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June 11, 1998

Mr. Tom Enroth

US Army Corps of Engineers
Seneca Area Office

5786 State Route 96
Building 115

Romulus, New York 14541

Re:  Final Technical Report, Phase | Archaeological Survey,
SEAD-12, Seneca Army Depot Activity

Dear Mr. Enroth:

Attached are two bound copies and one unbound copy of the final technical report for the
referenced project. The Phase I survey resulted in the identification of eight archaeological sites
(seven historical sites and one prehistoric site) and eight isolated finds. Two sites
(A09909.000003 and A09909.000009) have research potential and retain integrity. These sites are
recommended potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. (NRHP) Site
A09909.000003, the T. Sample Farmstead, was occupied from the second quarter of the nineteenth
century until the 1940s when the house was razed. The survey resulted in the identification of
structural remains (foundation wall), and features (e.g., cellar fill, a possible well or cistern, and a
cobble surface) as well as a variety of early nineteenth to mid-twentieth century artifacts. Site
A09909.000009 consists of a domestic trash dump and a well. Diagnostic artifacts from the trash
dump indicate a date of 1900-1920. The remaining six sites and the eight isolated finds do not
contain important information and lack integrity. Consequently, these resources are recommended
not eligible for the NRHP, and no further work at these locations is warranted.

We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on this project. Copies of the report have
been sent to Mike Duchesneau in the Boston office under separate cover. If you have any
additional questtons or concerns in the future, please do not hesitate to call me at (703) 934-2359.

Sincerely yours,
PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE, INC.

J. Sanderson Stevens
Senior Archaeologist/Principal Investigator
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

As part of the on-going remedial response activities at the Seneca Army Depot Activity
(SEDA) in Romulus, New York, Parsons ES-Boston conducted an expanded site inspection
(ESI) at SEAD-12. After completion of geophysical investigations and prior to conducting
extensive remediation activities, the Cultural Resources Department of Parsons ES-Fairfax,
performed a Phase I archaeological investigation at SEAD-12. The Phase I archaeological
survey of SEAD-12 consisted of background and preliminary documentary research, a pedestrian
survey of the entire 360-acre parcel, and the systematic excavation of shovel test pits (STPs) in
areas of high-, medium-, and low probability. High probability areas (Archaeological Areas 1-4),
which were identified through archival research as the location of former farmsteads, were tested
at 10 meter intervals; medium probability areas (Archaeological Areas 7-9), which were
designated around historic dumps discovered during the pedestrian survey, were shovel tested at
20 meter intervals with additional judgmental STPs excavated at the discretion of the field
director; and finally, low probability areas (Archaeological Areas 5, 6, and 10-21), also tested at
20 meter intervals, were considered to have a low to moderate potential for containing prehistoric
materials. A total of 463 STPs was excavated within SEAD-12. The Phase I survey resulted in
the identification of 8 archaeological sites (7 historical sites and 1 prehistoric site) and 8 isolated

finds, 5 of which were associated with electro-magnetometer (EM) targets.

The eight sites include four sites associated with former farmsteads, three historic dumps,
and one prehistoric site, consisting of an isolated projectile point. The general breakdown of the
artifact categories recovered from each of the eight sites corroborates that the artifacts fall into
three basic categories: (1) artifacts associated with recorded historic structures (Sites
A09909.000003-A09909.000006), (2) artifacts associated with historic dumps (Sites
A09909.000007-A09909.000009), and (3) a prehistoric site (A09909.000010).

Site A09909.000003, the location of the former Thomas Sample Sr. farmstead, included
structural remains (e.g., a stone foundation wall), features (e.g., a cobble stone surface or path
and a depression or well), and numerous artifacts. Historic records indicate that Thomas Sample
Sr. owned the property (Lot 52, plat 18) as early as 1822. Although historic records are not clear

when he first lived on the property, maps indicate a house occupied the same location as Site
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Site A09909.000008 primarily date from the mid-twentieth century. No artifacts were collected
from below Stratum A at any of these three sites.

Site A09909.000010, the prehistoric site, is represented by a single isolated projectile
point fragment. Despite the excavation of eight radial shovel tests at 5-meter intervals, no
additional prehistoric materials were recovered. The point resembles an Orient Fishtail type
(1200-700 B.C.), and based on the fragmentary nature of the point as well as the breakage
patterns on the artifact, it is most likely that the point reflects hunting loss rather than discard or

breakage during tool resharpening.

Seven archaeological areas (Areas 10, 11, 14, and 17-20) and one additional EM target
(EM-29) produced one or more artifacts. For purposes of this report, these eight artifact locations
are classified as isolated finds. Five areas (Areas 17-20 and target EM-29) produced artifacts
associated with electro-magnetic signatures. The majority of artifacts from the isolated finds are
classified as architectural (e.g., nails, barbed wire and fencing fragments, brick and mortar

fragments, and terra cotta pipe) and are considered not significant.

Based on the results of archival research, presence or absence of structural remains and
features, artifact density, site integrity, and the historic context, the archaeological sites identified
from SEAD-12 were evaluated for National Register eligibility. Two sites (A09909.000003 and
A09909.000009) are recommended potentially eligible to the National Register under criterion
“d.” Site A09909.000003 dates from the early nineteenth century and contains intact structural
remains (foundation wall) and several features (e.g., cellar fill, a possible well, and a cobble
surface or pathway) as well as numerous artifacts representing a variety of artifact groups. Site
A09909.000009 contains a well and a dense surface scatter of domestic artifacts dating from ca.
1900-1920. As required under criterion “d,” both sites appear to have the potential to contain
information important to regional history and retain a sufficient degree of integrity. It is
recommended that these sites should be further investigated if they are impacted by remediation,
construction, or other ground-disturbing activities. The remaining seven sites and the eight
isolated finds lack both integrity and the potential to contribute significant information to
regional history. Because these archaeological resources lack potential to contain significant,

they are recommended not eligible for the National Register.
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SECTION 1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE AND GOALS

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) on behalf of the United States
Army is performing on-going remedial response activities at the Seneca Army Depot Activity
(SEDA) in Romulus, New York under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980. An expanded site inspection (ESI) was
performed at various locations at the Seneca Army Depot by Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.
(Parsons ES) (Boston office) in 1994. At one location, SEAD-12, these studies identified the
presence of contaminants that may pose a threat to human health and the environment. Parsons
ES was contracted to conduct a Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) at SEAD-12.
The remedial work will follow the requirements of the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC), the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Region II, and the Interagency Agreement. In order to comply with various federal and state
regulations and guidelines, including, but not limited to, Army Regulations 420-40, 200-1 and
200-2; the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended; Sections 106 and 110 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and its implementing regulations 36
CFR 800; the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974; and other applicable federal
and state guidelines, the Cultural Resources Department of Parsons ES (Fairfax office) was

contacted to perform a Phase I archaeological survey of SEAD-12.

The purpose of the Phase 1 archaeological survey was to identify archaeological sites
within SEAD-12 and to assess, in a preliminary manner, the National Register eligibility of any
sites identified as a result of background research and/or field investigations. Tasks associated
with the successful completion of the archaeological survey included: background research,
sensitivity assessments, preparation of a research design, field investigations, laboratory
procedures, management recommendations, and report preparation. Following a description of
the project area and a discussion of the recent land-use history, subsequent report sections present
the following: Environmental Setting (Section 2.0), Prehistoric and Historic Context (Section
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Open fields in the project area support a variety of grasses, with sedges and cattails
growing along drainage ditches and channelized streams (Plate 1-1). Forested areas in SEAD-12
are dominated by oak, hickory, beech, and maple with an understory of shrubs and grasses or
shrubs and thorny vegetation such as greenbriar, wild rose, and berry bushes (Plate 1-2). In
addition to the railroad tracks and ammunition bunkers, some of the open fields in proximity to
buildings also contained machine-gun nests and military foxholes. As part of the on-going
remedial investigations and prior to the archaeological survey, SEAD-12 had been subjected to
several geophysical surveys, including ground penetrating radar (GPR) and electro-
magnetometer (EM-61). As a result of these surveys, several targets (n = 44) had been identified
and staked by the geophysical team. These targets required further investigation by members of
both the archaeological and geophysical team. As will be discussed in subsequent sections of the
report, most of geophysical targets were located in the vicinity of former buildings (farmsteads).

PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE
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SECTION 2.0

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 GEOLOGY

The Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA), located between Seneca Lake on the west and
Cayuga Lake on the east. is in west-central New York and occupies the southern margin of the
Erie-Ontario-Mohawk Plain physiographic province. Rock formations along the Erie-Ontario-
Mohawk Plain range in age from Late Silurian through Devonian. These formations dip gently to
the south, and as a result of various erosional factors acting over tens of millions of years. the older
rocks outcrop along a series of east-west trending escarpments across the central part of the state.
Younger formations outcrop further to the south or are buried beneath many meters of glacial till.
The northern margin of the Appalachian Plateau physiographic province lies less than seven miles
to the south of SEAD-12.

According to the Geologic Map of New York (Rickard and Fisher 1970), SEAD-12 is
underlain by the Ludlowville Formation of the Hamilton Group. The Ludlowville Formation,
which is upper Middle Devonian age, consists of various members including the Deep Run shale,
Tichenor limestone, and the Wanakah and Ledyard shale members. Formations within the
Hamilton Group (Middle Devonian) record a massive influx of mud and sand that eroded from the
newly formed Acadian mountain range to the east during the Acadian Orogeny (Isachsen et al.
1991:101). In many locations within the county, the Ludlowville shale is over 140 feet thick. The
Marcellus and Skaneateles formations, identified by Hutton (1972: 134) as underlying the Seneca
Army Depot, are both shale derived formations, that according to Rickard and Fisher (1970) are
located further to the north in Seneca County. These formations are older than the Ludlowville
Formation, and lie between the Onondaga Limestone Formation (lower Middle Devonian) and the

Ludlowville Formation (upper Middle Devonian).

Several miles north of the project area is the Onondaga Escarpment, which forms a
dramatic rise above the lower lying Ontario Plain. The Onondaga Group, lower Middle Devonian
in age, consists of various limestone members, including the chert-bearing Morehouse and

PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE

FFX\G:\731\731924\§57302JA.DOC 2-1







2.3 SOILS

Soils in the Seneca Army Depot belong to the Darien-Angola soil association. These soils
are deep and moderately deep, somewhat poorly drained. and have a silty clay to clay loam subsoil
(Hutton 1972: General Soil Map). These medium-lime soils, developed in glacial till, are
underlain by calcareous shale. Soils within SEAD-12 are dominated by Darien silt loam (0 to 3
percent slope). Darien silt loam soils occupy broad upland expanses and are characterized by
somewhat poorly drained to poorly drained soils. Although the soils are suited to crops, pasture,
and forest, planting can be delayed in the spring if the soils are not drained. Undrained soils can
only support crops with a short-growing season or moisture-tolerant forage crops (Hutton
1972:95). Maintaining soil nutrients is a common management problem, but erosion is of little

concern.

A typical soil profile consists of a surface layer root mat. which is very dark gray
(10YR3/1 to 2.5Y3/1) silt loam. The underlying plowzone horizon (Ap) is generally 10 to 15
centimeters (cm) in depth and is a dark gray (2.5Y4/1) silt loam. The subsoil (15-50 ¢cm) consists
of a dark yellowish brown (2.5Y4/2) to olive yellow (2.5Y6/6) well developed silty clay loam to
clay loam. Decomposed shale with lesser amounts of limestone, sandstone, and/or chert was
found with increasing frequency with soil depth. The presence of shale and other rock materials is
to be expected in soils derived from glacial till. Additionally, because the depth to bedrock is
shallow throughout this area, it is common to find decomposed shale within the subsoil. The well
developed structure in the B horizon soils indicates both a long period of soil development and
stability as well as the presence of large amounts of clay moving through the soil profile.
Disturbed soils exhibit a similar profile. However, these soils while extremely compact during
excavations, were actually very loose and contained large amounts of angular shale. indicative of

the extensive grading activities by the military during the 1940s and 1950s.

The second soil series that occurs in SEAD-12 is the Romulus silty clay loam. This series
is characterized by deep, poorly drained soils that occur in depressions, along former watercourses,
or adjacent to former wetlands. These soils are more reddish in color and are generally calcareous
(Hutton 1972:123). Surface and plowzone horizons are very dark gray (10YR3/1 to 3/2) in color.
The plowzone depth is ca. 15 ¢cm, and the underlying subsoil is a moderately well developed,

reddish-gray (5YRS5/2), silty clay loam to clay loam in texture.
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Shield and the Great Lakes area. Temperature extremes range from the upper 80s and low
90s in July and August to -10s and -20s in January and February. Because of the ameliorating
effects of Lake Ontario, prolonged periods of extreme temperatures are rare, and the average
monthly temperature is ca. 48 to 50. The county averages 160 frost-free days (May to October),
and although cloud cover dominates during half of the year (185 days), fogginess is rarely a
problem (Hutton 1972).

Annual precipitation in Seneca County is about 33 inches, which is more or less evenly
distributed throughout the year. Because of the “lake effect”, winter snowfall can be heavy and
averages more than 53 inches per year. Despite the heavy snow fall for the area and the relatively
short growing season, most mid-latitude agricultural crops can be grown in the county without fear

of frost or drought.

2.6 FLORAL AND FAUNAL RESOURCES

Native vegetation in the vicinity of the Seneca Army Depot is the Maple-Beech Deciduous
Forest type. This forest type is formally dominated by white pine, hemlock, beech, hard maple,
and red oak, with secondary dominants consisting of black cherry, hickory, elm, birch, and
hophornbeam. In low-lying areas, basswood, ash, white oak, yellow poplar, black walnut, and
willow are dominant species, whereas swamp grasses, cattails, sedges, and rushes dominate in
marshy areas. Today the climax forest on the depot supports a dense canopy of oak, hickory,
beech, and maple with a understory of poison ivy, greenbriar, wild rose, and other viny plants.
Most of the area within SEAD-12 is dominated by grasses and sapling/shrub growth (Hutton
1972).

Prior to the arrival of Euro-American settlers in the late-eighteenth and early-nineteenth
centuries, Seneca County, like other parts of central New York, supported a large and diverse
animal population. White-tail deer, bear, elk, beaver, otter, lynx, timber wolf, rabbit, squirrel,
turkey, porcupine, muskrat, woodchuck, and others were found in abundance in the area.
Migratory wildfowl were available seasonally, and a variety of raptors such as hawks and eagles
were present as well. Aquatic resources included an abundance of lake and stream fish (e.g., bass,
pickerel, pike, trout, drumfish, catfish, bowfin, etc.). Today, many animal species have been
extirpated (or are present in small numbers). These species include bear, wolf, lynx, otter, beaver,

and porcupine. Conversely, some species such as deer, turkey, woodchuck, rabbit, and squirrel are
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SECTION 3.0

PREHISTORIC AND HISTORIC CONTEXT

3.1 PREHISTORIC CONTEXT

The prehistory of central New York follows the same general chronological periods that
were devised for much of eastern North America by Griffin (1967). Griffin (1967) divided the
prehistoric period into three major stages of cultural adaptation or development: Paleo-Indian,
Archaic, and Woodland. These stages were further divided into seven temporal periods as
follows: Paleo-Indian (ca. 10,500-8,000 B.C.), Early Archaic (8,000-6,500 B.C.), Middle
Archaic (6,500-3,000 B.C.), Late Archaic (3,000-1,000 B.C.), Early Woodland (1,000 B.C.-A.D.
1), Middle Woodland (A.D. 1-1000), and Late Woodland (A.D. 1000-1600). Date ranges for
each period are variable across New York and eastern North America. The dates used in this text
are derived from Ritchie (1965, 1971); Ritchie and Funk (1973); Funk (1976, 1988); Funk and
Rippeteau (1977), Funk et al. (1993); and Trubowitz (1983). Many of the type sites used by
Ritchie and Funk to define the cultural and chronological sequence for the entire state (and in

-some cases eastern North America) are located in proximity to the Finger Lakes region. Most of

these sites were excavated by members of the Rochester Museum and/or the New York State
Museum under the direction of Ritchie and Funk during the first-half of the twentieth century.
Some of the more famous sites in the vicinity include Lamoka Lake, Geneva, Oberlander,
Frontenac Island, Kipp Island, Plum Point, Hunter’s Home, Owasco, Jack’s Reef, and Levanna.

