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Figure 3.7.61: The concrete-encased pipe (context 8692) installed beneath the footings and rooms of House
11. View to the west. Scale 1m.

3.7.4.13
House Repairs/Modifications
Evidence of repairs or renovation in the rear room of House 13 was present in the form of
demolition/construction material (context 8633) above the underfloor deposit. Context 8633 was a
spread of coarse-grained orange sands and crushed shell and plaster that fringed the footings of the
dividing and west wall to a distance of 750mm and a depth of 40mm (see Vol 2, Section 7.4: Figure
10.23). The construction material was littered heavily with large fragments of window glass. It is
likely that this repair or modification to the rear room took place after the floorboards were
removed but before the cavity was filled (see above).
3.7.5 No. 15 Steam Mill Street (Lot 55)
No. 15 is discussed as a standalone property, as its development and ownership appears to have
been independent of other properties in the street.
3.7.5.1 First Owners
In 1856 the lot was shown as ‘vacant’ and it was not purchased until 1858 when Thomas Barker sold
it to John McNamara for £144 (Vol 5, Appendix 5.2.1). The inflated price suggests that the lot may
have already had a house built on it by the time it was sold. The McNamara family was to retain
ownership of the lot for the remainder of the century.
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3.7.5.2 Construction and Configuration

Figure 3.7.62: House 15 as depicted on the 1855 City Detail Sheets (left), the 1865 Trigonometrical Survey
(centre) and Dove’s 1880 plan (right). Note that the name ‘Hanson’ has been wrongly attributed to
the property on the 1855 City Detail Sheets. All plans are from the Historical Atlas of Sydney, City
of Sydney Archives.

The house on No. 15 was built fronting Steam Mill Street, at the northern end of the lot (Figure
3.7.62, Figure 3.7.63; Vol 4: Plans 10.31, 10.33). The front door opened directly onto Steam Mill
Street and the house was a two-storey brick dwelling with a shingled roof. The rectangular
sandstone blocks that formed the footings of House 15 (context 8794) were two courses deep with
four external walls and an internal dividing wall (Figure 3.7.64). The western wall abutted that of
House 13, but House 17 to the east was vacant. The northern frontage was 5.6m long on Steam
Mill Street and extended 7.6m to the south with an east-west oriented dividing wall. All elements
of the footing were constructed from neatly cut sandstone, although shape and size of the stones
varied throughout the structure.
The foundation was constructed with blocks cut to different shapes. The part of the footing that
corresponded to the external walls was patterned so that narrow, elongated blocks (640mm x
260mm x 240mm) were alternated with blocks that were much wider and almost square on their
upper surface (480mm x 490mm x 230mm). The elongated blocks were laid in two rows to
compensate for the difference in shape (see Vol 2 Section 7.4: Figure 9.38). The dividing wall
footing was constructed with a lower course of square-cut stones arranged in a single row. The
upper course was of elongated blocks only, arranged head-to-head in one row. A buff-coloured
sand/shell mortar incorporating charcoal flecks and grit was used as mortar (building materials
sample #122). It was also combined with sandstone fragments and used as packing between rows
of elongated blocks in the external wall footings.
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Figure 3.7.63: Archaeological evidence of House 15 throughout Phases 6, 7 and 8.
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Figure 3.7.64: The footings of House 15 (context 8794) seen from the rear of the house before the removal
of the cavity fills. The footings suffered extensive damage in the 20th century from piling and
other construction activity. View to the north. Scale 1m.

The House 15 footing provided evidence of two ground floor rooms. The description of the house
in the 1858 Rates Assessment Books as a four-roomed, two-storey house suggests that the footing
probably represents the ground floor layout reasonably accurately, with the exception of a feature
indicating the location of the staircase (Vol 5, Appendix 5.5.2). The dividing wall ran east-west so as
to create a front and a rear room. The front room was larger, 4.6m (15ft 1in) long and 3.5m (11ft
6in) wide. The rear room was 4.6m (15ft 1in) long and 2.5m (8ft 2in) wide. The front room
contained a fireplace (context 8825) in the eastern wall. The position of the chimney in the east
suggests that the staircase was probably on the western side, against the wall of House 13, and that
the front door was also probably on the western side. The remains of the fireplace consisted of two
courses of sandstone rubble supporting a large hearthstone, 1.15m x 450mm, that had been worn
smooth with use (Figure 3.7.65, Figure 3.7.68). Two neatly cut sandstone blocks keyed the
structure into the east wall and two courses of rubble were packed against the footing 8794 in
haphazard fashion, with liberal amounts of buff-coloured sand/shell mortar filling the voids. The
overall shape of the support reflected the dimensions of the hearth.
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Figure 3.7.65: The remains of
the fireplace (context 8825) in
the front room of House 15.
View to the east. Scale 1m.

3.7.5.2.1 Construction-related Accumulation
The front room of House 15 contained patches of silty material (context 8867) that were thought to
represent the remnants of a flood deposit that occurred during the construction phase. This
material had accumulated over the cut for the footings, but preceded any occupation-related
deposits. This silty material was extremely fine-grained and consisted of soot and fine clay particles
only (Figure 3.7.66).

Figure 3.7.66: Silty material (context 8867) found in the cavity beneath the front room of House 15. View to
the north. Scale 1m.
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3.7.5.2.2 Flooring
Evidence of a timber floor (context 8827) was present in the front room of House 15 only. The rear
room contained a tightly compacted levelling fill (context 8823) upon which an underfloor-like
accumulation had developed. The fill was around 200mm deep and consisted of a tightly packed
mix of pale brown sands and sandstone fragments. Flecks of charcoal, small pockets of clay and
sandstock brick fragments were also littered throughout. There was no evidence of a timber floor
above, but the accumulation suggests that one was present at some point.
In the front room there was a single joist impression (Vol 4: Plans 10.31, 10.34). It was oriented
north-south and truncated in the centre of the room by a 20th-century cut. The width of the
impression wavered between 60mm and 100mm with a maximum depth of 50mm.
3.7.5.3 Establishing the Yard
Several lot-specific modifications were made to this yard surface. These fills appear to have been
deposited after the lot boundaries were set, however no occupation-related material was present
within the fills. At the back of the yard, several thin layers of sandy fill were laid over the universal
levelling fill 8773. No fill layer was greater than 60mm in depth and they all sloped towards the
boundary with House 17.
Evidence of other lot-specific levelling events in the yard of House 15 occurred immediately outside
the back of the house. Twentieth-century disturbance had exposed four yard fills above the
universal levelling fills. The first fill layer was a yellow-brown clay/sand mix (context 8903)
containing fragments of sandstock brick and sandstone. It was up to 30mm deep and appeared to
create a level surface. Above this, a dark brown sand/silt accumulation (context 8772; see Vol 2,
Section 7.4: Figure 9.43) may have represented the first evidence of occupation in the yard. It was
flecked with charcoal, littered with sandstone and sandstock brick fragments and contained some
broken ceramic and glass. It was between 30mm and 50mm deep.
3.7.5.4 Occupation of House 15
John McNamara was listed as the owner and occupier of the house until his death in 1876 (Vol 5,
Appendix 5.5.1 and 5.5.2). There is little record of John’s activities at the house, except that in 1872
he invited his friends to No. 15 to attend the funeral of his late brother-in-law Denis Kearney.60 This
was notable as Kearney was also a trustee of the will of Patrick Moroney at No. 13 and it is possible
that the Moroney and McNamara families were related. John and James McNamara were in
residence when the Sewage and Health Board Sub-committee visited the area on 17 January 1876.
The Committee noted that No. 15 Steam Mill Street was occupied ‘by persons living on their own
property’, and ‘in clean good condition.’61 By May of that year, John had passed away. His wife
Jane continued to live in the house. The following year Jane was fined £2 by the Inspector of
Nuisances, along with Mary Moroney next door, for ‘allowing offensive and unwholesome matter
on their respective premises’.62 The house was recorded as having other occupants in 1880 and
1882, Henry Drew and John Johnson respectively, but by 1885 Jane was back at No. 15 and
continued to live there until her death in 1887.63 The property stayed within the family, it passed to
John and Jane’s son James, but James does not appear to have lived in the house. Michael Cremen
was recorded as the resident in 1891 and 1893. In 1892 the Sydney Morning Herald reported that a
‘deputation’ including ‘Mr M Cremen’ and ‘Mr J Horan’ presented a purse of sovereigns on behalf of
the parishioners in the district of St John's, Kent Street to Rev. Michael Glosheen at his residence in
Surry Hills. It is not known if this was the same M. Cremen, but it is likely, as there was a J. Horan
60 Sydney Morning Herald 7 March 1872, p 8.
61 Sydney City and Suburban Sewage and Health Board, ‘Eleventh Progress Report’, LAV&P 1875-6 (5): 609.
62 Sydney Morning Herald 22 January 1877, p 2.
63 Sydney Morning Herald 5 July 1887, p 16.
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who also had an association with Steam Mill Street at the time. James Horan owned Houses 7 and 9
from 1876 until 1899.
3.7.5.5 Occupation Evidence within House 15
Rear Room - Kitchen
The rear room of House 15 contained patchy remnants of occupation-related material on the
surface of the fill 8823. The accumulations were very thin and tightly compacted. Two discrete
accumulations were distinguished by their colour but otherwise shared the same characteristics.
Deposit 8810 was a dark brown silty accumulation with a maximum depth of 25mm (Figure 3.7.67).
It occupied surface irregularities in the compacted fill and was thinnest where the fill was highest.
In particular it had accumulated against the southern footing of the room in an area of 4m x
600mm. It was excavated as an underfloor deposit. It included broken ceramic and bottle glass,
shell and bone fragments and nails. Discard from the sieves included glass, coke, sandstone and
sandstock brick fragments. Context 8821 was a lighter-coloured deposit and was littered with a
greater number of sandstock brick fragments. This deposit may have been contaminated with
construction material. It was in the centre-north of the room, abutting the northern footing in an
area of around 2m x 1.3m. It was up to 50mm deep and was very thin in patches. Ceramic and
glass fragments dominated the artefactual assemblage.
A total of 71 fragments of animal bone were recovered from these two deposits. The majority of
the bones were non-diagnostic fragments belonging to medium-sized mammals, probably sheep
and possibly some pig). Of the small number of bone that were identifiable, the majority were from
sheep. Fish, cat, pig, cow and chicken bones were also included in the assemblage. The high rate of
fragmentation and the lack of rodent bones was uncharacteristic of a kitchen underfloor deposit. A
number of bones were also stained from close proximity and/or contact with metal. Analysis of the
bones alone suggested redeposition, perhaps due to construction or other modification to the
room.

