
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 Remnant sandstone footings of William Hutchinson’s house located in the southwest corner 
of the site.  

Executive Summary 
 
Background 
The archaeological investigation at 420-426 Pitt Street and 36-38 Campbell Street, Haymarket, was 
undertaken under Heritage Council approval, under S140 of the NSW Heritage Act 1977 – 
2004/S140/025.  The archaeological program ran for ten days between 14 and 30 March 2005.  
Meriton was the client for the project.  The excavation occurred prior to the redevelopment of the site 
into a multi-storey residential development with commercial space on the Campbell Street frontage, 
with the Pitt Street frontage retained to maintain the commercial frontage.  The development also 
required the bulk excavation for below ground car parking.  
 
Results of the Archaeological Investigation 
The area investigated was an L-shaped property around the extant Chamberlain Hotel, located on the 
northeast corner of Pitt and Campbell streets, Haymarket.  The footprint of the Chamberlain Hotel 
was not within the area investigated.  Due to the impacts of the Hazel & Moore building and the 
extant buildings at 420–426 Pitt Street the archaeological excavation did not cover the whole of this 
L-shaped property.  The area investigated measured up to 29m east to west and 21m north to south, 
covering an area of approximately 470 sq m. 
 
Unfortunately the site had been cut down and there were major impacts associated with twentieth 
century developments over a large area of the site.  As a result much of the archaeology had been 
destroyed.  All evidence relating to two c1845 houses with later nineteenth-century Chinese 
occupation had been destroyed by impacts from later twentieth-century buildings.  In addition the site 
was also disturbed in the northwest corner and central sections by impacts from a motor garage 
which occupied a large part of the site.  Also as a consequence of the impacts no evidence was found 
identifiably associated with Aboriginal occupation or pre-1788 topography. 
 
The archaeological excavation had the potential to yield remains associated with the early brickfield-
period as well as remains of an 1830s sandstone house belonging to the successful emancipist 
William Hutchinson, with its associated gardens and stable buildings.   
 
The surviving remains included: 

 Remains of Hutchinson’s stables buildings located in the northeast corner of the site. 
 Remains of a sandstock brick driveway associated with Hutchinson’s stables. 
 Evidence of site preparation activities prior to the stables construction. 
 Limited evidence of Hutchinson’s garden. 
 Locally manufactured lead-glazed and slipped earthenware found in specific deposits relating 

to site drainage. 
 Remains of the post-1865 Agricultural Hotel. 

 
A total of 442 items, consisting of 973 sherds, were found during the archaeological program 
undertaken at the site of 420–426 Pitt Street and 36–38 Campbell Street, Haymarket.  The majority of 
the artefacts recovered were from imported fills and do not relate specifically to activities undertaken 
on the site.  These artefacts were predominately ceramics.  Five drainage fills located in the northeast 
area of the site are thought to post-date the construction of the Hutchinson’s stables.  These five 
deposits are notable for the high proportion of locally-manufactured ceramics recovered; including 
lead glazed, slipped and self-slipped earthenware.  The similarity between the fills suggests they were 
part of the same event when fill was introduced to the site in an attempt to alleviate drainage 
problems.  This event occurred soon after the construction of the stable buildings.  It is probable that 
these drainage fills were sourced from a nearby local pottery waste dumps.  
 
An archaeological excavation undertaken in 2008 at 710–722 George Street, Haymarket, on the 
corner of Campbell Street, included the possible location of part of the pottery belonging to the early 



 

 

ii 

Sydney potter Thomas Ball.  The site yielded four large pits filled with lead-glazed wasters, and 
although analysis of the ware is still in its preliminary stages, it has already been noted that the lead-
glazed ware has marked similarities to that found at the Pitt and Campbell Streets site.  The location 
of a pottery so close by would make it an ideal source for drainage fill material.   
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Archaeological Investigation 
420–426 Pitt Street & 36–38 Campbell Street 

Haymarket 
 
1.0 
 

Introduction 

1.1 Background 
The area investigated is an L-shaped property around the extant Chamberlain Hotel, located on the 
northeast corner of Pitt and Campbell Street, Haymarket (Fig 1.1).  The footprint of the Chamberlain 
Hotel is not within the area investigated.  Due to the impacts of the Hazel & Moore building and the 
extant buildings at 420–426 Pitt Street the archaeological excavation did not cover the whole of this 
L-shaped property (Fig 1.2).  The area investigated measured up to 29m east to west and 21m north 
to south, covering an area of approximately 470 sq m. The excavation occurred prior to the 
redevelopment of the site into a multi-storey residential development with commercial space on the 
Campbell Street frontage, with the Pitt Street frontage retained to maintain the commercial frontage.  
The development also required the bulk excavation for below ground car parking. 
 
The archaeological excavation of the study area ran for ten days between 14th and 30th March 2005.  
Several days within this time period were spent off site due to heavy rain.  The site was first opened 
up using a mechanical excavator under the supervision of an archaeologist.  Overburden and modern 
deposits were removed down to recognisable archaeological deposits.  This created an open area for 
more detailed excavation of archaeological features. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1.1: Location plan. 
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Figure 1.2: 1938 Water Board plan showing the layout of buildings in 2005 prior to demolition.  The pink 

boundary denotes the general study area, however the extant terraces at 420 to 426 Pitt Street 
and the impacts of the Hazel & Moore building at 36 to 38 Campbell Street meant that the 
actual archaeological investigation was within a more reduced area, marked in green. 

 
 
1.2 Authorship 
The final report was written by Rowan Ward under the supervision of Dr Mary Casey, Director, 
Casey & Lowe who also reviewed this report.  Major contributions were by Tim Adams (trench 
report) and Rowan Ward (ceramics).  Franz Reidel directed the archaeological program in association 
with Mary Casey.  Tony Lowe managed site issues and co-ordinated with Franz.  Tim Adams, Jill 
Miskella and Glen Suey assisted Franz with site work.  Franz Reidel also drew and inked the site 
plans.  Tim Adams annotated the site plans for the final report with additional work by Jill Miskella.  
Various people catalogued the artefacts: Rowan Ward (ceramics), Jeanne Harris (glass), Robyn 
Stocks (miscellaneous, metals and building materials). 
 
 
1.3 Report Methodology 
This report presents a summary of the results of the archaeological program in Section 3.  This is 
based on the Trench Report (Appendix 3).  The historical background in Section 2 draws on existing 
research undertaken by Mary Casey (1999) on the early brickfields and pottery manufacturing.  
Section 4 is a brief overview discussion of the artefacts recovered from the site and Section 5 is a 
response to the most relevant research questions.  The archaeological plan which illustrates the 
remains found during the archaeological program is reproduced within the body of the report.   
 
A specialist report on the ceramics recovered was written and forms the basis for much of the 
discussion in Section 4.  This report is reproduced in full in Appendix 4.  When discussing any of the 
artefacts found all the numbers refer to the minimum item count (MIC) unless specifically stated 
otherwise.  The report was written prior to work undertaken on a main type series for locally 
manufactured lead-glazed and slipped earthenwares and the discoveries in 2008 at 710–722 George 
Street, Haymarket. 
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Figure 1.3: Plan showing area of detailed excavation and recording.   
 
 
1.4 Research Design1

A series of research questions were identified as part of the permit application and based on questions 
developed by Mary Casey for sites in the Haymarket and Surry Hills, including at DMR, Haymarket 
and 19–41 Reservoir Street, Surry Hills. 
 

 

1. Aboriginal Occupation and Pre-1788 Topography 
While we expect that the intensive European occupation of this area would have destroyed any 
evidence relating to Aboriginal material culture we do anticipate that there will be considerable 
evidence relating to the early topography of the area, the extent of clay deposits and other 
information including early plant species. 
 
2. Brickfields and Permissive Occupancy 
This phase of occupation may contain archaeological evidence that will relate to the following 
questions: 
 

i How the early Europeans set about clearing the land for extensive brickfield 
production. 

ii What type of early clay products were being produced beside from bricks?  Did 
these include clay roofing tiles, general household ceramics and other items? 

iii What is the evidence for how these clay products were moulded, fired, and dried?  
General question relating to the industrial process undertaken at the site. 

iv An area of interest is the origin of early lead-glazed ceramics.  Various 
archaeologists think they were imported from India, were made locally or came 
for somewhere else including the UK.  Possibly the material from this site will 

                                                      
1 See Casey & Lowe 2004a 
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help us understand more about early pottery production in NSW 
v It is likely that people were living in the Brickfields from the earliest days of the 

Colony.  Is there evidence to support this assertion?  If there is evidence of the 
conditions they were living under?  How limited was their material culture?  How 
does it relate to other evidence for early occupation of Sydney found in the Rocks?  
What are the differences? 

vi Other questions will relate to the evidence for early trading with other countries 
including England and China. 

 
 
3. Residential Occupation, Part of Town, from c1830 
This covers William Hutchinson’s occupation of the house on the corner of Pitt & Campbell Streets.   
 

i The type and nature of early private housing in Sydney.   
This site may contain some limited remains associated with William Hutchinson’s 
house and garden. Hutchinson was a successful emancipist and died wealthy. 
What type of house and grounds did he build in the early days of the colony?  We 
have a copy of the inventory taken of his house which provides some idea of its 
layout and we found evidence of a drain that fed from his garden to the north.  
Further evidence on the layout of the garden may indicate whether it was a 
vegetable garden or was purely ornamental.   

ii What can the artefacts, deposits and features associated with Hutchinson’s house 
and the other potential houses within the study area tell us about the living 
standards of the residents of the early Colony?  What changes are happening by 
the mid-nineteenth century to domestic markets and their relationship to trade with 
overseas countries and how are they reflected by the occupants of this site? 

iii Comparison of the archaeological remains from these houses may provide a 
valuable insight into the variation between different people living in the one 
location in early Sydney. 

 
 
4. Chinese Occupation, from 1880s 
At issue during this phase is the extensive xenophobic view held of the overseas Chinese in 
Australia.  Petitions were often sent to Parliament requesting the prohibition of Chinese immigration.  
There was a Royal Commission on the Chinese living in Sydney which focused upon the issues of 
gambling and opium smoking.  It is only recently that a history was written on the Chinese in Sydney 
by Shirley Fitzgerald, the first BA history thesis on the Chinese in the Haymarket was written in 
1994 and a Masters on the Chinese in the Rocks was completed in 1998 and published in 1999.2

i 

  
This suggests that we are only beginning to gain an understanding of the early occupation of the 
Chinese in Sydney.  The opportunity provided by the excavation of this site will add considerably to 
the picture we have of the Chinese in late nineteenth-century Sydney.  Casey & Lowe are currently 
working on reports for two sites, one in Surry Hills (Silknit House) and one in Parramatta (cnr 
George & Charles Street), involving Chinese occupation.  Volume 21 of Australasian Historical 
Archaeology, co-edited by Mary Casey has a series of papers on the archaeology of the Overseas 
Chinese.  These all offer a sound basis for analysis and comparative research on any substantive 
remains associated with the occupation of the study area by members of the overseas Chinese 
community.   
Questions that may be asked of the archaeological material include: 
 

The eventual occupation of the houses and shops by Chinese immigrants are expected 
to have significantly altered the patterns of use of the structures.  Were Chinese men 
crowding into the dwellings?  Were they used as gambling houses and opium dens? 

ii Does the material culture confirm that they were, in the main, poor men who sent 

                                                      
2  Shirley Fitzgerald; Jan Woods; Jane Lydon (1999). 
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most of their income back to China and therefore did not spend it on expensive 
consumer items? 

iii How does the changing ethnic mix of this part of the town fit into the theories of 
urbanisation held about nineteenth-century Sydney?  McCarty believes that: ‘In North 
America, but not in Australian cities, ghettos in the inner zone [of the city] housed 
new migrants with low social as well as economic status’.3

 
 

  This appears to be 
extensively contradicted by the history of the study area. 

5. Hotel Occupation and Billiard’s Room 
i Nature of deposits associated with the hotel and billiard’s room and artefacts relating 

to its use that may have been deposited with the yard area and survived the extensive 
twentieth-century occupation.  Are these remains typical of hotel deposits, did the 
hotel serve meals and provide accommodation?   

 
 
6. General questions addressed to all phases of the site relating to processes of Immigration, 

Urbanisation, the Economy and Consumerism, Gender, Ethnicity, Personal Identity and 
Material Culture. 

i What are the expectations of immigrants when they arrived in the early nineteenth 
century?  Were the expectations of convicts and free settlers different?  How do these 
aspirations represent themselves in the material culture of early nineteenth-century 
Sydney and late nineteenth-century Sydney?  How were these artefacts used to 
construct and re-construct personal identity once people arrived in the colony and 
experienced a different environment and social conditions?  

ii An examination of the archaeological material from all phases of the site’s occupation 
should help us understand the process of urbanisation in this part of the city.  The 
identified phases should relate to changes in the urbanisation of the city and the 
archaeological evidence of these phases should provide insight into how this process 
altered the material behaviour of the occupants of the site.  This process includes 
changes in sanitary practices, access to markets, domestication of the topography and 
other areas of evidence. 

iii The processes of urbanisation are also closely connected to questions relating to the 
economy and consumerism.  How and when people bought ceramics and other 
artefacts can help us begin to understand the behaviour of these early European 
occupants. 

iv A comparison of the remains from all phase of the occupation of the site should 
provide valuable information relating to questions of ethnicity and gender.  How the 
material culture reflects changing occupation of the structures.  Is the ethnicity of the 
occupants of the houses and shops, from all periods of occupation, identifiable in the 
archaeological record?  What is the nature of the evidence: refuse patterns, type of 
objects used, type of food eaten, cooking methods and so on?  Are difference in the 
material record of Chinese occupants and other European occupants attributable to 
aspects of gender relations as the Chinese were reputedly all men living together 
rather then to purely ethnic differences?   

v How does the evidence from this part of the city relate to or differ form other sites in 
the Haymarket, the Rocks and the Pyrmont-Ultimo peninsula? 

 
 
The above research questions were based upon both the historical information known about the study 
area as well as from the research design associated with the neighbouring archaeological excavation 
undertaken by Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd in 1995/1996 on the old DMR site (Department of Main 

                                                      
3 McCarty ‘Australian Capital Cities in the Nineteenth Century’ in C.B. Schedvin & J.W.  
  McCarty Urbanization in Australia, The Nineteenth Century, SUP, Sydney 1974:17.  
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Roads).  Although the archaeological excavation had the potential to yield remains associated with 
the early brickfield-period, some remains of William Hutchinson’s house with its associated gardens 
and stables buildings, and two c1845 houses with later Chinese occupation, the fact that the site had 
been cut down and there were major impacts associated with twentieth century developments over a 
large area of the site meant that much of the archaeology had been destroyed and evidence relating to 
many of the research questions was not therefore attainable. 
 
During the archaeological excavation it became evident that all evidence relating to the two c1845 
houses that had later Chinese occupation had been destroyed by impacts from later twentieth century 
buildings, and the site was also disturbed in the northwest corner and central sections by impacts 
from a motor garage that occupied a large part of the site, again in the twentieth century.  As a 
consequence of the impacts no evidence was found identifiably associated with Aboriginal 
occupation, pre-1788 topography, or Chinese occupation.  Although no clear evidence was found 
associated with the early brickfields, evidence of site preparation activities, probably post-dating 
William Hutchinson’s usage of the area, were found.  The archaeological excavation revealed 
evidence of the stables area associated with William Hutchinson’s house, as well as footings of the 
house.  In the area of the stables, both pre-dating and dating to their use, evidence was found of 
attempts to alleviate the drainage problems of this naturally sloping site, with large amounts of 
locally manufactured lead-glazed and slipped earthenware found in specific deposits relating to site 
drainage. 
 
 
1.5 Artefacts 
Twelve boxes of artefacts were recovered from the archaeological program: 
 Bricks    1 
 Building Materials   1 
 Ceramic   1 
 Chinese and stoneware  1 
 Lead glazed and slipped  3 
 Glass     2 
 Metal     1 
 Miscellaneous   1 
 Pollen/Soil    1 

 
The current plan is that these boxes of artefacts will be stored by Casey & Lowe as there is no state 
repository.  
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bev beverage 
btl bottle 
cham champagne 



Introduction 

 

8 

cl clear 
cond condiment 
dgr dark green 
Dia diameter 
elect electrical 
Eng England 
FD fabric decay 
fin finish 
frag fragment 
Fra France 
g/s gin/schnapps 
gr green 
h’hold household 
lbl light blue 
lgr light green 
misc miscellaneous 
nk neck 
o/v oil/vinegar 
ol olive 
perf perfume 
pharm pharmaceutical 
p/c pickle/chutney 
PU push up 
stemwre stemware 
tblw tableware 
Th thickness 
unid unidentified 
Ceramics 
% percentage 
alch alcohol 
attrib attributed 
Aus Australia 
bs base 
bev beverage 
black bottle blacking bottle 
blktp black transfer print 
bl flow blue flow 
bl hp blue hand painted 
bltp blue transfer print 
bltp pl blue transfer-printed pearlware 
bd body 
brntp brown transfer print 
Chinese porc Chinese porcelain 
cleric clerical 
cew coarse earthenware 
cont container 
cream w creamware 
dia diameter 
edge pearl edgeware pearlware 
ext exterior 
few fine earthenware 
fstw fine stoneware 
glz glazed 
grntp green transfer print 
hp hand painted 
hdl handle 
H height 
h’hold household 
int interior 
lead gl lead glaze 
maint maintenance 
med medicine 
MIC Minimum Item Count 
misc miscellaneous 
nk neck 
orna ornament 
pearl pearlware 
pers personal 
porc porcelain 
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ppl tp purple transfer print 
prep preparation 
salt gl salt glaze 
selfslip self slipped 
svfew semi-vitreous fine earthenware 
sh shoulder 
slip slipped 
sprigg sprigged 
stw stoneware 
store storage 
tblw tableware 
tea teaware 
tea/tblw teaware/tableware 
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UK United Kingdom 
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wgl mou white-glazed & moulded 
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Abbreviations used in Building Materials, Miscellaneous and Metals cataloguing and tables.  
 aes  copper alloy 
 approx  approximately 
 arch  architectural 
 Aus  Australia 
 au  gold 
 cleric  clerical 
 C.P.  chisel point 
 cu  copper 
 cnr  corner 
 C/W  cut & wrought 
 dk  dark 
 Dia  diameter 
 encr  encrusted 
 epns  silver plate 
 FD  fabric decay 
 fe  iron 
 furn  furniture 
 frag  fragment 
 Germ  Germany 
 hd  head 

  H  height 
 H.F.  hand forged 
 h’hold  household 
 incl  including 
 ind  industrial 
 jew  jewellery 
 LHS  left hand side 
 L  length 
 l.  light 
 mach  machine 
 M/C  mixed & crushed 
 m/pce  mouth piece 
 nr  near 
 obv  obverse 
 P M/C  poorly mixed & crushed 
 pb  lead 
 pers  personal 
 porc  porcelain 
 rec  recreation 
 rect  rectangular 
 RHS  right hand side 
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 sstock  sandstock 
 sctn  section 
 sew  sewing 
 shk  shank 
 sim  similar 
 sl  slightly 
 smkg  smoking 
 S.P.  sharp point 
 sq  square 
 stru  structural 
 Syd  Sydney 
 tblw  tableware 
 Th  thickness 
 unidentified  unidentified 
 W  width 
 wrtg  writing 
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2.0 Historical Background4

 
 

2.1 General Background 
The site, prior to European settlement, was on the lower side of what became known as Brickfield 
Hill.  Just to the south of the site a stream which rose in the Surry Hills area flowed northwest in the 
vicinity of Hay Street and across into the southern section of Cockle Bay (Darling Harbour) which 
was later reclaimed.  The area to the south of Campbell Street was low and swampy.  Aboriginal 
people would have made use of this area, both for freshwater and for food, for many centuries before 
1788. 
 
The early plans show the site somewhat outside the early town of Sydney.  It would however have 
been impacted at an early stage by the clearance and subsequent use of the area as ‘Brickfield 
Village’.  The area, described as the head of Cockle Bay, was in use as early as March 1788 for 
brickmaking as well as land being set aside for agriculture.5

At somewhat less than a league from the camp (Sydney Cove) there is plenty of good clay, and 
capital brick-kilns are here established and this, tho’ a scanty village, is, I assure you, a much 
frequented and pleasant walk.