3.1.1 Paleo-Indian (10,500-8.000 B.C.)

The Paleo-Indian period represents the earliest well-documented human occupation in
North America. With the retreat of the Laurentide ice sheet around 11,000 to 10,000 B.C.,
central New York became habitable for the first time. The Paleo-Indian period minimally dates
to the last 12,500 years. The Paleo-Indian period corresponds with the Late Glacial and Pre-
Boreal climatic episodes. These climatic episodes were characterized by cool, moist summers
and long, cold winters. Based on pollen cores from New York and Pennsylvania, the
environment during this time may be best characterized as a spruce, fir, pine forest with
extensive open grasslands. The finely crafted, fluted Clovis projectile point is the diagnostic

point type from this period.
- PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE
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herds of caribou); additionally Pleistocene megafauna such as mastodon and mammoth became
extinct. Although the reduced carrying capacity undoubtedly contributed to the paucity of Early
Archaic sites in New York and New England, several thousand years of upland erosion and
lowland deposition have combined to eliminate (upland settings) and/or deeply bury (lowland
settings) sites from this time period in New York as well as across much of North America.

Throughout much of eastern North America, the Early Archaic period is characterized by
Kirk and Palmer corner-notched and stemmed projectile points. The paucity of these point types
from the New York-New England region suggests that some type of cultural hiatus may have
occurred in this area during the Early Archaic period. Conversely, Trubowitz (1983:65-66)
suggests that the paucity of Early Archaic sites in central and western New York may be related
to the archaeologists’ inability to successfully identify tools from this time period. Regardless of
the outcome of this debate, when found, Early Archaic sites are often associated with past (or
extant) swamps and wetlands as well as riverine terraces. Subsistence was oriented toward the
hunting of deer and elk, while the importance of collecting plant foods evidently increased.
Unlike the Paleo-Indian period, Early Archaic populations primarily focused on exploiting

locally available lithic materials.

3.1.3 Middle Archaic (6,500-3,000 B.C.)

The Middle Archaic period is associated with a shift to warmer and drier conditions
referred to as the Atlantic climatic episode. The environment during this time was characterized
by an oak-hickory-hemlock forest with occasional open areas. As the climate became more arid,
many human populations began to intensify their exploitation of wetland environments. The
exploitation of various resources in these new environments is witnessed by the introduction of a
new toolkit. New tool types include axes, celts, and adzes (all associated with woodworking)
and a variety of tools associated with the exploitation or processing of plant resources such as
grinding stones, nutting stones, mortars and pestles, etc. The hallmark of the early Middle
Archaic period is the bifurcate point, (e.g., St. Albans, Kanawha, and LeCroy points). These
poiﬁts, which are very rare in New York (Funk 1976:233-234), are generally thought to have
been introduced into the New York/New England area from the Southeast and Middle Atlantic
regions. Although occasionally found as surface finds, Middle Archaic points have not been

excavated from any sites with intact deposits in the region.
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In his recent work discussing the temporal relationship between the Brewerton and
Lamoka traditions, Funk (1988), reversing Ritchie’s (1965) long held opinion, argues
convincingly that Brewerton occupations actually precede Lamoka occupations in central and
western New York. Although, stratigraphic evidence of the Brewerton-Lamoka sequence haé not
been identified in central and western New York, Funk (1976, 1988) has documented this
sequence in eastern and southeastern New York. Current evidence suggests that both the
Laurentian tradition (Brewerton-Vergennes- Vosburg) and the Narrow Point tradition (Lamoka-
Sylvan Lake-Normanskill) represent Late Archaic manifestations, with the Brewerton phase
beginning around 3,200 B.C. (or possibly a few centuries earlier) and the Lamoka phase
beginning around 2,500 B.C. Unlike the Laurentian tradition, which appears to be a regional
development from the Boreal Forest zone (Snow 1980), the Narrow Point tradition (also referred
to as the Piedmont tradition) is generally thought to be derived from cultural groups in the
Southeast and Middle Atlantic regions. Lamoka points (ca. 2,500 B.C.) are defined as small,
narrow, thick points with sloping shoulders, a straight stem, and an unfinished base (Ritchie
1971). The core area of the Lamoka complex is the lake region of central and western New
York.

The Lamoka tradition, which apparently follows the Brewerton phase in central New
York, has been defined by Ritchie (1965), Ritchie and Funk (1973), and others as large,-semi-
'permanent camps (or possibly villages) located along lakeshores and major streams with
specialized processing and foraging camps located along minor streams. Occasionally, Lamoka
sites are found in interior uplands and rockshelters. Large camp or village sites are characterized
by various features including hearths, storage pits, and extensive post mold patterns suggestive of
rectanguloid houses with rounded corners. Deep midden deposits indicate a subsistence system
based on the exploitation of various fish resources and mast products, while hunting and

collecting played a more supportive role.

Both Brewerton and Lamoka sites are well documented in the area, and points related to
these traditions are common. The largest and best known sites from the Brewerton period are the
Robinson and Oberlander sites on the outlet channel of Oneida Lake, northeast of the project
area. Two of the best known sites of the Lamoka phase are the Lamoka Lake site, located
southwest of the project area, and the Geneva site, located near the town of Geneva, northwest of

the project area. These sites as well as many smaller campsites are located on lakeshores.
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The subsequent Middlesex phase is undated and is only represented by burials and burial
mounds. That is, undisturbed habitation sites have not been excavated to date. Grave goods
from Middlesex burials include Adena points. Vinette ceramics, red ochre, mica, copper, or other
exotics. Trubowitz (1983) asserts that the Middlesex phase most likely represents the adaptation
of mortuary practices and the acquisition of trade goods (e.g., Adena points from Ohio cherts) by
Meadowood people, rather than an actual migration of Adena people from the upper Ohio valley.

3.1.6 Middle Woodland (A.D. 1-1000)

The early Middle Woodland period in western and central New York (ca. A.D. 1 - 1000)
is represented by the Point Peninsula tradition. The Point Peninsula tradition is comprised of
four phases, from earliest to youngest, these are: Canoe Point, Squawkie Hill, Kipp Island, and
Hunter’s Home. Vinette 2 ceramics typify the early part of the period. Unlike the cord-marked
Vinette 1 ceramics, Vinette 2 ceramics exhibit plain surfaces, but decorative motifs, such as
dentate-stamping and rocker-stamping, are common. Vessel size increases dramatically by the
end of the period, and is likely associated with the increase in sedentism and the introduction of
agriculture after A.D. 800. The exploitation of plant resources intensified during this pericd and
undoubtedly contributed to the increase in sedentism at this time, which in turn, contributed to a

population increase by the end of the period.

Burial practices during the first half of the period reflect affinities to the Hopewell
tradition in Ohio. Ritchie and Funk (1973) suggest that the absence of an agricuiturally based
economy did not permit the peoples of the Canoe Point and Squawkie Hill phases to generate the
food surplus necessary to sustain the elaborate social structure involving burial mounds,
elaborate rituals, and social stratification. However, during the Kipp Island (A.D. 300-900) and
Hunter’s Home (A.D. 800-1000) phases, an agricultural economy may have been introduced into
the area (although maize has not yet been recovered or identified from and undisturbed context),
as more complex cultural systems began to develop in the second half of the period. The type
sites for the aforementioned phases, as well as the type site for the Jack’s Reef ceramic wares and
projectile points and the Levanna ceramics and point type are located in the vicinity of the
Seneca Army Depot, near Cayuga Lake. The Middle Woodland period is represented by a
variety of site types including villages, seasonal hamlets, short-term campsites, cemeteries, burial

mounds, and various workshops and extractive/processing stations.
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3.18 Proto-historic (A.D. 1600-1750s)

The Iroquois Confederacy (or the Five Nations of the Iroquois) is believed to have
formed sometime between 1450 and 1630. Objectives of the confederacy included mediating
disputes between member groups and presenting a unified front and policy to outsiders. The
confederacy may have been formed as a defensive response to Algonquian incursions into
Iroquoian territory following European contact with the Algonquian groups along the St.
Lawrence River in the mid-1500s. The Iroquois Confederacy was formed by the Oneida,
Onondaga, Mohawk, Cayuga, and Seneca. The later two groups were active in the project
vicinity from the late prehistoric period and into the second half of the eighteenth century. In
fact the Seneca were known as the “Keepers of the Western Door”, referring to the geographic
location of the Seneca compared to the other groups within the confederacy. The
cultural/historical sequence for the Seneca, as described above, was delineated by a number of
archaeologists working with the Rochester Museum of Arts and Sciences and the New York
State Museum during the 1920s through the 1970s. Contributors to the body of knowledge
concerning Iroquoian prehistory and history include Parker (1918, 1922, 1926); Wray (1973);
Ritchie (1944, 1961, 1965); Funk (1967), Tooker (1967) and Tuck (1978).

At the time of European contact, Iroquois groups lived in hamlets or villages,. often
“stockaded, and practiced a mixed economy based on the cultivation of maize, squash, and beans
and supplemented by hunting, fishing, and plant collecting. With the intensification of European
contact and the ever-increasing demands of the fur trade, rival Algonquian groups and Hurons
(Iroquoian speakers from the Great Lakes area of Ontario) began to clash with the Iroquois over
control of the fur trade. The French began the fur trade with earnest in the early 1600s, and the
Dutch established a trading post at Fort Orange near Albany in 1623. With access to European
weapons and trade goods, the Iroquois were able to halt the southward expansion of the French
and their Indian allies (e.g., the Huron). Between King William’s War (1689-1697) and the end
of the French and Indian War in 1760, the Iroquois skillfully played off the British against the
French on numerous occasions. Unfortunately, the Iroquois were squeezed between the French
on the west at Fort Niagara and the British on the east at Fort Oswego, both of whom sought
their political alliance and trade. In the end, the Iroquois allied themselves with the British
against the French in the French and Indian War (1754-1760).
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When the Revolutionary War broke out, the Six Nations of the Iroquois (which now
included the Tuscaroras, who joined the League in the 1720s) claimed neutrality, but by 1777 all
groups but the Oneida and Tuscaroras had allied themselves with the British, effectively breaking
up the League. During the early years of the war, most of the hostilities occurred within the
Mohawk River Valley, east of the Finger Lakes region. The Iroquois began as lesser participants
in the war, forming small raiding parties that seized or destroyed colonial property along the
Mohawk and captured or killed only armed resisters, but by 1778 they, along with the British,
were destroying larger areas and settlements with little or no regard for innocent, unarmed
occupants of the region. As a punitive measure, General Washington executed several
counterattacks during the summer of 1779 in which raiding Continental forces drove deep into
Iroquois territory, destroying Native American villages and taking indiscriminate numbers of

prisoners, including women, children, and the elderly.

General John Sullivan commanded the raiding force invading the area that would later
become Seneca County. After defeating a surprised group of Tories and Native Americans at the
village of Newtown (now Elmira), Sullivan’s troops marched north, destroyiné all the extant
Indian settlements along the Susquehanna River and its tributaries, plus all the major Cayuga and
most of the Seneca villages. They reached the Seneca village of Kendaia, commonly believed to
have been located near the boundaries of the Seneca Army Depot and Sampson State Park, in
'September 1779. Finding the village abandoned by the Native Americans, the rebels proceeded
to burn the settlement and destroy the orchards. Accounts written by Sullivan’s men indicate
that the village contained 20-30 houses, both framed and bark-covered, as well as numerous
apple, peach and plum trees, a burying ground, and cattle, horses and pigs. From Kendaia,
Sullivan’s forces moved north to Kenadesaga (modern Geneva), and outward to other Native
American settlements along Cayuga Lake and near Waterloo, decimating nearly everything in
their path. By the end of Sullivan’s campaign, 40 towns in the region had been destroyed.
Following the destruction of their native homes and villages, a number of defeated Iroquois
tribes, including members of the Upper Mohawk, Cayugas, Onondagas, and Senecas, relocated
to the Niagara Peninsula vicinity, where they rekindled the League of Nations. Although the
Iroquois continued to fight along side the British for the remainder of the war, they never
returned to their original homelands. Moreover, through a series of treaties, most notably the
Second Fort Stanwix Treaty in 1784, which ceded all Iroquois lands east of the Genesee River to
the United States, the Iroquois lost legal claim to this region. The last of the treaties (with the
Cayugas) was signed in 1789, opening the door for European settlement of the former Iroquois
lands (Wallace 1970, McVarish and Cook 1996).
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isolated farmsteads. Small communities developed at cross-roads, near mill sites, and along the
Seneca and Cayuga lake shores. Some of these early settlements were located at Romulus
village, Kendaia village (named after the Indian village of the same name once located two miles
to the south), and Ovid village. An early law allowing every landowner a road leading to his
property resulted in the grid-like system of country roads marking the edges of the square-shaped
military lot divisions. Many of the first settlers bought large pieces of property, sometimes a
whole 600-acre lot at a time. However, as they sold parcels off, or divided the land between their
children, farms in the area became smaller, generally totaling about 100 acres, which was a more

manageable size to administer (McGrane 1975).

Settlement in the Seneca County area remained sparse at first. ~However, as
transportation routes through the area improved, population increased. The Mohawk turnpike
was the first major road to link the Finger Lakes region together. In 1794, it was extended from
Utica to the Genesee River, and by 1803 it had reached Buffalo, promoting east-west travel along
the northern edge of Cayuga and Seneca Lakes, both for settlers coming into the area and as a
means to move agricultural and trade goods to market. While many miérants used the
thoroughfare chiefly as a way to traverse the area on their route westward, some did stop and
purchase lands on which to settle. By the early nineteenth century, the area had become
modestly populated, due in part to additional public and private roads that had been completed,

“such as the Ithaca and Geneva Turnpike (following roughly the same path as State Route 96) in
1810. According to the 1810 census, the town of Romulus (which still included the future towns
of Fayette and Varick) had 2,766 inhabitants, making up 431 families. In addition, there were 3
grist mills, 7 saw mills, 3 tanneries, 6 distilleries, and 5 potash manufactories. Of the settlers,
102 called themselves mechanics, and were employed in 11 different kinds of trades (Spafford
1813).

Water transportation along the Finger Lakes had always been used as a means to move
goods and people from one place to another. During the 1820s, a series of canals was completed
that linked central New York with the rest of the state, and the Finger Lakes with each other.
The 363-mile long Erie Canal was completed in 1825 between Buffalo and Albany, prompting
local communities to develop connecting waterways as quickly as possible. The Seneca-Cayuga
Canal was finished in 1828, linking the northern ends of the two lakes together and to the Erie
Canal. The Crooked Lake Canal connected Seneca and Keuka Lakes in 1822. At the southern
end of the Seneca Lake, the Chemung Canal allowed access to the Chemung River at Elmira by
1833. With the network of canals in place, agricultural products and other manufactured
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Light industry, while not specifically located in the future depot vicinity, accounted for
employment of county residents who traveled to Geneva and Seneca Falls to find additional

work.

The region changed irrevocably in the 1940s. when the U.S. government selected 11,500
acres of Seneca County farmland in the towns of Romulus and Varick for construction of an
army ordnance depot, which began in July 1941. Over 100 families were displaced as a resuilt of
the new facility. The owners of the properties were compensated by the government for their
land, and given up to one month to vacate their farms. Many chose to have their houses and
other structures moved off-base to new locations; those that remained were either razed or
partially recycled for their construction materials. Since the 1940s, the Seneca Army Depot has
provided employment for many of the local residents. Although most of the surrounding area is
still devoted to agricultural pursuits, the depot has afforded continued economic stability during
the remainder of the twentieth century (Watrous 1982, Klein 1986).