Figure 3.7.67: The underfloor deposit (context 8810) in the cavity beneath the rear room of House 15. Most
of this room suffered extensive damage during later construction work (Vol 4: Plan 10.34). View to
the west. Scale 1m.
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Context 8810 yielded 107 glass fragments, representing 32 items. One third of the assemblage
provided date-specific information. Datable artefacts included beer/wine bottles and a pressmoulded tableware item. Most of the beer/wine bottles had wide date ranges (1820–1870). The
press moulded item had an 1840TPQ. The glass from context 8810 was able to be classified into
four groups: Architecture, Beverage, Food and Pharmacy. The majority of beverage-related items
were unidentified alcohol bottles but also included four beer or wine bottles and one gin or
schnapps bottle. Food-related items consisted of a condiment bottle and remnants of one
tableware item. The pharmacy-related item was a castor oil bottle. Context 8821 yielded 67 glass
fragments, representing 21 items. There were six datable artefacts, indicating an 1830–1870 date
range for the glass. Beverage-related artefacts were alcohol bottles including beer or wine (1)
bottle and gin or schnapps (2). Food-related artefacts were tableware and included one tumbler.
The one services-related artefact was a lamp chimney for a vertical wick lamp.
The ceramics contained in both deposits were similar. Deposit 8810 contained a total of 21
ceramics (28 sherds) and deposit 8821 contained 37 ceramics (62 sherds). Overall the ceramics
were representative of a domestic assemblage dating from at least the c.1830s onwards. Blue
transfer printing was the most common decorative type (representing 44.8% of the total). Four
shapes were identified within the ceramics: cups (4), plates (7), saucers (6) and two bottles. With
the exception of two salt-glazed stoneware bottles, the identified items were all related to the
direct consumption of food and beverage.
The miscellaneous artefacts were similarly typical of a domestic assemblage from the mid to late
19th century. Deposit 8810 was similar to 8821 but had a slightly wider range of items. In 8810
there were less smoking pipes and more items relating to clothing, as well as children’s learning,
play and drawing. Mending and ironing are likely to have been done here with a range of
inexpensive buttons and fastenings from outer and undergarments present in the deposit. A
machine-stamped copper alloy button came from a man’s garment.
A token that was minted for Hanks and Lloyd Tea Mart to commemorate the opening of the Sydney
railway in 1855 had barely been circulated and may have been lost shortly after 1855. There were
also two British coins dating from 1895-1901 and 1877.
Front Room
In the front room of House 15 the installation of services and the construction of footings in the
20th century had destroyed much of the areas where underfloor deposits may have accumulated
(Vol 4: Plan 10.34). Three patches remained in the peripheries of the room, in the northeast,
northwest and southeast corners. The overall area of the deposit (context 8861) was around 1.5m x
1.5m. It was a very thin accumulation, with a maximum depth of only 5mm. The accumulation
consisted of dark brown and grey silts with a small fine-grained sand component. Small sandstone
fragments littered the deposit. It was excavated according to the methodology used for 8810 and
8821. Deposit 8861 contained fragments of bone and broken ceramic, shell and bottle glass.
In all there were 37 glass fragments, representing 16 items. Seven artefacts contributed datespecific information, including two crown glass window panes (1870TAQ), three press mould
tableware items (1820TPQ), one acid-etched tableware item (1850TPQ) and one bottle with an
1850 British Patent Registry mark. There were four beverage-related artefacts and five that were
food-related. The beverage-related artefacts were alcohol bottles. The food-related artefacts were
tableware and one condiment bottle.
Just 11 ceramic items (17 sherds) were found in this patchy underfloor deposit. Six of the items
were unidentified in shape because the sherd sizes were so small and the only identified pattern,
‘Willow’, in blue transfer print and blue flow was identified.
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There were also 83 miscellaneous items including buttons and beads. The modest range of buttons
includes one from a British Navy or Marines uniform dating from 1855. The games and toys and
slate pencils are similar to those from other houses in the street. The coins include a penny minted
in 1875.
A black, silty, charcoal-rich accumulation (context 8826) was present on the cracked hearthstone in
the front room of House 15 (Figure 3.7.68). It was present in an area of 500mm x 300mm in the
centre of the hearthstone and was up to 10mm deep. 68g of rock oyster shell representing 4 MNI
was present in the deposit. The shells showed no signs of burning.

Figure 3.7.68: The hearthstone (context 8825) in the front ground floor room of House 15. Charcoal staining
can be seen on the top of the stone where the occupation-related material remained. View to the
east. Scale 1m.

3.7.5.6 Development and Alteration to the Property at No. 15
During the 40+ years that the house was occupied there were several minor changes to the
property that were visible in the archaeological record. The underfloor cavities in the house were
filled and the yard surfaces were built up. A toilet was built that presumably replaced an earlier
cesspit. These developments are likely to have occurred in the early to mid 1870s, although some
artefactual information from the underfloors suggests that they may not have been infilled until the
late 1880s or after. The underfloor cavities were probably filled by a municipal order as all the
houses along Steam Mill Street appear to have been modified in the same way with the same
materials irrespective of ownership. This may have occurred as a result of the inspections by the
Sub-Committee of the Sewage and Health Board in 1876. It may have been to prevent rats
occupying the space beneath the floorboards, and was probably a measure to discourage the
spread of disease and ill-health. It would have also stopped the underfloor cavity from flooding
during rainy periods.
_________________________________________________________________________________________
Casey & Lowe
Archaeological Investigation 2008-2010
Darling Quarter, Darling Harbour

465
The cavities beneath each ground floor room were filled in the same way. The floorboards were
lifted and the gaps between the joists were filled with orange and yellow-brown clays and coarseparticled industrial waste. It is likely that the floorboards were then replaced. The clays were up to
200mm deep and included fragments of sandstock brick, sandstone and charcoal. The gravel-like
industrial waste fills were up to 140mm deep and included slag and coke. The clays were beneath
the gravels. The clays were represented by contexts 8828, 8844 and 8798 and the industrial waste
was numbered 8829 and 8797 (Vol 4: Plan 10.33).
3.7.5.7 Yard Development
Additional modifications were made to the yard during this period. However, much of the yard had
been lost to twentieth century development and there was no sign of the large structures shown on
the 1865 Trigonometrical survey or the cesspit shown on the 1855 City Detail Sheets. At the rear of
the house a fill of crushed yellow sandstone, sandstock brick fragments and pockets of clay (context
8774) was introduced to raise the surface by around 150mm. Above this, a dark grey ash and sand
layer (context 8775) may have represented a later yard surface. It contained charcoal, some
industrial waste and a small, dark sandy component. It appeared to be contemporary with the
toilet.
3.7.5.8 Toilet Construction
Footings for the toilet (context 8781) were constructed from sandstock brick and sandstone. Bricks
were laid in a single course of one row, header fashion. Each brick measured 225mm x 125mm x
60mm and had no frog (building materials sample #186). Sandstone blocks were roughly shaped,
rectangular and had smooth surfaces and corners. Only two sandstone blocks remained, forming
the northeast corner. They were arranged header-to-header. The overall structure was rectangular
in plan, measuring 1.4m x 1.5m (Figure 3.7.69).

Figure 3.7.69: Footings for the toilet in the yard of House 15. Most of this structure had been removed or
damaged by later works. North is at the top of the image. Scale 1m.
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A sand and silt deposit within the footing appeared to spill out and around the structure, abutting
the footing on all external sides excepting the eastern boundary with Yard 17. This movement of
the interior fill (context 8780) may have been associated with the use of the toilet, or may have
been used to consolidate the footing at the exterior during the construction process.
Later repairs appear to have been made to the toilet in the yard of House 15 using at least two drypressed bricks and a hard sandy cement mortar at the northwest corner. The extent and nature of
the repairs was unable to be determined as the area was badly damaged by a later cut. The drypressed bricks had dimensions of 230mm x 110mm x 70mm and displayed a rectangular frog.
3.7.5.9 Plumbing
A brown salt-glazed earthenware pipe (context 8783) connected the toilet of House 15 to the
sewerage system (Figure 3.7.69). The pipe exited the toilet in the west.
3.7.6 No. 17 and No. 19 Steam Mill Street (Lots 53 and 54)
Houses 17 and 19 are discussed together as their histories are linked through ownership and
construction. As House 19 was built earlier than House 17 it will be discussed first.
3.7.6.1 First Owners
In 1849 Charles Jones purchased Lots 53 and 54 from Thomas Barker for £54 each. By 1855 a twostorey brick house with three rooms had been built on No. 19. It would appear that Jones intended
to subdivide, as the City Detail Sheets show that the land associated with the house was fenced
within an area less than half the size of the original lot (just 37ft x 18ft despite the undeveloped
state of the remaining property).64 Despite this, Jones sold the unimproved land and the developed
part of the property as one unit in 1857. The purchaser was John McNab, an ironmonger on George
Street. The combined cost of Lots 53 and 54 was £360. The property was to stay in the McNab
family until 1899, and was to be one of seven properties on Steam Mill street that were at one time
owned by the McNabs.
3.7.6.2 Construction and Configuration

17

19

17

19

Figure 3.7.70: Houses 17 and 19 as depicted on the 1855 City Detail Sheets (left), the 1865 Trigonometrical
Survey (centre) and Dove’s 1880 plan (right). Note that No. 17 is vacant on the two earlier plans
and that the yard of 19 is very small on the 1855 plan despite the rest of the lot being vacant. The
name ‘James’ has been incorrectly attributed to No. 19 on the earlier plan. All plans are from the
Historical Atlas of Sydney, City of Sydney Archives.
64 City Detail Sheets, 1855 (Sheet 19), City of Sydney Archives NSCA CRS 502. See also footnote 37 above.
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3.7.6.2.1 House 19
By 1855 a two-storey house had been built on House 19. It was built at the northern end of the lot
with its frontage on Steam Mill Street (Figure 3.7.72, Vol 4: Plans 10.29-10.34). The 1855 to 186
rates assessment tells us that it was a three-roomed house (Vol 5, Appendix 5.5.2). The footings
suggested that at that time there was a single room on the ground floor and two small rooms
upstairs or perhaps the third room was the structures to the rear of the house on the 1855 and
1865 historic plans. Later an additional room would be added at the rear as shown on the 1880
plan.
The first-phase footings (context 8811) were two courses deep and formed a rectangle 5.75m x
4.15m, its longest side aligned with Steam Mill Street (Figure 3.7.71). All footings were constructed
from neatly cut sandstone blocks, although shape and size varied throughout. The blocks were laid
in a single row, stretcher fashion. The lower course of blocks had an average size of 600mm x
520mm x 110mm, laid on their widest face. The upper course was a single row of elongated
rectangular blocks with average dimensions of 900mm x 260mm x 240mm. A large, neatly cut and
well worn sandstone threshold block occupied a central position in the footing for the rear wall. Its
dimensions were 1170mm x 300mm x 260mm and it contained recesses into which a door jamb was
fitted (Figure 3.7.73).