  A plan of Sydney published in July 
1788 indicated the location for early brickmaking activities.  A description of the brickfields at that 
time noted that: 

6

His excellency the Governor has set on foot a brick manufactory, which succeeds to his wishes, 
having already burnt several thousands for his own house.

 
 
Another record on the same day in July remarked that: 

7

Another mention of the brickfield in August 1799 discusses a case of murder where a body was 
dumped in a clay pit but a line of blood from the pit led back to the (nearby) house.

 
 

8

The 1830s in Sydney saw the predominance of the wool industry over other primary industries and a 
burgeoning of secondary industries and of the professional and merchant classes.

   
 
The original part of the brickfields centred on the blocks between Campbell, Elizabeth, Goulburn and 
George Streets.  This includes the current study area.  There had also been brickmaking in the area 
which became Hyde Park, to the north of Liverpool Street.  As the clay resources were used up in the 
original brickfield area, brickmaking activities spread out towards Darling Harbour and Surry Hills. 
 
 
Sydney 1830–1851 

9  The population of 
Sydney in 1836 was 21,361.  In 1842 the City of Sydney was incorporated.10  At this time the city’s 
population was about 30,000 but by 1851 it reached 44,240.11  It is only by 1851 that the urban 
population reaches a balance with adult males constituting 31.8 per cent rather than as much as 50 
per cent of the population as they did in 1836.12

The processes toward the urbanisation of Sydney were reinforced by the economic successes of the 
pastoral industry and were evidenced by a building boom in the late 1830s.

  The city area contained the largest concentration of 
Sydney’s population. 
 

13

                                                      
4 Historical background is taken from Casey & Lowe 2003. 
5 Kerr, The Haymarket and the Capitol, p.2, quoting David Collins. 
6 Journal and Letters of Daniel Southwell, 1788-1792, in HRNSW  Series 1, Volume 2:691. 
7 The British Museum Papers, 1785-1795, in HRNSW  Series 1, Volume 2:745. 
8 A letter from the Rev. William Henry to the London Missionary Society, 20 August 1799, in HRNSW Series 
1, Volume 3:711. 
9 Edwards 1978:43. 
10 Fitzgerald 1992:25. 
11 Fitzgerald 1992:28. 
12 Linge, Table 3.8, p.68. 
13 Edwards 1978:49; Fitzgerald 1992:34. 
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about 5,500 houses in the central area which increased to 8,500 by 1851.14  Many of these new 
buildings were workers’ cottages erected in close proximity to their workplace.15  The construction of 
small houses often ensured a return on the investment after three years.16

There was an economic depression in the 1840s.  The general picture was one of depressed trading 
conditions, high wages and a shortage of skilled labour, following the cessation of transportation in 
1841.  Yet business successes were still happening with the establishment and growth of the 
Australian Gas Light Company which supplied 49 customers when it began in May 1841.

  Thus the boom in jerry-
built tenant housing in the 1830s was partly responsible for the development of Sydney’s urban 
slums in the 1880–1900s. 
 

17

The period following 1851 saw the beginning of the gold rush and a long period of economic boom 
rather than a series of short economic booms and busts.  It is during this period that urbanisation 
becomes more pronounced with the undertaking of various public maintenance programs by the new 
municipal council.  Among the duties of the municipal government was the maintenance of roads.  
Most time and money was spent on looking after George Street and other major through roads.  But 
general road conditions were poor, with Liverpool Street having only ‘rough guttering’ in 1855.

 
 
 
Sydney 1851–1870s 

18

The boom resulted in high rental prices due to the influx of gold seekers.  One example of a rent 
increase was for a house in Bourke Street where the weekly rent went from 8 shillings to 45 
shillings.

 
 

19

...the Sydney Municipal Council was plagued by administrative inexperience, inefficiency and, 
most importantly, a chronic lack of finance.  With inadequate powers granted to it by the colonial 
legislature, the Council was unable to force landlords and speculative builders to connect even 
new houses to the water supplies, and, given the limited funds available, the provision of formed 
roads, sewerage and drainage was exasperatingly slow.

  The development of the leasehold housing by small-scale developers in Surry Hills 
suggests that this activity was in line with general economic and building trends in 1850/60s Surry 
Hills. 
 
From this period onwards city land became scarcer.  The quality and type of speculative and rental 
houses being built was not constrained under any sort of legislative control. 

20

the Riley Estate the newer houses were far superior to those in the older parts of town and were 
occupied by ‘steady, respectable mechanics’, but not more than one in a hundred could boast a 
drain or a sink.

 
 
In 1859 as another in the continuing cycle of economic depression hit and started causing mass 
unemployment, the Legislative Assembly established a select committee to investigate the conditions 
of working-class housing.  The select committee noted that much of the housing stock in Surry Hills 
was poorly built, with poor or no drainage or ventilation.  But on, 

21

Between 1851 and 1871 Sydney’s population increased by 30,000 to c74,000 people.

 
 

22  The 
burgeoning population placed more pressure on accommodation requirements.  From 1871 to 1891 
Cook Ward, which is mostly Surry Hills, saw its population rise from about 15,000 to about 30,000 
inhabitants.23

                                                      
14 Fitzgerald 1992:33. 
15 Fitzgerald 1992:36. 
16 Fitzgerald 1992:33-37. 
17 Linge 1979:94. 
18 Fitzgerald 1992:53. 
19 Keating 1991:32. 
20 Keating 1991:32. 
21 Keating 1991:35, taken from the Select Committee on the Condition of the Working Classes, p. 1268. 
22 Mayne 1982: Appendix 1. 
23 Fitzgerald 1987:20. 
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increased the stress on the available accommodation resource.  Surry Hills now contained the largest 
population of the city wards. 
 
From 1860s and 1870s Surry Hills saw a change in the population mix with more middle class 
freeholders moving into the area and replacing the gentry who had lived on Old South Head Road 
(Oxford Street) at Lyons Terrace or in Riley and Bourke Streets.  Apparently by 1871, 46 per cent of 
all Surry Hills landlords actually lived in the area.24

The period from 1870 to 1890 was one of economic growth.  Fitzgerald believes that this growth, 
both of population and economics, was not accompanied by the provision of public amenities.

 
 
 
Sydney 1870s to 1890 

25

There are numerous examples of the poor public amenity in Surry Hills during this period.  In 1875 it 
was noted that all drainage in Surry Hills was open and aboveground, with none below ground.

  
Rather, the privately-funded growth far outstripped the amenities such as sewerage, water, public 
housing and transport.  Fitzgerald cites the lack of urban planning and legislation as being 
responsible for many of the social problems that existed throughout the latter part of the nineteenth 
century.  These social problems of sub-standard living conditions were visible through poor housing, 
poor health standards, high infant mortality rates, lack of public services and trade union upheavals. 
 

26  
Sydney’s population, including municipalities, increased markedly with more than half the 
population residing within the city in 1871 and this population trebled by 1891.27

The area around Surry Hills was full of possible employers for the working-class residents.  There 
was usually casual building trade work, a brickyard in Cleveland Street, a quarry in Bourke Street, a 
coach-building works and many other commercial and industrial establishments.  These provided the 
attraction for the lower paid workers to live in less than desirable conditions.

 
 

28

repeatedly demonstrated the emphasis placed by many working people upon domestic neatness 
and household ornamentation, which together served as the foundation of bourgeois 
respectability.  The signs were there to be seen and their significance appreciated.  That they 
generally were not appreciated underlined the distorting influence of the unconscious cultural 
arrogance with which middle-class visitors observed the unfamiliar environment of the City 
slums.

  This debate over 
access and amenity is a re-occurring theme in the development of urbanisation in Sydney. 
 
Inspections of working-class housing by health inspectors of the City Corporation continued from 
1880 into the 1890s.  Mayne noted that these inspections: 

29

During the early 1890s a major economic depression hit Australia that was one of the three worst 
depressions in Australian history.  ‘Between 1890 and 1895 a number of major banks crashed, 
national output fell by about 30 per cent, and employment and income dropped disastrously as a 
result’.

 
 
 
1890 to 1920 

30  During the depression, Sydney suffered high levels of unemployment, especially in the 
building trades.31

                                                      
24 Keating 1991:37 from Kass.  
25 Fitzgerald 1987:1-10. 
26 SC&SS&HB, First Progress Report, V&P, LC, 1875: 4.342.Q26-30. 
27 Fitzgerald 1987:18f. 
28 Mayne 1982:113. 
29 Mayne 1982:117. 
30 Buckley & Wheelwright 1988:190. 
31 Keating 1991:55ff. 
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Following the First World War attention again turned to the identification of congested or slum 
areas.  Much of this work was undertaken in 1919 and 1920 by the City Surveyor.  He defined the 
context and use of the term slum: 

Whilst recognising that the term slum area as generally understood in older countries and defined 
as “A foul back street of a City, especially one filled with a poor, dirty, degraded and often 
vicious population; any low neighbourhood or dark retreat” is practically non-existent as far as 
the City of Sydney is concerned, we yet are of the opinion that certain areas are so congested and 
so devoid of adequate means of ingress and egress, and the usual amenities of modernly planned 
areas, that it is advisable in the interests of public health and generally in the public interest that 
such areas be resumed or acquired with a view to improving or re-modelling.32

2.2 The Brickfields 

 
 

It seems obvious that by the 1920s Council saw some of the city’s older and smaller housing as 
incompatible with the commercial centre that had emerged in the previous thirty years.  Grand 
emporiums could stand only streets away from crowded residential precincts, with houses left 
dilapidated by constantly changing tenants and landlords not willing to provide regular maintenance.  
Increasing road traffic saw the need to widen older narrow streets.  The attribution of ‘slum’ had less 
to do with sub-standard living conditions than social engineering and the decision by Council to act 
as the arbiters of respectability.  Regularity could be enforced by resuming whole blocks of housing, 
demolishing the lot, widening the roads and providing space for the new commercial buildings that 
inevitably filled the gap.  The Council was not at any point concerned with retaining the inhabitants 
within the city area and did not attempt to provide alternate housing. 
 
 

In 1802 the study area was still well outside the town of Sydney, the built-up area stopping before it 
reached the old burial ground, where the Town Hall now stands.  Lesueur’s Plan of the Town of 
Sydney, however, depicts allotments and houses on both sides of the stream (Fig. 2.1), labelled 
‘Brickfield Village, where there are manufacturies of tiles, pottery, crockery, etc’.  In Meehan’s 1807 
plan (Fig. 2.2) the buildings in this area are shown in a much more haphazard layout, with the 
notation, ‘These Houses are irregularly Built - very few of them good’.  The study area is labelled as 
‘brick-fields’. 
 
An early report on the work undertaken within the brickfields themselves, a decade after they were 
first begun, indicates that they were at this time still a rather inefficient industry.  Collins (1798:277-
78) is here reporting his observations concerning the work that went into making a soldiers’ barracks: 

Another barrack for officers was got up this month at Sydney; but, for want of tiles, was 
only partly covered in… 
The great want of tiles that was occasionally felt, proceeded from their being only one 
person in the place who was capable of moulding tiles, and he could never burn more 
than thirty thousand tiles in six weeks, being obliged to burn a large quantity of bricks in 
the same kilns. It required near sixty-nine thousand bricks to complete the building of one 
barrack, and twenty-one thousand tiles to cover it in.   The number of tiles rendered 
useless by carriage, and destroyed in the kilns, was estimated at about three thousand in 
each kiln, and fifteen thousand were generally burnt off at a time.   

To furnish bricks for these barracks, and other buildings, three gangs were constantly at 
work, finding employment for three overseers and about eight convicts.  

To convey these materials from the brickfield to the barrack-ground, a distance of about 
three-quarters of a mile, three brick-carts were employed, each drawn by twelve men, 
under the direction of one overseer. Seven hundred tiles, or three hundred and fifty 
bricks, were brought by each cart, and every cart in the day brought either five loads of 
bricks, or four of tiles. 

The above description indicates that skilled workmen were still lacking within the industry, with high 
demand outstripping supply, kilns had to be juggled between firing tiles and firing bricks, and stock 
wastage was high due to both losses in the kiln during firing and also during transportation. 
                                                      
32 City Surveyor’s Office, Minute Paper, 17th March, 1919, CRS 34/149/19:1.  
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By 1822 the town had extended down to Liverpool Street and many scattered houses are shown on 
the northern side of the stream.33

The street layout in the area was settled in the 1820s, the lines of Castlereagh and Pitt Streets being 
extended southwards.  By June 1829 a cattle market was opened in the area between Hay and 
Campbell Streets immediately to the south of the site.

  There is no street grid depicted, unlike in the town proper.  The 
brickmaking moved from the area as the available clay was used up or as the encroaching town made 
the process objectionable or uncommercial. 
 

34  In 1833 hay and corn markets were also 
opened on the other side of Pitt Street.35

 although less occupied by expensive buildings, is remarkable for the neatness and 
cheerful appearance displayed by most of the cottages with which it is lined on either 
side; the small garden plots before them, their shaded verandahs, and the regularity of 
design which many of them display, taken altogether, not only please the eye and 
gratify the taste, but also have a direct tendency to recall the rustic beauties of Old 
England to the memory of every one who can think of the land he has left, and rejoice 
in the land now his home.

  These markets remained an important part of the locality for 
the next fifty years and their commercial pull would have exerted a powerful influence on the use of 
the buildings in the study area, particularly along Campbell Street.  From 1831 the plans of Sydney 
show how the study area had become part of the town proper.  The frontages of the new streets were 
already dotted with buildings.  After holding it by lease from 1823 the study area was granted in 
1831 to William Hutchinson, who had extensive landholdings in the Colony (Fig. 2.3). 
 
In the 1830s the southern part of Pitt Street south of Park Street was: 
 

36

In 1838 a major piece of public works saw Brickfield Hill (George Street) reduced in height and 
made more gradual in gradient and the spoil used to reclaim the southern end of Cockle Bay and to 
elevate the southern part of George Street.

 
 

37

 Third class residences collect about a few distinct centres, or form part of the town 
peculiar to themselves, generally in the lowest or least desirable localities.  In general 
third class residences appear of considerable age showing that the land has been long 
located. Durands Alley, the Rocks, the lower end of Sussex Street, the north part of 
Chippendale, & Market land are the chief and worst third class quarters.

  This earth and rock moving is not thought likely to have 
affected the study area. 
 
When W. Jevons visited the colony in 1858 and carried out his Social Survey of Australian Cities his 
attention was often drawn to the more depressed parts of the places he visited.  Although he doesn’t 
specifically mention the study area in particular he does mention ‘Durands Alley’ which was in the 
block immediately to the west of the study area, where Cunningham Street now is.  Jevons states 
that: 

38

It is however within this block of land that the bad features appear.  Several lanes of 
irregular angular shape proceed into it burdened by very closely packed & chiefly brick 

 
He further stated:  
 That part of Sydney where the lowest & vicious classes most predominate & where the 

abodes are of the worst possible description is the square block of land between George, 
Goulburn, Pitt, & Campbell Streets. 
Towards the first & last of these streets it is occupied by shops or business premises, and 
among which are no less than seven public houses or inns & two or three livery stables, a 
stable yard of large size. 

                                                      
33 Plan of the Town and Suburbs of Sydney, 1822, in Kelly & Crocker, 1978. 
34 SG, 18th June 1829. 
35 Fitzgerald, p.34. 
36 Maclehose 1939:72.  
37 Maclehose, Picture of Sydney and Strangers’ Guide in New South Wales for 1839, 69-70. 
38 Jevons 1858:3 
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cottages, the dirty low appearance of which defies description. Such is Durands Alley, 
some female inmate inhabitant of which is punished almost every day at the Police Court 
for offences chiefly connected with prostitution.  I walked through these miserable alleys 
which are quite shut out from common view & form almost blind alleys.  No more secure 
& private retreat for vice is afforded in Sydney.39

The markets on the other side of Campbell Street continued selling fruit and vegetable, the cattle 
having moved to Glebe Island, and in 1869, were housed in a new building called the Belmore 
Markets.  By 1872 they were the main outlet in Sydney for fruit and vegetables.

 
Jevons description of the block of land bounded by George, Goulburn, Pitt and Campbell Streets is 
just across the road from the study area.  By 1865 Hutchinson’s house on the corner of Pitt and 
Campbell Streets had become the Agricultural Hotel, becoming yet another public house in an area 
already well served by such establishments.  Jevons description of housing within close proximity to 
the study area does by association imply that the study area had become associated with an area 
renowned for its more dubious qualities by the middle of the nineteenth century. 
 

40  They were 
replaced in 1893 by the New Belmore markets on the site of the old Haymarket.41

 

  The Old Belmore 
Market was demolished in 1910 and replaced on the Castlereagh Street frontage by the Adelphi 
Theatre, later the Tivoli. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2.1: Detail from Leseur’s 1802 plan of Sydney showing a number of structures within Brickfield 

Village. British Library, Map Room, C5864-02.  

                                                      
39 Jevons 1858:18 
40 Kerr, p.5. 
41 Kerr, p.9. 
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Figure 2.2: Meehan’s 1807 plan showing the general vicinity of study area. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2.3: Detail of the study area in Harper’s 1822 plan.  Red box indicates study area.  William 

Hutchinson’s house on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets is not yet built.  State Records, 
Map Numbers SZ435 and SZ436. 
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Figure 2.4: 1837 General Post Office plan showing a house built on the corner of Campbell & Pitt Street, 
the site of the extant Chamberlain Hotel.   

 
 
The study area, and that particularly along Campbell Street, was therefore part of one of the busiest 
commercial sections of Sydney.  The closeness to the markets helps to explain the influx of the 
Chinese into the area from the 1880s.  Attracted by the general produce markets and the commercial 
opportunities many of the houses to the east at the ‘Old DMR site’ (Casey & Lowe 1994) were 
labelled ‘house & shop’ in the rate assessments.  Along Campbell Street there were stables and later 
garages, stores, restaurants and shops.  The Pitt Street terraces were used as boarding houses and 
there were shops and restaurants along Castlereagh Street.  A public house, called the Golden Fleece 
Hotel for much of its life, stood at the corner of Campbell and Castlereagh Streets from at least 1836 
while the Chamberlain Hotel on the corner of Pitt and Campbell is an early twentieth-century 
rebuilding of an earlier pub.42

In the 1930s the adjacent property, the former DMR site which surrounds the study area to the north 
and east, was largely made up of small commercial concerns although this was changing.  The three 
Pitt Street terraces (immediately north of the current study area) had been replaced by a furniture 
showroom and offices, the Belmore Buildings had replaced no. 44 Campbell Street, with cafes, 
Chinese grocers and merchants occupying the street frontage, while the Castlereagh Street frontage 
was dominated by the new DMR building which had replaced the old Simmons Buildings which 
were demolished by 1924.

 
 

43

2.3 The Brickfield Potters 

  The Broadcom Building would later replace the Chinese lodging house, 
laundry and herbalist shops at 303–307 Castlereagh Street.  More recently the remaining Chinese and 
small shop owners were replaced by the expanding DMR offices. 
 
 

Although the area was called Brickfield Hill, after its main industry, the production of pottery also 
occurred here from the earliest years of settlement, albeit in far lesser quantities than that of the brick 
                                                      
42 Emmanuel Martin was granted the licence for the Golden Fleece Inn in Castlereagh Street in 1836. AONSW 
    Hotel Licences. 
43 The property owner, Donald Cormack, offered the vacant land to the Council but it was not accepted.  PC, 
1924, p.515. 
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production.  Comparatively little is still known about Brickfield Hill and its inhabitants, with any rare 
early vignettes mainly concentrating on the brickmaking industry and its associated labour intensive 
activities.  An 1822 ‘Constables’ Notebook’ does include the names for inhabitants of the Brickfields 
and for Campbell Street, and in 1822 Thomas Ball, a potter, was identified as living with his wife and 
family in Campbell Street.44

Thomas Ball identified himself as the first to begin a pottery business in Sydney, apparently in the 
Brickfields and who, by 1823, had already been established for some 23 years when he requested the 
Colonial Secretary Goulburn to intercede in matters on his behalf.