3.2.2 History of SEAD-12

The history of parcel SEAD-12 is the story of a few agriculturally-based, extended
families, who lived and farmed the land for most of the nineteenth century and the first half of
-the twentieth century. Their longevity at this location created a close-knit, stable cornmum'iy that
endured for up to five generations, until it was displaced by acquisition of the area for the Seneca
Army Depot in the early 1940s.

SEAD-12 falls within two original 1791 military lots, Lot 52 on the north and Lot 57 on
the south. Of the ca. 360 acres that comprise SEAD-12, roughly three-quarters are contained in
Lot 52, and the remainder are within Lot 57. The following text discusses each of the lots and
their inhabitants within the SEAD-12 project area, moving generally from north to south. Figure
3-1 shows the property boundaries within Lots 52 and 57 in 1941, when the U.S. Government
purchased the property. For ease of identification, the plat numbers shown on this map will be
used to discern the different property divisions and owners discussed below. Table 3.1 is a
summary of those property owners who occupied the larger tracts within SEAD-12, beginning

with the owner who first settled on each parcel.
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Table 3.1. Previous Land Owners by Plat and Lot within SEAD-12

Location Owners Years Owned or Occupied
Lot 52, plat 18 Edward Spaulding 1801-< 1810
Isaac Spaulding, Sr. >1810-<1840
Isaac Spaulding, Jr. >1840-1890
Mary A. Mattern 1890-1918
Peter Murphy 1918-1941
Lot 52, plat 23 Thomas Sample, Sr. 1822-1868
Thomas Sampile, Jr. 1868-1907
William E. Hogan 1907-1941
Lot 52, plat 27 Thomas Sample, Sr. 1822-1868
Wilson G. Sample 1868-1882
Theodore Russell 1882-1890
Ruth Russell 1890-1898
‘James McGrane and heirs 1898-1941
Lot 57, plat 32 John McKnight, Sr. 1825-1857
John McKnight, Jr. 1857-1902
John McKnight, Jr. heirs 1902-1941

Neither of the two military lots, which measured roughly one-mile square. appears to
have been inhabited by the veterans who were assigned the land in the 1790s: Lot 52 was
"assigned to John Jacobus and Lot 57 was assigned to John Stake (Anonymous 1876:157).
Rather, each owner sold his property in parcels to local residents, who then settled the land.
Some of the earliest homesteads in this part of Romulus (which later became Varick) were
located within the northern part of Lot 52, just outside the SEAD-12 boundary along modern-day
Yale Farm Road. These included the home and tavern of Benjamin Lemmon, at the northwest
comer of the lot on plat 15, and the home and blacksmith shop of William Gambee, at the
northeast corner of the lot north and east of plats 19 and 24. Both of these men purchased their
property by the 1810s. Benjamin Lemmon was an early civic leader of Romulus, and the first
town meeting of newly formed Varick was held in his tavern on Lot 52, in 1830 (McGrane
1975:47). Part of William Gambee’s former property is contained within the northeast corner of
SEAD-12 on plats 19 and 24 (Liber H, p. 82), although it is likely that any improvements, such
as houses or outbuildings, were situated outside the project boundary, nearer to Yale Farm Road.
The portion within SEAD-12 was probably used strictly as farmland.
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The last portion of SEAD-12 included in Lot 52 is a ca. 400 foot wide strip of land from
the western edge of plat 26. This land was part of the Sample property given to oldest son James
in 1850 (Liber X2, p. 85). Previous to the Sample ownership of the plat, it had belonged to
Benjamin Lemmon and his son Charles Lemmon. Benjamin Lemmon had acquired the land in
1819, and had deeded it to his son Charles in 1820 (Liber N, pp. 394, 224). In 1837 Thomas
Sample bought the property from Charles Lemmon (Liber H2, p. 125). James Sample and his
family lived on plat 26 from about 1850 until his death in 1905, at which point the property was
purchased by Myron Secor (Liber 122, p. 418). The parcel changed hands again in 1931, when
Paul and Sadie Olsowske bought plat 26 from Secor and his wife Catherine (Liber 161, p. 353).
The Olsowskes owned the land until the U.S. government bought it in 1941 (Liber 184, p. 145).

No structures appeared on the portion of plat 26 within SEAD-12 on any of the
nineteenth-century maps reviewed for this project. Since this was the interior part of the plat,
with the main access road to the property located on the east side of the plat (outside SEAD-12),
it is not surprising that there were no structures here. It is probable that this land was used either

for farmland or was wooded, as most of it is today.

Immediately south of the Wilson Sample property (plat 27 in Lot 52) was Lot 57. Plat
32, which occupied the northwest corner of Lot 57, contained 100 acres, although not all of the
‘plat is contained within SEAD-12. This land was originally part of the Tunis Van Brandt
property, which as described above, covered the southwest part of Lot 52 and the northwest part
of Lot 57. It is not clear whether Van Brandt actually improved any of this plat. According to
one source, “Van Brandt engaged in the laborious work of the pioneer, cleared up a portion of his
farm, and then, years later, sold one hundred acres to John McKnight, a present occupant”
(Anonymous 1876:157). However, this information conflicts with records at the Seneca County
deeds office, which indicate at least four owners between Van Brandt (who is not listed for this
lot in Seneca County, perhaps because he owned and disposed of the land prior to the county’s
incorporation in 1804, when the records begin) and the John McKnight referred to in 1876. The
earliest recorded owners of this part of Lot 57 at the Seneca County deeds office were George M.
and Abby Woolsey, of Liverpool, England. They sold all of Lot 57 in 1816 to James Sackett of
Marcellus, in Onondaga County, New York (Liber K, p. 135). In 1822 Sackett sold 448 acres of
Lot 57, which included all but 200 acres on the south side of the lot, to Thomas Winslow of
Romulus (Liber P. p. 298). According to the deed, Winslow was already living on Lot 57 at the
time he purchased it from Sackett, although it is not known where on Lot 57 he resided. In 1825,
Winslow sold 278 acres in the northwest part of Lot 57, which included plat 32, to John
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Historic maps illustrate the location of three structures on plat 32. Three 1850s maps
show a structure attributed to John McKnight ca. 800-1000 feet east of McGrane Road (now
North-South Base Line Road) (Browne 185-, Gibson 1850, Gray 1859) (Figure 3-2). A second
structure, also occupied by John McKnight on plat 32 but south of the SEAD-12 property line ca.
200-300 feet east of McGrane Road, appeared on several 1850s maps as well (Browne 185-,
Gibson 1850, 1852) (Figure 3-2). Unfortunately, it is unclear whether one structure belonged to
John McKnight, Sr. and another belonged to John McKnight, Jr. It is probable, however, that
John McKnight, Jr. could have lived in both of the houses during his lifetime, one when he still
resided with his parents and the other when he set up his own household. The third structure
location, ca. 100 feet east of McGrane Road at the extreme southwestern end of the SEAD-12
property, does not appear on historic maps until 1874, and may represent a later house occupied
by John McKnight, Jr. and/or his descendants (Nichols 1874, USGS 1902, Pratt 1909) (Figures
3-4 and 3-5).

The final portion of Lot 57 within the SEAD-12 project area was the northwest section of
plat 33, measuring ca. 500 feet wide, and constituting the interior portion of the plat’s original 52
acres. Because this land was situated far away from the access roads to the property, which ran
along the eastern side of the tract, no houses probably were located here. Not surprisingly, no
structures appeared on any of the historic maps reviewed for this project. It is likely that this
"land was used primarily as farmland for the various owners who held the property during the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries.

In summary, the primary landowners of SEAD-12 during the nineteenth century consisted
of the Spaulding family (Lot 52, plat 18), the Sample family (Lot 52, plats 23 and 27), and the
McKnight family (Lot 57, plat 32). Each of these families lived at their locations for several
generations, most of them on farms of about 100-150 acres. They built modest to large houses
that had associated outbuildings such as barns and wagon sheds. As a rule, the houses were built
near roadways running north-south and east-west. The main road, along which most of the
houses in the SEAD-12 parcel were situated, was known as McGrane Road by the late nineteenth
century, and now constitutes the western boundary road of SEAD-12 (called North-South Base
Line Road). The farms themselves were located mostly on the interior of the parcels, and were
worked by family members and hired help. In several cases, neighbors intermarried, thus
forming family bonds between farms. This combination of factors allowed a stable, long-lasting
community to develop within the SEAD-12 property vicinity.
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SECTION 4.0

BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS AND SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

4.1 ARCHIVAL METHODOLOGY

Several goals guided the background research for this project. The first goal was to
identify previously recorded archaeological sites within the project area, within the SEDA, and
finally, within the project vicinity. Four repositories were visited to obtain this information. In
the Albany area, the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
houses all current archaeological site materials, while the New York State Museum maintains
older site files. Visits to both facilities resulted in a preliminary assessment of previous
archaeological work in the area. Regional offices in central New York supplemented the data
obtained from thg two Albany-based repositories. Additional archaeologicél reports and
comparative artifact collections were researched at the Rochester Museum and Science Center in
Rochester. Finally, the office of the Army Corps of Engineers, located on the Seneca Army
Depot, maintains up-to-date files on all cultural resources work performed within the confines of
‘the base, and is the most complete source for reports written about SEDA within the last several
years. All four of the above repositories provided materials about previous archaeological work

in the project vicinity.

The second goal of the background research was to define high-, medium- and low-
probability areas for the identifications of previously undocumented archaeological sites on the
SEAD-12 property. Development of a predictive model for locating cultural resources would
then guide subsequent field efforts and methodologies. Two types of data were used to develop a
predictive model for historical archaeological sites: (1) nineteenth- and early twentieth-century
maps of the area, found at the New York State Archives in Albany and the Library of Congress
in Washington, D.C.; and (2) deed records on file at the Seneca County Recorder of Deeds Office
for the individual parcels within the SEAD-12 tract. All historic maps were overlaid against a
current map of the property to determine where former buildings and structures had stood.
Because there was considerable mapping error, especially with the older maps, the deed records
served to corroborate which property owners occupied which parcels. Thus, the deed records

served to identify where the mapping errors occurred. For example, if a map indicated that a
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The SEAD-12 parcel was also included in a cultural resources survey of the Seneca
County Sewer District No. 1, a large area containing parts of Varick, Romulus, and Ovid (Pratt
and Pratt 1977). All subsurface investigations were limited to areas of the sewer district near the
town of Ovid and west of Route 96A along East Lake Road. near the Seneca Lake shore. No
subsurface investigations occurred on the Seneca Army Depot, nor was any specific research
undertaken regarding the SEAD-12 property. A follow up study adjacent to the original project
area was performed several years later, but it did not impact any land on the Seneca Army Depot
(Pratt 1981).

A number of prehistoric archaeological sites have been recorded within and adjacent to
the Seneca Army Depot, although all the sites are over one mile and most are two or three miles
from the SEAD-12 project area. Table 4.1 is a summary of the prehistoric sites on or near the
depot on file at the New York State Museum, the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation, and the New York State Archaeological Survey at SUNY Buffalo.

Nearly all of the prehistoric archaeological sites first were recorded during the early
twentieth century by William Beauchamp (1900) and Arthur Parker (1920). Many of the sites
recorded by Parker in 1920 were located based on recollections of local informants and as such
.could not be field checked. A study by John Milner Associates attempted to relocate five
previously recorded prehistoric sites within the Seneca Army Depot boundaries (Fiedel 1996).
The results were uniformly negative: i.e., they could not relocate any-of the sites and
recommended no further work. To date, the only known prehistoric site in the project vicinity
that has been positively located is the Iroquois village site of Kendaia (NYSM-4824, RMSC Ovd
3). Beginning in the 1940s, four separate excavation episodes occurred at the site’s Native
American cemetery. Harry L. Schoff excavated 21 burials in 1941 and 22 burials in 1942. He
concluded that the first set dated to the late 1700s, and may have been associated with the John
Sullivan raid on the village in 1779, whereas the second set dated to 1700-1730. Two
subsequent excavations by members of the avocational Archaeological Society of Central New
York in 1949 and 1951 resulted in the removal of 39 additional graves (Bodner et. al. 1993).
During a Stage 1A study of Sampson State Park in 1993, the site was relocated but not subjected
to any further excavation. In consultation with personnel from the New York State Office of
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, it was decided that the site should not be excavated

further unless it was threatened by impending development (Bodner et. al. 1993).
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The second recent project on the SEDA was a Phase I cultural resources survey
conducted by PanAmerican Consultants, Inc. in 1996 at the Seneca Army Airfield, located in the
southwest corner of the Seneca Army Depot. The survey identified three historical
archaeological sites. One (site PCI/SADA 1), located within the yard of a nineteenth-century
Greek Revival house, contains stratigraphic integrity and is considered potentially eligible for the
National Register. The other two sites (PCI/SADA 2 and PCI/SADA 3) represent artifact
scatters associated with nineteenth-century farmsteads that were located on historic maps. The
integrity of these two sites has been disturbed by modern disturbances, and as such they do not

meet National Register criteria for eligibility (Cinquino et al. 1996).

All of the remaining compliance-related archaeological studies that are located within a
one to two mile radius of the Seneca Army Depot have been preliminary surveys for the
installation or modification of gas lines, wells, or in one case, a county road. With two
exceptions, these projects identified no archaeological sites (Bartochowski and Nelson 1985;
High and Nagel 1986a, 1986b, 1986¢, 1986d; Kula 1987; Manchester and Nagel 1985, 1986a,
1986b, 1986¢, 1986d; Nagel 1985). The first exception is a prehistoric lithic scatter (RMSC Gen
16, Hoser Site), consisting of 1 chert biface and 11 chert flakes, recorded several miles northwest
of SEAD-12 in the town of Fayette north of Lerch Road and west of Highway 96A (Nagel and
Manchester 1986). The second exception consists of two light concentrations of historic artifacts
‘located on the south side of Yale Farm Road just north of SEAD-12. This site was determined
not significant due to previous disturbance of the area from dumping and grading activities. No
further information was given about the temporal association of the artifact assemblage or the

previous occupants of the property along Yale Farm Road (Manchester and Nagel 1986¢).
4.3 ARCHAEOLOGICALLY SENSITIVE AREAS

As discussed in Section 4.1, areas within SEAD-12 considered sensitive for the recovery
of archaeological resources were identified based upon historic map research and deed
information for historical sites, and a combination of landform and distance to water and
wetlands for prehistoric sites. The identification of archaeologically sensitive areas served to

guide the field investigations, which are presented in Section 5.0.

Figure 4-1 presents the results of the historic map overlays. Based upon these data, five
projected locations for the recovery of historical archaeological sites were identified and assigned
archaeological area numbers (Areas 1-5). All five of these sites had been previously identified
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SECTION 5.0

FIELD AND LABORATORY METHODOLOGY

5.1 FIELD METHODOLOGY

SEAD-12, a high security area, located in the north-central portion of the Seneca Army
Depot, consists of ca. 360 acres. The field methodology combined background research (i.e.,
previously recorded sites in the vicinity) and archival research (i.e., historic map and deed
research), in order to ascertain the location of former historic buildings or previously recorded
archaeological sites. Additional research of topographic, geomorphic and soil maps was
conducted in order to determine if any former streams or wetlands were within the project area in
the past. The purpose of this research was to develop a predictive model for locating prehistoric
and historic archaeological sites. Following completion of the research, a pedestrian survey
provided a more detailed examination of the survey area. The pedestrian survey guided the
placement of shovel test pits (STPs) during subsequent phases of the field work. A total of 463
STPs was excavated in SEAD-12. Table 5.1 summarizes the results of the systematic shovel
testing by area. Following an area by area discussion of the field methods, the survey results and

site descriptions are presented in Section 6.0.