Figure 3.7.71: The remains of the front ground floor room of House 19. The intact footings (context 8811)
are on the left and right. The fireplace (context 8872) is bottom centre. Steam Mill Street is to the
right. The rear threshold stone is in the left wall. The footing cutting through the middleground is
from the c.1900 NSW Fruit Exchange. View to the west. Scale 1m.
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Figure 3.7.72: Archaeological evidence of Houses 17 and 19 throughout Phases 6, 7 and 8.
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The footing also incorporated an inner line of sandstock bricks and brick halves (building materials
samples #s 81 and 118). These were laid stretcher fashion on the lower course, against the interior
face of the upper course. The bricks were 240mm x 110mm x 80mm when whole and had diamond
and rectangular-shaped frogs. The bricks were probably bearers for the floor joists. A buffcoloured sand/shell mortar incorporating charcoal flecks and grit was used throughout the footings
(building materials sample #115). There was a substantial fireplace against the eastern wall, with a
footing that was 1.7m long that jutted 1m into the room. The support for the fireplace was built
with neatly cut sandstone blocks and diamond-frogged sandstock bricks.

Figure 3.7.73: The threshold stone and paved step (context 8813) at the back of House 19 before the
addition. This would later be covered by the rear ground floor room. View to the north. Scale 1m.

Two layers of construction debris were present within the footings. The initial deposit was a buffcoloured sandy mix with small shell fragments and flecks of charcoal (context 8871). The second
deposit was up to 80mm deep and was concentrated in the northwest corner of the room and
around the fireplace support (context 8870). It consisted of loose, light brown coarse-grained sands
and included sandstock brick fragments, charcoal and coke.
House 19 underfloor cavity of the ground floor room, as with House 15, contained a silty deposit
(context 8869) that was most likely deposited during a flood event while the house was being built.
It was deepest around the fireplace and in the east. The deposit consisted of very fine clay particles
and sooty material. It was devoid of artefacts and other inclusions and pre-dated occupationrelated deposits in House 19.
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The rear room on the ground floor was probably constructed between 1863 and 1867, when the
Rates Assessments show a change from three to four rooms (Vol 5, Appendix 5.5.2). Furthermore,
its absence from the 1865 survey suggests that it was probably constructed after 1865 (Figure
3.7.70). A glass marble from a Codd-patent bottle that was found in the yard surface beneath the
rear room (context 8816) would suggest that it was not built until after 1873, but this may be the
result of contamination, as the yard surface was cut by services and later construction. The footing
(context 8863) for this room was considerably less substantial than for the front room and upper
storey (Figure 3.7.74). It appeared to have been constructed with rectangular sandstone blocks,
although only two survived. The dimensions of the addition (5.5m long and 2.6m wide) were
indicated by the construction cut (context 8842). The two remaining blocks were straight-faced but
roughly cut and measured 500mm x 300mm x 180mm and 660mm x 300mm x 180mm. The stones
were laid stretcher fashion in a single course and occupied a central position in the southern
footing. The rear room contained a fireplace support (context 8862, Figure 3.7.72) against its
western wall footing. It was poorly constructed with sandstone rubble and broken sandstock bricks
arranged into a rectangular, single course formation measuring 600mm x 850mm.

Figure 3.7.74: Footings (context 8863) for the rear room of House 19 were poorly preserved and are shown
here as the fractured sandstone blocks in the foreground. View to the north. The flooring on the
left is the c.1900 NSW Fruit Exchange footing. The rear room was built over the old yard surface,
the paving that once led to the back door can be seen in the centre of the image. The freestanding block was a bearer supporting a rotten joist. View to the north. Scale 1m.

A single line of joist and bearer remains (context 8819) was present in the underfloor cavity of the
rear room (Figure 3.7.75). A very decayed timber joist was supported by five sandstone bearers.
The joist was aligned north-south. The bearer stones exhibited a flat upper surface but were
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otherwise uncut rubble. The northernmost stone abutted structure 8811 and was the largest at
900mm x 250mm x 110mm. The dimensions of the other bearers deviated only marginally from
300mm x 250mm x 110mm. The remains of the joist were too heavily decayed to lend themselves
to useful measurement.

Figure 3.7.75: Bearer stones
(context 8819) and the
remains of a timber joist in
the cavity beneath the rear
room of House 19. View to
the north. Scale 1m.

3.7.6.2.2 House 17
According to the Rates Assessments, House 17 was built between 1863 and 1867. Its absence from
the 1865 survey narrows this window a little, and suggests that it was probably constructed after
1865 (Figure 3.7.70). It was first described in the 1867 Rates Assessment as a two-storey, threeroomed, brick house with shingled roof (Vol 5, Appendix 5.5.2). It was built at the northern end of
the lot, with the frontage on Steam Mill Street (Figure 3.7.72, Vol 4: Plans 10.29 to 10.34). Its
footings showed a lower storey of two rooms, constructed in one stage with the remnants of a shed
at the rear (Figure 3.7.76).
The rectangular sandstone blocks that formed the footings of House 17 (context 8795) were two
courses deep and were provided evidence for four external walls and an internal dividing wall. The
western wall of House 19 became a party wall shared by both houses. The footing of House 17
continued the alignment of the party wall to the south, and this wall was later shared with the rear
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room of House 19 (Figure 3.7.72, Vol 4: Plan 10.33). An additional footing (context 8898), parallel to
the back of the house but set back 1.45m, may have supported the shed shown on Dove’s 1880
plans (Figure 3.7.70).

Figure 3.7.76: The footings (context 8795) of House 17 with the front room in the foreground. The remains
of the house suffered considerable damage by piling works and other construction in the 20th
century. View to the south. Scale 1m.

The house was 5.56m wide on its Steam Mill Street face and extended 7.71m to the south (Figure
3.7.76). The footing was constructed from neatly cut rectangular sandstone blocks. The surviving
external wall footings had two courses, with blocks laid in a single row, stretcher fashion. A buffcoloured sand/shell mortar incorporating charcoal flecks and grit was used throughout (building
materials sample #119). Blocks in the northern footing were larger than those for the other
external walls (1220mm x 390mm x 310mm). Other footings contained elements of more modest
dimensions (680mm x 270mm x 230mm).
Dove’s plan indicates that in 1879 the upper storey was located above the front room and the back
of the house had a single storey (Figure 3.7.70). As it was described as having between 2 and 4
rooms in the years between 1879 and 1891, it is reasonable to assume that the footing accurately
represented the layout of the ground floor (a maximum of two rooms). Both of the ground floor
rooms were 5.45m (17ft 10in) long. The front room was 3.9m (12ft 9in) wide and the rear room
was considerably narrower at 2.65m (8ft 8in). The rear room contained a fireplace support (context
8808) in the eastern wall. It was rectangular and quite deep, consisting of five courses of sandstock
brick in single rows, laid stretcher fashion (building materials sample #175). It stood 370mm high
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and was 1.4m long, extending 600mm into the room from the footing. The bricks displayed a
rectangular frog 55mm x 150mm and had overall dimensions of 230mm x 105mm x 70mm.
A single row of roughly cut, rectangular sandstone blocks (context 8898) laying parallel to the
southern footing may have belonged to the shed shown on Dove’s 1880 plan (Figure 3.7.77). The
shed is coloured blue on the plan, indicating that it was made of iron. The footing may have
supported a timber floor and iron uprights. The line of sandstone blocks was 1.78m long and
300mm wide and had been damaged by late 20th-century machine excavation at its western end.
The stones were unevenly shaped and were pedestalled on the levelling fill 8902 to create an even
upper surface for this structure.

Figure 3.7.77: The remains of a footing that probably belonged to a shed at the rear of house 17. View to
the south. Scale 1m.

A single patch of construction debris (context 8849) was present in the southwest corner of the
underfloor cavity of the front room. It consisted of mid brown sands and sand/shell mortar with
charcoal flecks. It had a depth of 20mm and covered an area of 450mm x 200mm. No evidence of
timber flooring was found in House 17, although two sandstone arrangements (context 8854) in the
front room may have acted as bearers. The stones were in two locations 850mm apart and were
laid so as to display flat upper surfaces at similar heights (160mm and 170mm from base). These
two structural elements consisted of one large stone, and three others arranged in two courses to
produce the same upper level. No other evidence of flooring was found in House 17.
A single row of roughly cut, rectangular sandstone blocks (context 8898) lying parallel to the
southern footing may have belonged to the rear wall of the shed shown on Dove’s 1880 plan (Figure
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3.7.70, Figure 3.7.77, Figure 3.7.78) The sandstone block remains of a footing that probably
belonged to a shed at the rear of House 17. There were no other remains of this structure. View to
the south. Scale 1m.
3.7.6.3 Establishing the Yards
House 19
The footings for the rear room of House 19 were constructed after the development of two yard
surfaces (contexts 8816 and 8839) that abutted the original structure (footing 8811). These early
yard surfaces were associated with the occupation of House 19 during its original phase (see
above). The yard surface (context 8816) that was later partially occupied by the rear room of the
house consisted of soot-laden black-brown sands. It was tightly compacted and littered with small
and infrequent industrial gravels. It had a smooth, well established surface, and sloped gently to
the south. The yard surface 8839 was of tightly compacted, coarse-grained crushed sandstone. It
was up to 30mm deep and covered 8816 in a patch of 1.5m x 1.2m, a short distance from the rear
of the house. A small area of sandstock brick paving (context 8813) served as a step into the yard
from the rear of the single-roomed lower storey of House 19 (Figure 3.7.73). Two rows of re-used,
flat-sided bricks were laid abutting the threshold stone on the southern side.
A brown-black silty/humic accumulation (context 8841) had built up against the back of the house
at the junction with the eastern wall of House 17 before the construction of the rear room of House
19. It was 170mm deep against the footing and covered an area of 330mm x 400mm. This material
may have been a rubbish dump associated with the house, perhaps for sweepings given the finegrained nature of the deposit.
3.7.6.4 Occupation of House 19
Owners Charles Jones and John McNab never lived in House 19. Instead the house saw a string of
tenants from 1855 until 1899 (Vol 5, Appendix 5.5.2 and 5.5.3). The resident who stayed longest
was Robert Warren, a drayman for PN Russell. He lived in the house between 1865 and 1871, and
may have stayed there longer (the records of occupants for the following four years are
unavailable). His wife had died in 1866 when they were both living at the premises.65 Little else is
known about Warren or the other occupants of the house. Only two other occupations are
recorded for the tenants of No. 19. The first resident was Henry Cook, a plasterer, and Mrs. Lee (or
Leigh) a greengrocer who lived there in 1863. The only other resident who appeared to have stayed
for any length of time was Charles Honnes, who lived there in 1875 when he lost his son, and was
still there in 1877. Other tenants seem to have not stayed long at the house, particularly in the late
1880s. At this time it was advertised to let in both June and November of 1887 and again in
September the following year. The advertisements stated that the dwelling had ‘4 rooms, large
yard, stables, [and a] workshop’.66
3.7.6.5 Occupation Evidence within House 19
A substantial accumulation (context 8850) had built up in the cavity beneath the floor of the front
room (Figure 3.7.79). House 19 was the only house in Area 8 that had a significant deposit
associated with the front room. This was because it would have served as both living area and
kitchen until the room at the rear room was constructed (probably after 1865). The deposit was a
moderately compacted, fine-grained sand and silt mix. It was dark brown to black and included
occasional small sandstone and sandstock brick fragments. The deposit was between 50mm and
100mm deep, and was deepest in the vicinity of the fireplace.