 
 

45  Ball had a kiln and was 
evidently using an adjacent garden to dry his pottery.46  Mention of Ball is also found in the account 
of an Obed West, born in Pitt Row in 1807, who described Sydney streets during the 1820s and 
1830s, including the area of the Brickfields.47

 On the Haymarket corner was a potter named Ball who had a large block of ground, and 
there stood another wattle and daub house with a thatched roof.  All around the 
Haymarket at that time were wattle and daub houses, thatched, with gardens about them, 
principally occupied by soldiers….On the square now known as the Haymarket Square, 
were the Government Brickyards where the bricks required for the various Government 
establishments were made….The first toll gate stood at the Haymarket, near the boundary 
of Jones’s property, and then came a large paddock up to Hay Street.

  Obed describes George Street as follows: 

48

Obed’s description places Ball on the corner of George and Campbell Street, and although Ball’s 
name is not found in the most recent lists of early Australian potters he was known about in the 
1950s, when Brodsky suggested that he resided on the site of the ‘Woolpack Tavern’, on the corner 
of George and Campbell Streets.

 
 

49  An archaeological excavation at 710 to 722 George Street, which 
included the site of the Woolpack Inn, was recently completed and preliminary results suggest that 
this was indeed the site of a pottery, presumably associated with Thomas Ball.50

Another early potter was Samuel Skinner, who by the early 1800s was making domestic pottery.  
Skinner was a free settler, accompanying his convicted wife to the colony.  Mary Skinner was 
transported after being found guilty of shop lifting, and although Samuel was charged with receiving 
stolen goods, he was acquitted of the charge.

 
 

51  Skinner established his pottery in Pitt Row (Pitt 
Street), and recent research has indicated that it was located in the area between Hunter Street and 
Martin Place, around Angel Place, at what is now 115 Pitt Street.52

During the early years of settlement the production of pottery was intermittent and because there 
were no apprentices or a skilled base to rely on its very survival depended on skilled potters arriving 
from England.

  This places Skinner’s pottery at 
some distance to the north of the immediate study area and outside the brickfields. 
 

53  Governor Bligh evidently had little time for the potteries, calling them ‘trifling’, 
and in 1806 the only other known potter listed in the Sydney Gazette was the tobacco pipe maker 
William Cluer, and his wife Mary.54

The 1820s marks the move away from small pottery enterprises towards attempts to shift the 
production into more of an industrial scaled trade, signified by the arrival in 1819 of two men, both 
skilled potters convicted of burglary and transported to the colony aboard the ship the Recovery, 
Jonathan Leak and John Moreton.  Leak had worked with Enoch Wood in Burslem and Moreton had 

 
 

                                                      
44 Casey 1999:7 
45 Casey 1999:7 
46 Casey 1999:7 
47 West 1988 
48 West 1988 
49 Casey 1999:7 
50 Casey & Lowe 2008 
51 Ford 1995:12 
52 Godden Mackay Pty Ltd 1997:Appendix E, Chain of Title 
53 Casey 1999:8 
54 Casey 1999:8 
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worked with Josiah Wedgwood, and it appears that both men where immediately put to work at 
Brickfield Hill, in the Government Pottery which was under the control of Major Druitt, the Colonial 
Engineer.55  Both men eventually began their own pottery businesses at Brickfield Hill, within 
relative proximity to the study area – Leak within the block bordered by Elizabeth, Goulburn and 
Wentworth Streets and Moreton at the bottom of Elizabeth Street.56

The location of the Government Pottery does not appear on any early historical maps, with its general 
location generally noted in secondary sources as just being at Brickfield Hill.

 
 

57  It is thought that the 
Pottery was first established as early as 1819, by Governor Macquarie, and that once it was 
established its running was delegated to Major Druitt.58  The Major’s department was already 
responsible for the Government brick makers and the establishment of a pottery may have been seen 
as an effective means of employing the trained potters whose skills were at that stage being under-
utilised within the roles of brick and tile making.59It was however more likely that it was the need for 
utilitarian pottery goods to supply the expanding colony and especially the needs of government 
infrastructure which led to its development.  Jonathon Leak and John Moreton rented the Pottery 
from the Government for an annual fee, payable in pottery, and in 1822 the Pottery was home to both 
the Leak and Moreton families.  Moreton had been put in charge of the Pottery in 1820 and he 
continued as overseer until at least 1822, by which time he and Leak were renting it.60

It is unclear when, or even if, Moreton left the Government Pottery at this time, or if he instead 
simply took it over, but it does seem that he was running his own pottery, located in Elizabeth Street, 
at the bottom of Brickfield Hill.

  In September 
of that same year both he and Leak were granted tickets-of-leave.  In late 1822 Leak left to set up his 
own business nearby and by 1823 Moreton had established his own pottery. 
 

61  In 1826 John Moreton was arrested once again while attempting a 
burglary and subsequently had his ticket-of-leave cancelled and was sentenced to six years of hard 
labour, serving in a chain gang in Bathurst.62  It is at this stage that evidence appears to suggest not 
only that Moreton’s business was at the Government Pottery but also more of an indication of where 
the Pottery was situated.  It appears that very soon after Moreton was arrested and sent to Bathurst 
the Government Pottery was put up for lease, in March 1827.63

That Memoralists having been informed that the Government Pottery adjoining the 
Carters Barracks is about to be leased by Government…Memoralists begs leave to offer 
Government, an annual Rent of Thirty Five Pounds….

  Two of Jonathon Leak’s sons, Lewis 
and Stephen, petitioned the Colonial Secretary to lease the Pottery: 

64

The two brothers were unsuccessful in their application, with the lease instead being granted to 
another potter, David Hayes, who had arrived aboard the ship Asia in 1820 to serve a seven year 
sentence for stealing.  The 1828 census has Hayes still leasing the Pottery.

 
 

65  According to Ford 
(2001:17), Moreton’s sons continued to work within the pottery industry, on land near the 
Government Pottery, and after Moreton had served his sentence he returned to Sydney and joined his 
sons.  By 1829 Anson Moreton was listed as making tobacco pipes at a site located on Upper Pitt 
Street, near the Brickfields and in 1835 John Moreton and his sons set up a pottery in Surry Hills, on 
rented land east of Bourke Street, somewhere between Oxford and Fitzroy Streets.66

                                                      
55 Casey 1999:8 
56 Ford 2001:8 & 15 
57 Casey 1999:8; Ford 1995:18; 1998:116 
58 Archaeological Heritage Management Solutions Pty Ltd 2007:11 
59 Archaeological Heritage Management Solutions Pty Ltd 2007:11 
60 Casey 1999:8 
61 Ford 2001:15 
62 Ford 2001:16 
63 Ford 2001:10 & 17 
64 Ford 2001:10 
65 Ford 2001:17 
66 Ford 2001:17 
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If indeed the Government Pottery and Moreton’s 1823 business are one and the same, with the 
Government Pottery identified as adjoining the Carters Barracks and Moreton’s business being on 
Elizabeth Street, at the bottom of Brickfield Hill, then that would situate it in the vicinity of what is 
now Belmore Park, to the north of Central Railway Station.  An 1843 map of the City of Sydney 
shows the location of the Carters Barracks, with the Protestant Burial Ground to its immediate 
southeast, however to its immediate east there is a large area of unmarked land fronting onto 
Elizabeth Street and with a stream running through it – is this where the Government/Moreton’s 
Pottery once stood? (Fig. 2.5) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2.5: Map of the City of Sydney, 1843 (William Henry Wells, Land Surveyor). Kelly & Crocker 
1978:19.  Red arrow indicates the general area where the Government Pottery was perhaps once 
located. 

 
 
2.4 Relationship to the Neighbouring Old DMR Site 
The land surrounding the study area was the subject of a detailed archaeological program in 1995 and 
1996 (Casey 1999).  Much of the site had been cut down to shale and in the Pitt Street area (Area A) 
this was mostly related to early brickfield activities.  The areas with the most potential were along 
Pitt Street and at the rear of the Campbell Street properties.  The photo below shows the area 
immediately north of the study area, at 414 to 416 Pitt Street.  This shows shale immediately beneath 
the current ground levels with a drain cut into the shale, a well and footings for a c1840s house at 418 
Pitt Street.  The drain and well have been interpreted as belonging to Hutchinson’s occupation of the 
house on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets and the use of this area as part of his garden.67

                                                      
67 Casey & Lowe 2003:28 
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Figure 2.6 shows the drain leading to the south under 420 Pitt Street, the wall of which is visible in 
the top of the photo. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2.6: Brick drain and well in 
the DMR site.  It is thought that 
the drain fed water to the south 
into Hutchinson’s garden.  The 
well is considered to belong to 
Hutchinson’s early occupation of 
the site (it was not backfilled until 
the late 1900s). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The study area excavated at Pitt and Campbell Street was notable for evidence recovered relating to 
the problems of onsite drainage and the attempts made to alleviate these drainage issues on the 
naturally sloping site (Phase 5).68

                                                      
68 Adams 2005:8 

  In light of the evidence subsequently found here the drain 
identified on the DMR site, immediately to the north of the study area, is likely to have been part of 
an earlier drainage network relating to William Hutchinson’s ownership and occupation of the site 
(Phase 4) and was directed towards Hutchinson’s garden area as a means of dispersal (Fig. 2.7). 
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Figure 2.7: Plan showing the drain and well previously excavated on the DMR site in relationship to the 
excavated features on the Pitt and Campbell Street site. Compare with Figure 3.1.  
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3.0 
 

Overview of Excavation Results 

3.1 Excavation Methodology 
The archaeological excavation of the study area ran for ten days between 14 and 30 March 2005.  
Several days were spent off site due to heavy rain. The remains investigated on-site were associated 
with the Pitt Street frontage only.  Due to the impacts of the Hazel & Moore building, which was 
located at 36–38 Campbell Street, there was no evidence remaining of the two stone built-houses, 
which fronted onto Campbell Street.   
 
The site was first opened up using a mechanical excavator under the supervision of an archaeologist.  
Overburden and modern deposits were removed down to recognisable archaeological deposits.  This 
created an open area for more detailed excavation.  Archaeological features were exposed, cleaned 
with hand tools, recorded using standard context recording sheets, photographed and planned to 
scale.  Each archaeological feature and deposit was assigned a context number, and any artefacts 
from that context were collected, and processed (washed and bagged) on-site for further analysis by 
specialists.  During the excavation context numbers 5201 to 5257 were assigned to the archaeological 
features investigated (Table 3.1).  A sampling strategy was also adopted for the site, with soil 
samples taken to provide information on the soil and pollens (Appendix 4).  This form of excavation 
and recording is considered to be best practice. 
 
Context Type Description 

5201 structure Machine brick slab 
5202 structure Concrete slab beneath 5201 
5203 deposit General clean-up beneath 5202 NE corner 
5204 deposit Bitumen beneath 5202 
5205 deposit Redeposited clay beneath 5204 
5206 fill Boiler ash - beneath 5202 in W area 
5207 deposit Brick - demolition layer beneath 5206 
5208 deposit Clay layer beneath 5207 
5209 fill Fill below 5208 
5210 fill Demolition within sandstone footing SW corner of site (poss Agricultural Hotel) 
5211 fill Fill of cut 5212 - below 5209? 
5212 cut Cut filled with 5211 
5213 deposit Occupation deposit' below 5210 
5214 pit (cut) Large semi-circular feature (cut) N end of site 
5215 fill Fill of 5214, N half of feature 
5216 Service trench Trench running NE-SW cuts circular feature 5214 
5217 structure Sandstone footings SW corner of site, poss Agricultural Hotel remains 
5218 deposit Natural clay 
5219 fill Construction type fill below 5213 
5220 wall-structure Machined brick walls, forms a retaining wall at S end of site (back of 36-38 Campbell St) 
5221 structure Sandstone footings, (stables) E half of site 
5222 structure Flagged sandstone floor within walls 5221 
5223 deposit Sand + shell mortar bedding below flagged floor 5222 
5224 deposit Topsoil - imported? 
5225 structure Sandstone wall running N-S north of 5221 
5226 structure Sandstock brick paving, west of 5221 
5227 structure Sandstone blocks, poss footings, N of brick paving 
5228 structure Services + pipes (all joining together) W of brick paving 
5229 structure Sq sandstock brick drain/slump N of paving 5226 
5230 structure Sandstone structure, N end of site, cut by modern walls + service pipe 
5231 cut Oval shaped pit - cut - N of 5217, close to W edge of site 
5232 fill Fill of cut 5231 
5233 cut Large circular feature, centre of site, cut by service trench running N-S 
5234 fill Fill of cut 5233 
5235 trench Service trench running N-S, cuts 5233 
5236 deposit Natural clay (red clay), lower part of site close to Campbell St 
5237 cut Sub-rectangular cut, pit, S of 5214 
5238 fill Fill of 5237 
5239 fill Compact rubble fill with lead glaze ceramic N of sandstock brick pavers 5226+sstone 

5227 
5240 fill Fill of cut 5241 
5241 cut Irregular cut against N limit of site 
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5242 fill Compact rubble clay fill with lead glaze ceramic between pavers 5226 & sandstones 
5227 

5243 fill Compact rubble fill between pavers 5226 + sandstones 5227 
5244 fill F.T. cut fill 
5245 cut F.T. cut for sandstone footing 5227 
5246 fill Fill - u. similar to 5239 
5247 fill Small patch of fill beneath pavers 5226 
5248 fill Fill of cut 4249 
5249 cut Cut -N-S running drainage trench? 
5250 fill Fill of cut 4251 
5251 cut Cut - N-S running drainage trench 
5252 fill Fill of 5253 
5253 cut Cut - FT walls 5221 
5254 fill Fill of 5255 
5255 cut Cut - F.T. wall 5225 
5256 deposit Fill above 5224 
5257 footing E wall for stables? 
Table 3.1: List of archaeological contexts recorded from the archaeological excavation.  These are mentioned 

throughout the report.  The location of many of these contexts is indicated on the site plan (Figure 
3.1). 

 
 
The archaeological remains identified at the site were divided into a series of archaeological phases 
based on the known historical development of the site.  These phases were used to help interpret the 
archaeological evidence found at the site.  To understand which phase of the site’s occupation the 
remains belonged to, each feature or structure or deposit was given a preliminary phasing by the 
excavation supervisor, in consultation with the excavation director.  This phasing then provided a 
structure for the detailed description and recording of the archaeological remains.  The phases used 
here are as follows: 
 
Phase 1 Natural landscape 
Phase 2 Aboriginal use of the area 
Phase 3 1788 to c1823: Brickfields 

Phase 4 c1823 to 1845: Ownership and occupation by William Hutchinson, with large house, 
garden and stables 

Phase 5 1845 to 1920: Agricultural Hotel and Billiard Room; Subdivision of property; 
building of terraces along Pitt Street 

Phase 6 1920+: Demolition of Hutchinson’s house/Agricultural Hotel; construction of 
Chamberlain Hotel and motor garage 

Phase 7 Unstratified collection and cleaning 
 
 
3.2 Phase 1: Natural Landscape69

The local geology of the study area, unlike surrounding areas of Sydney which are underlain by 
sandstone, is dominated by Wianamatta shale, a rock type that breaks down to a relatively fertile clay 
soil.  Wetter areas, such as in the low-lying areas between Campbell Street and Central Railway 
Station, where a stream had flowed westwards into Cockle Bay, probably supported eucalyptus 
swamp woodland with wattles, banksia and ti-tree as an understorey.  Shortly after European 
settlement the area around what became known as Brickfield Hill was cleared in order to make use of 
the deep clay deposits for brick manufacture.

 

70

Little evidence of the natural landscape of the study area survived (Phase 1).  The slope of the natural 
clay (5218) down to the south reflected the natural slope of the land, towards Campbell Street.  The 
natural clay was a yellow brown colour with orange-red mottling and ironstone inclusions.  This is 
the B horizon in this area, indicating that the topsoil (A1) and pale sub-soil (A2) had been removed, 
probably during the Brickfield period.  Soil samples (5 and 7) and pollen samples (4 and 6) were 

 
 

                                                      
69 Information taken  from Adams 2005 and Macphail 2006 
70 Macphail 2006:4 
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Figure 3.1: Plan showing archaeological features and contexts.   
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taken from this natural clay deposit, with samples 4 and 6 analysed in the pollen report (Appendix 4).  
 
The recently demolished Hazel & Moore building located at 36–38 Campbell Street, and the two 
c1845 stone houses which had occupied this part of the site previously, were all cut into the natural 
hill.  All evidence relating to the two c1845 houses had been destroyed by impacts relating to both 
the construction and demolition of the Hazel & Moore building, and building impacts had also 
removed all evidence of the natural landscape in this area.  Once the concrete slab of the Hazel & 
Moore building was removed the clay deposit (C horizon) underneath was cleaned, confirming that 
none of the red higher natural landscape had survived (Photo 3.1).  This red natural clay (5236) also 
featured greeny-yellow mottling.  The major cutting into the natural topography and overall 
modification of the landscape was also reflected in the fact that no natural topsoil was found 
anywhere within the study area. 
 
 

Photo 3.1: Natural clay (5236) in area of 36–38 Campbell Street.  Looking east.  Scale 1m 
 
 
The two pollen samples taken from the natural clay (5218), samples 4 and 6, indicated that there had 
been a great deal of activity by burrowing insects.71  Sample 4 was dominated by casuarinas and 
rainbow fern spores, with evidence for eucalypts and filmy ferns also evident in lower frequency, and 
traces of rough tree ferns, raspwort and native grasses also found.72

                                                      
71 Macphail 2006:7 
72 Macphail 2006:8 

  The presence of these fossil 
pollen and spores within the soil profile has been explained as evidence of burrowing insects carrying 
the material down with them, and that the presence of these items indicates that the vegetation 
growing within, or at least close to, the study area pre-1788 included species of casuarina and 
rainbow ferns.  Sample 6 is very similar to the above, with casuarinas again being prevalent, as well 
as a good representation of rainbow ferns. The major difference in this sample is that there is also a 
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strong presence of native rice-flowers.  The presence of this particular pollen is evidently very rare in 
archaeological contexts and, again like in Sample 4, the activity of burrowing insects is the likely 
explanation for its appearance here.73  Low traces of other plants within this sample included the 
rough tree-fern, eucalypts, and the pea-flower.74

The absence of any exotic pollen in either of the two pollen samples taken from the natural clay B 
horizon (5218) is consistent with a natural clay deposit that predates European settlement of the 
colony.  The two samples also lack any evidence to suggest that the study area was within a 
eucalyptus open forest or woodland.

 
 

75

3.3 Phase 2: Aboriginal use of the area 

  The high representation of casuarina and rainbow fern spores, 
and their near perfect preservation, has been explained as evidence of insect activity.  This high level 
of insect activity explains the presence of fossil pollen and spores within a natural clay deposit that is 
usually palynologically barren. 
 
 

No evidence was found on the site for Aboriginal use of the area.  This is likely due to the heavily 
disturbed and truncated nature of the site. 
 
 
3.4 Phase 3: Brickfield76

This phase has been dated to the period encompassing the years 1788 to c1823, that is from the time 
of first European settlement and when it was recognised that the clay deposits in this area were ideal 
for brickmaking, through to when the property was granted to William Hutchinson by Governor 
Brisbane in 1823.

 

77

                                                      
73 Macphail 2006:7 
74 Macphail 2006:8 
75 Macphail 2006:9 
76 Information taken  from Adams 2005 and Macphail 2006 
77 Casey & Lowe 2003:24 

  No archaeological evidence was found of any brickfield-related activities 
occurring on the site specifically, however the pollen analysis from two imported deposits indicated 
that they were sourced from the surrounding brickfields area, context 5209 (pollen sample 13) and 
context 5224 (pollen sample 3). 
 
Context 5209, a deep fill identified across the western part of the site, in the area that would have 
once been part of Hutchinson’s extensive garden, is discussed in detail in the later section on the 
garden (Section 3.5.3, Photo 3.17).  This deposit is believed to be an imported fill and the pollen 
sample (13) taken from the base of this fill identified it as having been removed from its original site 
and brought in to the study area from somewhere within the nearby Brickfield Hill environs.  The 
pollen analysis revealed a selection of plants that were ideally suited to a deposit that had built up on 
disturbed vacant land, identified here as likely being an area left after clay extraction or related 
brickmaking activities had perhaps moved on elsewhere. 
 