Finally, the Parsons ES Boston office conducted geophysical investigations of SEAD-12.
The electro-magnetometer survey employed the Geonics EM-61. The EM-61 survey resulted in
the identification of 44 anomalies (targets). These targets either represent buried metal objects or
significant changes in soil conductivity (e.g., fill). The majority of these targets appeared to be
associated with historic building locations.  Selected targets were excavated by the
archaeological team; others that may have contained military refuse, hardware, or other
potentially contaminated debris were either not excavated or were excavated by the geophysical

team.
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5.1.1 Pedestrian Survey

A pedestrian survey was conducted over the entire project area prior to any subsurface
testing. The goal of the pedestrian survey was to determine the location of former structural
remains, features, or artifacts and to identify areas that were too disturbed or too wet for the
placement of shovel test pits (STPs). The pedestrian survey, which consisted of a systematic
walkover of the entire project area, was conducted by a four person team of archaeologists in
August, 1997. Transects were spaced at 20 meter (m) intervals and were oriented north-south.
East-west survey baselines were established along easily recognized cultural features such as

roads, fence lines, etc.

The pedestrian survey identified several disturbed areas that were visible on the surface
(Figure 5-1, Plates 5-1, 5-2). The majority of these areas had been graded (Plate 5-1) in order to
smooth the landscape and improve lines of sight for the military. Other areas appeared to have
been graded or stripped for the purpose of providing soil to encase the ammunition bunkers, or to
fill wetlands. Several areas were used for dumping various types of waste. These areas were
noted during the survey by the presence of excavation pits and mounds of dirt and rubble (Plate
5-2). Additionally, existing streams and drainages were filled and/or channelized. Channelized
streams also exhibited disturbed or graded soils along the shoulders of the drainages. Several
disturbed areas were tested by STPs in order to ascertain the extent of disturbance and the
amount of fill, and finally, to determine if any buried, intact archaeological horizons or features
existed beneath the fill. '

All shovel test locations and archaeological sites were recorded onto sketch maps and
then transcribed onto a master site map. Field notes and photographs were also used to
document survey areas, wetlands, disturbed areas, and existing archaeological sites (i.e., former
historic building locations). An English grid (i.e., in feet) had been established over the entire
SEAD-12 area. The archaeological survey used a metric grid that was based on the established

English grid. Grid coordinates were then converted to metric for archaeological provenience.

Based on the results of background research, archival research, and the pedestrian survey,
the project area was divided into areas of high-, medium-, and low probability. High probability
areas, shovel tested on a 10 meter (m) grid, were confined to areas that were likely to contain
evidence of former historic farmsteads. Medium probability areas were defined as a result of the

pedestrian survey and consisted of historic trash dumps or EM targets. These areas were tested
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(Figure 5-1). The area measures 70 m (N-S) by 100 m (E-W), or ca. 1.2 acres in size. A total of

40 shovel tests was excavated at Archaeological Area 4 on a ten meter grid.

5.1.2.2 Medium Probability Areas

During pedestrian survey, three additional historic sites were discovered. These sites
consisted of small, localized dump areas, one of which also contained a well. The dump areas
were not associated with any historic buildings as identified through the historic map research.
Areas 8 and 9 were tested on a 10 meter grid, and Area 7 was tested on a 20-meter grid.

Additional judgmental STPs were excavated in all three areas.

Archaeological Area 7. Archaeological Area 7 is located in an open forested area in the
northeastern section of SEAD-12 (Figure 5-1). The metric datum is located at STP 850N/ 1100E
(or 2788.7N/3608.9E on the English grid). Archaeological Area 7 is bounded by a low lying
wetland to the north and disturbed forested areas to the south. The area measures 60 m (N-S) by
120 m (E-W), or ca. 1.9 acres. A total of 19 STPs was excavated in Archaeological Area 7.
Seventeen STPs were arranged on a 20 meter grid, with 2 additional STPs excavated in order to
better define the stratigraphy and extend of the surface scatter of artifacts located around
822N/1107E. Only one STP (817N/1107E), located on the periphery of the surface scatter,
contained artifacts. The surface scatter was roughly ovoid and covered an area 10 meters in

diameter.

Archaeological Area 8. Archaeological Area 8 is located ca. 95 m to the west of
Archaeological Area 7. Archaeological Area 8 represents a small localized dump area, that was
most likely related to military activity (Figure 5-1). It is bounded to the west by a north-south
road. The metric datum is located at 850N/1005E (2788.7N/3297.2E on the English Grid)
(Figure 5-1) and measures 10 m (N-S) by 20 m (E-W) or 0.05 acres. This location was
discovered and reported to the archaeologists by the geophysical team. Six STPs, excavated at
10 meter intervals, were excavated around this area, none of which were positive. A controlled

surface collection was conducted in the area between the transects.

Archaeological Area 9. Archaeological Area 9 is located in a wooded area in the extreme
southeastern section of the project area (Figure 5-1). During the pedestrian survey of the project

area, a small dump and a well feature were found in a wooded area in the southeastern portion of
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acres. A total of 17 STPs was excavated in Archaeological Area 6; 16 of these were on a 20
meter grid, consisting of four transects, each with four shovel tests,. None of these were positive.
One additional shovel test was excavated into a rectangular-shaped depression (oriented east-
west) that was discovered during the pedestrian survey. The depression appears to be the width

of a wide-bucket backhoe, and may be related to waste disposal by the military.

Archaeological Area 10. Archaeological Area 10, projected to have low to moderate
potential for prehistoric activity, was located in the south-central portion of SEAD-12. The area
is situated on a slight rise, overlooking a wetland. The area consisted of an open, grassy field,
and a former stream or drainage, now channelized, was located to the northeast. The area
between Archaeological Area 10 and the former stream had been channelized and graded in the
past and the top soil removed. The metric datum was located at STP 305N/365E or
(1000.6N/1197.9E on the English grid). The area measures 40 m (N-S) by 60 m (E-W) or ca.
0.59 acres. A total of 12 shovel tests was excavated on a 20 meter grid. These STPs were placed

on four transects east-west, each with three STPs north-south.

Archaeological Area 11. Archaeological Area 11, situated in the central portion of
SEAD-12, was located on a small, (west-facing) interfluvial rise between two former drainages
(Figure 5-1). Given the proximity of this knoll to former drainages, this area was thought to have
a low to moderate potential for prehistoric occupation. This area is an open grassy field that
overlooks a small wetland located at the bottom of the knoll between the drainages. The metric
datum is located at 390N/590E (1279.5N/1935.7E in the English grid). The area is ca. 0.59 acres
and measures 60 m (N-S) by 40 m (E-W). A total of 12 STPs, excavated on a 20 meter grid, was
placed in Archaeological Area 11. The STPs were dug along four transects east-west, with 3

STPs per transect.

Archaeological Area 12. Archaeological Area 12 was located on a small rise overlooking
a wetland area to the east. Area 12 is situated in the west-central portion of SEAD-12, and is
bounded a hazardous waste area (disposal pit EM-4) on the west and an east-west road to the
north. The metric datum is located at SO0N/115E (1640.4N/377.3E in feet) (Figure 5-1), and the
area measures 20 m (N-S) by 60 m (E-W), or ca. 0.29 acres. A total of eight shovel tests was dug
in Archaeological Area 12. The STPs were excavated on a 20 meter grid. There were two

transects north-south, each with four STPs east-west.
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Archaeological Area 17. Archaeological Area 17, located in the southeastern portion of
the project area, combines both a low probability area with testing of several EM targets,
including EM-12, EM-13, and EM-30. The area occupies a large knoll and is bounded by a
former railroad cut on the north, a paved road on the west, a large drainage ditch parallel to the
ammunition bunkers on the south, and wetlands to the east. The metric datum was established at
STP 20N/905E (65.6N/2069.1E in feet) (Figure 5-1). The area measures 60 m (N-S) by 160 m
(E-W), or ca. 2.4 acres. A total of 37 shovel tests was dug at Archaeological Area 17. These
consisted of 4 transects north-south, each with nine STPs. One additional STP was excavated

over target EM-12.

Archaeological Area 18. Archaeological Area 18, which is located in the south-central
portion of SEAD-12, was selected because of the location of target EM-8. The area is in the
middle of a large open grassy field with wetlands to the north and the old railroad cut to the
south. The metric datum was located at STP 240N/440E (787.4N/1443.5E in feet) (Figure 5-1).
The area measures 20 m (N-S) by 40 m (E-W), or ca. 0.19 acres. Six STPs were excavated in
Archaeological Area 18 along three transects north-south, each with two STPs. One additional
STP was excavated over target EM-8.

Archaeological Area 19. Archaeological Area 19 is located central portion of SEAD-12.
The area occupies a large rise and the land slopes gently to the west. The area was selected for
testing as both a low probability area for prehistoric resources as well as for EM targets (EM-9,
EM-10, and EM-31). The area measures 80 m (N-S) by 140 m (E-W), or ca. 1.5 acres. The
metric datum is located at 365N/860E (1197.5N/2821.5E in feet) (Figure 5-1). A total of 32
shovel tests was excavated in Archaeological Area 19; these included 28 STPs on a 20 meter

grid, and four additional STPs excavated in proximity to EM targets.

Archaeological Area 20. Archaeological Area 20 was located in the east-central portion
of the project area in a broad, flat, grassy area that sloped gently to the west. The area is bounded
by paved roads to the north, east, and south. The area was tested for its potential to contain
prehistoric materials, but it also contained target EM-28. The metric datum is located at
640N/975E (2099.7N/3198.8E in feet) (Figure 5-1). The area measures 60 m (N-S) by 60 m (E-
W), or ca. 0.59 Acres. A total of 19 shovel tests, excavated on a 20 meter grid, was placed in the

area. Several additional STPs were excavated at 10-meter intervals in areas surrounding EM-28.
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used in a system developed by Stanley South (1977), but were tailored to incorporate nineteenth
and twentieth century artifact types. The groups used to categorize the current assemblages
included Activity (tools, non-architectural hardware, flowerpots, etc.), Architectural (brick, nails,
drain pipes, etc.), Clothing (buttons, shoe parts, etc.), Domestic (ceramic and glass vessels,
furniture and lamp parts, etc.), Personal (tobacco pipes, toys, writing-related material, etc.), Fuel
(coal and clinker), and Faunal (bone and shell). Each group was further subdivided into a class
category. Archaeological site forms are presented in Appendix A and the complete artifact

inventory is found in Appendix B.
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SECTION 6.0

SURVEY RESULTS AND SITE DESCRIPTIONS

6.1 HIGH PROBABILITY AREAS

Archaeological Area 1 (Site A09909.000003, T. Sample Farmstead)

Site Discussion. Archaeological Area 1, the location of the Thomas Sample Sr.
Farmstead is located in the extreme northwestern corner of the project area (Figure 5-1, Plates 6-
1 and 6-2). Twenty-five of the 41 STPs contained cultural material (Figure 6-1). An area east of
the low hilltop that contained the highest concentration of artifacts and features was also slated
for the excavation.of STPs. However, because a known disposal pit (EM-5) was found by
geophysical testing, this area was avoided (except for excavation of two STPs) by the
archaeological survey team, as per the Health and Safety Plan. STP profiles demonstrated that
parts of the site had been graded and/or filled, probably in association with razing of the former
house in the 1940s. Other areas showed evidence of rodent disturbance. However, the majority
of the site exhibited intact strata that produced nineteenth-century artifacts. In addition, three
features were identified and described below.

During the pedestrian survey, an ovoid depression (Feature 2) was located adjacent to a
cluster of trees on top of a small knoll. Two additional features were discovered during the
excavation of shovel tests. A scatter of historic ceramics was also discovered along with several
large rectangular cut flagstones in a disturbed area within a grove trees southeast of Feature 2.
Following a description of the soils at the site, the report will discuss the features and artifacts

recovered from the excavation of STPs.

Soil Description. A typical positive STP soil profile in Archaeological Area 1 consisted
of a root mat and plow zone (or nearer to the house undisturbed soils) that was a 10YR 4/2 dark
grayish brown silt loam that averaged some 15 to 25 cm in thickness (Figure-6-2A). Stratum B
ranged from 20 to 33 c¢m in thickness, in the areas that were undisturbed, and was a 10YR 5/2
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The artifacts date to two distinct periods: the early nineteenth century, and the early-
middle twentieth century. Diagnostic artifacts include early nineteenth century creamware and
pearlware ceramics, and early-middle twentieth century machine-made bottle and vessel glass. A
breakdown of the ceramic types is shown in Table 6.2. The whiteware/ironstone and the
stoneware represent ceramic sherds that span very long periods of time, and therefore these

wares are not considered diagnostic artifacts.

Table 6.2 Archaeological Area 1, Site A09909.000003 Ceramics

Class Type Count

Food Consumption/Serving | Creamware 6
Pearlware 12
Whiteware/ironstone 9

Refined redware

Unidentified 1

Food Preparation/Storage Stoneware 2 )
' Coarse redware 19
Total . 55

STP 670N/90E, which contained Feature 1, produced the greatest concentration of
twentieth century artifacts (n=71). The stratum containing the artifacts was composed of a
grayish brown loose silt and extended from 15 to over 114 cm below the surface; the base of the
stratum was not reached. The artifacts found in the STP appear to date to a short time span, close
to the time that the house was-demolished in 1941. A liquor bottle within this deposit had a mark
used by the Owens-Illinois Glass Co. from 1929 to 1954, and all other identifiable glass vessels
were machine made. The ceramic tableware sherds recovered from this STP were undecorated
ironstone, and other artifacts included flowerpot and fruit jar sherds, a phonograph record
fragment, a safety pin, cut and wire nails, and butchered bone. STP 700N/80E contained fewer
artifacts (n=8) (ironstone and wire nails) that might also date to this period; wire nails were found
over the site in a number of proveniences that otherwise contained artifacts from the early

nineteenth century.

In contrast to the concentration of twentieth century artifacts found in one deep stratum
adjacent to the stone wall feature, the early nineteenth century types were more evenly
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Plate 6-7. Area 2, Site A09909.000004, view northeast

Source: Parsons Engineering Science
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Artifacts. A total of 153 artifacts was collected from 21 STPs in Area 2. The artifacts
consisted primarily of architectural material (46%) and domestic ceramic and glass sherds (35%)
(see Table 6.3). The artifacts were concentrated in two principal areas. The first area was from
STPs on the northern-most east-west transects (360 and 365 North), where the majority of the
artifacts were found (78%). The artifacts from the eastern STPs in that area were recovered from
Stratum A. These artifacts included ironstone and whiteware ceramics, a scatter of architectural
material including wire nails, a crowbar, and large metal pieces that may have been parts of farm
machinery. The artifacts from the STPs on the western portion of that line came from both
Stratum A and from Stratum B. Few of the artifacts from this part of the site could be precisely
dated. Several may date to the late nineteenth or early twentieth century, such as a beaded lamp
chimney glass sherd. The presence of machine-made glass and wire nails in Stratum B indicates
twentieth century deposition or disturbance. This may have been the result of grading or road

construction to the west and north.

The second area of artifact concentration extended from STPs 315-345N/40 East, along a
slope which rises to the east. This slope appears to be man-made, and the artifacts redeposited.
The artifacts were found primarily in Stratum B, a mottled soil that extended roughly 10 to 70
cm below the surface. The artifacts included a single sherd of pearlware as well as later
nineteenth or early twentieth century material such as a blown-in-mold fruit jar fragment and
gilded ironstone. To the west of that line there was evidence of serious grading and compaction
of the soil related to construction of the road just to the west. East of the 40E line was the flat

grassy plateau, where few artifacts were found.
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Plate 6-8. Area 3, Site A09909.000005, view northwest

Source: Parsons Engineering Science

Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 6-17







N
-
8¢9

05

6-18

LEGEND

FENCE
PAVED ROAD

BRUSH LINE

RAILROAD

GROUND SURFACE
ELEVATION CONTOUR

S e

WETLAND

ARCHEOLOGICAL
AREA BOUNDARY

( \ ARCHEOLOGICAL
. SITE BOUNDARY
® @l
EM—TARGET ARCHEOLOGICAL DATUM
+ @
NEGATIVE STP POSITIVE STP

(NOT ALL SYMBOLS MAY APPEAR ON MAP)

@ PARSONS

PARSONS ENGINEERING SCIENCE, INC.