65 Empire 30 April 1866 p 8.
66 Sydney Morning Herald 11 June 1887 p 21.
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There were 782 glass fragments, representing 187 items.67 About one quarter of the assemblage
represented crown window glass (1870TAQ). The dates suggested by other dateable items fit
within the period between 1850 and 1900. All of the beverage-related artefacts were alcohol
bottles, including remains of 28 beer or wine bottles, six champagne and 18 that once held gin or
schnapps. Clerical-related artefacts included ink bottles and an ink well. The food-related artefacts
were condiment bottles: pickle or chutney (7) and oil or vinegar (15); stoppers and tableware with
stemware (2) and tumblers (5). There was also a lens from a pair of spectacles, two perfume
bottles, a castor oil bottle and a generic chemist/patent medicine bottle.

Figure 3.7.79: The underfloor deposit (context 8850) in the cavity beneath the front room of House 19.
View to the south. Scale 1m.

A total of 167 ceramic items (253 sherds) were also found in the deposit. Overall the ceramics were
commonly representative of a domestic assemblage dating from the mid 19th-century onwards.68
Nineteen decorative types were represented by the 167 items. The process of transfer printing was
the most commonly represented decorative technique, with 108 items or 64.7 per cent of the
assemblage occurring in a range of colours (black, blue, brown, green and purple) and also with flow
decorations in black and blue. Eleven shapes were able to be identified. They were all indicative of
a household deposit, with the items very much associated with food, its serving, storage and, in

67 All information regarding glass identification and analysis in this synthesis has been taken from Harris 2010, Vol 3,

Section 8.3.
68 All information regarding ceramics identification and analysis in this synthesis has been taken from Ward 2011, Vol 3,
Section 8.1.
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particular, its consumption. There were 15 cups, 30 plates, two small plates, 20 saucers and a
teapot. There was also a jug, a tureen, bottles, containers, a jar and a figurine.
A total of 1738 animal bones were recovered from the same deposit.69 A wide variety of species
were identified, with fish the most common, followed by sheep. Rodent, pig, chicken, cattle, bird,
dog, rabbit and cat bones were also included in the assemblage. Sheep were represented by all
body parts, and were dominated by foot elements, followed by axial, appendicular and cranial. This
pattern is unusual for an underfloor deposit. The uncharacteristic skeletal element distribution
might be explained by the extremely high number of unidentifiable medium mammal bones in the
assemblage. Sixty per cent of the bone cannot be assigned to a particular species, and of this,
nearly half of the bones were from the axial skeleton. If the majority of these were sheep, as they
are likely to be, the pattern would be similar to other underfloor deposits in the area. The high rate
of fragmentation is also unusual, suggesting the possibility that some redeposition due to
construction may have occurred. Metal staining on several elements might support this possibility.
Additionally, quite a few bones were porous suggesting they may have been digested by dogs.
As with House 13 the high number of sewing and beadwork-related items suggested that at least
one resident was doing paid needlework, beadwork and mending or perhaps even dressmaking
(Figure 3.7.80). Beadwork on garments or bags was evident in a fragment of woven fabric with 11
sewn-on clear glass seed beads (Figure 3.7.80, top row, 8th from left). The beads were clearly sewn
close together in a regular linear pattern.70 Other artefacts that could be associated with the
operation of a small dressmaking or needlework business were also found in this room. They
included a wide range of buttons and fastenings (Figure 3.7.81), clerical equipment and seven low
denomination coins and one trade token.
A broken stick from a fretted bone hand fan was also found in the deposit. It was probably made in
China and was similar to others in Houses 7 and 11.71 A broken fine-toothed ivory nit comb was
one of several grooming items from the room. It was nearly identical to others from Houses 7, 11
and 13. The other grooming items were seven vulcanite combs (made from 1851).

69 All information regarding bone identification and analysis in this synthesis has been taken from Fillios 2010, Vol 3,

Section 8.4.
70 All information regarding miscellaneous identification and analysis in this synthesis has been taken from Stocks 2013,
Vol 3, Section 8.2.
71 Stocks 2013, Vol 3, Section 8.2: Figure 4.1.
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Figure 3.7.80: Jewellery items from the underfloor deposit beneath the front room of House 19 (8850).
Gallery2. Scale 10cm.

Figure 3.7.81: Buttons and studs from the underfloor deposit (context 8850) beneath the front room of
House 19. Gallery2. Scale 10cm.
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There were many items relating to children. Particularly numerous were the marbles, with toy
teasets and dolls also represented (Figure 3.7.82). A glazed porcelain doll, bathing doll or Frozen
Charlotte, was in a praying attitude and kneeling. With a cap and possible pregnant stomach this
doll was similar to one found in the rear addition to House 13. The room also contained Catholic
religious artefacts. These were a fragment of a religious porcelain figurine and a medal of St
Benedict found in the fireplace deposit 8873.72

Figure 3.7.82: Select toys and
ornaments associated with
girls and religion from the
underfloor deposit (context
8850) beneath the front
room of House 19. Left-right,
top row: dolls and figurines,
bisque head; Punch; praying
doll;
baby
in
basket;
Madonna. Bottom row: toy
teaset pieces some with
hand-painted flowers, ewer;
teacups, saucer; moulded
full-scale lid with ground
break
reused
as
toy.
Gallery2. Scale 10cm.

There were a wide range of selected models and styles of smoking pipes. These were similar to
types found in House 13 and other houses in the street. One of the very few bone toothbrushes
from the houses was found in the fireplace deposit 8873.
Within the fireplace support (context 8872) was a similar silty accumulation (context 8873). It was a
dark brown to black mix of sands and silt, with silts heavily dominating the mix. The deposit was
loose in some places, but for the most part was tightly compacted. It appeared to be littered
heavily with large sandstock brick and sandstone fragments, but had probably accumulated around
them. Most of the artefacts appeared in the upper 30mm of the deposit. These included broken
ceramics and bottle glass, window glass, shell and bone fragments. It is possible that this deposit
represented the displacement of some of the deposit into the fireplace cavity after or during the
removal of the hearthstone. Just three ceramics were found in the fireplace (3 sherds), none of
which featured an identified pattern, basemark, or had conjoins in any other context.
The fireplace support in the rear room contained a mid brown moderately compacted sandy
deposit littered heavily with charcoal (context 8874, Figure 3.7.83). It was up to 50mm deep. The
high density of charcoal within the sand suggests that it may have been directly associated with the
use of the fireplace. There were a high number of animal bone fragments (118) within the deposit.
The majority were unidentified medium-sized mammal bones, suggesting a mixture of household
rubbish. Sheep, rats, birds, fish, pig and dog bones completed the assemblage. Two of the bones
had been burned.

72 Stocks 2013, Vol 3, Section 8.2: Figure 3.59, Figure 3.60.
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Figure 3.7.83: The sandy, artefact rich deposit within the fireplace support in the front room of House 19.
View to the east. Scale 1m.

3.7.6.6 Occupation of House 17
Neither Charles Jones nor John McNab lived in the houses they owned. House 17, like No. 19 next
door, was occupied by a string of different tenants from the late 1860s until the end of the century
(Vol 5, Appendix 5.2.3). The first resident recorded in the Rates Assessments (in 1867) was Richard
Peard (Vol 5, Appendix 5.2.2). He had been living at No. 17 since at least 1866, when the Empire
reported that his daughter had died at the house from an unknown cause:
The Coroner commenced an inquest on Saturday, touching the death of a child named Mary
Ann Peard, aged five years and five months, lying dead at the residence of her father, 17, Steam
Mill-street. The child was seized with pains and cramps in the stomach, and was put to bed, but
became worse during the night and died. There was no evidence that the child had been taking
anything unusual, but it was deemed advisable to postpone the inquest to enable Dr. Bell to
make a post mortem examination.73

There are no other records relating to the Peard family, and there is very little known about other
tenants at the property. R Walker appeared to be the tenant who lived at No. 17 for the longest.
He was recorded in the Rates in 1891 and Sands in 1893 and despite the Assessments listing John
Reeves as the tenant in 1896, an Elizabeth Walker was living there when she died in 1897,
suggesting that R Walker may have also been in residence at the time.74

73 Empire 27 Aug 1866 p 5.
74 Sydney Morning Herald 15 May 1897 p 16.
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James Lewis, a bootmaker was listed as living in the house in 1880, but it appears that James Powell
also lived there that year. He placed two advertisements announcing that ‘TENDERS are invited for
the Erection of two Brick Houses, at Pyrmont. Plans and specifications to be seen at JAMES
POWELL'S, 17, Steam Mill-street’.75
3.7.6.7 Occupation Evidence within House 17
The relatively late construction of House 17 meant that underfloor deposits had little time to
accumulate before the cavities beneath the rooms were filled in the late 19th century. However,
some stratigraphically appropriate artefact-bearing deposits were sieved as a precautionary and
comparative measure. Remnants of a possible underfloor accumulation (context 8847) were
present in the front room (Figure 3.7.84). Patches of dark brown and black silts were found around
the bearer stones 8854. The patches were less than 400mm x 400mm in size and between 30mm
and 100mm deep. They were excavated and sieved separately to retain any possible spatial
information. Context 8847 yielded one glass fragment and one ceramic sherd.

Figure 3.7.84: Small patches of darker material in the cavity beneath the front room of House 17 were
treated as underfloor accumulations. View to the south. Scale 1m.

No convincing underfloor deposit was present in the rear room. An artefact-rich, dark brown clay
and coarse-grained sand mix (context 8860, Figure 3.7.85) was present across the room in a large
quantity. Although this deposit had none of the fine-grained cumulative characteristics of
underfloor material, its stratigraphic location and artefact density justified a more intensive
excavation strategy to determine if the distribution of artefacts showed any signs of spatial
patterning. It was excavated and sieved in accordance with the methodology used for underfloor
75 Sydney Morning Herald 13 March 1880 p 15 and Sydney Morning Herald 25 Mar 1880, p 6.
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deposits. The deposit contained fragments of bone, bottle glass, ceramic and miscellaneous. A
total of 205 fragments of animal bone were recovered from the deposit. The species distribution
was similar to Area 8 underfloor contexts in general, with bones from fish, rodents, sheep, cattle,
chicken, rabbit and pig all represented. Once again, unidentifiable medium mammal’s bones
constituted a high proportion of the assemblage, the majority of which were axial elements. The
relatively high frequency of non-diagnostic fragments, coupled with low frequencies of fish and
rodent bones and some metal staining on bones was more characteristic of a cesspit than an
underfloor deposit. The bones suggest that this deposit may contain some redeposited material.

