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REPORT SUMMARY 
 
BACKGROUND 
During October to December 1996 Casey & Lowe Associates undertook the archaeological 
excavation and testing of areas within the then CSR site (Figs 1.1, 1.2).  This site was acquired 
by Lend Lease to develop into residential accommodation and is now called Jackson’s Landing.   
 
The potential archaeological remains of the whole of the CSR site were addressed in an 
archaeological assessment written by Casey & Lowe Associates in August 1996, ‘Archaeological 
Assessment CSR Site, Pyrmont’, for Howard Tanner & Associates on behalf of Civil & Civic.  
This report identified the potential survival of archaeological remains in a number of areas 
throughout the CSR site.  Those sections where the remains were considered to have the greatest 
potential for survival and were accessible were tested.  Three areas were found to have 
considerable remains and were excavated.  Two other areas were found to have limited 
archaeological remains and were also excavated.   
 
Area A contained the remains of four houses, Houses 15 to 21 New Street, Pyrmont (Plans 1, 2, 

Photo 1).   
Area B contained the remains of three houses, Houses 67 and 69 Bowman Street and 2 New 

Street, Pyrmont (Plans 5, 6, Photo 2). 
Area C contained the remains of four houses, Houses 1 to 7 McCredie Street, a footpath and 

roadway, Pyrmont (Plans 9-12, Photo 3).  
Area D contained limited remains associated with a dairy, 69 John Street (Plans 14-16, Photo 4).  
Area E contained the remains of a single terrace house, 17 Mount Street (Plan 17, Photo 5). 

Other potential remains in Area E did not survive twentieth-century use as a truck parking 
area.  

 

Photo 1: View to the northeast with House 21 to the south (right) and House 15 in the 
northeast (left). Harvey Street is to the south and New Street runs along the eastern side of 
the houses. The photograph was taken from Jones Lane. CSR Photo 3/22   
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Photo 2: View to north with House 67 on left and House 69 on right, Area B. In the 
foreground is the remnant yard paving and the stormwater drains at the rear of the houses. 
Scale 1 m. CSR Photo 5/22 
 
 
 

Photo 3: Looking east over the four houses in Area C, with House 1 to the north (left) and 
House 7 on the southern (right) side after initial cleaning.  CSR Photo 6/6 
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Photo 4: View to east over footings adjacent to John Street, Area D. Scale 1m. CSR Photo 
8/13 
 
 

Photo 5: Footings of House 17 Mount Street looking east towards the stone wall on Mount 
Street, Area E.  Nails indicate the position of the kitchen in foreground.  Sample excavation 
of the underfloor deposit in the front part of the house is illustrated by the sections of the 
excavated grid.  Scale 1 m. CSR Photo 9/34 
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Many of the houses contained underfloor deposits, deposits that collected in the space underneath 
the floor which frequently contained large quantities of artefacts.  The underfloor deposits in the 
kitchens generally contained larger deposits of artefacts than found in the front rooms of the 
houses.  The artefacts ranged from personal items associated with clothing: buttons, beads, pins, 
hooks and eyes, buckles and jewellery; toys: part of dolls, dolls’ teasets and lead soldiers; sherds 
of household glass and ceramics.  For detailed analysis of these see the various sections of the 
report.  Below is the summary for the two main answers to the research questions posed as part of 
the excavation permit application and as amended due to the results of the archaeological 
program.  
 
RESEARCH ANSWERS 
Nature of Housing: Conclusions  
The analysis of the archaeological housing fabric indicates that certain differences existed between 
the earlier and later houses excavated at the CSR site based on the analysis of building fabric and 
issues that assist in the analysis of living conditions such as mineralization of bone and presence 
of rodent bones.  None of the houses built after 1860 had a separate kitchen which was an older 
house floor plan type (Table P).  More of the earlier houses were built of stone than later houses.  
All of the houses built after 1865 were made of brick rather than stone.  Some houses had three, 
four or five rooms but generally three rooms was the most common if a house had two-storeys.  
Seventy per cent of the known kitchens were larger than 10 sq m but three were smaller and these 
were associated with stone houses built prior to 1865.  Most houses had cesspits as there was no 
sewerage of this area until after 1875.  The older houses had more rodent bone than the later 
houses which suggests that some of the rodent activity is related to housing conditions as well as 
to personal hygiene.  These issues tend to support the overall trend that later houses were better 
built and provided better housing conditions.  One of the other issues that needs to be considered, 
after further research, is whether some of the differences between Areas A and C relate to 
different attitudes by the landlord.  The initial impression is that the houses in Area A were better 
maintained over the long term.   
 
The general impression is that even though the earlier houses excavated within the study area 
were built about the same time as the 1859 report into the ‘Conditions of the working classes’, 
these newly-built houses were designed to provide poor long-term houses while those built later 
appear to have provided better housing stock.  This is not to say that the publication of the 1859 
report was necessarily a factor in the observed improvement in house building.  This would need 
to be tested against other factors by further research.   
 