SENECA ARMY DEPOT
ACTIVITY

DEPT: PROJ. NO.
CULTURAL RESOURCES I 731924

FIGURE 6—6, SEAD—12

DETAIL OF SITE A09909.000005
SHOWING POSITIVE STPS

[
OCTOBER 1997 A

SCALET, DATE:
1" = 50°







Soil Description. Soils in Area 3A and 3B were variable and often depicted disturbance.
As illustrated in Figure 6-1, the western and southern portions of the area were graded and
disturbed. In addition, an abandoned railroad cut runs from southwest to northeast across the
middle of the site. [t is likely that much of this area has been graded and disturbed by
construction of the railroad, the roads, and the nearby drainage ditch and ammunition bunkers.
Figure 6-7A through 6-7C depicts various soil profiles within Areas 3A and 3B. Soils in
Archaeological Area 3A (Figures 6-7A and 6-7B) consist of a thin root mat and plow zone
(Stratum A), that is comprised of 10YR 4/2 dark grayish brown, sandy loam that averaged less
than 10 cm in thickness. Stratum B, which underlies the rootmat, was a 10YR 5/2 grayish brown
to 10YR 5/3 brown compact sandy loam that generally ranged from 20 to 33 cm in thickness in
the undisturbed portions of the site (Figure 6-7A). Although Stratum A and Stratum B often
contained a light scatter of modern and historic artifacts, in some STPs Stratum A was sterile,
suggesting that this soil layer may be redeposited fill. The exceptionally thin soil layer identified
in some parts of the site suggest that the original soil horizon was stripped and then redeposited
after military grading of the area. Stratum C may represent a relic plow zone or an E horizon
soil. Stratum C was a 10YR 5/1 gray compact sandy loam, that occasionally contained historic
artifacts. Stratum’' C, which was ca. 10-20 c¢cm in thickness, contained an increasingly high
percentage of decomposed shale fragments with depth. The sterile subsoil (Stratum D) was ca.
40+ cm in thickness in this part of the site and ranged from a 10YR 5/3 brown to 10YR 5/4 or
5/6 yellowish brown compact fine sandy clay. Stratum D exhibited an increase in-decomposed

shale fragments with depth.

A typical soil profile in Area 3B is presented in Figure 6-7C. This profile is similar to
some of the STPs excavated in Area 3A. In general, the plow zone (Stratum A) was 10-20 cm in
thickness and ranged from a 10YR 3/3 dark brown to 10YR 4/2 dark grayish brown silt loam
with historic and modern artifacts. Stratum B, sterile subsoil, was 10-15 c¢m in thickness and
consisted of a 10YR 5/4 to 10YR 5/6 yellowish brown silty clay loam. Stratum C was a 10YR
5/4 yellowish brown silty clay loam to silty clay with moderately well developed subangular
blocky structure. Strata B and C contained decomposed shale fragments, which increased in

frequency with depth.
Features. No cultural features were encountered during either the pedestrian survey or in

the shovel testing portion.
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Artifacts. A total of 170 artifacts was recovered from 30 STPs in Area 3. Architectural
artifacts (83%) predominate the assemblage, with domestic ceramics and glass sherds a distant
second (8%). Table 6.4 presents a list of artifacts by group, material. and count. Area 3A (east)
and Area 3B (west) produced similar assemblages, but the artifact distributions differed.

A total of 101 of the artifacts was found in Area 3A. with the majority of artifacts
concentrated along the 50 North transect. Forty-two came from STP 50N/90E. which was placed
at target EM-35. The artifact bearing stratum extended to 100 cm below the surface, and
contained a variety of architectural material including 30 cut and wire nails, a possible stove part,
and a flow-blue printed ironstone sherd. Other artifacts found on the same transect (i.e., the 50
North line) to the east included a single sherd of early nineteenth century floral printed
pearlware, late nineteenth or early twentieth century solarized glass. and wire nails that probably
date to the twentieth century. Disturbances were noted in these STPs, including significant
rodent burrowing, grading, and impacts from a large drainage ditch cut located just to the south.
The STPs at the far western edge of Area 3A appeared to have been disturbed by the railroad
ditch to the west. Very few artifacts were found in the central and northern portion of Area 3A,
which was heavily graded. A light scatter of artifacts (n=7), including a blown-in-mold fruit jar
sherd and terra cotta drainpipe fragments, were found in the northeastern portion of the area, in

the uppermost 20 cm of three STPs.
Table 6.4 Archaeological Area 3, Site A09909.000005, Artifact Totals

Group Material Count
Architectural Brick/tile fragment 43
Window glass fragment 12
Mortar/plaster fragment 4
Ceramic drainpipe fragment 29
Cut nail 23
Wire nail 29
Unidentified nail 1
Domestic Glass bottle/ fruit jar/ vessel sherd 7
Pearlware ceramic sherd 1
Whiteware/ ironstone ceramic sherd 4
Coarse redware ceramic sherd 1
Fauna Mammal bone fragment 6
Clam shell fragment 6
Fuel Clinker (sampled) 3
Unidentified Metal plate (poss. stove part) 1
Total 170
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A

B. SEAD-12, Area 4

A. SEAD-12, Area 4
Site A09909.000006, STP 70N/240E

Stratum A (0-10cm): 10YR 4/2 dark brown; silt loam with numerous
roots and rounded pebbles; sterile

Stratum B (10-26¢cm): 10YR 5/2 brown; compact silt loam with
rounded gravel; sterile

Stratum C (26-35cm): 10YR 6/2 light brown mottled with 10YR 7/2
light grayish brown; very compact silty clay loam with fine sand
and manganese staining; sterile

Site A09909.000006, STP 70N/190E

Stratum A (0-22cm): 2.5Y 5/2 grayish brown; silt loam with
numerous roots and occasional gravel; sterile

Stratum B (22-46cm): 2.5Y 5/1 dark gray; compact silt loam with
occasional gravel and shale fragments; historic artifacts

Stratum C (46-80cm): 2.5Y 5/1 very dark gray mottled with
10YR 5/6 yellowish brown; loosely compact silty clay loam
with occasional shale fragments; historic artifacts

Stratum D (80-90cm): 2.5Y N4 dark gray mottled with
10YR 4/6 yellowish brown; dense, compact silty clay loam

with increasing shale fragments; sterile

C. SEAD-12, Area 4

Site A09909.000006, STP 50N/250E

Stratum A (0-19cm): 2.5Y 4/3 olive brown; wet, silty clay with
numerous roots, shale fragments and rounded gravel; sterile

Stratum B (19-42cm): 2.5Y 5/1 gray; compact silty clay with shale
fragments and rounded gravel; sterile

Stratum C (42-51cm): 2.5Y 6/2 light grayish brown mottled with
10YR 5/6 yellowish brown; dense, compact silty clay; sterile

0 20
| B B
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Source: Parsons Engineering Science

Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12

Figure 6-9
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made glass fruit jar sherds and wire nails were present. and a possible nineteenth century
component is suggested by the presence of salt-glazed stoneware. Despite evidence suggesting
that this site was occupied by the early nineteenth century. artifacts dating to this period are

extremelv rare at the site. The artitacts are listed in Table 6.3.

Table 6.5 Archaeological Area 4, Site A09909.000006, Artifact Totals

Group Material Count
Architectural Brick fragment 8
Window glass fragment 1
Mortar/plaster fragment 5
Cut nail 5
Wire nail 3
Fence wire fragment 3
Domestic Glass bottles fruit jar sherd 5
Glass tumbler sherd. anchor closure 1
Whiteware/ ironstone ceramic sherd 3
Salt-glazed stoneware sherd 1
Fauna Mammal bone fragment 4
Unidentified Metal fragment 3
Total ) _

6.2 MEDIUM PROBABILITY AREAS

Archaeological Area 7 (Site A09909.000007, Jesse’s Dump)

Site Discussion. The site is located in a forested area in the east-central portion of SEAD-
12, south of a wetland (Plate 6-11). The site consists of a small. localized. but dense scatter of
nineteenth and twentieth century artifacts (Figure 6-10, Plate 6-12). With the exception of one
STP (817N/1107E), all the STPs excavated in the dump area were negative. A large number of
historic artifacts (n=593) was recovered in this STP. and combined with a sampling of other
artifacts on the surface. produced a large assemblage. The artifacts from the STP were recovered
in Stratum A. which consists of rootmat. This site most likely represents the dumping activities

of refuse. from a local farmstead.
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Soil Description. Figure 6-11A depicts the positive STP from this site. The artifacts
were confined to Stratum A, the rootmat and plow zone. Stratum A (0-16 cm in thickness) is a
2.5Y 4/2 very dark grayish brown, silt loam with numerous roots and occasional gravels. The
sterile subsoil (16-42 cm below surface) consists of a 2.5Y 7/2 light gray, compact silty clay,
mottled with a 2.5Y 6/8 olive yellow, compact silty clay. The subsoil (Stratum B) contained

increasing amounts of angular shale fragments with depth.

Artifacts. A total of 593 artifacts was collected from Area 7. The majority (88 percent)
came from Stratum A, the rootmat, of STP 817N/1107E. The remainder were collected from an
area ca. 10 meters in diameter, on and around that STP. Most of the artifacts (85 percent) were
classified as domestic, and consisted of sherds of ceramic vessels, glass vessels, lamp chimney
glass, as well as tin can fragments and a piece of furniture hardware. Architectural material,
consisting of a key plate, window glass, and nails, only accounted for 12 percent of the artifacts
collected. Other artifacts included flowerpot sherds, saw blade fragments, a washer, a leather
shoe fragment, animal bones, and personal items such as two sherds from a glass inkwell, a

tobacco pipe, and a possible pillbox. A summary table of the artifacts is below (Table 6.6).

Table 6.6 Archaeological Area 7, Site A09909.000007, Artifact Totals

Group Material Count
Activity Flowerpot sherd 2
Hardware (washer) 1
Saw blade fragment 4
Architectural Ferrous key plate 1
Window glass fragment 49
Cut nail 13
Wire nail 8
Clothing Leather shoe fragment 1
Domestic Glass bottle/ fruit jar/ vessel sherd 121
Ceramic vessel sherd* 273
Tin can fragment 22
Lamp burner/chimney glass fragment ' 87
Furniture handle plate 1
Fauna Mammal bone fragment 1
Personal Glass inkwell sherd 2
Small ferrous container (pillbox?) |
Ballclay tobacco pipe bowl/stem 1
Unidentified Metal fragment 5
Total 593

* the ceramic types are listed in Table 6.7.
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The ceramics represent types commonly found on sites dating to the late nineteenth and
early twentieth century (Table 6.7). Over 80 percent of the ceramics were ironstone, all of which
was undecorated with the exception of 2 gilt sherds and 1 decaled sherd. Within Stratum A of
STP 817N/1107E, the ironstone represented at least 19 different vessels, based on the rim sherds.
Several had fine curvilinear molded rim patterns, and other molded motifs included the wheat
pattern and a petal pattern. The whiteware sherds were transfer-printed, shell-edged, or
undecorated. Semi-porcelain, yellowware, and Rockingham/Bennington sherds also were found
at the site. Food storage wares were exclusively Albany slip-glazed stoneware sherds, 10 of
which were salt-glazed on the exterior, and 2 of which had a Bristol glazed exterior. Table 6.7

presents a list of ceramic wares by type and count.

Table 6.7 Archaeological Area 7, Site A09909.000007, Ceramics

Class Type Count

Food Consumption/Serving Hardpaste Porcelain 1
Semi-porcelain 2
Ironstone 225
Whiteware 18
Rockingham/Bennington 2
Yellowware ' 13

Food Preparation/Storage Albany slip-glazed Stoneware 12
Total 273

Table 6.8 lists the artifacts that contain makers-marks that were recovered from the site.
Of the domestic glass that could be identified as to manufacture technique, nine percent was
machine-made, and the remainder was blown-in-mold. Glass vessel functions included fruit jar
sherds (n=9), pharmaceutical bottles (n=14), condiment bottles (n=3), a baking soda bottle, and
liquor (n=18), beer (n=2), and wine bottles (n=1). Glass tableware included stemware and
tumbler sherds and a salt shaker. Eleven of the domestic glass sherds were solarized, indicating
that they were produced between ca. 1880 and 1915, the period when manganese was used to
decolorize glass (Munsey 1970). In addition, a number of the glass vessels and ceramics had
maker marks that could be dated. Date ranges for artifacts with makers-marks are presented in
Table 6.8. Together the maker marks and the artifact types indicate a ca. 1880 to 1910 date to the

artifacts., Very little architectural material was found, and no structure was seen on historic maps
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6-15). A prehistoric artifact (a Late Archaic side-notched projectile point) was recovered from
STP (945N/875E) in Archaeological Area 16. The point appears to be an isolated find, as eight
radial STPs, excavated at five meter intervals in the four cardinal directions, produced negative

results (Figure 6-15).

Soil Description. Figure 6-14B illustrates the soil profile from the STP that produced the
projectile point. The profile indicates three strata occur at the site, the second and third of which
were sterile. Stratum A (0-18 cm) is a 10YR 4/3 brown, silt loam with numerous roots and
occasional pebbles. Stratum B (18-24), the lower portion of the plow zone, is a 10YR 5/3
yellowish brown, compact silty clay loam with rounded pebbles and angular shale fragments.
The sterile subsoil (Stratum C) measures 24-35 cm in depth and is a 10YR 6/2 light brownish
gray silty clay, mottled with a 10YR 5/6 dark yellowish brown. Stratum C exhibits increasing
shale fragments with depth.

Artifacts. The artifact recovered from this site was a broken, side-notched projectile
point, manufactured from Onondaga chert (Figure 6-16). The point exhibited breakage along one
basal corner, the opposite shoulder, and the extreme distal portion of the point. Although the
point was undoubtedly resharpened on several occasions, the extensive breakage patterns of the
. point suggest it was broken during impact, presumably during a hunting expedition. The point
resembles the Orient Fishtail type, which dates to the Late Archaic or Transitional Period (ca.
1200-700 B.C.) No other artifacts were found, further suggesting the point may represent a
hunting loss. The knoll on which the point was recovered overlooks the unnamed stream to the
north.

Miscellaneous Isolated Artifacts

Several archaeological areas produced what are considered herein as isolated artifacts.
The areas that produced such artifacts include the following: Areas 10, 11, 14, 17, 18, 19, and 20.
Of these, Areas 17-20 were associated with EM targets. The recovered artifacts reflect a variety
of architectural and domestic activities and include brick, mortar, cut-nails, barbed wire,

stoneware, and bottle glass. The artifacts are discussed below by area.
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Drawn to Scale

Source: Parsons Engineering Science Figure 6-16
Artifact Illustration - Projectile Point

Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 6-45 (Orient Fishtail Variant)







Archaeological Area 18. Archaeological Area 18, situated in the south-central portion of
SEAD-12, was selected for testing due to target EM-8. The area consists of an open, grassy field
north of the abandoned railroad cut. Excavations at Area 18 resulted in the recovery of a single
brick fragment from STP 220N/440E, Stratum A. The brick fragment is presumably the source
of the magnetic anomaly. No other artifacts were found in Area 18.

