1950s 
maternity hospital.  A further source of disturbance may have been the c1990 demolition of the 
maternity hospital and the making of the carpark.  The top of the backfill of the brewery was 
immediately below any carpark levelling material and therefore it would have been relatively easy to 
introduce artefacts into this deposit (Photo 3-18).  In addition as this demolition material was 
excavated by machine, small intrusions or pits would not have been visible.   
 
In summary, the archaeological evidence from the backfill of the brewery does not offer any 
substantive evidence to suggest that the brewery was demolished later than c1865.  While later 
artefacts were found in the brewery backfill they could have been introduced during the later 
nineteenth century or with the building of the twentieth-century maternity hospital.   
 
 
5.2.5 Life in the Various Households within the four mid-to-late nineteenth-century house 

sites  
Questions posed were:  
 The range and variation apparent within the households where a range of families resided.   
 Evidence for the nature of childhood and the way in which gender identities were constructed.  
 The nature of the material culture and consumption patterns of the various households; how these 

remains related to the transformation of their environment from rural town and to an urban place?   
 The four houses vary in size suggesting there may be economic differences present within the 

houses and how these might be represented within the archaeological evidence.   
 Layout of the house and outbuildings and how this structured life in these households.   
 Is there evidence for customary patterns (buildings, food, religious practice, cultural artefacts)?  
 How was material culture used to represent personal and group identity?   

 
Little archaeological evidence was found that, with certainty, could be linked to the four mid-to-late 
nineteenth-century house sites and therefore this series of questions cannot be addressed.  While it is 
possible that the artefacts from the backfill of the well in Lot 103 belonged to the residents of the 
three George Street terrace houses, it would only be to the beginning of their occupation.  It is noted 
that this deposit may have belonged to the occupant of the convict/hut house on Lot 103 and possibly 
with the residents of the house on the George Street frontage in Lot 102W.  It is also possible it was 
associated with all these residents as an easy place in which to dispose of artefacts.  It is therefore 
difficult to answer this series of questions.   
 



Bibliography 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

135

6.0 Bibliography 
 
6.1 Bibliography 
 
Primary Sources 
 
Collins, David, An Account of the English Colony in New South Wales, 2 volumes, T Cadell & W 

Davies, London, 1798-1802, facsimile *  
Historical Records of New South Wales 
Land Titles, Land Titles Office 
Rate assessment books, Parramatta Local Studies Library  
Sands, John, Directory, 1858-1932/3 
Tench, Capt Watkin, Sydney’s First Four Years, edited by L F Fitzhardinge, Library of Australian 

History, Sydney, 1979 
Sydney Morning Herald 
 
State Records of NSW 
Bankruptcy Papers 
Colonial Secretary Files, State Records of NSW  
Jury Lists, State Records of NSW 
 
 
Secondary Sources 
Ashmore, Wendy and Knapp, A. Bernard 1999a  ‘Archaeological landscapes: constructed, 

conceptualized, ideational’, in Ashmore, Wendy and Knapp, A. Bernard (eds) 1999 
Archaeologies of landscape, Blackwell, Mass., Oxford, pp. 1-30.  

Ashmore, Wendy and Knapp, A. Bernard (eds)  1999b  Archaeologies of landscape, Balckwell, 
Mass., Oxford.  

Barrett, John C.  1999  ‘Chronologies of landscape’, in Ucko, Peter J., and Robert Layton (eds)  1999  
The archaeology and anthropology of landscape: Shaping your landscape, Routledge, 
London, pp. 21-30. 

Australian Dictionary of Biography 
Australasian Historical Archaeology, vol 21, themed volume, ‘The archaeology of the overseas 

Chinese’. 
Baxter, Carol (ed.)  1988  Musters and lists New South Wales and Norfolk Island, 1800-1802, ABGR 

in association with Society of Australian Genealogists, Sydney.   
Baxter, Carol (ed.)  1989  Musters of New South Wales and Norfolk Island, 1805-1806, ABGR in 

association with Society of Australian Genealogists, Sydney.   
Bender, Barbara  1992  ‘Theorising landscapes, and the prehistoric landscapes of Stonehenge’, MAN, 

27(4):735-756.   
Bender, Barbara  1998  Stonehenge. Making space, Berg, Oxford. 
Birmingham, Judy, R. Ian Jack and Denis Jeans  1979  Australian Pioneer Technology: Sites and 

Relics, Heinemann Educational, Sydney.  
Brown, Ken and Shylie  1995  Parramatta. A town caught in time, 1870, Hale & Iremonger, Sydney.  
Boow, James  Early Australian commercial glass: manufacturing processes, Heritage Council of 

New South Wales   
Casey, Mary   

1999 ‘Local pottery and dairying at the DMR Site, Brickfields, Sydney, New South 
Wales’, Australasian Historical Archaeology 17:3–37.  

2002 ‘Remaking the Government Domain: landscape, archaeology and meaning’, PhD 
thesis, Department of Archaeology, University of Sydney.   



Bibliography 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

136

2004  ‘Falling through the cracks: method and practice at the CSR Site, Pyrmont’, 
Australasian Historical Archaeology 22:27–43.  