Deposit 5224 was identified within a narrow 1m wide strip to the immediate north of sandstone 
stable footings in the eastern area of the site (Photo 3.2).  A 500mm wide test trench was excavated 
through this deposit onto natural clay (5218), with the deposit consisting of a fine grey brown sandy 
silty clay of up to 130mm deep.  No artefacts were recovered from this deposit.  It is thought that this 
deposit represents redeposited topsoil, brought onto site prior to the construction of Hutchinson’s 
stables to act as a levelling agent as it is under both the stable footings (5221) and flagstone floor 
(5222).  Soil sample 2 and pollen sample 3 were collected from this deposit with the pollen sample 
analysed (Appendix 4). 
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Photo 3.2: Redeposited topsoil 5224 with test trench cut through it.  Stables footing at right of picture 
and eastern boundary wall at rear.  Looking east.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The analysis of the pollen sample identified deposit 5224 as dating to the brickfield phase.78  
Casuarina and eucalyptus were by far the most dominant species, with raspwort, native grasses, 
rainbow fern and filmy ferns also represented, along with traces of dandelion, pine, cereals, pear, 
native honey-suckle, rice-flowers, lily, and kangaroo fern also present in the sample.79

3.5 Phase 4: Hutchinson’s House & Stables

  The high 
presence of casuarina pollen has been interpreted as evidence of either being from firewood or being 
carried by water, and the eucalypt pollen is also explained as firewood evidence.  The fern spores 
may have come from areas of ferns growing within the vicinity, such as along the banks of the stream 
that flowed in the vicinity of Hay Street, to the south of the site. 
 
 

80

William Hutchinson was born in England in 1772.  After being convicted for stealing food valued at 
£40 he was transported to Australia, arriving in Sydney on the Hillsborough in 1799.  After being 
convicted for another theft he was sent to Norfolk Island and while on the island he was appointed 
overseer of government stock, acting superintendent of convicts in 1803 and a superintendent in 
1809.  While on the island Hutchinson accumulated wealth through land and trading in pork.  Upon 
returning to Sydney, following the evacuation of Norfolk Island in 1813–1814, he was appointed by 
Governor Macquarie to be the principal superintendent of convicts and public works.  Hutchinson 
retired in 1829 due to ill health and died in 1846.  His entrepreneurial activities included his 
involvement in the establishment of the Bank of NSW, part owner of Samuel Terry’s flour mill at 
Waterloo, and considerable pastoral interests on the south coast of NSW. 

 

                                                      
78 Appendix 4: Macphail 2006:3 
79 Appendix 4: Macphail 2006:8 
80 Background history on Hutchinson and the site sourced from Casey & Lowe 2003 
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Prior to 1823 no proper titles were issued for either leasehold or freehold title for the study area of lot 
1 of section 3.  Lots 1, 2, 3 and 13 were granted to Hutchinson by Governor Brisbane in 1823 and by 
1830 there was a house on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets, where the extant Chamberlain 
Hotel is today, and another building in the northeast corner (Fig. 3.2). 
 
 

Figure 3.2: Plan showing two buildings on the corner property by 1830.  The house in the southwest is 
mostly on the site of the extant Chamberlain Hotel (green box) and the building in the northeast 
is behind 36–38 Campbell Street.  A. Hallen’s Surveys in the City of Sydney, SR Reel 2628, Field 
Book 247.   

 
 
The building shown in the northeast corner of the above plan is thought to possibly be the stables and 
coach house clearly marked on a later 1854 plan although they may have been altered by this time 
(Fig. 3.3). 
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Figure 3.3: The corner house with stables and coach house in the northeast corner.  The layout of the 

garden is also clearly shown on the west and north sides of Hutchinson’s house.  Survey of the 
Property of the late William Hutchinson Esq. in Pitt and Campbell Streets, Sydney by E.J.H. 
Knapp, Dec. 1854.    

 
 
The 1854 plan shows that the cottage is stone and has a verandah along the western side with steps 
leading up to it through a garden on the Pitt Street frontage.  Gardens are also shown on the northern 
side of the house. The stables and coach house are identified as being of brick, with a half loft, and a 
manure pit is situated to its immediate west. 
 
The early council rates, recorded every four or so years, noted the presence of Hutchinson’s stone 
house as having a shingle roof with detached kitchen and rooms, with detached store stables and 
coach house.  The house had 1½ floors and seven rooms and was 119ft wide and 95ft deep.81

                                                      
81 1845 rate assessment in Casey & Lowe 1994, Appendix 2. 

  
Hutchinson was listed as the owner and occupant of the house in 1845, the year prior to his death. 
 
William Hutchinson left a complicated legal estate and by 1880 the house had been incorporated into 
the Agricultural Hotel which also saw the addition of a Billiard room on the Pitt Street frontage and a 
long stable shed along the northern boundary (Fig. 3.4).  The Agricultural Hotel was demolished in 
the 1910s to make way for the extant Chamberlain Hotel. 
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Figure 3.4: Dove’s 1880 plan of the study area showing the Agricultural Hotel’s additional Billiard Room and 

Stable Shed along with the Yard in what was once Hutchinson’s original garden.  Green box excluded 
from study area. ML FM4/10397 

 
 
3.5.1 Evidence for Hutchinson’s house82

William Hutchinson’s stone house was situated on the corner of the Pitt and Campbell Streets, mostly 
within the footprint of the extant Chamberlain Hotel.  Archaeological excavation of the site revealed, 
in the southwest corner, sandstone footings measuring over an area of 7m x 4m, believed to be the 
remnant footings of Hutchinson’s house, later then re-used as part of the Agricultural Hotel.  These 
footings (5217) were heavily impacted upon by twentieth-century petrol tanks on their eastern edge, 
were cut by the footings of the Chamberlain Hotel to the south, and by the footings of the terraces at 
420 to 426 Pitt Street to the west (Photo 3.3, site plan, Fig. 3.1). 
 
The sandstone footings consist of up to five courses of sub-rectangular rough cut sandstone blocks 
laid in two rows with smaller sandstone rubble packing between.  The footings comprised of an east-
west running wall, probably the northern wall of the house, and two internal north-south running wall 
footings, which divided the remains into two rooms; Room 1 to the west and Room 2 to the east.  The 
sandstone footings were cut into the natural B horizon clay (5218).  The main blocks measured 
between 1000 x 250 x 300mm to 250 x 250 x 250mm and the mortar between the blocks was sand 
with crushed shell inclusions.  The width of the footings measured c590mm at the top and stepped 
out internally to c890mm at the base. 

 

                                                      
82 Excavation information sourced from site context sheets and Adams 2005 
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Photo 3.3: Sandstone footings of  Hutchinson’s house (5217) and the later Agricultural Hotel.  Room 1 is 

at the back with Room 2 in the foreground.  Looking west.  Scale 1m 
 
 
Room 1, the western room, measured c4m east-west, however because of impacts from the 
Chamberlain Hotel its north-south dimensions were unknown.  This room was also heavily disturbed 
by a c500mm wide trench cut across it, running in an east-west direction, and by the buildings 
demolition in the 1910s.  No underfloor or construction deposits remained.  Room 2, the eastern 
room, was also disturbed, due to both the Chamberlain Hotel to the south and the petrol tanks to the 
east, with no room dimensions identifiable.  The interior walls of this room were cement rendered 
with a white painted plaster finish and a small metal vent was also located in the north-south footing 
(Photo 3.3). 
 
Room 2, unlike Room 1, contained both underfloor and construction deposits in the southern half of 
the room, approximately 2050 x 1850mm.  The underfloor deposit had a depth of between 5mm and 
40mm (5213) and the artefacts found within it are most likely from the time when this was part of the 
Agricultural Hotel and not when William Hutchinson occupied it and so this deposit will be 
discussed later within the section on the Agricultural Hotel phase (Section 3.6.1).  Directly beneath 
the underfloor deposit, covering exactly the same area, was the construction fill (5219).  This 
unexcavated deposit was a light dirty cream-coloured lime and sandy fill with small crushed shell 
inclusions (Photo 3.4). 

Room 1 

Room 2 
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Photo 3.4: Constructional deposit 5219 in Room 2.  Looking west.  Scale 1m 
 
 
Across the western part of the site, up against the sandstone wall footings (5217), was a fine sandy 
silt fill (5209) measuring between 100 and 600mm deep (Photo 3.17).  This fine sandy silt fill is 
thought to be an introduced fill, imported onto the site during the occupation of Hutchinson’s 
residence, and possibly associated with the use of this rear area as gardens and for levelling the area.  
This deposit is discussed in the section concerning evidence of Hutchinson’s garden (Section 3.5.3).  
In the western part of the site, to the north of the sandstone footings (5217) and beneath fill 5209, 
were also many cut features that were thought to possibly be associated with activities undertaken in 
Hutchinson’s garden (Photo 3.18).  These features are also discussed in the later section on the 
garden (Section 3.5.3). 
 
Apart from the features that are possibly associated with activities undertaken in Hutchinson’s 
garden, one feature was found that appeared to be cut by the sandstone footings of Hutchinson’s 
house (5217), thus suggesting it was stratigraphically the earliest feature in this part of the site.  This 
pit cut (5212), identified beneath fill 5209, was semi-circular in shape and was thought to be cut by 
the sandstone footings belonging to the northern wall of Hutchinson’s house.  It was cut into the 
natural clay (5218) and was filled with a firm moist silty sand mottled with compact redeposited clay 
and charcoal flecks (5211).  The fill was half-sectioned and was found to contain some artefacts 
(Photo 3.5). 
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Photo 3.5: Pit 5212 with half-section of fill 5211.  The pit appears to be cut by sandstone wall footing 
5217. Looking west.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The artefacts recovered from the half-sectioned pit fill (5211), numbering 22 items in total, include 
glass (6), ceramic (12), miscellaneous (3), and metal (1), and appear to be indicative of an 
assemblage predominately representative of the mid nineteenth-century onwards and not indicative 
of an early depositional event.  This is especially true of the two ceramic patterns that date from the 
1860s onwards, a purple transfer-printed cup in the “Cable” pattern (1860s+) and a white-glazed and 
moulded semi-vitreous fine earthenware saucer in the “Forget-Me-Not” pattern, a version made by E. 
& C. Challinor between 1862 to 1891.  It is likely therefore that this pit was not cut by the wall 
footings but instead butted right up against them and is probably associated with the Agricultural 
Hotel phase of occupation. 
 
 
3.5.2 Evidence for the Stables83

William Hutchinson’s stables and coach house are clearly indicated on an 1854 plan (Fig. 3.3), 
located in the northeast corner of the site.  An earlier plan also shows a building in this same vicinity 
by 1830, thought to be stables and coach house because it is set into the far corner of the property 
instead of being aligned on a street frontage (Fig. 3.2).  The earlier building is thought to have been 
either demolished or substantially altered to become the structure shown in the 1854 plan. 
 

 

Archaeological excavation of the eastern area of the site revealed evidence for the stables buildings, 
as well as what appears to be site preparation activities prior to their construction.  These activities 
occurred post-brickfields (Phase 3) and are associated with the need to level the sloping land before 
construction of the stables could begin.  Two deposits were identified as belonging to this preparation 
phase, with both occurring in the southeast corner of the site.  Context 5224 has been discussed 
earlier within the section on the brickfield phase of the site (Section 3.4) and has been identified as 
                                                      
83 Excavation information sourced from site context sheets and Adams 2005 
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redeposited topsoil brought onto site to act as a levelling fill.  The deposit to the immediate north of 
the sandstone stable footings (5221), was also cut by a short north-south running sandstone footing 
(5225), and was up to 130mm deep (Photo 3.2).  The deposit was also identified under the stables 
flagstone flooring (5222). 
 
Context 5256 was a dark grey brown sandy silty clay found beneath the stables flagstone flooring 
(5222) and above the levelling fill 5224 in this same area.  It appears to also have been used as a 
levelling fill within the stables building, was also identified inside the southern wall of the stables 
sandstone footing (5221), was between 100mm to 150mm deep and remained unexcavated (Photo 
3.6). 
 
 

Photo 3.6: Levelling fill 5224 in foreground with levelling fill 5256 at rear, behind the flagstone flooring 
and in front of the south wall of the sandstone stables footings.  Looking south.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The remains of William Hutchinson’s stable buildings were identified in the eastern area of the site 
(Fig. 3.1) and included sandstone walls (5221, 5225 and 5257), sandstone flagstone flooring (5222), 
and an area of sandstock brick paving (5226). 
 
A relatively substantial sandstone footing (5257) was discovered on the eastern boundary of the site.  
It is probably the eastern wall of the stables and coach house identified in the 1854 plan (Fig. 3.3) 
and still in use in the 1880s (Fig. 3.4).  The wall was preserved up to five courses high at its southern 
end and was retained and used as a wall footing for a garage in the twentieth century.  The wall, 
12.4m in length and 550mm wide, was built with roughly cut sub-rectangular sandstone blocks laid 
in two rows, with the blocks measuring between 700 x 250 x 200mm and 250 x 150 x 20mm and a 
coarse sandy shell mortar was also used (Photo 3.7). 
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Photo 3.7: Stables footings.  Eastern wall footing 5257 is in the background, on the eastern boundary of 
the site.  Southern end of wall is up to five courses high.  Footings 5221 are in the foreground 
and also running in an east-west direction to the left and right of photo.  Looking east.  Scale 1m 

 
 
Adjoining the southern half of the eastern boundary wall (5257) were sandstone footings (5221).  
These three footings, running north-south and east-west, and the wall footing 5257, formed a room 
with internal measurements of 6.85m x 4.45m (Photo 3.7).  These footings are up to three courses in 
height, constructed of roughly dressed sub-rectangular sandstone blocks laid in two rows with a 
coarse sandy-shell mortar.  The blocks measured between 750 x 250 x 200mm and 300 x 50 x 
250mm and although the two east-west running footings abutted the boundary wall 5257 they were 
keyed into the north-south return.  The footings were laid into a foundation trench (5253) which was 
cut to approximately the same width as the walls, c450mm to 500mm, with the footings laid very 
tightly against the edge of the foundation trench.  The sandstone footings cut the redeposited topsoil 
5224 which had been used as a levelling fill. 
 
A short wall footing (5225) appears to the north of wall 5221.  This return only survived as c2m in 
length, had a very tight foundation trench (5256), was c500mm wide and only survived one course in 
height.  The sandstone blocks measured 350 x 200mm to 150 x 200mm and once again the footing 
cuts the redeposited topsoil 5224 (Photo 3.8).  This footing is believed to represent all that remains of 
the northern part of the stables and coach house buildings, with the rest removed after demolition and 
when the slope of the land may have been further flattened in readiness for construction of the 
garage. 
 



Excavation Results 

 

38 

Photo 3.8: Wall footing 5225, looking east.  Scale 1m 
 
 
The remains of a sandstone flagged floor (5222) within the interior of the room was bounded by the 
sandstone footings of 5257 and 5221.  These flagstones were along the interior northern edge and 
across the northeast quarter of the space and comprised of large dressed sandstone blocks measuring 
between 750 x 630mm and 450 x 450mm, with a standard thickness of 100mm.  Originally the 
flagging would have covered the entire floor area with remnant bedding found across the floor area 
featuring impressions made by the sandstone (Photo 3.9).  This bedding layer (5223) comprised of a 
pale brown sand with large shell fragments and crushed shell inclusions, measuring between 10mm 
to 40mm in thickness, and had the flagstones pressed directly onto it.  This bedding deposit sits 
directly on top of levelling fill 5256, which in turn is above the redeposited topsoil deposit 5224. 
 
Although the 1854 plan noted that the stables buildings were constructed of brick, no evidence of this 
was found during the excavation.  The brick superstructure may have been removed for reuse 
elsewhere, leaving just the sandstone footings and lower walls. 
 
Located at the northwest corner of the sandstone footings 5221 was a sandstock brick surface (5226) 
measuring 3.30 x 1.60m, thought to have been remnant driveway that would have originally led up to 
the stable buildings from the back of Hutchinson’s house (Photo 3.10, Fig. 3.1). 
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Photo 3.9: Sandstone flagging (5222) in northeast area of room.  Flagstone impressions clearly visible in 

the bedding layer (5223).  Unexcavated levelling fill (5256) in foreground.  Looking north.  Scale 
1m 

 
 

Photo 3.10: View of sandstock brick paving (5226) in relation to stable footings (5221).  Looking east.  
Scale 1m 
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The brick paving, constructed of one course of bricks, laid on a bedding of coarse buff coloured sand, 
less than 10mm deep, was above the natural clay (5218).  A row of bricks laid in stretcher bond 
formed a border on its north and south sides, while the interior consisted of ten rows of bricks laid 
header to header.  The bricks measured 230 x 110 x 65mm and occasionally featured a rectangular 
frog measuring 120 x 65mm.  Remnant mortar survived on the top of both the north and south edging 
bricks, suggesting another course of bricks may once have existed along this edging.  Service pipes 
(5228) cut the western edge of the paving (Photo 3.11). 
 
 

Photo 3.11: Sandstock brick paving (5226) showing bond type and remnant mortar on the north and 
south edging bricks.  Service pipe (5228) in foreground.  Looking east.  Scale 1m 

 
 
Three bricks were retained as a sample of this paving, two are flat sandstocks and one has a shallow 
rectangular frog.  Two of the bricks were identified during post-excavation cataloguing as having 
also been used as whetstones, indicating perhaps that the driveway bricks had provided a convenient 
in situ source to sharpen and clean tools used in the stables and coach house (Photo 3.12).  The three 
brick samples were also identified during cataloguing as dating between c1820 to c1870 (#68133) 
and c1830 to c1870 (#68134 and #68135). 
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Photo 3.12: Two sandstock bricks from the paved area (5226).  Both show evidence of reuse as 
whetstones (#68135 and #68134). Scale: 10cm 

 
 
When the brick pavers were removed a very small area of fill was revealed (5247), above the natural 
clay (5218).  This small area measured only 400 x 250 x 30mm and was comprised of a mixed grey 
brown sandy silt with orange clay mottling and occasional charcoal flecks. It is unknown if the brick 
paving was laid at the same time as Hutchinson’s house and stable buildings or if it was a later 
addition to the complex.  The bricks themselves as noted above, date between c1820 to c1870, so 
could have been laid anytime within at least a 50 year time frame.  The small patch of fill (5247) 
contained three artefacts, all ceramics and all ware types commonly identified with very late 
eighteenth-century and early nineteenth-century deposits.  The three ceramics included an 
unidentified creamware sherd dating between c1780 to c1830s (#37072), two sherds from an 
unidentified coarse earthenware lead-glazed item dating from the c1790s+ (#37328), and a self-
slipped coarse earthenware container sherd also dating from the c1790s+ (#37329).  These few 
ceramics, within a deposit used to level part of the area prior to the pavers being laid, suggest that the 
pavers were laid at the same time as the house and stables were built or very soon afterwards. 
 