Nature of Living: Conclusions 
The mostly working-class families of the CSR site were usually composed of skilled men who 
undertook permanent and casual work nearby in the shipyards, abattoirs and wharves; and their 
wives who were usually responsible for the upbringing of the children and the undertaking of all 
stages of the food process - the acquisition, preparation, serving and disposal of meal remains.  
Much of the wife’s time was spent undertaking these important duties.  She was also responsible 
for the cleaning of the home.  Where she possessed appropriate skills she may have undertaken 
outside work within the home, such as sewing, needlework or washing of laundry.  Both houses, 
Houses 3 and 15, which had strong evidence for commercial sewing activities were also the 
houses with the majority of artefacts which may suggest that the source of the high quantity of 
artefacts was the relationship with the housewife who was successful at earning additional income, 
therefore giving the family greater access to consumer goods.  It is generally thought that 
members of the working classes or urban poor were lucky to have one good income let alone two.  
Also the presence of additional money associated with the woman may be responsible for the 
larger quantities of jewellery and toys in Houses 3 and 15.  It is also possible that where the 
women undertook paid work within the home that they may have been the only wage earner, if 
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they were widowed or deserted or if their husband had been injured or could obtain only part-time 
work.   
 
The evidence from the CSR site’s houses indicates that where the kitchen was large enough it was 
the centre of household activity.  The kitchen was where women stored, prepared, cooked and 
served food to their families, where the family ate the food, where the mother sewed in the 
sunlight from the door and window and, in front of the fire at night-time, where children played 
with and lost their toys and did school work, and where pet cats killed rats underneath the 
floorboards.  In the case of Houses 3 and 5 the kitchens were too small and therefore these 
activities were shifted to the front room.  House 1 was also different as the kitchen was detached 
from the house and had a flagged floor and therefore limited evidence was available to conclude 
how the residents were using the kitchen beyond storage, preparation and cooking of food.  There 
was some evidence to suggest that food may have been consumed in Room 2 but the place where 
food was consumed may have depended upon each resident family. 
 
Most of the kitchens contained hundreds of artefacts showing us the importance placed on how people 
looked, how they were dressed, and how they were groomed.  The presence of jewellery, brooches, 
rings, earrings, pendants, hat pins, and pins are all about making the wearer conform to her ideal type 
or what she thought was attractive in jewellery.  It is perhaps in this area that there is a greater ability 
to further understand the feminine ideals to which these working-class women aspired.  Were they 
emulating the middle classes, were they flaunting themselves with garish jewellery or were these 
presents of affection and appreciation such as a brooch forming the word ‘Darling’? 
 
The evidence for the range of activities undertaken in the front room of the houses was not as 
structured as it was in the kitchens.  The pattern of activities was inconsistent except for the personal 
artefacts which were always dominant (Table 5.2, Table 19.2).  In House 15 there were only two food 
artefacts out of 112 items and 122 fragments of bone found in the front room which suggests that it 
was infrequently used for the consumption of food.  In House 17 there were only 16 artefacts and 90 
bone fragments which suggests that it was hardly used at all.  This is a pattern present in many of the 
front rooms of the houses at the CSR site except for Houses 3 and 5 discussed above.  
 
In most of the houses personal items were the dominant artefact group.  Personal items include 
artefacts associated with adornment, clothing, jewellery, accessories, grooming, health and hygiene.  
The importance of these personal artefacts was perhaps surprising for working-class families but it 
does reveal that there was a concern for how people looked, for men as well as for women.  It also 
indicates that the purchase of personal items was one of the main categories on which people spent 
money, presumably money that was available above what was required to feed and clothe the family.  
The money may have been spent by the individual but it is also clear that some items were purchased 
by the husband as a present to his wife as in the case of the silver brooch inscribed with ‘Darling’ in 
House 19 or perhaps by the mother or godparent for a baby as in House 17 where there was a gilded 
brooch of the word ‘baby’. 
 
The archaeological evidence tends to identify the range of activities associated with food as an 
essential and pervasive aspect of daily life. The counts of animal bone with the cultural artefacts would 
make the artefact counts of food exceed those for personal items. The ever-present food items are 
teawares and tablewares. The teacups and saucers came in a range of patterns but not necessarily 
matching ones. Only a few of the cups and saucers were in finer fabrics, such as porcelain and china.  
Teawares were mainly found in white or gilded and white ceramics. Most of the teapots were in 
Rockingham glaze and Jackfield ware. There was considerable variation between the ceramic types 
purchased for tablewares and teawares. Other than dinner plates there were few examples of elaborate 
tableware or serving vessels. Food was served directly from the stove onto dinner plates, most likely 
to maintain control over limited portions. In addition there was no elaboration of household meals 
which demanded a more complex ritual in the everyday practice of eating than that found in these 
working-class households. 