2005 ‘Material culture and the construction of hierarchy at the Conservatorium Site, 
Sydney’, Australasian Historical Archaeology 23:97–113.  

Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd 
2000 Archaeological Investigation, CSR Site (Jackson’s Landing), Pyrmont, for Bovis 

Lend Lease, see www.caseyandlowe.com.au.  
2002 Archaeological Investigation, Conservatorium Site, Macquarie Street, Sydney, for 

NSW Department of Public Works & Services.  
2004 Archaeological Assessment & Excavation Permit Application, Proposed Parramatta 

Children’s Court Site, (formerly the Attorney-General’s Carpark Site, cnr George & 
O’Connell Streets, Parramatta, for the Government Architects Office on behalf of 
the Attorney-General’s Department, January 2004.    

2005a Archaeological Investigation 1 Smith Street, Parramatta, for Sydney Water. 
www.caseyandlowe.com.au. 

2005b Excavation Permit Application, Parramatta Hospital Site, Marsden Street, 
Parramatta, for NSW Department of Commerce, March 2005.  

2005c Preliminary Archaeological Investigation Report, Stage 1, Parramatta Hospital Site, 
for NSW Department of Commerce, August 2005. 

Clive Lucas Stapleton & Partners Pty Ltd 1990 Parramatta District Hospital, Conservation Analysis 
and Conservation Policy (Final), DPWS.  

Cook, P.  1979  The Antique Buyer’s Handbook for Australia. Australia: Reed Books. 
Cossum, J.K.  1988  Buttons of the Defence Forces of Australia, Sunbury Victoria: J.K. Cossum. 
Crook, Penny and Tim Murray  2004  ‘The analysis of cesspit deposits form the Rocks, Sydney’, 

Australasian Historical Archaeology 22:44-56. 
Currey, J. E. B. (ed.)  1966  Reflections on the Colony of New South Wales, George Caley and 

natural history collector for Sir Joseph Banks, Lansdowne Press, Melbourne.  
Darvill, Timothy  1999 ‘The historic environment, historic landscapes, and space-time-action models 

in landscape archaeology’, in Ucko, Peter J., and Robert Layton (eds)  1999  The 
archaeology and anthropology of landscape: Shaping your landscape, Routledge, London, 
pp. 104-118.  

DPWS Heritage Design Services  2001 Parramatta Hospital Site, Archaeological Test Excavations 
(Stages 1 & 2), Final Report, DPWS Major Developments.  

DPWS Heritage Design Services  2003  Parramatta Hospital & Attorney-General’s Carpark Site, 
Conservation Management Plan.  

Dunning, P.  2000  ‘Composite table cutlery from 1700 to 1930’, Historical Archaeology 34: 32–45. 
Fairclough, Graham  1999  ‘Protecting time and space: understanding hist landscape for conservation 

in England’, in Ucko, Peter J., and Robert Layton (eds)  1999  The archaeology and 
anthropology of landscape: Shaping your landscape, Routledge, London, pp. 119-134.  

Field, R.  1984  Irons in the Fire. A History of Cooking Equipment, Marlborough: The Crowood 
Press. 

Ford, Geoff  1995  Australian pottery; The first 100 years, Salt Glaze Press, Wodonga.  
Godden Mackay Pty Ltd  1999  Cumberland/ Gloucester Streets Site, the Rocks – archaeological 

investigation report, vols 1 to 5, for the Sydney Cove Authority.  
Godden Mackay Logan Pty Ltd  2000  Parramatta Historical Archaeological Landscape 

Management Strategy, for the NSW Heritage Council, Parramatta Council and other stake 
holders.   

Higginbotham, Edward 
1987 ‘The excavation of buildings in the early township of Parramatta, New South Wales, 

1790–1820s’, Australian Historical Archaeology 5:3–20.  



Bibliography 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

137

1990 Historical and Archaeological Analysis of Parramatta Hospital, Parramatta, NSW 
for NSW Health. 

1994 Report on the Archaeological Excavation of the site of the new Blood Bank, 
Parramatta Hospital, George Street, Parramatta, Edward Higginbotham, for DPW, 
Health Department, August 1994. 

1999 Historical and Archaeological Management Plan for Parramatta Hospital, 
Parramatta, NSW, for NSW DPWS. 

Higginbotham, Edward & Paul-Alan Johnson  1991  The future of Parramatta’s past: An 
archaeological zoning Plan, 1788 to 1844, report published by the NSW Dept of Planning.   