Parallel to the sandstock brick paving, 400mm to the north, was a single row of large semi-dressed 
rectangular sandstone blocks (5227), running in an east-west direction (Photo 3.13).  These blocks, 
measuring between 700 x 200 x 200mm and 300 x 250 x 200mm, were not very tightly laid nor was 
there any evidence of mortar.  This sandstone footing was laid in a narrow foundation trench, the cut 
(5245) and fill (5244) both unexcavated, and the western edge of the footing was cut by service pipes 
(5228).  The function of this footing remains unclear however given its close proximity to the brick 
paving it does seem to have been associated with it in some way, perhaps forming a boundary wall to 
the paved area or part of some internal partition within a larger building of which there is little 
surviving evidence.  The brick paving may have been the surface of a horse stall or where the 
carriage was stored. 
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Photo 3.13: Semi-dressed rectangular sandstone blocks (5227) running in an east-west direction, to the 

north of brick paving (5226).  Service pipes (5228) in foreground. The excavated drainage fills of 
5242 and 5243, relating to later Phase 5, were in the area between the sandstone footing and the 
brick paving.  Looking east.  Scale 1m 

 
 
Further to the north of the brick paving (5226) and sandstone footing (5227), running from outside 
the site boundary in the north down towards the brick paving in the south (Fig. 3.1), was a drainage 
channel (cut 5249 and fill 5248).  This may be the earliest evidence on-site for drainage, being 
superseded by imported fills containing substantial amounts of lead-glazed earthenware sherds 
(Section 3.6.2) and later service pipes (5228).  Cut 5249 was linear with a u-shaped profile.  In places 
the base has a narrow channel cut through it, possibly naturally worn from a steady stream of water 
running down the cut (Photo 3.14, 3.15).  The fill (5248), consisting of a grey-brown sandy silt 
mottled with orange clay, featured brick, sandstone and lead-glazed ceramic sherds throughout its 
matrix.  The base of the fill was a softer sandy silt featuring less clay and fewer inclusions.  This base 
fill probably represents the original filling of the trench during its use as a drain, while the upper part 
of the fill is similar to the imported fills identified as part of the later Phase 5 (Sections 3.6.2, 3.7) and 
may relate to the same later filling event and after the drain was no longer being used. 
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Photo 3.14: Half-section of drainage cut (5249) and fill (5248).  Narrow channel in base possibly worn by 
a steady stream of water.  Looking north.  Scale 1m 

 
 

Photo 3.15: Post-excavation of drain cut (5249) and fill (5248).  Looking north.  Scale 1m 
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Situated just to the west of drain cut 5249 was the remains of a small area of sandstone flagging 
(5230) measuring 2300 x 700mm (Photo 3.16).  The flagging and drain were both cut by the northern 
boundary wall, with the flagging also cut on its eastern side by another drainage cut (5251).  The 
flagstones sit above the natural clay (5218) and flat sub-rectangular stones measuring up to 700 x 50 
x 100mm.  The flagging is very like the flooring recovered in the stables (5222) and may represent 
all that remains of the long narrow ‘Stables Shed’ shown on Dove’ 1880 plan, aligned along the 
northern boundary of the site (Fig. 3.4). 
 
 

Photo 3.16: Remains of sandstone flagging (5230), possibly representing remains of the ‘Stables Shed’ 
located on the northern boundary of the study area.  Looking north.  Scale 1m 

 
 
3.5.3 Evidence for the Garden84

In the 1830s the southern part of Pitt Street, south of Park Street was: 
 

although less occupied by expensive buildings, is remarkable for the neatness and 
cheerful appearance displayed by most of the cottages with which it is lined on either 
side; the small garden plots before them, their shaded verandahs, and the regularity of 
design which many of them display, taken altogether, not only please the eye and gratify 
the taste, but also have a direct tendency to recall the rustic beauties of Old England to the 
memory of every one who can think of the land he has left, and rejoice in the land now 
his home.85

                                                      
84 Information taken  from Appendix 3: Adams 2005 and Appendix 4: Macphail 2006 
85 Maclehose 1939:72.  
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Located on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets, Hutchinson’s house, built by 1830, is described 
as a stone cottage with steps leading up from Pitt Street through a garden to the house.  There was 
also a garden on the northern side of the house (Fig. 3.3).86

Photo 3.17: Western section of site showing sandy silt deposit 5209.  Looking west.  Scale 1m  
 
 
The upper part of this deposit was dark grey, with a high percentage of charcoal inclusions and small 
sandstock brick and sandstone inclusions, with the deposit became a lighter grey towards the base, 
with fewer inclusions.  Context 5209 is thought to be introduced fill, imported onto the site during 
the occupation of Hutchinson’s residence, and possibly associated with the use of this rear area as 
gardens and for levelling the area.  The deposit increases in depth down slope to the southwest, 
towards the footings of the house.  The increasingly mixed nature of the deposit towards the top 
suggested it was being heavily used and disturbed, as is common with garden-type deposits.  The few 
artefacts recovered from the upper part of this deposit, numbering just ten items in total, appears to 
reflect this disturbance.  The glass (4) and ceramics (6) have manufacturing dates ranging between 
c1810 to the 1930s.  Soil sample 10 and pollen sample 11 were collected from the top of fill 5209, 
with soil sample 12 and pollen sample 13 taken from the base.  Pollen sample 13 was sent for 
analysis. 
 

 
 
In the southwest corner of the site, over an area of c7 x 4m, sandstone footings were revealed (5217). 
These are most likely to be the footings of William Hutchinson’s house, later re-used as the 
Agricultural Hotel.  Across the western part of the site, up against the sandstone wall footings (5217) 
and beneath a clay fill layer (5208), was a fine sandy silt fill (5209) measuring between 100 and 
600mm deep (Photo 3.17).   
 
 

                                                      
86 Casey & Lowe 2003:20 
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Analysis of pollen sample 13, taken from the base of the imported fill (5209), was found to contain 
high percentages of casuarina and eucalyptus, along with a good representation of native grasses, 
rainbow ferns and other ferns, as well as crucifers, samphires and sedges.  Traces of tree-fern, 
cereals, dandelion, broom spurge, broom heath and wire rush were also detected.87  The analysis 
concluded that the fill appeared to be a deposit that had accumulated on disturbed vacant ground that 
had been colonised by herbaceous weeds and ferns, and was identified as being associated with 
earlier brickfield phasing.88

 

  A conclusion drawn from this analysis would indicate that this imported 
fill was sourced from somewhere within the surrounding Brickfield Hill vicinity, where it was 
removed from its original location and brought onto the study area as levelling fill/garden base. 
 
In the western part of the site, to the north of the sandstone footings (5217) and beneath fill 5209, 
were many cut features that were thought to possibly be associated with activities undertaken in 
Hutchinson’s garden (Photo 3.18).  The relationship between deposit 5209 and these features was 
unclear during the machine excavation of 5209, due to the similarities in their fills, however they are 
believed to have cut through the fill deposit 5209 and were not visible until they were exposed in the 
subsoil.  These features were predominantly circular or sub-rectangular in shape with grey brown 
sandy clay or silty clay fills.  Across this area there were also a number of square and circular 
posthole-like features.  These postholes were spread across this western garden area in a haphazard 
fashion, forming no discernable pattern.  All the features were planned and recorded however due to 
time constraints, and the shallow nature of many of them, only a few were excavated, with no soil or 
pollen samples taken.  Those five features that were excavated were hoped to contain artefactual 
evidence that would help to confirm that they were part of Hutchinson’s garden-related activities. 
 

Photo 3.18: Western area of site showing features cut through deposit 5209.  Looking north.  Scale 1m 

                                                      
87 Macphail 2006:6 & 8 
88 Macphail 2006:3 
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Out of the five excavated features two contained no artefacts.  The first, cut 5237, was thought to 
have been a large posthole. It was sub-rectangular in shape, measuring 1050 x 670 x 190–370mm, 
and had near vertical sides and a flat base with a deeper, oval shaped hole in its centre measuring 
240mm wide.  The fill (5238) was half-sectioned and consisted of compact dark grey brown silty 
clay with fine sandy lenses and pockets of yellow clay (Photo 3.19).  The second feature was located 
in the northeast corner of the site, against the northern boundary and was cut by the present boundary 
wall footing.  This feature (5241), an irregular semi-circle shape with gradually inward sloping sides 
towards a flat, vaguely undulating, base, measured 1000 x 650 x 100mm.  The fill (5240), a grey-
brown fine sandy silt mottled with redeposited clay and charcoal flecks, was half-sectioned, 
becoming increasingly clayey towards its base (Photo 3.20). 
 
 

Photo 3.19: Posthole 5237 with half-sectioned fill 5238.  Looking north.  Scale 1m 
 
 
Cut 5231 was an irregular oval shaped feature with gently sloping sides and a rounded base.  It 
measured 1300 x 1020 x 30–80mm and its fill (5232) consisted of a fine dark grey sandy silt with 
occasional charcoal flecks and small sandstock brick and sandstone inclusions.  The fill was half-
sectioned and contained 13 artefacts, including glass (3), metal (4), and ceramic (6).  The date range 
of these artefacts was broad, where known, dating from the 1780s through to the 1920s, however the 
fact that all six ceramics are wares commonly associated more with the late eighteenth and into the 
early years of the nineteenth century is suggestive of a deposit being more associated with 
Hutchinson’s use of the area as a garden, rather than the later Agricultural Hotel. 
 
Feature 5214 was located in the northwest of the area and was cut by a service trench (5216).  This 
large semi-circular pit, measuring 1500 x 760 x 100–230mm, may have originally been circular 
however the service trench had removed any evidence of this (Photo 3.21).  The pit had sloping sides 
and a fairly flat base that sloped towards the northeast and it was filled with a dark grey-brown sandy 
clay with occasional charcoal flecks, ironstone and sandstock brick inclusions (5215).  The fill was 
fully excavated and contained 17 artefacts, the majority of which were ceramic (15).  These ceramics, 
with date ranges of between the 1790s to 1870s, are all ware types commonly found together in 
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contexts associated with the latter eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, and include one blue 
hand-painted Chinese porcelain, in the “Canton” pattern, dating between c1790 to 1850s, one blue 
transfer printed pearlware, dating between c1800 to c1870, and 13 locally manufactured lead-glazed 
coarse and fine earthenwares, dating from the c1790s.  This pit and fill are indicative of rubbish 
disposal possibly relating to Hutchinson’s use of the garden area. 
 

Photo 3.20: Feature 5241, with half-sectioned fill 5240, cut by northern boundary wall footing.  Looking 
west.  Scale 1m 

 

Photo 3.21: Excavation of feature 5214.  The mottled pinky fill in the foreground is the service trench 
5216.  Looking north.  Scale 1m 
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Pit 5233 was a large circular feature also cut by a service trench (5235).  This pit had vertical sides 
and a flat base with slight undulations, a diameter measuring 1600mm with a depth of between 350 to 
380mm.  The fill (5234), a buff orange and pink mottled redeposited clay with lenses of moist, very 
dark grey sandy silt, was fully excavated and contained 56 artefacts (Photo 3.22).  These artefacts 
included glass (18), ceramic (33), metal (4), and miscellaneous (1), with the date range being very 
broad, dating between c1780 to the c1930s.  The range of decorative ceramic wares represented 
within this assemblage is diverse, and although early types of ware are present, such as creamware 
(1), lead glaze (2) and Chinese porcelain and fine stoneware (2), they are in very low proportional 
numbers in comparison with the rest of the later dating wares (whiteware, blue, green, black and 
brown transfer prints, blue flow and sprigged).  The majority of the ceramics date from the 1830s 
onwards and continued to be manufactured well into the twentieth century, and a number of 
identified transfer-printed patterns, which date from after Hutchinson’s death, in 1846, indicate that 
this deposit occurred post-Hutchinson and is most likely instead related to the time when this area 
was a yard for the Agricultural Hotel (Fig. 3.4).  These identified patterns include the “Rhine” 
(c1845+), “Asiatic Pheasants” (c1850+) and “Ceres” (1897–1904).  After 1865 and prior to 1880 
Hutchinson’s house had become the Agricultural Hotel, with an associated Billiard Room and yard to 
its north, where Hutchinson’s garden had originally been. 
 
 

Photo 3.22: Post-excavation of feature 5233 with service trench 5235 running thought the middle of it.  
Looking west.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The pollen analysis report noted that overall no evidence of William Hutchinson’s gardens was 
found.  The lack of either ornamental or horticultural species, other than very small trace amounts of 
cereal, meant that none of the deposits analysed reflected the area as having once contained a quite 
extensive garden, one that surrounded much of Hutchinson’s house.89

                                                      
89 Macphail 2006:9 

  However, artefacts recovered 
in two of the five of the excavated features identified in this area do appear to indicate that they were 
part of garden-related activities occurring during Hutchinson’s phase (cuts 5231 and 5214), with the 
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remaining excavated feature found to contain artefacts most likely related to the latter Agricultural 
Hotel period, when this same area was identified as a ‘yard’ (cut 5233). 
 
As mentioned earlier (Section 2.4), the land surrounding the study area was the subject of a detailed 
archaeological investigation in 1995 and 1996, at the old DMR site (Casey 1999).  A drain and well 
recovered during the course of that excavation, immediately to the north of the present study area 
(Fig. 2.6), has been interpreted as belonging to Hutchinson’s occupation of his stone house and the 
use of this area as part of his extensive garden.90  Pollen samples taken from the deposits that 
backfilled the well and drain in the late nineteenth century revealed considerable amounts of 
casuarina and eucalypt pollen, with only small amounts of rainbow fern spores.  Broom heath, privet, 
ti-tree, cereals, pea-flower, dock, plantain, purple top, starwort and wonga vine were however also 
present, the range seen as being indicative of the continued development of the area during the late 
nineteenth century.91

3.6 Phase 5: Agricultural Hotel

  The pollen analysis of deposits taken during the DMR excavation illustrated 
that plant diversity in the vicinity of the study area increased as the nineteenth century progressed. 
 
 

92

After 1865 and prior to 1880 Hutchinson’s house had become the Agricultural Hotel, with an 
associated Billiard Room added to the Pitt Street frontage, with a yard to the north.  These were both 
in areas where Hutchinson’s garden had originally been.  A long stable shed had also been 
constructed along the northern boundary of the property.  The stables buildings situated in the 
northeast area of the site remained (Fig. 3.4).  The site appears to have changed little between the 
1880s and 1897 (Fig. 3.5). 
 

 

Figure 3.5: The Agricultural Hotel.  Metropolitan Detail Series, 1897, ML M Ser 4 811.17/1 

                                                      
90 Casey & Lowe 2003:28 
91 Macphail 2006:11 
92 Background history sourced from Casey & Lowe 2003 
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The Agricultural Hotel was demolished in the 1910s to make way for the extant Chamberlain Hotel 
on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets, while the central and northeast areas of the site became a 
motor garage. 
 
3.6.1 Evidence for the Hotel93

The stables buildings constructed and used by William Hutchinson continued to be used in 
association with the Agricultural Hotel.  Archaeological evidence for alterations and changes in this 
northeast area of the site have been interpreted as indicating this continued use.  Other evidence 
interpreted as relating to the hotel is sparser in nature, identified as an underfloor deposit (5213) in 
Room 2 of the remnant sandstone footings of Hutchinson’s house, later re-used as part of the 
Agricultural Hotel (5217), and a large circular feature and fill (5233 and 5234) located in the western 
part of the site and to the north of the sandstone footings, in the area that was once part of 
Hutchinson’s garden and later became the yard for the hotel.  The underfloor deposit and circular 
feature will be discussed here first, before those identified as relating to the stables and the northeast 
of the site. 
 
Room 2, the eastern room of Hutchinson’s house and the Agricultural Hotel, was disturbed by both 
the extant Chamberlain Hotel to the south and petrol tanks belonging to the twentieth-century garage 
to the east, with no room dimensions identifiable.  The room did however contain the remains of both 
underfloor and constructional deposits, surviving in the southern half of the room only and over an 
area of approximately 2050 x 1850mm.  The construction deposit (5219) has been mentioned earlier 
(Section 3.5.1, Photo 3.4) and is directly beneath the underfloor deposit (5213).  The underfloor 
deposit was a loose moist dark grey-brown sandy silt deposit with a depth of between 5mm and 
40mm (Photo 3.23). 
 

 

 

Photo 3.23: Underfloor deposit 5213 in Room 2.  Looking west.  Scale 1m 

                                                      
93 Excavation information sourced from site context sheets and Adams 2005  
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Forty-six artefacts were recovered from this underfloor deposit, including glass (11), ceramic (10), 
miscellaneous (19) and metal (6).  The category of glass included gin/schnapps, beer/wine, and 
oil/vinegar bottles, as well as a number of unidentified bottles, an unidentified ornament, a stemware 
glass and some crown window glass sherds.  The datable glass items had beginning dates of c1850 
and on through to end dates of no later than c1920.  The category of ceramic included blue flow, blue 
transfer print, moulded whiteware and lead-glazed coarse earthenware, and although the lead-glazed 
ware is generally dated from c1790s+ the remainder of the ceramics were identified as dating from 
c1830+, with the exception of the moulded whiteware plate which was in the identifiable “Flower 
Garden Border” pattern, attributed to W.H. Grindley, of Tunstall, Staffordshire, and dated from 
1880+.  The category of miscellaneous artefacts included a vulcanite comb, glass bead, a copper 
button, gold ring, brass pins, limestone and clay marbles, kaolin pipes, door escutcheon, copper wire 
and a slate pencil holder.  The very few datable items within this category generally dated from the 
mid nineteenth century onwards.  The category of metal was mainly represented by five nails, dating 
between c1788 to c1890, with a sprig also dated to this period.  The artefacts, specifically the glass 
and the ceramic, are indicative of an underfloor deposit dating to the time when Hutchinson’s house 
had become the Agricultural Hotel, post-1865. 
 
A large circular feature (5233), located in the western part of the study area in what was once 
Hutchinson’s garden and then a yard during the period of the Agricultural Hotel, has been discussed 
earlier (Section 3.5.3, Photo 3.22).  The fill of this feature (5234) was fully excavated and contained 
56 artefacts, including glass (18), ceramic (33), metal (4), and miscellaneous (1).  Although the date 
range represented by the various artefacts was very broad, ranging between c1780 through to the 
1930s, the earlier dated items were represented in very low numbers in comparison to the later dating 
items, with the ceramics in particular reflecting this.  The presence of a number of identifiable 
transfer-printed patterns, including the “Rhine” (c1845+), “Asiatic Pheasants” (c1850+) and “Ceres” 
(1897–1904) patterns, post-date Hutchinson’s death in 1846 and continued to be manufactured well 
into the twentieth century, indicating that the deposit was most likely related to the time when this 
area was a yard for the Agricultural Hotel and this was a rubbish deposit relating to the hotel.  Of the 
18 glass items recovered just under half (7) were unidentified bottle types, however just on half (8) 
were identified as being alcohol-related and thus perhaps also reflective of a hotel deposit.  These 
bottles included gin/schnapps (1), champagne (1), and beer/wine (7).  The remaining two identified 
items were a pickle/chutney bottle and a medicine bottle. 
 
In the northeast area of the site alterations made within the vicinity of the stable buildings originally 
constructed for William Hutchinson’s use, continued to be used during the Agricultural Hotel phase.  
The remains of a bitumen surface (5204) was found in the northeastern part of the site, measuring 
between 20mm and 40mm in thickness. This bitumen surface was above a redeposited mottled clay 
deposit (5205), measuring c300mm in depth, which appears to be a preparation or levelling fill for 
the bitumen surface.  Both 5204 and 5205 covered the remains of Hutchinson’s stables (5221, 5222, 
5226), running up to the sandstone footing marking the eastern boundary of the site (5257).  As 
stated previously, this wall was in all likelihood the eastern wall of the stables and coach house 
identified in the 1854 plan (Fig. 3.3) and still in use in the 1880s (Fig 3.4).  It is thought that the 
stable buildings may have been reconfigured during the Agricultural Hotel usage of this rear area and 
that the bitumen was a later surface within this newly reconfigured building, of which only the 
eastern wall survived.  The redeposited clay levelling fill (5205) contained six artefacts, these being a 
coin and sherds from five glass bottles, of which just the coin and one bottle was dated.  The coin, a 
British farthing, dated 1830 (#68075), and an aerated water bottle dated between the 1880s to 1915 
(#31205). 
 
A number of salt-glazed stormwater pipes are also thought to belong to this period of site usage and 
were collectively assigned the same context number (5228).  These pipes ran into the site from 
outside of its northern boundary and also from the stables footings (5221) in the east of the site 
(Photos 3.10, 3.11, 3.16).  The pipes all appeared to connect to the southwest of the brick paving 
(5226) and represent further attempts to improve site drainage, replacing the earlier drains such as the 
previously discussed drain 5249 (Photos 3.14, 3.15).  The pipes were a mixture of stoneware and 
earthenware, were connected with collars (not cemented), and all were directed to flow down slope 



Excavation Results 

 

53 

towards the south and west.  A square sandstock brick sump (5229), measuring 580 x 500mm, was 
located to the north of the brick paved area (5226) and sandstone footing (5227), and had one of the 
salt-glazed stormwater pipes (5228) running from it at its southwest corner (Photo 3.24). 
 
 

Photo 3.24: Sandstock brick sump 5229 in centre of photo.  Sandstone footing 5227 in foreground.  
Northern site boundary in background.  Service trench 5251 runs into sump from north.  
Looking north.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The sump had been internally cement rendered sometime after its construction, with the bricks 
themselves were bonded with a sand shell mortar.  The cement rendering may have occurred when 
the stormwater pipes (5228) were installed.  Also running into the sump from the north was a service 
trench (5251), which contained no service pipe and may have been an open trench draining in from 
the area to the north of the site boundary.  It was immediately adjacent to the trench 5249 (Phase 4), 
thought to represent the earliest evidence of drainage on-site (Section 3.5.2, Photos 3.14, 3.15). 
 