Figure 3.7.85: Possible occupation-related material (context 8847) in the cavity beneath the rear room of
House 17. View to the east. Scale 1m.

There were 163 glass artefacts, representing 81 items, in the same deposit. Results of temporal
analysis suggested an 1850–1880 date range for the glass artefacts. There were 13 artefacts
associated with the category of architecture, 22 with beverage and 13 with food. The beveragerelated artefacts were mostly alcohol bottles, including those used for beer or wine and gin or
schnapps, and also included one decanter stopper. The food-related artefacts consisted of
condiment bottles (7); a pickle/chutney bottle was the only specifically identified condiment bottle;
and tableware (6) items, four tumblers and two unidentified tableware forms.
A total of 70 ceramics (99 sherds) were recovered from the same deposit. Because we know that
this house was constructed in 1865 we can safely assume that this deposit post-dates that event,
with the ceramics being generally representative of a domestic assemblage dating from around the
1830s onwards. Twelve decorative types were found with blue transfer printing most common.
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Just two transfer-printed patterns were identified: ‘Albion’ and ‘Willow’. Both were in blue with a
combined total of nine items. The ceramics in this deposit featured seven identifiable shapes, all
associated with functions undertaken within a household environment. A total of 45 items were
unable to be identified because of their small sherd sizes. There was a platter, cups (7), saucers (3)
and plates (8) associated with food serving and consumption. There was a blacking bottle, a penny
ink bottle, and four other bottles associated with storage.

Figure 3.7.86: Possible occupation-related material (context 8808) was treated as underfloor in the cavity
beneath the rear room of House 17.

Only 29 miscellaneous artefacts were recovered from context 8860. The items were typical of a
domestic assemblage of the mid to late 19th century. Although small in number they comprise
objects used by adults and children. The most common items were smoking pipes. They were
generally cutty-sized which enabled workers to smoke while on the job. There was also a vulcanite
mouthpiece for a composite pipe (these became increasingly popular in the late 19th century). A
flint nodule may have been reused as a strike-a-light. A penknife with tortoiseshell covers would
have been a fairly expensive model.
3.7.6.8 Development and Alterations to the Properties at No. 17 and No. 19
During the 40+ years that the houses were occupied there were several minor changes to the
properties that were visible in the archaeological record. The underfloor cavities in the houses
were filled and the yard surfaces were built up. These developments are likely to have occurred in
the early to mid 1870s, although some artefactual information from the underfloors suggests that
they may not have been infilled until the 1880s or after. The underfloor cavities were probably
filled by a municipal order as all the houses along Steam Mill Street appear to have been modified in
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the same way, with the same materials, irrespective of ownership. This may have occurred as a
result of the inspections by the Sub-Committee of the Sewage and Health Board. It may have been
to prevent rats occupying the space beneath the floorboards, and was probably a measure to
discourage the spread of disease and ill-health. It would have also stopped the underfloor cavity
from flooding during rainy periods.
The cavities beneath each ground floor room in both houses were filled in the same way. The
floorboards were lifted and the vacant space was filled with orange and yellow-brown clays in
House 17 (contexts 8832/8846 and 8818, Figure 3.7.87) and coarse-particled industrial waste in
both houses (contexts 8809, 8833, 8815 and 8834). The industrial waste was laid on top of the clay
material. The cavity beneath the rear room of house 19 was the only space within all of the
excavated houses to contain an additional fill of construction debris including coarse-grained sands,
crushed shell and sandstock brick fragments (context 8817). The fills were up to 400mm deep. It is
likely that the floorboards were replaced after the cavities were filled as there was no sign that the
fills had ever acted as a surface, and the joists had not been removed despite the fact that would
have hindered the infilling operation.

Figure 3.7.87: Clay fill (context 8818) used to seal the underfloor cavity beneath the rear room of House 17.
The fireplace support is visible at the left of the image. View to the south. Scale 1m.

3.7.6.9 Yard Development
House 19
A tightly compacted surface (contexts 8801 and 8805) had built up against the footings at the back
of House 19, above the earlier yard surface. It was made up of coarse-particled industrial waste and
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fine-grained sand and silt accumulations. Slag, coke and ferrous material were included in the mix.
The deposit formed a well-trodden surface, and covered the yard down to an area of paving that
was 4.5m from the rear of the house. The paving (context 8792) was not fully exposed and only
appeared in an area disturbed by a 20th-century machine cut. It covered an area of at least 2m x
2m. It was constructed from badly damaged sandstock bricks and brick fragments. The paving was
haphazardly laid but the bricks were tightly packed together.
The yard of House 19 was extensively paved with rectangular sandstone blocks, sandstone rubble
and whole sandstock bricks at a later date (Figure 3.7.88; Vol 4: Plan 10.33). The paving covered an
area of at least 5m x 3m. Its original extent was unknown as it had suffered considerable damage
from 20th-century machine activity in the eastern part of the yard. In the west it respected the
boundary with House 17 and abutted the toilet structure in that yard. The paving was recorded in
localised patches that were later amalgamated. It was allocated the context numbers 8851, 8804,
8790 and 8800. It was laid directly onto the earlier damaged brick paving where present.

Figure 3.7.88: Sandstone paving (context 8790) in the yard of House 19. The earlier and damaged brick
paving (context 8792) can just be seen in section below the sandstone to the right. View to the
west. Scale 1m.

The later paving incorporated several materials and patterns in its construction. In the south,
rectangular sandstone blocks were used to create an arc 1m wide that outlined a quarter-circle
from the eastern footing of the toilets of House 17 to a point 9m from the rear of the house and
750mm from the eastern laneway. Blocks with an upper surface of around 500mm x 250mm were
used for this part of the paving. They were laid stretcher fashion in five rows. North of this, a
mixture of sandstone rubble and irregularly-sized blocks were laid with their longest sides oriented
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east-west, with rubble accommodating the curve of the arc. On the northern fringes of the paving,
a combination of square and cracked sandstone slabs and whole sandstock and machine-made
bricks were utilised in combination with sandstone rubble. These northern edges of paving lacked
cohesive patterning or regularity in material. The surface represented by context 8805 had
continued to accumulate within and around the paving in this area of the yard.
A small area (1.5m x 500mm) of sandstone rubble paving (context 8812) was present at the back of
House 19 on the western side, abutting the footing for the back of the house. This may have been
connected to the larger area of paving at one time, although there was no direct evidence to
connect them apart from the haphazard construction method and material apparent in both.
A tightly compacted surface (context 8785) consisting of industrial waste and fine-grained sand and
silts was present across the whole of the yard of House 17 (Figure 3.7.89). The sand and silt
component are likely to be the result of accumulation during the period of occupation. Animal
bone, ceramic and bottle glass fragments were present throughout. It was up to 400mm deep. This
was the only identifiable surface within House 17.

Figure 3.7.89: The yard of
House 17 with the rear room
in the middleground. Part of
the yard deposit (context
8785) is being removed. The
brick fireplace support can be
seen to the left of the pile
that has damaged the
southeast corner of the rear
room. Part of paving 8790
can be seen in the lower right
of the image. View to the
north.
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3.7.6.10
Toilet Construction
Two toilets were constructed in the yard of House 17 as a single structure (Figure 3.7.90). The
toilets were at a distance of 3.75m south of the main structure of the house (context 8795), and
against the boundary of House 19. The orientation of the plumbing within the toilet structures
suggested that both had entrances on their western (No. 17) side.
The footing for the toilet utilised rectangular sandstone blocks and sandstock bricks. The sandstone
blocks formed the base of the footing. They were laid in a single row in two courses, stretcher
fashion. The sandstone blocks had an average size of around 600mm x 250mm x 240mm and
formed a footing 2.5m x 2m, with its longest sides aligned north-south. An east-west dividing wall
split the structure into two toilets, 8766 in the north and 8778 in the south. A buff-coloured
sand/shell mortar with grit and charcoal inclusions was used throughout (building materials sample
#91). A single layer of slate tiles (300mm x 250mm) lined the sandstone beneath a course of
sandstock brick. The bricks displayed diamond and rectangular shaped frogs and were 240mm x
120mm x 70mm. They were laid header fashion in a single row (building materials samples #90, &
#92).

Figure 3.7.90: The footings for the toilets in the yard of House 17. View to the west. Scale 1m.

3.7.6.11
Plumbing
Two 500mm openings in the east of the toilet footing facilitated the plumbing of a brown saltglazed earthenware pipe in each toilet (context 8784 in the north and 8789 in the south). The pipes
exited the structure in the east, beneath the sandstone flagging (context 8790) in the yard of House
19. A relationship to the sewerage network was not established.
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A later plumbing event in the toilets of House 17 was represented by a third salt-glazed
earthenware pipe (context 8595). Unlike the initial plumbing, the pipe sections were cemented
with a brittle, light coloured lime-based mortar. The pipe was oriented north-south and ran
towards Steam Mill Street. The cut that facilitated installation (context 8769) undermined the
external footings of the toilet structure and resulted in partial removal of the dividing footing. The
pipe exited at the rear of the structure and ran towards Steam Mill Street. It was installed beneath
the footings of House 17. It undermined the rear and dividing wall footings, damaging the latter. It
is likely that the front wall footing was also compromised at a lower depth to provide an exit at
Steam Mill Street, although this was not investigated. The removal of flooring would have been
necessary for installation in both rooms. In the front room the bearer stones 8854 occur on either
side of the cut. This may indicate damage and subsequent repair of the timber flooring during the
pipe installation process. The pipe (context 8595) was sealed within an early concrete (context
8866) that was light grey coloured and had a small amount of dark aggregate.
3.7.7 Laneways
The remains of two unnamed lanes that bordered the block on the eastern and southern sides were
found at the periphery of Area 8. By 1879, the lanes were the only spaces between the lots on
Steam Mill Street and the surrounding foundry buildings of the PN Russell company (Figure 3.9.1).
3.7.7.1 Unnamed Laneway, East of House 19
A sandstone-flagged laneway (context 8793, Figure 3.7.91; Vol 4: Plan 10.31 to 10.34) ran for a
distance of at least 14.3m along the eastern side of House 19. It is unlikely that the formal
construction of the laneway occurred before 1865 as the land to the east of No. 19 was still vacant
at that point. The flagging and guttering is likely to have taken place in the 1870s when sanitation
concerns prompted improvements in the area. Considerable disturbance in the 20th century
destroyed the southern part of the laneway, but it is likely that it connected Steam Mill Street with
the southern laneway (context 8905). The eastern laneway was at least 3.25m wide and had its
lowest point in a central gutter. The gutter was formed from three rows of well dressed and wellworn rectangular sandstone blocks averaging 910mm x 330mm (depth unknown). They were laid
end-to-end. The central row was slightly lower than its gently inclined neighbours. Flanking the
gutter on either side was an inward sloping and well-worn sandstone cobbled surface. It consisted
of tightly packed stones of varying size. A dark brown silty accumulation filled the gaps in the
paving.
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Figure 3.7.91: The remains of the
sandstone-flagged laneway that ran
down the east side of House 19 with
its central gutter. View to the south.
Scale 1m.