Historical Records of New South Wales    
Houart, V.  1977  Buttons a collector’s guide, London, Souvenir Press. 
Jervis, James  1978  The cradle city of Australia, a history of Parramatta, The Council of the City of 

Parramatta. 
Johnson & Sainty  1828 Census, CD-ROM version.  
Kass, Terry 1990 Parramatta Hospital, an historical analysis for an archaeological assessment of 

the site, draft.  
Kass, Terry, Carol Liston & John McClymont  1996 Parramatta: A past revealed, Parramatta City 

Council, Parramatta.  
Karskens, Grace 1999  Inside The Rocks : the archaeology of a neighbourhood,  Hale & Iremonger, 

Sydney.  
Katz, S.  1994  Early plastics, Princes Risborough, England: Shire. 
Keating, Christopher  Surry Hills book ** 
Lawrie, Roy  ‘Soil chemical properties at historical archaeological sites in Sydney’, Australasian 

Historical Archaeology 17:70-78. 
Leone, Mark   
  1984  ‘Interpreting ideology in historical archaeology: using the rules of perspective in the William 

paca Garden in Annapolis, Maryland’, in Miller, Daniel and Christopher Tilley (eds) 1984  
Ideology, Power and Prehistory, University Of Cambridge, Cambridge, pp. 25-35.  

  1994  ‘The archaeology of ideology: archaeological work in Annapolis since 1981’, in Shackel, 
Paul A. and Barbara Little (eds) Historical archaeology of the Chesapeake, Smithsonian 
Institution Press, Washington, pp. 219-229.   

Linge, G.J.R.  1979  Industrial Awakening: A geography of Australian manufacturing 1788 to 1890, 
ANU Press, Canberra.  

Lydon, Jane 1999  Many inventions: The Chinese in the Rocks 1890-1930, Monash Publications in 
History, Melbourne.  

Mayne, Alan and Tim Murray (eds) 2001 The archaeology of urban landscapes: 
Explorations in slumland, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

McCormick, Tim (ed.)  1987  First views of Australia, 1788–1825, David Ell Press and Longueville 
Publications, Sydney.  

McCracken, Grant  1990 (1986)  Culture and Consumption,  Indiana University Press.  
Mitchell, Peter B.  2003  Geomorphology and soils of the archaeological site, 180-180A George 

Street and 30-32 Charles St., Parramatta. AMU3034. Report prepared by Groundtruth 
Consulting for Jo McDonald CHM, 10 February, 2003.  

Miller, George   
1980  ‘Classification and economic scaling of 19th century ceramics’, Historical Archaeology 

14:1–40.  
1991   ‘A revised set of CC index values for classification and economic scaling of English 

ceramics from 1787 to 1880’, Historical Archaeology 25(1):1–40.  



Bibliography 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe                   Parramatta Children’s Court Site 

Archaeological Investigation 

138

Montague, R.  1981  Dress and insignia of the British Army in Australia & New Zealand 1770–1870. 
Sydney: Library of Australian History. 

Moore, S.  1995  Table knives and forks. Princes Risborough, England: Shire. 
Mudge, J.M.  2000.  Chinese Export Porcelain in North America.  Riverside Book Company Inc, 

New York. 
Nepean District Historical Archaeological Group, In search of the Early Nepean Pioneers. A post 

settlement history celebrating the Bicentenary of the 1803 Land Grants, Penrith 2003, 
chapter 12 – John Harris 

Parramatta and District Historical Society Family History Group, Parramatta Pioneer Register. 
Foundation to Federation. Parramatta, 2000.  

Proudfoot, H., A. Bickford, B. Egloff and R. Stocks  1991  Australia’s First Government House, 
Allen & Unwin in conjunction with the Department of Planning, Sydney.  

Rubertone, Patricia 1989 ‘Landscapes as Artifact: Comments on “The Archaeological Use of 
Landscape Treatment in Social, Economic and Ideological Analysis”’, Historical 
Archaeology 23(1):50-54.  

Rosen, Sue  2003  Government House Parramatta 1788-2000, Caroline Simpson, Sydney.  
Shackel, P.A.  1993  Personal Discipline and Material Culture. An Archaeology of Annapolis, 

Maryland, 1695-1870,  Knoxville, The University of Tennessee press. 
Staniforth, M. and Nash, M.  1998  Chinese export porcelain from the wreck of the Sydney Cove 

(1797), The Australian Institute for Maritime Archaeology, Special Publication 12. 
Thomas, Julian  1993  ‘The politics of vision and the archaeologies of landscape’ in Barbara Bender 

(ed.) Landscape: politics and perspectives Berg, Oxford, pp. 19-48.  
Thomas, Julian  1996  Time culture and identity. An interpretive archaeology, Routledge, London. 
Tilley, Christopher  1994  A phenomenological of landscape: Places, paths and monuments, Berg, 

Oxford.  
Williams, Raymond 1973 (1985)  The country and the city, Hogarth Press, London, 1985 edition. 
Williams, Raymond  1994  ‘Selections from Marxism and literature’, Dirks, Nicholas, Geoff Eley 

and Sherry B. Ortner (eds)  1994  Culture/power/history: A reader in contemporary social 
theory, Princeton University Press, Princeton, pp. 585-608. 

Wilson, G.  Ceramics Report, Vol 4, in Godden Mackay Pty Ltd  1999  Cumberland/ Gloucester 
Streets Site, the Rocks – archaeological investigation report, vols 1 to 5, for the Sydney 
Cove Authority.  

 
Webpages 
Casey& Lowe Pty Ltd 
http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au 
 
See Specialist Reports for individual bibliography information 
 


	Section1,2.pdf
	Section3.pdf
	Sections 4,5,6.pdf