Archaeological Area 19. Archaeological Area 19 was selected for archaeological testing
based on the presence of three geophysical anomalies (EM-9, EM-10, and EM-31) that were
detected in this vicinity. Additionally, the area was considered to have a low to moderate
potential for containing prehistoric artifacts due to the commanding view from the knoll. Only 3
of the 32 STPs were positive. Two positive STPs (STP 395N/765E, Stratum B and STP
395N/767E, Stratum A) were located within target EM-9, and one positive STP (STP
363N/864E, Stratum C) was recorded within target EM-10. No artifacts were associated with
target EM-31.

Artifacts collected from EM-9 (STP 395N/765E, Stratum B) consisted of a Winchester
22 cartridge and 2 fence wire fragments. Just to the east, at STP 395N/767E, 2 additional fence
wire fragments were found in Stratum A. STP 363N/864E, Stratum C at target EM-10 produced
.one ironstone ceramic sherd, 4 bottle glass sherds, 5 brick fragments, and 1 mortar fragment. 10.
The artifacts from this STP were recovered from a highly disturbed disposal pit that also
contained recent artifacts that were not collected. It is likely that the ironstone sherd and the
brick fragments account for the EM anomaly. No other artifacts were recovered from Area 19.

Archaeological Area 20. Archaeological Area 20 was selected for subsurface testing due
to the presence of target EM-28 as well as the potential to contain prehistoric materials. The EM
target consisted of a series of anomalies that were located during the geophysical study. Only
one of the 19 STPs excavated in this area produced artifacts. STP 680N/955E produced two
fence wire fragments in Stratum B. These artifacts may or may not be historic (i.e. 50 years of
age or greater). However, no significant archaeological finds were made in this location, and no

other artifacts were found in Area 20.

EM-29. STP N176/E844, excavated at Target EM-29, produced one unidentified copper
fragment from Stratum A.
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A. SEAD-12, Area 15
STP 855N/710E

Stratum A (0-12cm): 10YR 4/2 dark grayish brown; silt loam with
rounded pebbles; sterile (plowzone)

Stratum B (12-27cm): 10YR 5/2 grayish brown; silty clay loam with
increased number of pebbles; sterile (plowzone)

Stratum C (27-35cm): 10YR 7/1 gray mottled with 10YR 5/4
yellowish brown; silty clay with decomposed shale; sterile

B. SEAD-12, Area 17
STP 8ON/865E

Stratum A (0-15cm): 10YR 4/2 dark grayish brown, silt loam with
numerous angular shale fragments; sterile (plowzone)

Stratum B (15-46cm): 10YR 5/3 silty clay with increasing shale
fragments with depth, terminated at bedrock; sterile
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SECTION 7.0

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1 SUMMARY

As part of the on-going remedial response activities at the Seneca Army Depot Activity
(SEDA) in Romulus, New York, Parsons ES-Boston conducted an expanded site inspection
(ESI) at SEAD-12. After completion of geophysical investigations and prior to conducting
extensive remediation activities, the Cultural Resources Department of Parsons ES-Fairfax,
performed Phase I investigations at SEAD-12. The Phase I archaeological survey of SEAD-12
consisted of background research, a pedestrian survey of the entire 360-acre parcel, and the
systematic excavation of STPs in areas of high-, medium-, and low probability. High probability
areas (Archaeological Areas 1-4), which were identified through archival research as the location
of former farmsteads, were tested at 10 meter intervals; medium probability areas
(Archaeological Areas 7-9), which were designated around historic dumps discovered during the
pedestrian survey, were shovel tested at 20 meter intervals with additional judgmental STPs
excavated at the discretion of the field director; and finally, low probability areas
(Archaeological Areas 5, 6, and 10-21), also tested at 20 meter intervals, were considered to have
a low to moderate potential for containing prehistoric materials. The Phase I survey resulted in
the identification of 8 archaeological sites (7 historical sites and 1 prehistoric site) and 8 isolated
finds, 5 of which were associated with EM targets. Figure 7-1 illustrates the location of the eight

archaeological sites within SEAD-12.

The breakdown of artifact categories from the eight sites is shown in Table 7.1. The
artifacts fall into three basic categories: (1) artifacts associated with recorded historic structures
(Sites A09909.000003-A09909.000006), (2) artifacts associated with historic dumps (Sites
A09909.000007-A09909.000009), and (3) a prehistoric site (A09909.000010). Four of the sites
(A09909.000003-A09909.000006) occur where historical records and maps indicate former
historic residences were located. As discussed below, the artifacts recovered from these sites

support this interpretation.
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popular artifact group, constitute from 8% (A09909.000005) to 35% (A09909.00004). The
remaining artifact categories, which include activity, clothing, fauna, fuel, and unknown, were
differentially represented at these sites (see Table 7.1). Artifacts recovered from Sites
A09909.000004 through A09909.000006 dated from the mid- to late nineteenth century as well
as the early to mid-twentieth century. All three residences remained occupied by descendants of

the original owners until the property was purchased by the military and the houses razed .

The three remaining historical sites (A09909.000007-A09909.000009) represent dump
sites and were located where there was no historical record of a structure. The artifacts found at
these sites were consistent with the sites having been used as small domestic refuse dumps. That
is, as indicated in Table 7.1, domestic artifacts (such as ceramics, bottle and vessel glass,
chimney glass, and tin can fragments) comprise between 83% and 96% of these assemblages.
The diversity of artifact groups represented at the dump sites is more restricted when compared
to the number of artifact groups represented at the house sites (see Table 7.1). For example, only
two artifact groups are represented at A09909.000008 and A09909.000009 compared to Site
A09909.000007 was represented by seven artifact groups. Sites A09909.000008 and
A09909.000009 were also represented by artifact groups including clothing and architectural
groups, respectively. Artifacts recovered from these sites were collected from the surface as well
as from Stratum A at Sites A09909.000007 and A09909.000009. No artifacts were collected
from below Stratum A at any of these three sites. However, it should be noted that no shovel

tests were excavated in the well at Site A09909.000009 because of safety reasons.

The diagnostic artifacts recovered from Site A09909.000007 date from the late-
nineteenth to the early twentieth century (ca. 1880-1910), and the artifacts from Site
A09909.000009 date from ca. 1900-1920. Thus, the artifacts from Sites A09909.000007 and
A09909.000009 suggest these dumps were in use for a limited period of time. Conversely, the
artifacts from Site A09909.000008 primarily date from the mid-twentieth century, and overlap
considerably with the purchase of the property by the military in 1941. The artifacts collected
from these dump sites support the conclusion that the above sites contained less architectural
material and a higher proportion of ceramic and glass wares than the sites associated with the

former domestic structures.

Site A09909.000010, the prehistoric site, is represented by a single isolated projectile
point fragment. Despite the excavation of eight radial shovel tests at 5-meter intervals, no

additional prehistoric materials were recovered. The point resembles an Orient Fishtail type
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Table 7.2 Summary of Archaeological Sites and Recommendations

Archaeological Historical EM Target Isolated | Archaeological NRHP
Area Artifacts & No. Find Site Eligibilityl

Archeological Area # 1 Yes Yes EM-5 A09909.000003 PE
Archeological Area # 2 Yes Yes EM-40 A09909.000004 NE
Archeological Area # 3 Yes Yes EM-33, 34, 35 A09909.000005 NE
Archeological Area # 4 Yes No A09909.000006 NE
Archeological Area # 5 No No - - N/A
Archeological Area # 6 No No - - N/A
Archeological Area # 7 Yes No A09909.000007 NE
Archeological Area # 8 Yes Yes EM-16 A09909.000008 NE
Archeological Area # 9 Yes No A09909.000009 PE
Archeological Area # 10 Yes No Yes - NE
Archeological Area # 11 Yes No Yes - NE
Archeological Area # 12 No Yes EM-4 - - N/A
Archeological Area # 13 No No - - N/A
Archeological Area # 14 Yes No Yes - NE
Archeological Area # 15 No No - - N/A
Archeological Area # 16 Prehistoric No Yes A09909.000010 NE
Archeological Area # 17 Yes Yes EM-12, 13, 30 Yes NE
Archeological Area # 18 Yes Yes EM-8 Yes NE
Archeological Area # 19 Yes Yes EM-9, 10, 31 Yes NE
Archeological Area # 20 Yes Yes EM-28 Yes NE
Archeological Area # 21 No Yes EM-7 - - N/A

- Yes Yes EM-29 Yes - N/A

PE = Potentially Eligible (criterion “d”)

NE = Not Eligible

N/A = Not Applicable
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NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only~--Site Indentifier SAMPLE FARMSTEAD

Project Identifier Seneca Armyv Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Phone (703) 591-7575
Address 10521 Rosehaven Street

Fairfax, Virginia

le 22030

Organization (if any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.
1. Site Identifier(s) #409909.000003 (A.K.A. SAD-6 T. Sample Farmstead:
2. County Seneca One of the following: Klein 1986 report)

City
Townesmme Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)
Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner _ Seneca Armv Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Zip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):
- Structure/site

Superstructure: complete partial collapsed not evident_ X
Foundation: above belowX (ground level) not evident
__Structural subdivisions apparent Only surface traces
visible X Buried traces detected =
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
Subsurface mortared brick, load-bearing wall for structure approximately

80cm (31 inches) wide found in center of site; probable stone-lined well
and cobble surface adjoining foundation.

Grounds
__Under cultivation __ Sustaining erosion __ Woodland _ Upland
Never cultivated X Previously cultivated Floodplain

X Pastureland -

Soil Drainage: excellent _ good  fair poorX
Slope: flat gentleX ~moderate steep ,
Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) cributary of Reeder
Elevation: 635 feet Creek 1000 feet to
. north
5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary:
Surface--date (s) 8/11/97=8/15/97
__Site Map (Submit with form%*)
__Collection

Subsurface--date (s) 8/22/97 to 8/29/97

Testing: shovel X coring__other

no. of units 41 (Submit plan of units w/form*)

Excavation: unit size no. of units
(Submit plan of units w/form¥)

* Submission should be 8 1/2" X 11", if feasible

unit size>Ocm diamete:

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.,
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

SEE ATTACHMENT A

Present repository of materials Parsons Enegineering Science, Inc.







A09909.000003
ATTACHMENT A

NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

Site Investigation (Continued)
Manuscript or published report(s):

J. Sanderson Stevens, Julie Abell, John Rutherford and Carter Shields

1998 Phase I Archaeological Survey of the Radiological Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-12),
Seneca Army Depot Activity, Romulus, New York. Prepared by Parsons
Engineering Science, Inc., Fairfax, Virginia for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Huntsville Division.

Joel I. Klein

1986 An Archeological Overview and Management Plan for Seneca Army Depot.
Prepared by Envirosphere Company, Lyndhurst, New Jersey for National Park
Service and U.S. Army Materiel Development and Readiness Command.

Site documentation (Continued)
a. Historic map references
P.J. Browne

1850- Map of Seneca County, New York. A.G. Gillette, Philadelphia. On file
t the Geography and Maps Division, Library of Congress.

William T. Gibson
1850 Topographical Map of Seneca County, New York. Made for J. Delafield, Esq.
On file at New York State Archives.

William T. Gibson
1852 Topographical Map of Seneca County, New York. Made for J. Delafield, Esq.
On fiel at New York State Archives.

0.W. Gray
1859 Map of Cayuga and Seneca Counties, New York. Published by A.R.Z. Dawson,
Philadelphia. On file at New York State Archives.

Beach Nichols
1874 Atlas of Seneca County, New York. Pomeroy Whitman and Co., Philadelphia.
On file at New York State Archives.

USGS
1902 Geneva, NY. 15 minute quadrangle. On file at Geography and Maps Division,
Library of Congress.

H.N. Pratt
1909 Seneca County, New York. Published by C.C. Ferris, Syracuse, New York.
On file at the Geography and Maps Division, Library of Congress.







NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only--Site Indentifier SAMPLE FARMSTEAD

Project Identifier _Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Phone (703) 591-7575.

Address 10521 Rosehaven Street
Fairfax, Virginia
Zip 22030

Organization (if any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A09909.000004 (A.K.A., SAD-10 W.G. Sample farmstead:

2. County Seneca One of the following:Klein 1986 report)
City

Townesmmme Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)

Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner  Seneca Armv Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Zip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):

Structure/site

Superstructure: complete_ partial _collapsed_ not evidentX

Foundation: above_below__ (ground level) not evidenty
Structural subdivisions apparent__ Only surface traces

Vlslble Buried traces detected

List construction materials (be as specific as possible):

N/A

Grounds
__Under cultivation __Sustaining erosion Woodland _ Upland

~_Never cultivated _xPreviously cultivated _ Floodplain
X Pastureland

Soil Drainage: excellent good fair poor X
Slope: flat___ gentle ¥ moderate__  steep_
Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) Reeder Creek 1500

Elevation: 635 feet feet to west

5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary:
Surface--date (s) 8/11/97=8/15/97
Site Map (Submit with formw)
~ Collection
Subsurface--date (s) 8/20/97 to 8/21/97
Testing: shovelX coring__other
no. of units 40 (Submit plan of units w/form=)
Excavation: unit size no. of units
(Submit plan of units w/form¥)
* Submission should be 8 1/2" X 11", if feasible

unit sizeoOcm diamete

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

SEE ATTACHMENT A

Present repository of materials Parsons Epgineering Science, Inc.







A09909.000004
ATTACHMENT A

NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

Site Investigation (Continued)
Manuscript or published report(s):

J. Sanderson Stevens, Julie Abell, John Rutherford and Carter Shields

1998 Phase I Archaeological Survey of the Radiological Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-12),
Seneca Army Depot Activity, Romulus, New York. Prepared by Parsons
Engineering Science, Inc., Fairfax, Virginia for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Huntsville Division.

Joel I. Klein
1986 An Archeological Overview and Management Plan for Seneca Army Depot.

Prepared by Envirosphere Company, Lyndhurst, New Jersey for National Park
Service and U.S. Army Materiel Development and Readiness Command.

Site documentation (Continued)
a. Historic map references

0.W Gray
1859 Map of Cayuga and Seneca Counties, New York. Published by A.R.Z. Dawson,

Philadelphia. On file at New York State Archives.

Beach Nichols
1874 Atlas of Seneca County, New York. Pomeroy, Whitman & Co., Philadelphia.

On file at New York State Archives.







NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only--Site Indentifier MCKNIGHT FARMSTEAD

Project Identifier Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Phone (703) 591-7575.
Address 10521 Rosehaven Street
Fairfax, Virginia
Zip 22030

Organization (1f any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A09909.000005 (a.k.a. SAD-201 J. McKnight farmstead:

2. County Seneca One of the following: Klein 1986
City report)

Townesme Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)

Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner  Seneca Armv Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Zip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):
Structure/site
Superstructure: complete_partial_ _collapsed__ not evident X
Foundation: above__below_ (ground level) not ev1dentX
Structural subdivisions apparent__ Only surface traces
visible Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):

N/A

Grounds
__Under cultivation XSustaining erosion _ Woodland __Upland

Never cultivated XPreviously cultivated Floodplaln
XPastureland

Soil Drainage: excellent good__ fair poor X

Slope: flat___ gentle X “moderate steep

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) Reeder Creek 1000
Elevation: 630 feet feet to west

5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary:
Surface--date (s) 8/11/97=8/15/97
__Site Map (Submit with form¥)
Collectlon
Subsurface--date (s) 8/16/97 to 8/18/97
Testing: shovelX coring other
no. of units 438 (Submit plan of units w/form¥)
Excavation: unit size no. of units
(Submit plan of units w/form#*)
* Submission should be 8 1/2" X 11", if feasible

unit size>0cm diamete

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc,
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

SEE ATTACHMENT A.