3.7.7.2 Back Lane, South of Houses 7 to 19
A second sandstone-flagged laneway (context 8905) ran east-west along the southern boundary of
the properties (Figure 3.7.92; Vol 4: Plan 10.31 to 10.34). It was at least partially exposed at the
rear of Houses 11 to 17, and historic maps show that the laneway extended further to the east and
west, behind all of the properties excavated in Area 8 (Figure 2.50, Figure 2.51). The configuration,
construction methods and materials used were identical to the eastern laneway (context 8793). It
is likely that they were constructed at the same time, and met at the southeast corner of House 19,
but major service installation in the 20th century destroyed this evidence.
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Figure 3.7.92: The remains of the sandstone-flagged back lane that ran between the rear of the properties
and the PN Russell engineering works. View to the east. Scale 1m.

3.7.8

Discussion

3.7.8.1 Underfloor deposits
Houses 7, 9, 11, 13 and 19 contained substantial underfloor deposits that were largely intact. They
contained fragments of everyday items used in the houses which give us some indication of the
lifestyles of the occupants. The glass fragments were dominated by alcohol bottles and window
glass. The ceramics were readily available and affordable tableware and dinner sets. The glass and
ceramic assemblages did little to distinguish any of the property owners in the street from their
neighbouring tenants. This in itself is notable, and points to a more intangible expression of the
subtleties of status between these two sub-classes of people that may not be detectable in the
archaeological record, at least not through the traditional archaeological analysis of ceramic and
glass. Because of the lack of differentiation in the function and style of artefacts between houses,
and in particular between owners and tenants, other distinctions between the underfloor deposits
have been examined in this report in order to better interpret the similarities and differences in
lifestyle of those who lived on the southern side of Steam Mill Street. The underfloor deposits in
Houses 15 and 17 have not been included in this discussion as they were considered too
compromised and poorly constituted to be of any interpretive value when comparing deposits.
3.7.8.2 Interpretation of Spatial Patterning in the Underfloor Deposits
Underfloor deposits accumulate as a result of material passing through the gaps between
floorboards or larger spaces in the floors that have been created by warping or damage. Fine dust
has the ability to pass through most spaces, but artefacts are negatively selected by size, and their
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distribution patterns may sometimes be a reflection of the distribution of different sized spaces in
the timber floor of the houses. This can be problematic for interpretation of these deposits
spatially, but also in terms of their contents, for obvious reasons.
The following principles formed the basis of spatial interpretation of the underfloor deposits:







Where artefacts of a range of sizes occur in the same location within a room, the negative
selection against larger objects at that location may be assumed to be at its weakest. This
location may be suitable for spatial analysis as it has not favoured small objects such as pins
over larger objects such as smoking pipes which could skew activity-based interpretation.
Where artefacts of a range of sizes occur across the room but not necessarily in the same
locations, that assemblage may be suitable for interpretation of activities within that room
generally, but may not be suitable for spatially-based interpretation of activities as it may
have negatively selected against larger objects at some locations.
Where both of the above occur, artefacts of a range of sizes occur in the same locations and
artefacts of a range of sizes occur across the room, the room can be said to have the
strongest candidature for both activity-based and spatially-based interpretation.
Where large numbers of artefacts of a range of sizes and functions occur in only one
location in a room, that room may not be suitable for activity-based spatial analysis, as the
location may reflect the only place in the floor that allowed objects of a reasonable size to
pass through. In this case the deposit may be seen as representative of activity within the
room but not necessarily the spatial patterning of that activity.

The range of activity types and artefact size has been made with reference to the ceramic artefacts
and those categorised as miscellaneous. These items include activities as varied as smoking,
sewing, cooking, eating, children’s play and writing, and include items that also differ in size and
shape such as pins, marbles and pipes, meeting the requirements outlined above.
The underfloor deposits of Houses 7 and 13 appeared to satisfy the first three stipulations, while
the underfloor deposits in the rear room of Houses 9 and the front room of House 19 fit the fourth
category. The deposit in the rear room of House 11 had suffered considerable disturbance during
the installation of a service pipe and so also fit the fourth category by default.
We know that when the Sewage and Health Committee visited House 7 in 1876 there were two
families living at the premises, and five people were living on the ground floor alone. It also appears
that on more than one occasion Peter Hansen, the owner until 1873, advertised it for rent as a
three-roomed dwelling, suggesting that he had sub-divided the house and was renting it to at least
two separate tenants. This also occurred in 1875 when the house was under different ownership.
This means that for what may have been a long time the house was very crowded, and despite its
large size, families were occupying rooms that had to be adaptable to more than one activity.
Hansen, and the subsequent owner also owned No. 9 next door, and although there is no evidence
for it in the historical record, it is possible that the same practice was occurring.
For at least ten years, House 19 would have been similarly occupied, in that the only room on the
ground floor would have to have been adaptable enough to be used for cooking, eating and living at
different times of the day no matter how big or small the families were that lived there. This would
have been alleviated somewhat with the construction of a second ground floor room at the rear in
the late 1860s or 1870s, but the depth of the accumulation in the underfloor cavity suggests that it
may have remained the main room of the house even after this event.
House 13 was a hub for the Moroney’s business throughout their occupation of the premises from
the 1850s to 1885. Several advertisements in the Herald attest to this. The Moroneys also had nine
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children, at least five of whom appear to have run the dray business from the house after Patrick’s
death. The family appears to have been better off than many of their neighbours. Mary was able to
buy a piano and the family were able to employ boys to work in the business and a girl in the house.
However, the kitchen is also likely to have witnessed a lot of activity that might flavour the
underfloor accumulation to resemble the poorer residences of the street. For instance, Mary was
fined in 1877 for ‘allowing offensive and unwholesome matter’ on her premises.76 Despite this, we
would still expect the character of the underfloor deposit in this house to be different to the more
crowded spaces of House 7 and House 19.
House 11 was also occupied by the Moroneys by 1871 and perhaps as early as the late 1860s. The
yards of the two properties appear to have been operating as one space for the dray business after
that date. By the time the Sewage and Health Sub-Committee inspected the premises in 1876 Sarah
Ann Moroney and her family were living there, and the Committee commented that it was ‘in clean
good condition’77 , in contrast to the observations that they made at Number 7. Prior to that, the
house was rented to tenants for whom we have very little information. However, we might expect
the underfloor accumulation at House 11 to resemble that of House 13 more than its other
neighbours.
The kitchens of all of the abovementioned houses (including the front room of House 19) satisfied
the requirements for activity-based interpretation, but only those of 7, 13 and 19 showed signs that
they were able to be usefully interpreted spatially also. The underfloor deposit in the cavity
beneath the addition at the rear of House 13 was the only underfloor accumulation to show any
signs of variation in spatial patterning but these were almost negligible. Only marbles differed
meaningfully from other artefacts, in that they were largely restricted to the west of the room.
There was also some small variation between the distribution of ceramic and smoking items versus
those of clothing, clerical and sewing (Table 1, Table 2, Table 3). Although only marginal, it is
possible that such variation could occur from the use of two sides of a small table for different
purpose. It should be noted that these areas were by no means exclusive, and there was overlap
between all artefact types and some isolated concentrations that are not easily explained.
However, this room was the only room considered here that was not a kitchen, and is more likely to
have discrete areas devoted to a specific function that were at least semi-permanent. For this
reason it is worth considering even the small variations that are absent in the kitchens.