 
3.6.2 Lead-Glazed Pottery in the Fill Deposits94

In the same general area as the stormwater pipes (5228) and sump (5229) referred to above, were 
identified four fill deposits believed to post-date the construction of the stable buildings and possibly 
be associated with the stormwater drains (5228) and the continuing problems of drainage that 
plagued the central part of this sloping site.  These four fill deposits (5239, 5246, 5242 and 5243) all 
consisted of a grey-brown sandy silt mottled with yellow clay and contained sandstock and sandstone 
fragments as well as quantities of locally manufactured lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped 
earthenware. All four fills were c100mm deep, collectively covered a linear area of approximately 4 
x 1m and appear to all belong to the one event.  It is believed that these deposits represent fill brought 

 

                                                      
94 Information sourced from site context sheets, Adams 2005 and Ward, Appendix 4 
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onto site from elsewhere to fill depressions that were caused by large amounts of water draining 
across the natural slope of the site, towards the south, and that the ceramic, brick and sandstone 
inclusions within the fills would have helped with this drainage (Photo 3.25), acting like an 
agricultural drain and also drying out quickly.  An alternative interpretation was that these fill 
deposits were nearby and were the last part of works associated with constructing the stables. 
 
 

Photo 3.25: View of the area featuring deposits associated with site drainage containing quantities of 
lead-glazed earthenware.  Fills 5242 and 5243 are within the rectangular space in foreground, 
between the brick paved area (5226) and the sandstone footing (5227), fill 5239 is in the area in 
front of the scale, and fill 5246 is in a smaller area to the northeast of the sump.  Looking north.  
Scale 1m 

 
 
The two fills of 5242 and 5243 contained few artefacts, just eight and four respectively (Photo 3.13).  
Fill 5242 featured glass (2), ceramic (5) and metal (1), with just the ceramics assigned any dating 
during post-excavation cataloguing.  These five ceramics were all represented by sherds of 
unidentified shape, with the decorative types being three lead-glazed fine earthenware, dating from 
c1790s+, one salt-glazed stoneware, dating between c1830 to c1930s, and one green transfer-printed 
fine earthenware, dating from c1830+.  This fill was above natural clay (5218) and redeposited 
topsoil (5244), and also above the footing trench (5245) for the sandstone footing (5227).  Fill 5243 
contained ceramic (3) and building material (1), with the ceramic once again represented by sherds of 
unidentified shape, with the decorative types being two lead-glazed fine earthenware, dating from 
c1790s+, and one self-slipped fine earthenware, also dating from c1790s+.  A fragment of a clay 
roofing tile was dated between 1788 and c1810.  This fill was also above natural clay (5218) and 
redeposited topsoil (5244), as well as the footing trench (5245) for the sandstone footing (5227), and 
was differentiated from fill 5242 because it contained less crushed grits and gravels of brick and 
sandstone than fill 5242. 
 

 

      5239 

 
    5246 

5242 
5243 
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Fill 5246 covers an irregular oval shaped area to the north of fill 5239 and is just to the northeast of 
the brick sump (5229).  Although it is above the natural clay (5218) and under fill deposit 5239, it 
has been interpreted as being from the same filling event.  It was a very sandy orange clay above a 
more mixed grey-brown sandy silt mottled with yellow clay and with inclusions of sandstock brick 
fragments, sandstone fragments and sherds of lead-glazed earthenware.  Fill 5246 measured 
approximately 100cm x 60cm, had a depth of between 5cm to 12cm, and contained the artefact 
categories of glass (1), miscellaneous (1), building materials (2), and ceramic (23).  All but one of the 
artefacts are indicative of an early nineteenth-century assemblage, the exception being a glass 
gin/schnapps bottle that is dated up to c1850.  The other 26 artefacts are quite different, with a kaolin 
tobacco pipe bowl manufactured by William Cluer, of Sydney, dated between 1802 and 1846, two 
sandstock bricks both dated to between c1788 and c1870, and the 23 ceramics all being early 
decorative types commonly associated with the very late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, 
particularly the locally manufactured lead glazed and self-slipped earthenwares.  The 23 ceramics 
included one creamware item, dating between c1780 and c1830s, one blue transfer-printed pearlware 
item, dating between c1800 and 1870, 19 locally manufactured lead-glazed earthenwares, dating 
from c1790s+, and two locally manufactured self-slipped earthenwares, also dating from c1790s+. 
 
The 19 lead-glazed earthenware items, represented by 38 sherds, mainly comprised of fragmentary 
unidentified body or flat base sherds, in both fine and coarse earthenware (13), with just three 
identified shapes represented by the remaining six items, these being pan-1 (3), pot (2), and a 
stand/saggar (1). 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Photo 3.26: 
Exterior view of 
the lead-glazed 
stand/saggar or 
kiln waster, 
showing possible 
stilt/bob still 
attached to base 
(#37237).  Scale 
10cm 
 
 
 

 
 
The item of most interest here is the lead-glazed earthenware stand/saggar (Photo 3.26).  This item 
features a thick cream-coloured fine earthenware fabric measuring between 7–17mm in thickness, a 
flat base of 200mm in diameter, an uneven flat rim edge with a diameter of c220mm, a height of just 
34mm, and a body angle of 117°.  A pale yellow glaze covers both the interior and exterior, over a 
very pale pinky-orange slip, with blistered bubbles of glazing occurring on the interior base.  The 
item has been identified as being possible kiln furniture, perhaps sourced from one of the potteries 
that had been located within the vicinity of the site.  Attached to the exterior of the base are traces of 
orange earthenware fabric from other vessels, and possibly a stilt/bob (rolled strip of clay used to 
separate items in the kiln), which stuck to the item during the firing processes.  The interior base also 
features small patches of orange coloured earthenware that may also indicate where another vessel 
has sat directly on this item during firing.  The blistering of the glaze indicates that it was subjected 
to over firing in a kiln that became too hot for the glaze, and may indicate either it blistered at the 
time of the initial firing or may represent being subjected to multiple firings as part of the kiln 
furniture.  It is also possible that this particular item is an example of a kiln waster, with the blistered 
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glaze, the glaze running over the rim break, and evidence of other vessels attached to both its interior 
and exterior, including that of a possible kiln stilt/bob, being indicators that this item had an 
unsuccessful firing and would have been discarded. 
 
 

Photo 3.27: Fill 5239 showing the large amount of locally manufactured ceramics evident in the deposit 
prior to excavation.  Sandstone footing 5227 is in the immediate foreground.  Looking north.  
Scale 1m 

 
 
Also identified in fill 5246 were two locally manufactured self-slipped earthenware items, again 
dating from c1790s+.  Both are a coarse earthenware fabric and consist of an unidentified body sherd 
and a container represented by eight body/base sherds.  The generalised category of container has 
been used during cataloguing as a way to define a vessel where the exact shape is unknown but 
where it is highly likely that it was made at the very least as some sort of container – be it a pot, jar, 
etc.  The item here for example, features only the lower part of the vessel, having a fabric thickness 
of between 10–16mm, a flat base of 140mm diameter and the remains of a straight-sided body, with 
no evidence of a shoulder or rim to ascertain more about the actual shape. 
 
Fill 5239, like fill 5246, was above the natural B-horizon clay (5218), and like the fills 5242 and 
5243 it was also above the redeposited topsoil (5244).  It was located immediately north of and 
butted up against, the sandstone footing 5227.  The deposit was a grey-brown sandy silt with some 30 
per cent yellow clay and having inclusions of sandstock brick fragments, sandstone fragments and a 
lot of lead-glazed pottery.  It measured approximately 250cm x 100cm, had a depth of between 5cm 
to 10cm, and contained glass (6), miscellaneous (2), building materials (1), and ceramic (77).  Apart 
from the ceramic category few of the other artefacts were identified with any dates of manufacture, 
the exceptions being a champagne bottle sherd with an end date of c1920, a window glass sherd with 
an end date of c1870, and a sandstock brick dated between c1788 and c1860.  Like the ceramics in 
the above discussed fill 5246, it was also the ceramic category that dominated the artefact assemblage 
here and which was again also represented by early decorative types commonly associated with the 



Excavation Results 

 

57 

very late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, particularly the large representation of locally 
manufactured lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped earthenwares identified within the deposit (Photo 
3.27).  The 77 ceramics recovered here included a plain pearlware item, dating between c1780 and 
1870, a green edgeware pearlware item, dating between c1780 and c1830s, a blue handpainted 
Chinese ‘Kitchen Ch’ing’ fine stoneware item, dating from c1790s+, 66 locally manufactured lead-
glazed earthenwares, dating from c1790s+, and eight locally manufactured slipped/self-slipped 
earthenwares, also dating from c1790s+. 
 
Fill 5239 contains the most ceramics found on-site in the one context, with the 77 items recovered 
here representing just on a quarter of the entire ceramic assemblage found (25.7%).  Although 74 of 
these are the locally manufactured lead glazed and slipped/self-slipped earthenware, with just three 
ceramics representing imported wares, the majority of these local wares are represented by 
fragmentary unidentified body or flat base sherds, in both fine and coarse earthenware fabric, 
totalling 44 items (36 were lead glazed and eight slipped and self-slipped wares).  The remaining 30 
lead-glazed wares represent a total of nine identified shapes, including pan-1 (18), pot (3), bowl (2), 
drainer (2), container (1), drainer/colander (1), jar (1), plate (1), and saucer (1).  The artefacts will be 
discussed in more detail within the following section on artefact analysis (Section 4.0), and a detailed 
discussion on the ceramics can also be found in the specialist Ceramics Report (Appendix 4). 
 
Apart from the four fills of 5242, 5243, 5246 and 5239, which are believed to post-date the 
construction of the stable buildings and are likely associated with attempts to alleviate the ongoing 
drainage issues that were continuing concerns for the site, there is another deposit that also appears to 
be contemporaneous with these and which also features a considerable amount of locally 
manufactured ceramics, this being drainage fill 5248 (Photos 3.14, 3.15).  Located to the north of the 
above four fills and the sandstock brick sump (5229), and running from outside the northern site 
boundary down towards the brick paving (5226) in the south, is drainage cut 5249.  This feature, 
discussed earlier (Section 3.5.2), is thought to be the earliest evidence of onsite drainage (Phase 4), 
which was then superseded by the four imported fills containing sandstock brick, sandstone, and 
locally-made ceramics (5242, 5243, 5246 and 5239), as well as the system of salt-glazed stormwater 
drains (5228).  The fill (5248), within this early drainage cut is however thought to be a later event, 
and is a grey-brown sandy silt mottled with orange clay and featuring inclusions of sandstock brick 
fragments, sandstone fragments and lead-glazed ceramic sherds.  The base of the fill was a softer 
sandy silt featuring fewer inclusions and less clay than the upper part and probably represents the 
original filling of the trench during its use as a drain (Phase 4), while the upper part of the fill is 
similar to fills 5242, 5243, 5246 and 5239, and appears to relate to this same later filling event (Phase 
5). 
 
Fill 5248 contained glass (3), miscellaneous (2), metal (1), and ceramic (52).  Once again, apart from 
the ceramic category, few of the artefacts were identified with any manufacturing dates, the lone 
exception here being a glass medical phial with an end date of c1920.  Like the similar drainage fills 
of 5242, 5243, 5246 and 5239, it was the artefact category of ceramics that dominated the 
assemblage, and again it was mostly the early decorative types commonly associated with the very 
late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, with particular emphasis on the locally manufactured 
lead glazed, slipped and self-slipped earthenwares recognised within the deposit.  Of the 52 ceramics 
recovered from the fill 49 of these are of local manufacture, with just three items having been 
imported.  The 52 ceramics included one creamware item, dating between c1780 to c1900, one blue 
transfer-printed pearlware item, dating between c1800 to 1870, one blue handpainted Chinese 
‘Kitchen Ch’ing’ fine stoneware item, dating from c1790s+, 37 locally manufactured lead-glazed 
earthenwares, dating from c1790s+, and 12 locally manufactured slipped/self-slipped earthenwares, 
also dating from c1790s+.  Although the locally manufactured wares are the most dominant, they are 
also again mostly fragmentary unidentified body and base sherds, in both fine and coarse 
earthenware, with the 27 unidentified lead-glazed earthenware items and 11 unidentified slipped/self-
slipped items.  The ten lead-glazed wares of identifiable shapes included pan-1 (5), pot (3), bowl (1), 
and dish (1), while the self-slipped identified shape was a basin/bowl. 
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Both the soil matrix and the artefacts contained within the drainage fill 5248 are comparable to the 
imported drainage-related fills 5242, 5243, 5246 and 5239, and especially the two fills of 5246 and 
5239.  The three fills of 5248, 5246 and 5239 contained the majority of the locally manufactured 
earthenware ceramics recovered from across the entire site, including lead-glazed, slipped and self-
slipped wares, together totalling 144 items and representing 74.6 per cent of the total number of 
locally made ceramics found.  Fill 5248 contained 49 items, 5346 contained 21 and 5239 contained 
74, and the similarity between the fills suggests that they were all part of the same event that saw fill 
introduced to the site from elsewhere nearby in an attempt to alleviate drainage problems and that 
this event occurred after the construction of the stable buildings and was in association with the 
Agricultural Hotel period of use (Phase 5). 
 
The artefacts recovered from all these drainage fills will be discussed in more detail in the artefact 
analysis (Section 4.0), and a detailed discussion on the ceramics, in particular the locally-
manufactured lead-glazed earthenware, slipped earthenware and self-slipped earthenware, is in the 
Ceramics Report (Appendix 4).  The high occurrence of locally-manufactured ceramics, especially 
within the drainage-related fills introduced onto the site from elsewhere, coupled with the location of 
the site itself within the heart of the Brickfields, may be an indication of pottery production having 
been undertaken in the surrounding area and the fills perhaps reflect being sourced from pottery 
waste dumps. 
 
 
3.7 Phase 6: Demolition of Hutchinson’s House/Agricultural Hotel and Construction of the 

Chamberlain Hotel and Motor Garage95

The Agricultural Hotel was demolished in the 1910s to make way for the extant Chamberlain Hotel.  
By 1920 the Chamberlain Hotel had been built and a motor garage, located in what had been the 
stables and yard area, was occupying the remainder of the site in the 1910s.  Some evidence relating 
to the demolition of what was originally William Hutchinson’s house (Phase 4) and which then later 
became the Agricultural Hotel (Phase 5) was identified. 
 
In the southwest corner of the study area were the remnant sandstone footings belonging to 
Hutchinson’s house/Agricultural Hotel (5217).  These footings were heavily impacted upon by 
twentieth-century petrol tanks on their eastern edge, were cut by the footings of the Chamberlain 
Hotel to the south, and by the footings of the terraces at 420 to 426 Pitt Street to the west.  However 
contained within these footings was a deposit that represents the demolition of the building (5210), 
with this demolition fill covering an area of 6 x 3.5m and measuring between 420 and 450mm in 
depth.  Only a small area of this demolition fill 5210 was removed and only a few artefacts were 
recovered (Photo 3.28). 
 

 

                                                      
95 Information sourced from site context sheets, catalogue sheets, Adams 2005 and Ward, Appendix 4 
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Photo 3.28: Section through demolition fill 5210 at top of photo, contained within the remnant sandstone 

footings of Hutchinson’s house/Agricultural Hotel (5217).  Demolition fill contains large 
quantities of orange sandstock bricks.  Looking west.  Scale 1m 

 
 
The demolition fill was a loose mid-light brown sandy fill containing sandstock bricks, mortar, 
render and sandstone rubble.  Eleven artefacts were recovered and included the categories of glass 
(1), ceramic (3), miscellaneous (2) and building materials (5).  The items relating to the building, and 
thus connected directly to the demolition of the structure itself numbered six items and were within 
the miscellaneous (1) and building materials (5) categories.  The tem identified within the 
miscellaneous category and yet identified with the building, or rather the building furnishings, was a 
brass doorknob.  The five items within the building materials category included two plaster render 
fragments dating up to c1880, a cement render fragment dating from c1840, a clay wall tile dating 
between c1788 and c1870, and a sandstock brick with a narrow shallow oval-shaped frog, dating 
between c1830 and c1870.  This was a brick sample kept from the demolition material. 
 
Above the demolition layer 5210 was a thick deposit of boiler ash (5206).  This boiler ash was 
300mm deep and it was also used all over the northwestern area of the site, including over another 
layer of brick demolition material (5207).  This demolition deposit was made up of sandstone and 
mixed brick fragments, both machine-made and sandstock, which formed a layer between 50 and 
150mm deep.  This layer of crushed brick and sandstone fragments was compacted down to form a 
levelling surface and beneath it was layer of redeposited buff brown clay (5208), also between 50 to 
150mm thick.  These levelling fills of 5206, 5207 and 5208 were used to prepare the site prior to the 

Demolition 
fill 
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construction of the garage and were below two slabs, a crushed sandstone concrete slab (5202) which 
covered the entire site, and a machine-made brick slab (5201) which covered the northeast area of the 
site and covered the concrete slab in this area.  With the exception of the demolition fill 5210, no 
artefacts were recovered from these contexts. 
 
 
3.8 Phase 7: Unstratified Collection and Cleaning96

Context 5203 was the number assigned to the unstratified cleaning of the northeast area of the site 
and any artefacts in this cleaning.  The 33 artefacts recovered from this context, ceramic (23), glass 
(4), miscellaneous (5) and building materials (1), reflect the very mixed nature of this context with 
the date ranges, variety of ware (ceramic) and assortment of items (glass and miscellaneous) being a 
diverse collection.  These artefacts are not discussed further here given their unstratified nature 
however they, or individual items, may be mentioned within the confines of the following section on 
artefact analysis (Section 4.0). 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

                                                      
96 Information sourced from site context sheets and catalogue sheets 
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Figure 3.6: Matrix of archaeological contexts associated with 
the Pitt and Campbell Street site.  
 

 



Artefact Analysis 

 

62 

4.0 
 

Artefact Analysis 

4.1 Research Questions for Artefact Analysis 
A number of general questions relating to the analysis of the artefacts recovered during the course of 
the excavation, and which have been used as a basis for research questions on other sites excavated 
by Casey & Lowe, are raised here.97

 What type and range of artefacts were found? 

  The most relevant questions for analysing the artefacts from the 
archaeological excavation are: 

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

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

 
 
4.2 Artefacts Analysis 
The following artefacts analysis is constrained because the majority of the artefacts were recovered 
from imported fills and do not relate to activities undertaken on the site. The artefacts recovered 
during the excavation were also predominately ceramics with other categories of artefacts 
represented by very small amounts (Table 4.1).  Coupled with this dominance of the ceramics is that 
they are heavily biased towards locally-manufactured wares (Table 4.13) and evidence relating to the 
availability of consumer goods, the quality and variety of these consumer goods and their use as 
evidence for the interaction of the site with the world at large was not really answerable here. 
 
4.2.1 Cataloguing of Artefacts 
All artefacts were catalogued by a specialist team within the cataloguing system developed by Dr 
Mary Casey.  The basis of this system has been published elsewhere and will not be repeated here.98

4.2.2 Overview of Artefacts 

  
The main elements of the cataloguing system are the use of minimum vessel or item counts and 
attribution of functional categories to the artefacts during cataloguing.  This assists in the 
understating of how the artefacts related to the life of the people residing on the various properties 
who used and disposed of the artefacts and assists with comparative analysis between other 
archaeological sites. 
 

A total of 442 items, represented by 973 sherds, were found during the archaeological program 
undertaken at the site of 420–426 Pitt Street and 36–38 Campbell Street, Haymarket.  These will be 
discussed with reference to the various tables contained within Appendix 2. 
 
The 442 artefacts recovered during excavation were represented by five general artefact categories, 
with ceramic being the largest at 68 per cent (Table 4.1). 
 