Present repository of materials Parsons Epneineering Science, Ing.,













NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only--Site Indentifier JOHN MCKNIGHT FARMSTEAD

Project Identifier Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Phone (703) 591-7575
Address 10521 Rosehaven Street
Fairfax, Virginia
Zip 22030

Organization (if any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A09909.000006 (a.k.a. SAD-31 John McKnight Farmstead:

2. County  Seneca One of the following: Klein 1986 report)
City

Townesmse Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)

Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner _ Seneca Army Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Zip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):
Structure/site
Superstructure: complete_ partial_ collapsed not evident_
Foundation: above below x(ground Tevel) not ev1dent

Structural subdivisions apparent __Only surface traces

visible X Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
Stone and brick, mortared foundation rubble, flagstones and stone-lined
well foundation

Grounds
__Under cultivation X Sustaining erosion Woodland _ Upland

Never cultivated )(Prev10usly cultivated Floodplaln
X X Pastureland

Soil Drainage: excellent_ good_ fair_ __ poor_x

Slope: flat_x gentle_ “moderate steep

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) Reeder Creek 1500
Elevation: 640 feet feet to west

S. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, i1f necessary:

Surface--date (s) 8/11/97=8/15/97
Site Map (Submit with form=)
Collectlon
Subsurface--date (s) 8/17/97 - 8/29/97 .
Testing: shovelX coring__other unit sizedUOem diamete
no. of units 40 (Submit plan of units w/form#)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units w/form*)
* Submission should be 8 1/2" X 11", if feasible

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

SEE ATTACHMENT A

Present repository of materials Parsons_Engineering Science, Inc.

























NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only--Site Indentifier  ANDY'S DUMP

Project Identifier Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Pheone (703) 591-7575.
Address 10521 Rosehaven Street
Fairfax, Virginia
Zip 22030

Organization (if any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A09909.000008 )

2. County Seneca One of the following:
City

Townetme Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)

Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner Seneca Armvy Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Z1ip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):
Structure/site
Superstructure: complete_ partial_ collapsed not evident X
Foundation: above__below__ (ground level) not evident X
__Structural subdivisions apparent__ Only surface traces
visible _ Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):

N/A - dump site only :

Grounds

__Under cultivation _ Sustaining erosion X Woodland __Upland

__Never cultivated _ Previously cultivated _ Floodplain
___Pastureland

Soil Drainage: excellent__ good__  fair_ __ poorX

Slope: flatX gentle_ moderate__ steep_

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) intermittent drainage
Elevation: 655 feet (tributary of Reeder Creed) 600 feet to northeast

S. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, i1f necessary:
Surface--date (s) 8/11/97-8/15/97
__Site Map (Submit with form¥*)
x Collection
Subsurface--date (s) 8/27/97
Testing: shovelX coring other
no. of units 6 (Submit plan of units w/form¥)
Excavation: unit size no. of units
(Submit plan of units w/form#)
* Submission should be 8 172" X 11", if feasible

unit SizeSOcm diamete

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc,

Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

J. Sanderson Stevens, Julie Abell, John Rutherford and Carter Shields

1998 Phase I Archaeological Survey of the Radiological Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-lg)
Seneca Army Depot Activity, Romulus, New York. Prepared by Parsons Engineerir
1S)gi(f,nc.:e, Inc., Fairfax, Virginia for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Huntsville
ivision.

Present repository of materials Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.













NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

For Office Use Only--Site Indentifier SANDY'S WELL

Project Identifier Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997
Your Name Julie Abell Phone (703) 591-7575
Address 10521 Rosehaven Street
Yairfax, Virginia
Zip 22030

Organization (if any) Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A09909.000009 .

2. County Seneca One of the following:
City

Townetme Varick (Depot Headquarters in Romulus)

Incorporated Village
Unincorporated Village or Hamlet

3. Present Owner _ Seneca Armv Depot Activity (SEDA)
Address 5786 State Route 96
Romulus, New York
Zip 14541-5001

4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):
Structure/site
Superstructure: complete partial _collapsed_ not evident X
Foundation: above__below _ (ground level) not evident_X
_ Structural subdivisions apparent__Only surface traces
visible  Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):

Stone-lined well and dump site (possibie related)

Grounds
Under cultivation X Sustaining erosion XWoodland _ Upland

~_Never cultivated _Previously cultivated _ Floodplain

__Pastureland

Soil Drainage: excellent__  good fair poor_X

Slope: flat_X gentle __ moderate steep_

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) Kendig Creek

Elevation: 660 Feet 3000 feet to east; unnamed
trlbutalt_*ly of Reeder Creek 3000 feet

: to nort
5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary:

Surface--date (s) 8/11/97=8/15/97
__Site Map (Submit with form*)
X Collection

Subsurface--date (s) 8/26/97-8/29/97 ' .
Testing: shovelX coring__other unit size>Ocm diamete
no. of units _ 45 (Submit plan of units w/form*)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units w/form¥)
* Submission should be 8 172" X 11", if feasible

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc,
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):
J. Sanderson Stevens, Julie Abell, Joh i
s 1 s n Rutherford and Carter Shields
1998 ggiggaIAArchgeologlcal Surveg of the Radiological Waste Burial Sites (SEAD-12)
Sciorae r?r};c ep;t_A§t1v1ty, Romulus, New Yoré. Prepared by Parsons Engineerin
pivsnce, -» Falrfax, Virginia for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Huntsville
Present repository of materials Parsons_Engineering Sciepnce, Inc.













NEW YORK STATE PREHISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

Por Office Use Only--Site Identifier JR's Rolling Stone

Project Identifier Seneca Army Depot, SEAD-12 Date September 29, 1997

Your Name John Rutherford ' Phone {03 ) 591-7575
Address L0521 Rosehaven Street
Fairfax, Virginia

Zip 22030

Organization (if any) ParsoﬁéiEngineering Science, Inc.

1. Site Identifier(s) A0'990_9.000010 _
2. County Seneca One of following: <City
' Town¥M Varick, (Depot Headquarte in

Incorporated Village Romulus)
Unincorporated Village or
Hamlet

3. Present Owner Seneca Army Depot Act1v1;x (SEDA)

‘Address 5786 State Route 96

Romulus, New York

Zip T4541-5001

4. Site Description‘,. (check all appropriate categories):

Site :
X Stray find ‘ __Cave/Rockshelter __Workshop
__Pictograph __Quarry . __Mound
Bur:Lal Shell midden - __Village
_Surface evidence ZCamp X Material in plow zone
Material below plow zone Buried evidence __Intact occupation floor
_'ESingle component :Evadence of features _ Stratified
__Multicomponent
Location .
__Under cultivation __Never cultivated X Previously cultivated
X Pastureland __Woodland Ploodplain
__Upland ' X _Sustaining erosion

Soil Drainage: excellent __ good__ fair_ _ poor _X
Slope: flat X gentle __ moderate ___ steep

Distance to nearest water from site (approx.) Intermittent drainage (tributary of
Elevation: 650 Feet . Reeder Creek) is 500 feet to Northea

S. Site Investigation (append additioxial sheets, if necessary):

Surface__date(s) 8/11/97 to 9/15/97
Site Map (Submit with form®)

—_Collection
Subsurface--date(s) 8/25/97 to 8/30/97 )
. Testing: shovelx coring__ other unit size30cm diamete
no. of units _ 20 '~ (Submit plan of units with form*)
Excavation: unit size __no. of units

(Submit plan of units with ‘form®) =.
* Submission should be 8%"x11", if feasible e

Investigator Parsons Engineering Science, Inc.
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APPENDIX B

ARTIFACT INVENTORY

Most of the inventory entries consist of words that are self-explanatory, however others
were too lengthy to fit into the printed format and have been abbreviated. The abbreviated
codes are listed below. The inventory is ordered by archaeological area and north/east

shovel test coordinates within each area.

COLUMN HEADINGS:

STP Shovel Test Pit
STR Stratum

MATER Material

SUB 1, etc. Subtechnology
BCOL Body Color
GCOL Glaze Color
DCOL Decoration Color
BAG Bag Number

ART Artifact Number
COLUMN DATA:

GROUP

ACT Activity

ARCH Architectural
CLOTH Clothing

FAUN Fauna

DOM Domestic

PER Personal

PREH Prehistoric
UNREC Unrecognizable
CLASS

AMMO Ammunition
BOTT Bottle

CF Clothing/Footwear
CM Construction material
CONTR Container

D/P Draining/plumbing
FAST Fastener

FC/S Food consumption/serving
FPREP Food preparation
FSTOR Food storage
FURN Furniture

HARD Hardware

L/H Lighting/heating
MAMM Mammal

REC Recreation
UNREC Unrecognizable
VESS Vessel

WRITE Writing

MATERIAL

CA Cupreous Alloy

CE Coarse earthenware
FA Ferrous alloy

PORC Porcelain

RE Refined earthenware
SwW Stoneware

SYN Synthetic

WHTMET  White metal
TYPOLOGY

AMSW American Stoneware
AUTO Machine-molded
BLOWN Blown-in-Mold

CwW Creamware
HPASTE Hardpaste porcelain
IS Ironstone

PW Pearlware

RB Rockingham/Bennington
RW Redware

SEMI-PORC Semi-porcelain
TERRA Terra cotta

WRT Wrought
ww Whiteware
YW Yellowware
FUNCTION

BSODA Baking soda
DPIPE Drain pipe
FW Flatware
HW Hollowware

PHARM Pharmaceutical
WINDOW  Window pane

SUB1

ALB/T Albany slip-glazed interior
ANCHR Anchor closure

CCAP Crown cap closure

CORK Cork closure

G/1 Glazed interior

LG/ Lead-glazed interior

LIGHT Lightning closure
SCREW Screw closure
SG/1 Salt-glazed interior
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Biographical Data
J. SANDERSON STEVENS

Senior Archaeologist

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY

Mr. Stevens has over 18 years of experience as an archaeologist throughout the eastern and western
United States in work related to compliance with Sections 106 and 110 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, as well as other federal, state, and local legisiation.
Responsibilities have included project management and coordination as well as the design, direction,
organization, and implementation of both large- and small-scale projects, including all phases of field
work, artifact and data analysis, and report preparation. His tasks and responsibilities have also included
NEPA documentation for the preparation of environmental assessments (EAs), environmental impact
statements (EISs), and cultural resources management plans (CRMPs), for Department of Defense
agencies, State Departments of Transportation, and pipeline and transmission line corridor studies.

EXPERIENCE RECORD )
Nov. 1994 Parsons Engineering Science. Senior Archaeologist/Project Manager. Responsible for
Date project management, proposals, research design, field direction, artifact and data analysis,

and report preparation in compliance with Sections 106 and 110 of NHPA, as amended
and NEPA guidelines. Projects include Phase I, II, and III investigations of both
prehistoric and historic sites as well as historic architectural investigations.

. Phase I Evaluation of Prehistoric Sites for Housing Development in southern Maryland;
Miller Smith Homes, Fairfax, Virginia.

. Phase I Inventory of Fiber Optic Transmission System, Vandenberg AFB, California; DoD
Armstrong Laboratories Contract, Brooks AFB, Texas. ’

. Cultural Resources Management Plan and Phase I Architectural/Historic Inventory of
Bolling AFB, Washington, D.C.; AFCEE Contract, Brooks AFB, Texas.

. Preparation of EIS and technical support documents for Woodrow Wilson Bridge

Improvement Study, Washington, D.C.; Alexandria, Virginia; Maryland State Highway
Administration and Virginia Department of Transportation.

. Preparation of EA for Route 32 Roadway Improvements, St. Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands;
Department of Public Works.

March 1987  John Milner Associates, Inc., Alexandria, Virginia. Project Archaeologist.
March 1989

March 1989  John Milner Associates, Inc., Alexandria, Virginia. Project Manager/Principal

March 1994  Archaeologist. Responsible for project management, proposals, research design, field
direction, artifact and data analysis, and report preparation in compliance with Sections
106 and 110 of the NHPA, as amended and NEPA guidelines. Projects include Phase 1, 1I,
and III investigations of both prehistoric and historic sites as well as historic architectural
investigations.
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PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

Council for Underwater Archaeologists
Council of Virginia Archaeologists
Committee for Maryland Archaeologists
Eastern States Archaeological Federation
Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference
Society for American Archaeology

Society for Historical Archaeology

PAPERS AND PUBLICATIONS

"Questions Forgotten or Never Asked: Misunderstanding the Issues of Context, Integrity and
Significance." Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, 1996.

"Ceramic Attributes and Accokeek Creek Chronology: An Analysis of Sherds from the Falcon's
Landing (18PR13) and the Accotink Meander (44FX 1908) Sites." North American Archaeologist,
1996 (in press)(coauthor Michael J. Klein, Ph.D.).

"A Comparison of Technological and Adaptive Strategies between Normanskill Occupations in the
Delaware and Hudson Valleys." North American Archaeologist, 1995: 16(3):239-279.

"Late Holocene Alluviation and Archaeological Site Burial in Virginia." Middle Atlantic
Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, 1995 (junior author).

"Examination of Shepard and Potomac Creek Wares at a Montgomery Complex Site (44LD 521) in the
Northern Virginia Piedmont, Loudoun County." Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean
City, Maryland, 1995.

"Ceramic Trends or Cultural Chronologies. A Comparison of Ceramic Attributes among Accokeek
Phase Occupations along the Coastal Plain Potomac." Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference,
Ocean City, Maryland, 1994.

"Collectors or Foragers: A Comparison of Technical Systems and Adaptive Strategies between
Normanskill Occupations in the Delaware and Hudson Valleys." Eastern States Archaeological
Federation, Albany, New York, 1994.

"Archaeological Data Recovery at the Waterfall Site (191-5-1) Town of Coxsackie, Greene County,
New York." 77th Annual New York State Archaeological Association Conference. Niagara Falls,
New York, 1993.

"Continuity with Change: Views from an Accokeek Phase Occupation Prince George's County,
Maryland." Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, 1993.

"Archaeological Investigations at Falcon's Landing, Site 18PR131: A Late Archaic through Middle
Woodland Occupation, Prince George's County, Maryland."  58th Annual Eastern States
Archaeological Federation, Williamsburg, Virginia, 1991.

"Paleoecology, Subsistence Change, and Landscape Alternation During the Late and Early Woodland:
A View from Virginia." Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, 1991.

"Technological Strategies and Interaction Spheres: Result of a Phase I Survey at the Verdon Quarry
Site (44HN180), Hanover County, Virginia." 50th Annual Archaeological Society of Virginia,
Richmond, Virginia, 1990.
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Biographical Data
CARTER W. SHIELDS

Laboratory Supervisor

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY

More than eight years of experience in archaeological field and laboratory work on both prehistoric and
historical sites in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as well as other
federal, state, and local legislation. Project locations include the Mid-Atlantic and Southeastern regions of
the United States and the Caribbean. Six years of experience in archaeological laboratory supervision.

EXPERIENCE RECORD

August 1988
Date

Parsons Engineering Science. Laboratory Supervisor (February 1991-Date).
Responsibilities include analyzing and cataloguing prehistoric and historical artifacts and
training and supervising staff in artifact processing, cataloguing, and curation. Manages
computerized database systems including the use of the Automated National Catalog
System (ANCS).

Projects conducted in compliance with Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)
regulations include: artifact analysis for five Phase III prehistoric sites along a natural gas
pipeline corridor in Prince William and Loudoun Counties, Virginia; analysis of
archaeological finds along a 51-mile natural gas pipeline in western Pennsylvania; analysis
of artifacts from excavations of a cemetery site in South Hill, Virginia; and archaeological
investigations of Civil War earthworks in Orange County, Virginia for the Colonial Pipeline
Company.

Projects for the General Services Administration (GSA) include: a cultural resource survey
of 50 blocks in downtown Washington, D.C., archaeological field and laboratory work for
the Southern Maryland Courthouse project in Prince Georges County, Maryland, and
laboratory analysis for the Southeast Federal Center investigations in Washington, D.C.

Projects performed in compliance with the Alexandria, Virginia City Ordinance include:
analysis of archaeological finds from the Alfred Street Baptist Church excavation, the
Alexandria Federal Courthouse site and the Shuter's Hill Brewery site.