76 Sydney Morning Herald 22 January 1877, p 2.
77 Sydney City and Suburban Sewage and Health Board, ‘Eleventh Progress Report’, LAV&P 1875-6 (5): 609.
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Table 1: Distribution of ceramic and smoking artefacts in the underfloor deposit of the addition to House
13.
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Table 2: Distribution of clothing, sewing, beads and clerical artefacts in the underfloor deposit of the
addition to House 13.
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Table 3: Distribution of marbles in the underfloor deposit of the addition to House 13.
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This is particularly notable for the interpretation of the deposits of the other rooms, because it
shows that function-specific patterning is possible within these structures and its absence may
indicate a significant aspect of the lifestyles of the inhabitants. In all cases the kitchen was a room
in which a wide range of activities were undertaken; from children playing, to adults smoking,
writing, sewing, cooking and eating. But in each kitchen the patterning that occurred was very
similar for each type of artefact, irrespective of function, activity, or size.
In the underfloor deposit beneath the original kitchen (the front room) of House 19 this form of
patterning may have been heavily influenced by large gaps in the floor at only two locations. For
this reason the spatial information can be considered reasonably compromised in terms of
determining activity patterns, particularly because the two locations might correspond to doors at
the front and rear of the house and may also have been influenced by sweeping where broken
items are concerned. However there is no indication that the patterning in the kitchen deposits of
Houses 7 and 13 was created this way. For this reason, these rooms have been focussed on in the
following discussion. The historical information regarding these houses suggests that the occupants
had very different standards of living. Therefore a comparison of the two deposits should show
differences in lifestyle or status.
As discussed above, House 7 was very crowded in the mid 1870s, and may have been for some
time. The ground floor rooms would have had to be highly adaptable to several purposes, and the
underfloor deposit below the kitchen shows that a suitably wide range of activities were occurring
in the room. In keeping with this, the overlapping patterns of very different activities suggest that
the entire room had a shifting identity. Its character is likely to have changed several times within a
single day as different activities were undertaken in the space. This concept is different to that of a
room in which several activities are able to take place at once.
The patterning of artefacts in the underfloor deposit of the kitchen of House 7 revealed the
presence of very different items wherever underfloor accumulations were present, but in particular
artefacts were concentrated across the southern half of the room and near the eastern wall. The
fireplace was located in the western wall and the wall at the south would have probably contained a
window looking onto the yard. There would have also been a door connecting the front and rear
rooms in the northern (dividing) wall. These structural features would have limited the possible
configurations of furniture in the room, and so it can probably be assumed that although many
different people lived in the house, the way the space was used may have remained relatively
consistent.
The door connecting the two ground floor rooms was probably on the eastern side. The western
wall contained the fireplace and chimney. Large kitchen furniture such as a cupboard would have
been most suitably placed against the dividing wall as there was undoubtedly a window in the back
wall. This means that the artefact distribution in the underfloor deposit probably represents the
spaces in the room that would have received the most natural light and which contained furniture
that was more easily moved.
House 13, in contrast to House 7, was occupied by the same family for almost all of the time that
the underfloor deposits were accumulating, and the family had access to a large house and an
addition at the rear. However, the same pattern of overlapping activities occurs in the kitchen.
Again, the overlapping deposition of artefacts relating to several different activities points to a
reimagining of the space for a variety of uses rather than the room being one in which a variety of
activities could take place at any one time.
We know that in House 7 (on at least one occasion) a family of five had only two rooms in which to
live, and one of those was the kitchen. We would expect therefore that the use of space in the
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kitchen of House 7 would be of a kind that was possible only because (in anthropological terms) the
‘spatial and chronological symbiotic interaction of activities creates a greater effective space than
exists physically’.78 This means that any given snapshot of a space that is lived and worked in so
intensively is not wholly representative of the experience of the space because the space is
constantly transformed as it is used for different purposes. The spatial patterning of the underfloor
deposit beneath the kitchen of House 7 is exactly what we would expect if the space were
constantly re-employed for different tasks. Artefacts of very different function occur in the same
spaces in numbers that are consistent with repeated use. The psychology of this way of using space
is very different to a household of upper middle-class or upper class status where we would expect
entire rooms to be function- or activity-specific,79 or at least see localised areas within rooms that
are patterned that way.
When looking for spatial patterning in underfloor deposits we should be mindful of the fact that
activity-specific locations in dwellings where space is very restricted has been observed to be rare.
A recent study of squatter settlements in Dhaka notes that at this extreme end of the spectrum ‘the
most important feature of [any given activity space] is that they are apparently invisible, insofar as
the same space is used for other daily activities at different times of the day’.80 Based on the
patterning of the underfloor, we can imagine that most activities in the kitchen of House 7 were
subject to this invisibility on a daily basis, whenever the room was being used for another purpose.
This invisibility is further exaggerated in archaeological deposits where many years of use are
conflated into a single stratigraphic layer, and even more so when we consider the crowded nature
of the space at House 7.
The problem of being unable to ‘see’ these separate events spatially is compounded by our
archaeological-historical desire to create a snapshot of daily life in domestic spaces, to look for
discrete patterning of space so that we may create a picture of a chair here, children playing in the
corner there etc. When we are confronted with patterning of space in which all activities overlap,
our immediate reaction is to empty the offending space as a way of explaining such overlap. It is
easiest to explain these locations in the room as one bare of furniture, in which objects of all kinds
were free to accumulate. This instinctive practice is noted by Steedman in her discussion of the
literary de-populating of the fictional Mary Barton’s kitchen in order to draw attention to the
meaning of the objects within the room.81
In fact the converse may be true. The space is likely to have been sometimes cluttered with
furniture or equipment, sometimes empty, and sometimes partially both. Restricted space can
often require ingenious ways of storing furniture and objects when they are not in use, as well as
ways of configuring them within the available space when they are. If all objects cannot be used at
once then they must be somewhere else in the interim. Movement creates breakage, and the
constant shifting of furniture or objects in confined spaces in order to perform varied activities is
perhaps more likely to create the kind of patterning that we see beneath the kitchen of House 7
than if the space were always bare. If there is no semi-permanent or permanent space dedicated to
specific tasks then the objects concerned must constantly be taken from where they are stored to
where they may be used and back again when finished. These practices have been
anthropologically recorded in modern squatter settlements where space is at a premium and work,
cooking and leisure must all take place at the same location.82

78 Payne 1973:499.
79 Young 2004:124, 206.
80 Mahmud, 2003:322.
81 Steedman 1998:268.
82 Payne 1973:494-503.
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This behaviour would have been necessary for similar reasons in House 7. It is easy to imagine that
the space in the kitchen would need to be highly adaptable if it were to be used for everything
except sleeping, which was presumably done by all five family members in the front room in 1876.
However it may be unexpected in the kitchen of House 13, whose inhabitants had more rooms at
their disposal and greater means to manage that space such as buying furnishings that make
location-specific activity possible, annexing parts of the property next door and making additions to
the house and yard.
Interestingly, there were more similarities than differences between the two deposits beneath the
kitchens of House 7 and House 13. The deposit beneath the kitchen of House 13 had more than
three times the number of artefacts than House 7, consistent with what you might imagine of a
wealthier household. However the percentages of items categorised by function remained very
similar, and the spatial patterning was also wholly overlapping in character when considered in
terms of different activities.
The household at No. 13 resists definition in traditional class terminology. Its historicalarchaeological identity, the combined product of historical research and the archaeological record,
occupies a transitional point between what we might consider to be working class and middle class
stereotypes. By combining the historical and archaeological information, a picture is built of a
household that may have see-sawed between periods of relative wealth or poverty, or perhaps
more interestingly, that may have embodied aspects of both at the same time. In particular, the
inhabitants of House 13 appear to have treated their kitchen as if their space and means were much
more limited. For instance a large amount of sewing was done in the kitchen, of a kind that
suggests a degree of diversity and a range of materials that may indicate a commercial undertaking
(see Section 3.7.8.3 below). There was also evidence of clerical activity, child’s play and the more
obvious uses of cooking, preparing food and eating and drinking. Considering that the house was
large for a single family, that there was an addition to the house, and that the stables contained a
separate room that appeared to have been able to have been used as storage or work space as well
as the yard next door, the consistent use of the very same spaces within the kitchen for a variety of
activities belies an attitude to the room that is somewhat at odds with our knowledge of the family
and is much more in keeping with the lifestyle of the inhabitants of House 7. For instance, we can
imagine that if the only working surface, in the form of a table with good light, was in the kitchen,
then there are a variety of tasks that would necessarily have to be performed there, and those tasks
would be performed at the expense of using the space for anything else for the duration. However,
the Moroneys should have had ample means and an adequate amount of space to furnish the
house with (for example) a desk for writing or sewing and appropriate lamps, chairs, etc. to
facilitate performing the tasks in any location.
This may have occurred for many reasons – for example it may have been in order to have a
function-specific reception or parlour room at the front of the house at the cost of spaces that could
be used by the family for different (but more mundane) tasks at the same time, or it may have been
so that Mary’s newly-married sons and daughters could continue living in the house, occupying
their own discrete spaces at the expense of them being used by the whole household. The
expressed desire to purchase a cottage piano supports the first idea, it would most certainly have
been in the front room, and this scenario may be more in line with the expected middle class
aspirations of a family like the Moroneys. The additional room at the back with its multiple use and
apparent male and female spaces, sewing and smoking as well as food consumption, supports the
second idea. Both ideas however paint the interesting picture of a household straddling the cusp of
the working- and middle class through their use of space. The piano in particular creates
considerable juxtaposition with the apparent use of the kitchen. Linda Young, in her analysis of
19th-century ‘habitus’ in Sydney, observes that ‘pianos represented specially the genteel skill of
women, evidence both of personal refinement and of the ability to entertain others. Practising
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music was a deliriously unproductive means of passing time at home, displaying a lady as rich
enough to afford idle time’.83 This very public face of Mary Moroney, whether or not the piano was
purchased, the advertisement in the Herald served the same purpose, contrasts with the somewhat
pedestrian nature of the ceramic assemblage and what appears to be an ultra-resourceful use of
space in the kitchen.
Interestingly, similar patterns of deposition in the underfloor deposits were found at the former CSR
site, Pyrmont, in a similarly working-class suburb. A recent honours thesis by Hayley Chan84
compared spatial distribution patterns of activity-designated artefacts (with particular reference to
childhood and gender) between the CSR site and Darling Quarter (Walk) and found that overlap
across very different activities occurred in all of the considered underfloor locations. However,
criteria of size range and distribution were not specifically addressed in the same strict way and
information regarding the inhabitants of the houses at the CSR site was not so detailed as to
provide a comparable picture. Also, all indications are that the occupants were working class, and
all were tenants. The only comparable household to that of the Moroneys in terms of relative
wealth was that of owner/occupier Martin O’Brien who lived at 67 Bowman Street and also owned
number 69 next door. Unfortunately, the houses at No. 67 and 69 had no underfloor deposits and
yielded very few artefacts generally.85
The anomaly of the Moroney’s use of space in the kitchen relative to their poorer neighbours’ and
their relatively wealthy position, warrants further study on the underfloor deposits of middle class
or lower-middle class households.
3.7.8.3 Interpretation of Activity-Related Material from the Underfloor Deposits
The underfloor deposits from the kitchens of Houses 7, 9, 11, 13 and 19 were considered to be
sufficiently intact and contain a wide enough range of artefact types and sizes to be representative
of the lifestyles of the inhabitants. The underfloor deposits in Houses 15 and 17 were considered to
be too compromised to be included in this analysis.
As discussed above, the Moroneys at Nos. 11 and 13 are thought to have been considerably better
off than their neighbours. The Moroneys owned both houses until 1883. The family was resident at
No. 13 for what is likely to have been the entire time that the underfloor deposit was accumulating
and also for a significant period of that time at No. 11. In contrast, the other houses in the street
were occupied by a series of tenants. There was often a high turnover of occupants, and this was
considered enough of an influential factor to include No. 7 in the latter category, despite the fact
that owner Peter Hansen was also resident there for 7 or 8 years (in the 1850s for 4 or 5 years and
again in the 1870s for around 3).
At Melbourne’s Little Lon site, Tim Murray and Alan Mayne observed that the assemblages from of
long-term owner/occupiers and short-term tenants were (counter-intuitively) remarkably
undifferentiated.86 The site was similar to Area 8 in that it represented a poor working-class
neighbourhood in the years between 1850 and 1900.
However, Mayne and Murray were frustrated by gaps in the excavation recording that meant that
little more than this general observation could be made. The houses and artefacts from Steam Mill
Street offered an opportunity to make a similar comparison between owner/occupiers and short-