Category MIC  % No Frags % 

Architectural/ Building Materials 14 3 11 1 

Ceramic 299 68 620 64 
Glass 70 16 291 30 

Metal 21 5 23 2 

Miscellaneous 38 9 28 3 

 442 101 973 100 
Table 4.1: Overview of the range and type of artefacts found during excavation 
 
                                                      
97 Casey & Lowe 2000, http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au/pdf/csr/chap12.pdf, pp. 3-4 
98 Mary Casey 2004 ‘Falling between the cracks: method and practice at the CSR Site, Pyrmont’, Australasian 
Historical Archaeology 21:27-43; 1999, “Local pottery and dairying at the DMR site, Brickfield Hill, Sydney, 
New South Wales’, Australasian Historical Archaeology 17:1-37.  

http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au/pdf/csr/chap12.pdf�
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The 442 artefacts were found in a total of 19 contexts (Table 4.2), however only those contexts that 
were either represented by a comparatively large artefact assemblage or were found within contexts 
considered to be more archaeologically significant will be discussed within the following analysis.  
Although context 5203 contained a relatively sizeable number of artefacts (33), they are not included 
within the following discussion because it is unstratified cleaning of the northeast area of the site.  
Items recovered from this context included lead-glazed coarse and fine earthenware, blue transfer-
printed “Asiatic Pheasants” pattern, banded ware, blue handpainted Chinese porcelain, a bone/copper 
alloy lace making bobbin, a bone/copper alloy/steel razor, a perfume bottle and window glass. 
 

While an underfloor deposit may represent the accumulation of items over a long period of time, and 
none of the items identified can be definitively ascribed by function alone as belonging to solely a 
private residence or a commercial enterprise, it would appear that the majority of items in all 
likelihood are more representative of the Agricultural Hotel period of use, between 1845 to 1920 

Pit Fills & Underfloor Deposits 
The artefacts recovered from the more significant contexts were contained in deposits either related 
to pit fills (5211, 5234, 5235), under floor deposits (5213), or drainage-related fills (5239, 5242, 
5243, 5246, 5248).  Discussion of these deposits is initially divided into those found in either pit fills 
or under floor deposits (Table 4.3) and those recovered from drainage fills (Table 4.4). 
 
The artefacts which were represented by comparatively large assemblages, at least in relation to other 
deposits identified across the site, and which were recovered from four contexts unrelated to drainage 
fills (Table 4.3), all contained the same artefact categories, with ceramics being the most commonly 
represented in all but one of the deposits.  The exception to this was an underfloor deposit, 5213, 
which contained more small miscellaneous items than any other category (19).  With the exception of 
the underfloor deposit 5213, the remaining three deposits included here are related to pit fills, with 
contexts 5211 and 5234 being specific fills within pits while context 5235 was a service trench that 
cut through the pit fill 5234 and contained artefacts relating to this earlier fill. 
 
Context 5211/5212 
Pit fill 5211 featured a total of 23 artefacts and was contained within cut 5212, a semi-circular feature 
that appeared to be cut by the sandstone footings belonging to the northern wall of William 
Hutchinson’s c1830 house, suggesting that it was stratigraphically the earliest feature in this part of 
the site (Photo 3.5).  The pit was cut into natural clay and the fill was half-sectioned, with the 
recovered artefacts being indicative of a much later depositional date than it was first thought, with 
the artefacts being more representative of the mid nineteenth-century onwards and not indicative of a 
deposit that would have pre-dated the construction of Hutchinson’s house (Table 4.5).  This later date 
is particularly true for two of the ceramic patterns identified in the fill, that of a purple transfer-
printed “Cable” pattern cup, dating from the 1860s+ (#37016) and a white-glazed and moulded semi-
vitreous fine earthenware “Forget-Me-Not” pattern saucer, this particular version made by E. & C. 
Challinor and dating between 1862 to 1891 (#37018).  This pit fill is probably associated with the 
Agricultural Hotel phase of occupation, dating between 1845 to 1920 (Phase 5) and was cut by an 
addition to the hotel. 
 
Context 5213 
Also identified with the Agricultural Hotel phase of occupation was underfloor deposit 5213, 
containing 45 artefacts.  The underfloor deposit was identified within the eastern room of the 
sandstone footings identified as William Hutchinson’s house and later Agricultural Hotel, with the 
deposit surviving in just the southern half of the room (Photo 3.23).  This deposit had a depth of 
between 5mm and 40mm and the artefacts contained within the deposit appear to be associated with 
the later period of the Agricultural Hotel and not William Hutchinson’s earlier ownership and 
occupation of the house.  The artefacts recovered cover a wide date range (Table 4.6).  Many do not 
have identified beginning dates and continued to be manufactured into the late nineteenth and well 
into the twentieth centuries, and even those items that are known to have been manufactured in the 
late eighteenth century also continued to be made well into the nineteenth century and beyond. 
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(Phase 5). The category of glass included gin/schnapps (c1850–c1920), beer/wine (1820–c1920), and 
oil/vinegar bottles (-c1920), as well as a number of unidentified bottles, an unidentified ornament 
(c1850+), a stemware glass and some crown window glass sherds (-c1870).  Ceramics included blue 
flow, blue transfer print, moulded whiteware and lead-glazed coarse earthenware.  Although the lead-
glazed ware is generally dated from c1790s+ and the blue transfer-printed “Willow” pattern small 
plate dates from c1810+, the remainder of the ceramics were identified as dating from c1830+, with 
the exception of a moulded whiteware plate which featured the identifiable “Flower Garden Border” 
pattern, attributed to W.H. Grindley, of Tunstall, Staffordshire, and dated from 1880+ (#37025). 
 
Miscellaneous artefacts included a vulcanite comb (c1839+), a glass bead, a copper button (c1841+), 
a gold ring, brass pins (-c1880), a limestone marble (-c1914), a clay marble (c1800-c1918), kaolin 
pipes, a door escutcheon, copper wire and a slate pencil holder (-c1930).  Metal artefacts were mainly 
represented by five nails, dating between c1788 to c1890, with a sprig also dated to this period 
(Photo 4.1). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4.1: Selection 
of the small number 
of non-ceramic 
artefacts recovered 
from the site. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Context 5234/5233 
Pit fill 5234 was contained within a large circular feature, 5233, which was cut by a later service 
trench, 5235 (Photo 3.22).  The pit was located to the north of the sandstone footings of Hutchinson’s 
house, in the area which was first part of Hutchinson’s garden and then became a yard for the later 
Agricultural Hotel (Figs 3.1, 3.3, 3.4).  Pit fill 5234 was fully excavated and a total of 53 artefacts 
were recovered, with the 33 ceramics being the most commonly represented items (Table 4.3).  Like 
the previous two deposits, 5211 and 5213, the date range of the artefacts was very broad, dating 
between c1780 to the c1930s (Table 4.7).  The decorative ceramic wares in this assemblage are 
diverse, and although early types of ware are present, such as creamware (#37028), lead glaze 
(#37135, #37136), and Chinese porcelain and fine stoneware (#37093, #37094), they are in very low 
numbers in comparison with the rest of the later dating wares (whiteware, blue, green, black and 
brown transfer prints, blue flow and sprigged).  The majority of these ceramics date from the 1830s 
onwards and continued to be manufactured well into the twentieth century.  A number of identified 
transfer-printed patterns, which date from after Hutchinson’s death in 1846, indicate this deposit 
occurred post-Hutchinson’s ownership and occupation and is most likely related to the time when 
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this area was a yard for the Agricultural Hotel.  This deposit is therefore suggestive of rubbish 
disposal belonging to the hotel.  These identified patterns include the “Rhine” pattern, dating from 
c1845+ (#37033), the “Asiatic Pheasants” pattern, dating from c1850+ (#37034, #37035), and the 
“Ceres” pattern, dating between 1897 and 1904 (#37047). 
 
Associated with pit fill 5234 was a modern service trench 5235.  This service trench cut through the 
middle of both the pit fill 5234 and the pit cut 5233, running in a north-south direction (Photo 3.22, 
Fig. 3.1).  The service trench contained 39 artefacts (Table 4.3) disturbed from the pit fill 5234.  The 
artefacts from both the pit fill and the service trench featured the same proportional representation in 
the ceramic, glass, metal and miscellaneous artefact categories, with 24 ceramics again being the 
largest group (62%).  Once again the date range represented by all the artefacts, particularly the glass 
and ceramic categories, was very broad, dating between c1780 through to the 1930s (Table 4.8).  The 
dateable items within the glass category are mostly from the mid-to-late nineteenth century, with 
beer/wine bottles dating up to the 1850s, between the 1820s and 1870s, the 1820s to 1920s, and the 
1850s to 1870s; an oil/vinegar bottle dating up to the 1920s; a pickle/chutney bottle dating up to the 
1880s; an unidentified bottle dating between the 1820s and the 1920s, and some crown window glass 
dating up to the 1880s. 
 
Both the service pit fill and the service trench had a diverse range of decorative ceramic wares and 
date from the mid-to-late nineteenth century.  No early locally manufactured earthenware was 
identified within this fill, and although other types of ware commonly associated with late eighteenth 
and early nineteenth-century deposits were found, such as creamware (#37051) and Chinese 
porcelain (#37095, #37096), they were represented in very small numbers in comparison with the 
remainder of the ceramic assemblage that was more indicative of a later post-1830s date (brown 
transfer print, black transfer print, blue flow, blue transfer print, yellow ware and salt-glazed 
stoneware), with wares being manufactured well into the twentieth-century and on to the present day.  
The presence of the identified blue transfer-printed patterns “Asiatic Pheasants”, dating from c1850+ 
(#37064), and “Albion” pattern, dating between c1858 to 1937 (#37065), also confirms that this is a 
fill relating to an activity that post-dates the death of William Hutchinson in 1846, and that the 
service trench impacted on a pit fill associated with the disposal of rubbish belonging to the 
Agricultural Hotel. 
 

The eight non-ceramic artefacts included: a sandstock brick fragment, dating between c1788 and 
c1860 (#68130); a tobacco pipe stem fragment, of unknown date (#68100) and a brass latch from an 
item of furniture, also of unknown date (#68101).  There was a sherd of a beer/wine bottle, of 
unknown date (#31233), sherds from two unidentified bottles of no date (#31235, #31237), sherds 

Drainage Deposits 
The five drainage fills (5239, 5242, 5243, 5246 and 5248) are all thought to belong to the same event 
whereby fill were imported onto the site in an attempt to alleviate drainage problems on this naturally 
sloping site because it was cut down to natural clay (Photos 3.25, 3.14, 3.15).  The importation of 
these fills, located in the northeast area of the site, just to the north of the sandstock brick driveway 
(5226), is thought to post-date the construction of the stables (Phase 5).  All five deposits are notable 
for the high proportion of locally-manufactured ceramics recovered, including lead-glazed, slipped 
and self-slipped earthenware.  The similarity between the fills suggests that they were all part of the 
same event that saw fill introduced to the site from elsewhere in an attempt to alleviate drainage 
problems and that this event occurred soon after the construction of the stable buildings. 
 
Context 5239 
Fill 5239 featured the largest number of artefacts recovered from any of the drainage-related fills and 
indeed had the most number of artefacts of any of the contexts across the whole site, containing 85 
items in total (Table 4.4).  The deposit contained building materials (1), miscellaneous (2), glass (5), 
and ceramic (77).  The ceramics recovered represent a quarter of the entire ceramic assemblage found 
on site (25.7%).  The ceramics are well dated (Table 4.9). 
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from a champagne bottle with an end date of c1920 (#31236), and a window glass sherd with an end 
date of c1870 (#31238). 
 
The dominant category of ceramics (77) was represented by early decorative types commonly 
associated with the very late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, in particular the large 
representation of locally-manufactured lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped earthenwares.  Out of 
the 77 ceramics recovered from this deposit just three were imported wares, including a sherd of a 
green edgeware pearlware plate, manufactured in the United Kingdom and dating between c1780 and 
c1830s (#37067), an unidentified plain pearlware sherd, manufactured in the United Kingdom and 
dating between c1780 and 1870 (#37068), and a sherd of a blue handpainted ‘Kitchen Ch’ing’ fine 
stoneware bowl, manufactured in China and dating from c1790s+ (#37097).  The remaining 74 
ceramics are locally manufactured lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped fine and coarse earthenwares, 
dating from c1790s+, with 66 lead-glazed (#37137-37172, #37181-#37210), one slipped (#37173-
#37178), and two self-slipped (#37179-#37180). 
 
The majority of the 74 locally manufactured ceramics were fragmentary unidentified body or flat 
base sherds (44), in both fine and coarse earthenware.  These 44 unidentified items include 36 lead-
glazed (#37137-#37172), all six slipped (#37173-#37178) and two self-slipped wares (#37179-
#37180).  The remaining 30 lead-glazed wares were nine identified shapes, including 18 pan-1 
(#37181-#37194, #37196, #37200-#37202), three pots (#37197, #37209, #37210), two bowls 
(#37206, #37207), two drainers (#37203, #37204), one container (#37199), one drainer/colander 
(#37205), one jar (#37198), one plate (#37208), and one saucer (#37195).  These nine shapes were all 
associated with food, either in its preparation (pan-1, drainer and drainer/colander), 
storage/preparation (pot, container and jar) or consumption (bowl, plate and saucer).  The utilitarian 
roles of food preparation and/or food storage/preparation are the most prevalent, with items 
associated with the direct consumption of food (tableware bowls, plate and a saucer) being far fewer 
in number.  This is true of the entire lead-glazed assemblage recovered from across the site (Table 
4.12). 
 
The 66 lead-glazed wares identified in this drainage-related fill were, almost without exception, 
plainly glazed.  The three items that did feature decoration were wares associated with tableware and 
the direct consumption of food, including the two bowls (#37206, #37207) and one plate (#37208).  
These items are discussed below (Section 4.2.3). 
 
Context 5242 
Fill 5242 featured far fewer artefacts than context 5239.  Just eight artefacts were recovered (Table 
4.4), five being ceramic.  The remaining three artefacts were glass (2) and metal (1).  The ceramics 
indicate that deposition occurred post-1830. 
 
Context 5243 
Located at the eastern end of fill 5242, and also contained within the rectangular space between the 
sandstock brick paved driveway (5226) and the remains of sandstone footings (5227), was fill 5243 
(Photos 3.13, 3.25).  This patch of fill contained just four artefacts (Table 4.4), ceramic (3) and 
building material (1).  All three ceramic items were of early local manufacture and dating from 
c1790+, including two lead-glazed fine earthenwares (#37214, #37216) and self-slipped fine 
earthenware (#37215).  The building material category was represented by a sherd from a sandstock 
roofing tile and dated between 1788 to c1810 (#68127). 
 
Context 5246 
Drainage fill 5246 contained 27 artefacts (Table 4.4), including building materials (2), glass (1), 
miscellaneous (1), and ceramic (23). 
 
All of the artefacts in this fill are indicative of an early nineteenth-century assemblage (Table 4.10), 
with a glass gin/schnapps bottle dating up to c1850 (#31241), a tobacco pipe bowl manufactured by 
William Cluer, of Sydney, dating between 1802 and 1846 (#68102) and two sandstock bricks both 
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date to between c1788 and c1870 (#68131, #68132).  The 23 ceramics are all of early decorative 
types commonly associated with the very late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, in particular 
the locally manufactured lead-glazed and self-slipped earthenwares.  The 23 ceramics recovered 
included one creamware item, dating between c1780 and c1830s (#37070), one blue transfer-printed 
pearlware item, dating between c1800 and 1870 (#37071), two locally-manufactured self-slipped 
earthenwares, dating from c1790s+ (#37235, #37236), and 19 locally manufactured lead-glazed 
earthenwares, also dating from c1790s+ (#37217-#37234, #37237). 
 
The 19 lead-glazed earthenware items, represented by 38 sherds, mainly comprised of fragmentary 
unidentified body or flat base sherds, in both fine and coarse earthenware (13), with the remaining six 
items having the identified shapes of pan-1 (#37230-#37232), pot (#37233, #37234), and a 
waster/stand/saggar (#37237). 
 
Context 5248/5249 
Contemporary with the above four drainage-related fills is fill 5248 which features locally-
manufactured earthenware ceramics (Photos 3.14, 3.15). 
 
Fill 5248 contained 58 artefacts (Table 4.4), including metal (1), miscellaneous (2), glass (3), and 
ceramic (52).  The ceramics could be assigned a date range (Table 4.11).  The ceramics were 
dominated by early decorative types commonly associated with the very late eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries, and in particular the locally-manufactured lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped 
fine and coarse earthenware items identified within the deposit.  
 
Locally manufactured ceramics numbered 49 out of the total 52 ceramics found, with the remaining 
three ceramics being of overseas origin.  These three imported ceramics included an unidentified 
sherd from a creamware item, dating between c1780 to c1900 and manufactured in the United 
Kingdom (#37073), an unidentified sherd from a blue transfer-printed pearlware item, dating 
between c1800 to 1870, also manufactured in the United Kingdom (#37074), and four sherds from a 
blue handpainted fine stoneware ‘Kitchen Ch’ing’ bowl, dating from c1790s+ and manufactured in 
China (#37098).  The 49 locally manufactured wares were 37 lead-glazed fine and coarse 
earthenwares, dating from c1790s+, and 12 slipped/self-slipped fine and coarse earthenwares, also 
dating from c1790s+.   
 
Although the locally-manufactured wares are by far the most dominant, they are also mostly 
unidentified body and base sherds, with 27 unidentified lead-glazed earthenware (#37240-#37266) 
and 11 unidentified slipped/self-slipped earthenware (#37274-#37284).  The ten lead-glazed wares 
with identifiable shapes included five pan-1 (#37267, #37269, #37270, #37273, #37286)), three pots 
(#37271, #37272, #37287)), one bowl (#37286), and a dish (#37288), while the single self-slipped 
identified shape was a basin/bowl (#37285).  The main function of these locally manufactured wares 
with identified shapes was associated with the utilitarian role of food preparation (pan-1, dish and 
basin/bowl), and/or with food storage/preparation (pots).  Just a single item was identified with the 
role of tableware and the direct consumption of food (bowl). 
 
 
4.2.3 Overview of the Locally-Manufactured Ceramics99

The total number of ceramics identified as being of local manufacture recovered from across the 
entire site numbered 193 items.  These locally-manufactured wares included lead-glazed, self-slipped 
and slipped earthenware.  The majority of these were fragmentary, with the sherd size often being too 
small to identify vessel shape, necessitating their cataloguing as either unidentified body or 
unidentified base sherds.  However 65 of the items were able to be assigned an identifiable shape, 
33.6 per cent of the locally-manufactured ware.  These included 60 lead-glazed earthenware and five 
self-slipped earthenware, with the shapes all identified as part of an on-going type series of shapes.

 

100

                                                      
99 Detailed analysis is in Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report 
100 Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report  
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The lead-glazed, in both fine and coarse earthenware, is the most commonly occurring of the locally 
manufactured wares identified, represented by a total of 164 items.  Both the slipped and self-slipped 
wares, also in fine and coarse earthenware, numbered just 13 items and 16 items respectively.  
Fifteen recognised shapes were identified for all the locally-manufactured wares recovered on site 
(Table 4.12), and included the following forms: bowl, basin/bowl, container, colander/drainer, 
drainer, dish, jar, jug, plate, pan-1, pot, saucer, small plate, saucer and stand/saggar/waster (Photo 
4.2).  These identified shapes were represented by a total of 60 lead-glazed wares and five self-
slipped wares, with the remaining 104 lead glazed and 24 slipped and self-slipped wares being 
unidentified due to the very fragmentary nature of the sherds. 
 
 

Photo 4.2: A selection of plain lead-glazed shapes found on-site.  Back row (l-r): Pan-1 (5239/#37200), 
Bowl (5215/#37130), Pot (5239/#37209), Pot (5248/#37287).  Front row (l-r): Pan-1 
(5215/#37129), Dish (5248/#37288), Stand/Saggar/Waster (5246#37237). 