Projects on National Park Service lands include artifact analysis for the Mumma Farmhouse
site, Antietam Battlefield National Park, six sites in Anacostia National Park near Barney
Circle in Washington, D.C., and sites in the C&O and Rock Creek Parks in the Georgetown
and Foggy Bottom areas of Washington, D.C.

Other recent experience includes laboratory analysis of prehistoric artifacts recovered from
the Phase Il investigation of the Iron Hill East site and Phase II and III excavations at the
Lums Pond site performed for the Delaware Department of Transportation (DelDOT);
artifact analysis for Phase Ib surveys for the Maryland State Highway Administration in
Washington and Anne Arundel Counties, and the Wesminster Bypass in Caroll County;
laboratory analysis of eighteenth and nineteenth century finds from archaeological
investigations of the South River Colony development near Annapolis, Maryland,
conducted in compliance with Anne Arundel County Subdivision Regulations; and analysis
of nineteenth century artifacts from Phase I-III excavations of Square 455 in Washington,
D.C.
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Phase II Evaluation of the Kingsview Development, Sites 18CH34 and 18CH420, Charles County,
Maryland, submitted to Miller and Smith Homes, McLean, Virginia, September 1995 (coauthors J.
Sanderson Stevens, Julie Abell, and Janice Artemel).

"Excavations at 36AR410, A Nineteenth-Century Domestic Site in Armstrong County, Pennsylvania,”
presented at the Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Conference, 1994 (coauthor John Bedell).

Whitehurst Freeway Archaeological Testing at SINW 103 and 51NW 104, submitted to Delon Hampton
and the D.C. Department of Public Works, October 1993 (coauthors Petar Glumac, Elizabeth Crowell,
Madeleine Pappas, Christopher Martin, Heidy Fogel, and John Rutherford).

Phase 1A Archaeological Investigation, Washington Metropolitan Field Office, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Washington, D.C., submitted to Leo A. Daly for the General Services Administration,
National Capital Region, 1992 (coauthors Madeleine Pappas, Elizabeth A. Crowell, and Janice G.

Artemel).
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Biographical Data

JULIE D. ABELL

Archaeologist and Historian

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY

More than eight years experience as an archaeologist and historian related to cultural resources studies
in the Mid-Atlantic, Western and Northeastern United States. Responsibilities as an archaeologist have
included project direction, field and laboratory supervision, artifact analysis, archival research and report
writing. Responsibilities as a historian have included background research, the development of historic
contexts, oral history, architectural and historic structures survey and evaluation, and preparation of

reports.

EXPERIENCE RECORD

May 1994 Parsons Engineering Science. Archaeologist. Responsible for field direction and
Date supervision, archival research and research design, artifact analysis and report writing for

ABELLID/007/0497#

Phase I, II and III projects in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). These
projects have included both historic and prehistoric sites, in urban and rural areas, and
deeply buried sites along riverbanks and under twentieth-century urban fill.
Representative projects include:

Phase III archaeological data recovery at Square 455, the site of the MCI Arena in
downtown Washington, D.C., and for the proposed Whitehurst Freeway modification
project along the Georgetown waterfront in Washington, D.C.

Phase II evaluation of the Kingsview development property in Charles County, Maryland.

Phase I and II investigations on six blocks in downtown Washington, D.C. for the
proposed Washington Convention Center, and at the Southeast Federal Center in
Washington, D.C.

Phase I survey for the York Oil project in Franklin County, New York; for the Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center in Prince George’s County, Maryland; for the Waverley
Farms and Squire Tract, the Weisiko Parcel of the Willow Glen development property,
and the Russell Road Landfill on Quantico Marine Base in Prince William County,
Virginia; the Richard Jones Park in Fairfax County, Virginia, the Route 340 corridor in
Warren and Page Counties, Virginia; and two bridge replacement projects in Mercer and
Ocean Counties, New Jersey.

Historian. Responsible for archival research, development of historic contexts, oral
history, architectural and historic structures survey and evaluation, and preparation of
reports. Representative projects include:

Background research, oral history and architectural survey at the Lexington Army Depot
in Lexington, Kentucky.

Background research and historic structures survey and evaluation for 47 historic bridges
in Maryland.

Architectural survey of the Route 340 corridor in Warren and Page Counties, Virginia.
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Stage 1A Cultural Resources Survey for York Oil Superfund Site Operable Unit No. 1, October 1996.
Prepared by Parsons Engineering Science for Alcoa.

Phase IA Archaeological Investigation of the Livestock and Poultry Sciences Institute, Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center, Prince George's County, Maryland, July 1996, (coauthor J. Sanderson
Stevens). Prepared for Bernard Johnson Young, Inc., Bethesda, Maryland.

Draft Phase I Archaeological Levels of Action Assessment (LOAA) Replacement of Route 206 Bridge
Over Little Shabakunk Creek, Lawrence Township, Mercer County, New Jersey, July 1996, (coauthors
Madeleine Pappas and Elizabeth Crowell). Prepared for New Jersey Department of Transportation,
Trenton, New Jersey.

Draft Historic Architecture Levels of Action Assessment (LOAA) Replacement of Route 206 Bridge
Over Little Shabakunk Creek, Lawrence Township, Mercer County, New Jersey, July 1996, (coauthors
Madeleine Pappas and Alice Crampton). Prepared for New Jersey Department of Transportation,
Trenton, New Jersey.

Revised Draft Phase I Archaeological Levels of Action Assessment (LOAA) Replacement of Route 9
Bridge Over North Branch Forked River, Lacey Township, Ocean County, New Jersey, July 1996
(coauthors Madeleine Pappas and Elizabeth Crowell). Prepared for New Jersey Department of
Transportation, Trenton, New Jersey.

Revised Draft Historic Architectural Levels of Action Assessment (LOAA) Replacement of Route 9
Bridge Over North Branch Forked River, Lacey Township, Ocean County, New Jersey, July 1996
(coauthors Madeleine Pappas and Alice Crampton). Prepared for New Jersey Department of
Transportation, Trenton, New Jersey.

Phase I and II Archaeological Investigations at the Southeast Federal Center, Washington, D.C,,
February 1996 (coauthors Brian Crane, John Rutherford, Sulah Lee, and Leo Hirrel). Prepared for
General Services Administration, Washington, D.C.

Phase I Archaeological Survey, Wesiko Parcel, Willow Glen, Prince William County, Virginia,
October 1995 (coauthors Janice Artemel and Petar Glumac). Prepared for Willow Glen L.C.,
Woodbridge, Virginia.

Phase I Archaeological Survey, Russell Road Landfill, Quantico Marine Base, Prince William County,
Virginia, August 1995 (coauthors J. Sanderson Stevens and Janice Artemel). Prepared for OHM
Remediation Services Corp., Glen Allen, Virginia.

Phase II Evaluation of the Kingsview Development, Sites 18CH34 and 18CH420, Charles County,
Maryland, September 1995 (coauthors J. Sanderson Stevens, Carter Shields, and Janice Artemel).
Prepared for Miller and Smith Homes, McLean, Virginia.

Historic Bridges of Maryland Survey and Evaluation, September 1995 (coauthor Alice Crampton).
Prepared for Maryland State Highway Administration, Baltimore, Maryland.

Addendum To: Phase I Archaeological Survey at the Waverly Farms and Squire Tracts, Prince
William County, Virginia, September 1994 (coauthor Brian Crane). Prepared for Disney Design and
Development Company, Gainesville, Virginia.

Architectural Survey and Evaluation, Lexington Army Depot, Bourbon and Fayette Counties,
Kentucky, August 1994 (coauthors Alice Crampton and Hal Sharp). Prepared for Army Corps of
Engineers, Louisville District.

Canon Kip Community House Project, San Francisco, California: Pre-construction Archaeological
Testing Program, June 1993.
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Biographical Data

JOHN M. RUTHERFORD

Archaeologist

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY

Twelve years experience as an archaeologist. Areas of excavation are Southeast, Southwest, Northeast
and Mid-Atlantic regions of the United States. Responsibilities have included project direction, design
and implementation, field and laboratory supervision, research, excavation, laboratory work, artifact
analysis, photography, cartography, development and implementing health and safety plans and report
writing. Specialties are in prehistoric stone tool replication and refitting of lithic artifact assemblages.
Also trained in 40 Hour OSHA Hazardous Material identification, 8-hour OSHA Hazardous Site
Supervisor training.

EXPERIENCE RECORD

Nov. 1988
Date

Parsons Engineering Science. Archaeologist. Responsible for project management, field
supervision, research design, archival research, artifact analysis, special analysis including
refitting of prehistoric artifacts, and report writing. Supervision of fieldwork conducted in
the Mid-Atlantic, Northeastern, and Southeastern regions, including projects in urban and
rural areas for private clients and public agencies.

Field Supervisor (January 1989). Phase III mitigation of Late Archaic through Late
Woodland sites near the West Branch of Susquehanna River in Clinton County,
Pennsylvania, prior to construction of natural gas line. Phase I, II and III of historic and
prehistoric sites in northwest Washington, D.C., prior to the modifications of the
Whitehurst Freeway. Phase III excavations on a prehistoric site near Newark, Delaware,
for the Department of Transportation. Phase I Survey of the perimeter of Congressional
Cemetery in Southwest Washington D.C.; Phase II Testing and Phase III Mitigation of
four Prehistoric Sites along the Anacostia River in Southwest Washington D.C.; Phase I
Survey of the Property for the proposed Stafford County Regional Airport; and Phase II
Testing of Prehistoric Sites along the Potomac River at its confluence with Goose Creek,
in Loudoun County, Virginia.

Crew Chief (March 1989). Phase II testing of Prehistoric site near Newark, Delaware, for
Delaware Department of Transportation; Phase III mitigation of a 19th-century Brewery
and tavern in Alexandria, Virginia; Phase III mitigation of adverse effect of Late Archaic
through Late Woodland period sites along Kettle Creek in Clinton County, Pennsylvania;
survey of proposed renovation of Square 457-C, for Federal Agency in Downtown
Washington, D.C.; survey and testing of historic and prehistoric sites in Washington, D.C.,
along proposed freeway expansion. survey, testing and excavation of deeply buried multi-
component (historic/prehistoric) site in Alexandria, Virginia; survey of historic and
prehistoric sites along proposed highway re-route in Caroll County, Maryland; testing and
excavation of historic and prehistoric sites along a 52-mile-long natural gas pipeline
corridor in Beaver, Butler, and Armstrong Counties, Pennsylvania; survey and testing of
historic and prehistoric sites along a 52-mile-long natural gas pipeline corridor in Beaver,
Butler, and Armstrong Counties, Pennsylvania; survey and testing of prehistoric sites in
Prince George County, Maryland; survey, testing, and excavation of historic and
prehistoric sites along a 28-mile-long natural gas pipeline in Faquier, Prince William, and
Loudoun Counties, Virginia; Phase III excavation of a late 19th-century African-American
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Phase I, II and III Excavations on Four Prehistoric Sites in Washington, D.C., prepared for DeLeuw for
prep 1995.

Phase II Archaeological Testing at Sites 5 (18 AN747), 6 and 7 (18 AN748) and 9 (18 AN750) Chestnut
Hill Farm Parcel A, Anne Arundel County, Maryland, prepared for the KMS Group, Columbia,
Maryland, 1990.

Phase II Testing and Phase III Excavation of Site 29 (18 AN664), Russett Development, Anne Arundel
County, Maryland, prepared for Russett Limited Partnership, 1989.

Phase II Archaeological Investigations at Site 17 (18AN687), Site 21 (18AN685), Site 6 (18AN686),
and Site 9 (18AN688), Russett Phase Three of Development, Anne Arundel County, Maryland,
prepared for the Russett Limited Partnership, 1989.

Russett Management Summary, Arundel County, Maryland, prepared for the Russett Limited
Partnership, 1989.

Archaeological Investigation of 44PW179, Prince William County, Virginia, prepared for the Richmarr
Construction Company, 1989.

Phase I Survey at the Russett Commercial District, prepared for the Russett Limited Partnership, 1990.

Tanyard Cove Management Summary, A Preliminary Assessment, prepared for Lovell America, Inc.,
1989.

PAPERS AND PUBLICATIONS

Stone Artifact Refitting at the Lums Pond Site: "Interpreting the Stratigraphy Formation Processes”,
Middle Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, 1997.

"Kettle Creek and Transitional Period Settlement on the West Branch of the Susquehanna. Middle
Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, March 1996.

“Approaches to Health and Safety Issues on Urban Archaeological Sites." Journal of Middle Atlantic
Archaeology, (Volume in Prep), 1995.

"Naturally Deposited Fill: Reverse Stratigraphy on an Intact Surface." Middle Atlantic Archaeological
Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, April 1995.

"Approaches to Health and Safety Issues on Urban Archaeological Sites." Middle Atlantic
Archaeological Conference, Ocean City, Maryland, April 1994.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY
8786 STATE RTE 96
ROMULUS, NEW YORK 14541-5001

Environmental Division

Subject: Review of Draft Phase I Archaeological Surveys for SEAD-12 and SEAD-59/71 at
Seneca Army Depot Activity, Romulus, New York

New York State Parks, Recreation,
and Historic Preseyvation
Historic Preservation Field Service Bureau
ATTN: Mr. Robert Kuhn
Peebles Island
P.O. Box 189
Waterford, New York 12188-0189

Dear Mr. Kuhn:

. As part of our responsibility to comply with the requirements of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 as Amended Through 1992 (P.L. 89-665 ef seq.), specifically
Section 106 of the Act, we are providing with this correspondence a copy of the Draft reports
SEAD-12 Phase I Archaeological Survey Seneca Army Depot: Romulus, New York, and SEAD-
59/71 Phase I Archaeological Survey Seneca Army Depot: Romulus, New York (Stevens et al.
1998). These surveys were initiated to document existing conditions at two environmental sites
prior to the cultural resource investigation effort that would encompass the entire installation.

The Department of the Army has reviewed the enclosed reports. For the report entitled
SEAD-59/71 Phase I Archaeological Survey, the Army agrees with the recommendation that no
further work is recommended or warranted at this site. The report eatitted SEAD-12 Phase 1
Archaeological Survey recommends that two sites in this area of the Depot are potentially eligible
for the National Register of Histaric Places. Although the Army does not disagree with the
summary and recommeadations for these sites, we request these sites not be considered
potentially eligible at this time. A survey effort that will address all sites within the installation
boundary is scheduled to begin this year. Once this major effort has been completed, other sites
may be discovered that will yield a higher degree of significance and integrity. These two sites will
then be reevaluated with other new sites to determine their potential cligibility. These two sites
will not be impacted by any ground disturbing zctivities until a ﬁnal evaluation and determination
can be made.
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g 3
g £ New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
g £ Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
® newvorx sTate 3 Peebles Isiand, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643
Bernadetts Casiro
Commissioner
f:
¢
May 14, 1998 Tom
§rede A
Donald C. Olson :
‘A}*

LTC, U.S. Army

Commanding Officer
Department of the Army
Seneca Army Depot Activity
5786 state Rte 96

Romulus, NY 14541-5001

Dear Lieutenant Colonel Olson:

RE: ARMY
Seneca Army Depot Closure
Varick/Romulus, Seneca County
95PR2176

Thank you for requesting the comments of the State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO). We have reviewaed the recent submission in accordance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

We accept these reports and concur that no additional work is necessary
at SEAD-59/71. We also agree that Phase II testing may be recommended at
sites A09909.000003 and A0S9909.000009 (in SEAD-12). We will reserve
recommendations for Phase II testing until after the major installation
survey is completed.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact Ellen Cesarski at
(518) 237-8643 ext. 281. Please be sure to refer to the OPRHP Project
Review (PR) number noted above.

Sincerely,
Ruth L. Pierpont
Director, Historic Preservation

Field Services Bureau

RLP:rma
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