83 Young 2004: 124, 201-220.
84 Chan 2012.
85 Casey & Lowe 2000: 196.
86 Murray & Mayne 2001.
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term tenants with the benefit of comprehensive artefact analysis and detailed recording of the
relevant occupation deposits.
Interestingly, the artefacts from the underfloors and cesspits at Steam Mill Street have yielded
much the same results. Ceramics representing tableware and teaware were all of a type that was
easily available, affordable and replaceable, with no distinction between the assemblages of
owner/occupiers and considerably poorer tenants. The ceramic assemblage from the Moroneys’
residences were more characteristic of what we might expect of their poorer neighbours than what
might be expected of a family that ran a successful business and owned at least two properties.
Similarly, where more refined tastes were detected they were not restricted to the wealthier family.
Some sophistication in taste was found in the choices of smoking pipes and a well-made woman’s
shoe from House 987, where a string of tenants including blacksmiths and engine drivers were
resident.
As with the ‘Little Lon’ site, percentages of items classified by function or activity were also
remarkably similar across all houses where activity-based analysis was appropriate, regardless of
apparent wealth or poverty. However, further analysis of the items indicated some small
differences in the assemblages. For instance the artefacts associated with sewing from the
underfloor deposits of House 13 showed a level of versatility and range of equipment that might
indicate a commercial undertaking or else a sophisticated expression of a lady’s leisure befitting the
middle-class aspirations of someone like Mary Ann Moroney.
The latter explanation may be a more appealing interpretation of the assemblage if we subscribe to
the notion that there should be a distinguishing expression of status within the Moroney’s artefacts.
Lawrence and Davies have observed that it was the ‘more affluent women’ of the 19th century that
‘had the leisure time to produce fancywork, embroidering, crocheting, and beading the cushioncovers, lampshades, tablecloths and antimacassars that adorned the fashionable Victorian drawing
room’.88 While we would not presume that the Moroneys had the luxury of a fashionable drawing
room, it is certainly likely that they aspired to have one, and the expression of status through this
medium may explain its absence in the rest of the assemblage.
In order to shed further light on the nature of the sewing practices at No. 13, the Moroney’s sewing
assemblage can be usefully compared to that of House 15 at the CSR site, where artefact analysis of
underfloor deposits from several houses revealed the presence of a commercial sewing endeavour
by at least one of the occupants at (CSR) House 15.89 These two assemblages, CSR House 15 and
Steam Mill Street House 13, shared certain characteristics that their neighbours’ assemblages did
not, such as the presence of more specialised tools, the greater variety within each artefact type
and the sheer quantity of sewing-related and clothing-related artefacts relative to the other houses
in the street. However, the proportion of the corpus of artefacts represented by sewing-related
objects was different in both cases. At the CSR site, House 15 contained a far greater proportion of
sewing-related artefacts relative to other types than was found at the neighbouring properties,
further cementing the interpretation of commercial sewing at the premises.90 In contrast, at Steam
Mill Street, comparison of the underfloor deposit beneath the kitchen of No. 13 with its neighbours
revealed a very similar proportion of sewing-related artefacts to other types. However, while the
relative amount of sewing activity was similar to the adjacent households, it was of a more creative
nature at No. 13. For instance, the proportion of beads was far higher at House 13 (40.1%
87 All information regarding miscellaneous identification and analysis in this synthesis has been taken from Stocks 2013,

Vol 3, Section 8.2.
88 Lawrence & Davies 2011: 315.
89 Casey 2004: 27-43.
90 Casey 2004: 38.
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compared to 27.6% at House 19 and just 8.5% at House 7) and in number alone the beads at House
13 far outstripped those in neighbouring houses (894 compared to 348 at House 19 and just 25 at
House 7). In addition, this comparison only refers to material from the kitchen at House 13. When
the beads from the addition at the back of the house are included, the numbers are even more
persuasive (a further 138 beads representing 33.6% of the total assemblage from that room).
There is arguably evidence for either commercial sewing being undertaken at House 13 or possibly
more leisurely activity depending on the view taken of the assemblage. Interestingly, Lawrence and
Davies argue that the proportion of bobbins to pins in an assemblage can be indicative of
decoration versus plain sewing, noting that the ratio of bobbins to pins at the Little Lon site (1:92)
compared to those at the Viewbank site (1:28) indicates that the women at Viewbank spent
proportionately more time on decoration, in keeping with the leisurely standards of their class.91 If
we were to use this measure at House 13, we would surely interpret the assemblage as
overwhelmingly representing plain sewing, with a bobbin to pin ratio of 1:314. If we measured
using only lacemaking bobbins it would be 1:628.
House 19 also had a considerable amount of sewing-related material in its underfloor deposit,
including some items which suggested similar activities or attitudes to those displayed at House 13.
However, a comparison of these deposits may not be entirely appropriate. The high number of all
types of artefact in the underfloor deposit beneath the front room of House 19 is no doubt a
reflection of the intensive use of that space when it was the only ground floor room in the house.
Because it effectively represents 100 per cent of the ground floor use for around 20 years, the
underfloor deposit in this room is likely to skew interpretation when compared to the other houses
in the street in terms of artefact numbers. This is because the other houses had at least one more
ground floor room in which similar activities could hypothetically be undertaken, despite those
rooms not having a comparable underfloor build-up in which those activities could have been
represented archaeologically. It is therefore possible that some activities appear over-represented
in the front room of House 19 when compared to a single room in a house that had at least one
other on the ground floor.
When this is considered, House 13 stands out dramatically in terms of artefact numbers and in
particular, sewing-related material. However, further comparable studies are needed to be able to
more accurately interpret the assemblage at No. 13.
3.7.8.4 Other Considerations
The inclusion of some artefacts contained in the underfloor deposits could not be easily explained
through the usual causes of instant loss, (an object disappears through a gap in the floor as soon as
it is dropped and cannot be retrieved), or through actions of sweeping or cleaning. Pins, marbles
and possibly thimbles might most commonly belong in the first category, while fragments of broken
smoking pipes, ceramics and glass might be considered to be in the second. However, some objects
did not fit convincingly into either scenario. For instance, the underfloor deposit beneath the front
room of House 19 contained objects such as a purse frame, a horse buckle, a belt or horse buckle, a
whistle and chain, a fiddle pattern teaspoon and bone knife or fork handles. All of these items were
relatively large, remarkably intact and were of a type and size that makes instant loss or sweeping
an unconvincing (but of course not impossible) cause for their deposition.
Considering the intensive use of the space that would have been necessary before the construction
of the second ground floor room in House 19, and the use of space that we have seen
demonstrated in the other houses above, it is possible that the deposition of these items is related
91 Lawrence & Davies 2011: 316.
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to loss during storage and movement. These two states would have been of a frequently occurring
and highly dynamic nature in a room that was required to be used for different purposes at
different times of the day. This may mean that there was no dedicated spaces for certain objects to
remain when not in use, and that objects may have been in a state of semi-mobile storage as the
function of the room changed throughout the day. As discussed above, this way of ordering space,
where there is no permanently dedicated place for any one type of object, has been observed in a
squatter settlements where space is highly prized and equally versatile. Such studies can give us an
insight into why incongruous objects are found in some locations when space is limited and
intensively used. Kellet and Tipple have observed that in a New Delhi bustee, items such as bangles
that a family has purchased or made and wish to sell ‘are stored on the floor, hung from the ceiling
or placed on a shelf’ when not directly in use.92 These locations are not traditionally associated
with jewellery but they reflect the need to constantly and resourcefully use space and surfaces to
temporarily store objects when appropriate furniture or space is unavailable.
A similar use of space can be expected in a house such as No. 19 where a single ground floor room
had to serve many living requirements for much of its occupation. The action of moving and storing
different items during the activities of the day may cause loss when objects are temporarily stored
inappropriately; on the floor under a table, next to the fireplace or next to furniture or even
forgotten (fallen behind furniture during temporary storage). In this way it might be possible to
suggest that there was a certain dynamism to the changing state of the living space in House 19 that
was not always efficient or satisfactory. It might serve to explain the presence of horse and belt
buckles as well as cutlery and objects such as the purse frame in the underfloor deposits. This way
of understanding living space allows for the consideration of objects and spaces when they are not
directly in use but are nevertheless active. More importantly it offers an insight into the day-to-day
living conditions of working-class or lower middle-class families, and suggests that the living space
was one that was constantly re-imagined as it was reorganised throughout the day. Objects of the
kind described at House 19 were found in the underfloor deposits of all of the houses. Rather than
disorder or carelessness, it may reflect the perpetual cycle of transferring objects from location to
location, as surfaces are needed or become available, and the inevitable loss or breakage that
occurs because of such actions.
This idea could be usefully tested by comparing these deposits to houses where semi-permanent or
permanent storage of items is likely to have existed for objects not directly in use, and where
spaces are dedicated to the performance of only one or two tasks. Such conditions are likely to
have existed in middle class houses and certainly in upper class residences.
3.7.9 Summary of Results
The archaeological remains of seven houses on the southern side of Steam Mill Street were found in
Area 8. The archaeological material dated from before the sale of the vacant lots (c.1850) until the
demolition of the houses in 1899.
Preserved at the site were the footings of the houses, the layered surfaces in the yards, cesspits,
material from the underfloor cavities of the ground floor rooms and the flagged laneways which
bounded the block on its southern and eastern sides. The excavated houses were some of the
largest in the neighbourhood, and occupied elongated lots which contained stables and workshops
in their yards. The houses were all two-storey. Three of the owners were occupiers who also
owned neighbouring lots which they rented out. Despite this apparent (relative) affluence, one of
the households was singled out as an example of the deplorable nature of the neighbourhood in
1876 when the street was visited by inspectors from the Sydney City and Suburban Sewage and

92 Kellett & Tipple 2000: 204.
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Health Board, and was occupied by two families on at least one occasion.93 In 1877, two of the
owner/occupiers were fined by the Inspector of Nuisances for ‘allowing offensive and unwholesome
matter on their respective premises’.94 By 1879, and possibly earlier, the rear of the yards were just
16 feet (4.8m) from the PN Russell engineering works. Other foundry buildings surrounded the
block on its western and eastern sides.
Despite the social distinction between owner/occupiers and renters in the street, the occupation
material from the cesspits and underfloor cavities pointed to households of similarly unremarkable
status. Two of the owner/occupiers were widowed relatively early, and this may explain some
frugality. However, both received income from the rented property next door and both continued
living in the family house. One of the widows later advertised to buy a cottage piano, suggesting
that despite the lack of status in their everyday items of crockery and glass, there was some level of
luxury amongst the unwholesome neighbours and toxic air.
Spatial and activity-based analysis of the underfloor deposits, combined with the historical
information, suggested that the kitchens of the houses were all intensively used for a number of
different purposes, and that even those of the more affluent households showed signs of
resourceful uses of space. The yard deposits suggested that the lives of the residents were heavily
coloured by the nearby foundry, with most of the surfacing material being re-used industrial waste.
The archaeological material from Area 8 has raised questions about the working class/lower middle
class divide as represented by the material culture of the private sphere. It suggests that while
working-class people with middle-class aspirations may have projected a higher status publicly,
their private lives, as represented by the intimacy of the kitchen underfloors, may have very closely
resembled their less fortunate working-class neighbours. This was not only reflected in items such
as ceramics that are established symbols of status but also in the organisation and use of space.
The archaeological material from this excavation also has the potential to contribute to the wider
picture of urban life and class in Sydney. The comprehensive artefact analysis and recording has
made it possible to easily and accurately compare this site with the excavation and analysis of
similarly constituted sites in the future.

93 Sydney City and Suburban Sewage and Health Board, ‘Eleventh Progress Report’, LAV&P 1875-6 (5): 609.
94 Sydney Morning Herald 22 January 1877 p 2.
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