 
 
The 60 identified lead-glazed earthenwares were associated with the food-related roles of 
preparation, serving, storage/container and consumption (Table 4.12).  The utilitarian function of 
food preparation was the most commonly represented (36), with the pan-1 shape being the most 
prevalent (30).  Shapes identified with food preparation/serving (1), preparation/storage (10), serving 
(1), storage (1) and container (1) were also utilitarian in function.  This is the role in a household with 
which lead-glazed ware is commonly identified.  The overwhelming majority of the identified lead-
glazed shapes recovered here had a functional capacity, especially in the fields of food preparation 
and storage, where the wares were manufactured and purchased to fulfil practical functions and were 
not necessarily meant to be seen outside their purely functional uses.  A number of items were also 
identified that were used in the direct consumption of food and were therefore used more within the 
public sphere than the utilitarian items.  The nine items specifically associated with food 
consumption included: tableware (bowls, plates), teaware (saucers), and teaware/tableware (small 
plates). These items were designed to be used in places where they might be seen by visitors.  These 
items will be discussed further in relation to the decorated lead-glazed items recovered on-site. 
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Twenty-nine locally-manufactured slipped and self-slipped earthenware items were identified 
consisting of 13 slipped and 16 self-slipped items.  Like the lead-glazed items, the slipped and self-
slipped wares are mostly very fragmentary, with 24 out of the 29 items being unidentified due to their 
small fragmentary portion size (Table 4.12).  The five ceramics that were able to be assigned 
identified shapes were all self-slipped items and two were catalogued as a general container (#37236, 
#37239) while the only basin/bowl (37285), one bowl (#37134), and one pan-1 were associated with 
food preparation (#37110) (Photo 4.3). 
 
 

Photo 4.3: Three of the identified self-slipped earthenware shapes found on-site.  Back (l-r): Pan-1 
(5203/#37100), Bowl (5232#37134).  Front: Basin/Bowl (5248#37285). 

 
 
The high porosity of slipped and self-slipped earthenware would have made these items seemingly 
unsuitable for holding liquids or indeed any foodstuff with a moisture content.  The complete lack of 
any glazing to make them non-porous may however still have allowed them to be adequate 
receptacles for holding dry foodstuffs.  The porosity of the slipped and self-slipped items raises 
health and hygiene issues, especially if they were used in relation to food, however the need to make 
do if other more suitable wares were unavailable would have outweighed such considerations, at least 
until more appropriate vessels could be obtained.  Hopefully more extant examples of the slipped and 
self-slipped wares will be found on future excavations allowing for more comparative research to be 
undertaken. 
 
Decorated Lead-Glazed Ware 
The presence of glaze on an earthenware item is necessary if it is to adequately fulfil many functional 
roles, with the glaze being essential to ensure that an earthenware item becomes non-porous and 
impervious to liquid.  With the overwhelming majority of the locally-made ceramics being lead glaze 
the functionality of this ware is far more important than any decorative considerations.  The glaze is 



Artefact Analysis 

 

70 

first and foremost an essential practicality and its decorative value is secondary.  The majority of the 
lead-glazed wares identified here are representative of the utilitarian nature of these wares as a whole.  
Out of the 164 lead-glazed earthenware items recovered on-site 154 had plain coloured glazes.  The 
remaining ten vessels are interesting in that they feature added decorative detailing which is 
relatively uncommon on Sydney and Parramatta sites (Photo 4.4). 
 
 

Photo 4.4: Group shot of decorated lead-glazed ceramics.  Back row (l-r): Bowl (5215/#37127), Pan-1 
(5248/#37286).  Centre row (l-r): Plate (5239/#37208), Bowl (5215/#37128), Saucer 
(5215/#37124), Plate (5239/#37126).  Front row (l-r): Bowl (5239/#37206), Bowl (5239/#37207), 
Pan-1 (5239/#37201), Pan-1 (5239/#37202). 

 
 
The ten lead-glazed earthenware items that were identified featuring additional decoration are set 
apart from the purely functional role of the plainly lead-glazed items.  Their presence implies that 
they were purchased for both their functionality and their decorative appeal.  The ten examples occur 
here on shapes used in both the public and private spheres of daily life, including items associated 
with both the preparation and consumption of food.  A saucer (#37124), two bowls (#37206, #37207) 
and two plates (#37126, #37208) are all tableware-related items associated with the consumption of 
food and more public usage, whereas the three pan-1 items (#37201, #37202, #37286) and two bowls 
(#37127, #37128) are associated with the more private, behind-the-scenes role of food preparation. 
 
These ten decorated items are very distinctive when compared to the 154 plainly glazed wares, which 
are overall more representative of the utilitarian needs that these items were purchased for, bought for 
their functionality with the decorative appeal being of more secondary importance.  Apart from the 
five decorated items associated with food consumption, the remaining three pan-1 items (#37201, 
#37202, #7286) and two bowls (#37127, #37128) are identified with the function of food preparation 
and the presence of decorative elements suggests that these items were purchased for both their 
functional and aesthetic appeal.  These items were perhaps viewed by the consumer as having more 
than one role, being both functional and decorative, and could be used in both private and public 
realms. 
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The ten decorated items can be divided into four decorative categories: imitation annular creamware, 
green and brown handpainted designs, combed and coggled.  The imitation annular creamware was 
represented here by a saucer (#37124).  This particular form of decoration has been noted on at least 
three other historical excavations and is notable for its fine creamy white fabric being covered with a 
pale yellow glaze and with narrow rows of finely incised horizontal lines, covered with either a green 
or brown glaze, forming a simple decorative band somewhere on the body of the individual item.101  
The shapes represented on these other sites by this particular decorative type have included a coffee 
can, teacups, saucers, bowls and a jug, and it is thought that the decoration was an early local 
imitation of imported annular creamware, one that would have been a cheaper alternative to the 
imported creamware items available in the marketplace.102  This saucer is slightly different to those 
found at the other historical excavations in that the yellow glaze is not as pale as previous examples 
nor does it cover both the interior and exterior.  It has been postulated that this particular example 
may represent one of the earliest attempts within the local pottery industry at imitating annular 
creamware, with the examples noted elsewhere perhaps indicating a more refined imitation as the 
local potters developed a better understanding of their clays, glazes and firing techniques.103

A total of seven wares all featured simple green and brown handpainted designs on a yellow-glazed 
background and are rare here simply by the number represented (Photo 4.4), because although this 
decorative style has been identified on at least two other historical excavations they were in just one 
or two examples.

 
 

104  The seven items included within this decorative field are two bowls with either a 
brown or green chain motif below the exterior rim edge (#37206 and #37207), one plate with groups 
of brown and green dots covering the marley and interior base (#37126), one plate with a green and 
brown plant motif remaining on both the marley and interior base (#37208), one pan-1 with wavy 
green and brown lines below the interior rim edge (#37202), and two bowls with a green wavy line 
and brown spots below the interior rim (#37127 and #37128).  Given that this ware is so distinctive 
can it be assumed that it is it the work of one particular potter?  The fact that five of these particular 
items were recovered in context 5239, one of the fills imported onto site from elsewhere to help 
alleviate drainage issues in the centre of the site, and believed to post-date the construction of 
Hutchinson’s stables (Phase 5), is perhaps suggestive that the fill was sourced from the waste dumps 
of a nearby pottery.105

                                                      
101 Tea and tableware lead-glazed items were noted with this particular form of imitation annular creamware 
design at the DMR, Haymarket site, c100m northeast of this site, the George & Charles Streets, Parramatta site, 
and at the Parramatta Justice Precinct, Parramatta site; http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au 
102 Casey 1999:22-23 
103 Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report 

 
 
An archaeological excavation recently undertaken at 710 to 722 George Street, Haymarket, on the 
corner of Campbell Street, included the possible location of part of the pottery belonging to the early 
Sydney potter Thomas Ball (c1806-1823).  The site yielded four large pits filled with lead-glazed 
wasters and although analysis of the ware is very much still in its preliminary stages, with the sorting 
of just one of the pits begun at time of writing, it has already been noted the lead-glazed ware 
contained within it has marked similarities to that found at Pitt and Campbell Streets, in particular the 
presence of a large number of sherds featuring the simple green and brown designs on a yellow-
glazed background. 
 
The two remaining decorative types identified here are represented on one item each and at the time 
of writing had no known comparisons on other historical excavations.  These decorations, both 
identified on pan-1 shapes, are a combed vertical zigzag motif remaining on the cavetto, (#37201) 
and a goggled geometric band remaining on the marley (#37286) (Photo 4.4). 

104 Two plates were found at the Conservatorium of Music, Sydney, and a saucer was recovered at the 
Parramatta Justice Precinct, Parramatta; http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au/reptcon.htm. It is noted that many 
more decorated vessels have been identified at the Thomas Ball Potteyr site, 710-722 George Street, 
Haymarket 
105 Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report.  Similar types of waster pottery deposits are frequently 
found in London. 

http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au/reptcon.htm�
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4.2.4 Overview of the Imported Ceramics106

The majority of the ceramics, as discussed above, are of early local manufacture, numbering 193 
items in total and representing 64.5 per cent of ceramics found at the site.  Although no basemarks 
were recovered on any of the 299 ceramics it was still possible to identify at least which country they 
originally came from, be it local or overseas (Table 4.13).  Ceramics manufactured overseas and 
imported into Australia were identified (92), with a small number being of either local or overseas 
manufacture (14).  The 14 ceramics identified as possible local or overseas manufacture included 13 
salt-glazed stoneware bottles and jars, dating between c1830 to c1930, which could have been 
manufactured either locally or in the United Kingdom (#37076-#37088), and one yellow ware pie 
dish, dating from c1830+, which could have been made locally or in the United Kingdom or the 
United States (#37054). 
 
The 92 ceramics identified as being definitely manufactured overseas and representative of imports 
into Australia were ten from China and 82 from the United Kingdom.  Although overseas Chinese 
were known to have occupied part of the site in the early 1900s, at 36-38 Campbell Street, all 
archaeological evidence of the two terraces had been subsequently destroyed, along with any 
associated artefact-bearing deposits, and the ten ceramics identified as being of Chinese manufacture 
were in deposits unrelated to that part of the site. 
 
Chinese Ceramics 
The ten ceramics identified as being of Chinese manufacture, all generally encompassing the very 
broad dating range of c1790+, are either blue hand-painted export porcelain, blue hand-painted fine 
stoneware, or glazed fine stoneware (#37089-#37098).  The seven blue hand-painted porcelain items 
comprised of two unidentified items, one bowl, three ginger jars, and one “Canton” pattern plate.  
The “Canton” pattern plate (#37091), dating between c1790 to c1850, was found in context 5215, the 
fill of a large semi-circular pit located in the northwest of the site (5214) and thought to relate to the 
use of this area as gardens behind Hutchinson’s house (Phase 4).  The “Canton” pattern was made 
specifically for export to overseas western markets and was not designed for domestic Chinese 
consumption (Photo 4.5). 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Photo 4.5: Canton pattern plate   
(#37091).  Scale 10cm 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The three blue hand-painted porcelain ginger jars, dating from c1790+, are also not indicative of 
Chinese occupation as both the contents and jars were popular within European households.  Two of 
                                                      
106 Detailed analysis is in Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report 
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the ginger jars were found in context 5235 (#37095, #37096), a service trench associated with the 
1920s garage (Phase 6), and the remaining jar was identified in context 5234 (#37093), the fill of a 
pit situated in the western part of the site and thought to relate to the use of the area as gardens 
behind Hutchinson’s house (Phase 4).  This same pit fill also contained another type of Chinese 
manufactured ware, one dark brown-glazed fine stoneware body sherd identified as belonging to a 
food container of some sort (#37094) and also dating from c1790+.  This is a type of ware, 
commonly identified as ‘provincial ware’, is typically seen as evidence of overseas Chinese being 
present on a site, primarily because the variety of shapes of this ware type are associated with foods 
that were popular with the Chinese palate rather than European tastes, including such things as soy 
sauce, sweetened black vinegar, black molasses, preserved eggs, bean curd, pickled vegetables, salted 
radish, pickled lemons, salted garlic, salted onion, shrimp paste, sweet gherkins and sweet bean 
paste.107  This ware has been documented on sites in Australia, New Zealand and the United States 
with known overseas Chinese occupation.108

Another ware that was also of a type commonly associated with overseas Chinese occupation on a 
site, and which was represented here by two blue hand-painted fine stoneware bowls, is a ware 
known as ‘kitchen ch’ing’ (#37097, #37098).  Kitchen ch’ing is attributed to a category of common 
nineteenth-century Chinese ceramics, decorated in underglaze blue hand-painting and manufactured 
in both stoneware and porcelain fabrics.  The colour of the underglaze blue hand-painting varies 
between a crisp blue through to a grey-blue with the glaze often also being a bluish grey.  Dishes and 
bowls are the most commonly identified shapes associated with this ware and the thicker and more 
heavily potted fabric made them ideal for daily use.

  The presence of such an item in this pit fill is 
interesting in that although Chinese tenants are known to have resided on part of the site in the early 
twentieth century, no overseas Chinese have been documented as occupying any part of the study 
area prior to this, and perhaps its existence here suggests that someone of Chinese descent was 
working for the Hutchinson household and disposed of the container here once it had been emptied. 
 

109  This ware has again also been found on many 
sites identified with Chinese occupation, throughout Southeast Asia, Australia, New Zealand and the 
United States, however it is not restricted to sites of only overseas Chinese occupation with these 
wares also being found in association with European households.110

The two bowls identified here as ‘kitchen ch’ing’ both feature the remains of a bluish-grey 
underglaze hand painting on the cavetto and have both been catalogued with the function of 
tableware.  One of the bowls (#37098) also features the remains of a circular unglazed ‘biscuited 
band’ on the lower part of the cavetto, acting as a type of border between it and the base (Photo 4.6).  
This ‘biscuited band’ is an identifying feature often found on stoneware ‘kitchen ch’ing’ bowls and 
dishes.

  
 

111

 
 

 
 
 
Photo 4.6: ‘Kitchen ch’ing’ bowl with biscuit band on cavetto 
(5248/#37098).  Scale 10cm 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                      
107 Ward, Ceramics Report, Appendix 4, this report 
108 Muir 2003:43 
109 Willetts 1981:49-94 
110 For example, the Parramatta Children’s Court site also had ‘kitchen ch’ing’ wares in the ceramic 
assemblage. 
111 Willetts 1981:81-85 
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The two bowls were both recovered from two drainage-related fills that were brought onto site from 
elsewhere and were used to help alleviate drainage issues in the central part of the site (5239, 5248).  
These fill deposits post-date the construction of Hutchinson’s stable buildings and the presence of 
these bowls in these introduced fills in no way reflects any specific on-site usage and are more likely 
to be associated with the nearby pottery site from where the fill layers are thought o have come. 
 
Overall, out of the ten ceramics identified as Chinese, six could be associated with on-site usage, 
with the remaining four being found in either unstratified material or imported fill.  These four items 
were found in three contexts, 5203, 5239 and 5248.  Context 5203 was assigned to the unstratified 
cleaning of the northeast area of the site and any artefacts recovered during this cleaning, and it 
included one blue hand-painted porcelain unidentified body sherd (#37089) and one blue hand-
painted porcelain bowl (#37090).  Their presence in this particular environment meant that they 
could not really be definitely assigned to on-site usage.  The two ‘kitchen ch’ing’ bowls discussed 
above (#37097, #37098) were both found in fills imported onto site from elsewhere (5239, 5248) and 
therefore could also not be seen to relate to on-site usage. 
 
The six Chinese ceramics that could be associated with on-site usage were all found in deposits 
relating to the disposal of either household or hotel refuse.  The fill within a modern service trench 
(5235) cut through and impacted upon an earlier pit (5233) which contained fill (5234) thought to 
relate to the period of the Agricultural Hotel (Phase 5).  Disturbed material from this pit fill was 
found in the service trench, including fragments from two blue hand-painted porcelain ginger jars 
(#37095, #37096).  The presence of these jars in a fill thought to be associated with the disposal of 
rubbish belonging to the Agricultural Hotel suggests that the contents of these jars were either 
consumed by patrons or workers at the hotel.  The remaining four Chinese ceramics were all 
recovered from pit fills associated with William Hutchinson’s use of his extensive garden and were 
indicative of household rubbish disposal relating to his period of occupation (Phase 4).  The one blue 
hand-painted porcelain unidentified body sherd in pit fill 5232 (#37092) and the one blue hand-
painted “Canton” pattern plate in pit fill 5215 (#37091) may be indicative of the occupants use 
whereas the one ginger jar (#37093) and the one ‘provincial ware’ container (# 37094), both found in 
the same pit fill (5234), may perhaps suggest use by someone working for the household rather than 
living there, such as a Chinese servant or gardener for example, especially in the case of the 
‘provincial ware’ item, as discussed above. 
 
British Ceramics 
The 82 ceramics manufactured in the United Kingdom are fine earthenware, semi-vitreous fine 
earthenware and bone china fabrics.  These fabrics have a range of decorative types and include a 
number of identified patterns, in transfer prints, moulded semi-vitreous fine earthenware and 
moulded whiteware.  Out of a total of 23 identified decorative types recovered from across the entire 
site 16 were specifically manufactured in the United Kingdom (Table 4.14).  These 16 decorative 
types, represented by the 82 items, included banded, blue flow, transfer prints (blue, black, brown, 
green and purple), blue transfer-printed pearlware, creamware, edgeware pearlware, plain pearlware, 
sprigged, white-glazed bone china, white-glazed and moulded semi-vitreous fine earthenware, 
whiteware, and moulded whiteware.  Twenty-five of these featured known patterns, with ten 
individual patterns recognised, all of which are commonly found on historical excavations.  The 
majority of the identified patterns are transfer printed, including “Willow” (12), “Asiatic Pheasants” 
(4), “Fibre” (2), “Albion” (1), “Cable” (1), “Ceres” (1), “Japan Flowers” (1), and “Rhine” (1). The 
two exceptions are a white-glazed and moulded semi-vitreous fine earthenware “Forget-Me-Not” 
pattern (1) and a moulded whiteware “Flower Garden Border” pattern (1).  These ten patterns are all 
typical of the mid nineteenth century, with just two of the patterns beginning production during the 
last quarter of the nineteenth century, the “Flower Garden Border” pattern (1880+) and the “Ceres” 
pattern (1897-1904). 
 
With the exceptions of blue transfer print (33) and creamware (10), the remaining ceramics identified 
as being manufactured in the United Kingdom were all represented in just single digit numbers.  The 
locally manufactured wares of lead-glazed, slipped and self-slipped earthenware dominated the 
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ceramic assemblage, 64.6 per cent of the total wares (193), with the remaining ceramics occurring in 
low numbers.  See Ward, Appendix 4 for tables. 
 
The inventory of William Hutchinson’s estate, dated July 10, 1847, does not contain many ceramic 
items, with the possible exceptions of ‘25 tea pots’ and ‘4 jugs’, whereby it is assumed that these 
were all ceramic however the decorative types are not indicated.  Given that over half the ceramics 
recovered from the site were within deposits that were sourced from elsewhere as drainage fills, the 
majority of the ceramics cannot be seen to represent any specific on-site usage or particular 
association with the occupants of the site. 
 
Aside from the locally-manufactured earthenwares, lead glaze, self-slipped and slipped, other 
ceramics commonly associated with early nineteenth-century sites include Chinese ceramics, 
creamware, pearlware, edgeware pearlware and blue transfer-printed pearlware.  These wares are 
fairly typical on historical excavations featuring early European settlement and are also represented 
here, albeit in small numbers, with the Chinese manufactured items discussed previously.  The 
remaining early wares of creamware (10), pearlware (1), edgeware pearlware (1) and blue transfer-
printed pearlware (4), all manufactured in the United Kingdom, only number 16, with six of these 
being found in the imported drainage fills brought onto site from elsewhere and therefore not actually 
representing on-site usage.  Another two items were from the unstratified cleaning of the northeast 
area of the site and were also unable to be definitely assigned to on-site usage, meaning the number 
of items that can be associated with the occupants use is very small (8).  These eight items included 
two blue transfer-printed pearlware and six creamware items.  The blue transfer-printed pearlware 
was a saucer (#37015) and a teapot lid (#37026), while the creamware was represented by plates 
(#37014, #37027, #37051), a bowl (#37028) and unidentified body and base sherds (#37072, 
#37075). 
 
The eight items were found in seven contexts associated with the periods of William Hutchinson’s 
ownership and occupation (Phase 4), the Agricultural Hotel (Phase 5), and the demolition of the 
Agricultural Hotel and construction of the Chamberlain Hotel and garage (Phase 6).  A total of four 
items were associated with Phase 5 (1845 to 1920), including a blue transfer-printed pearlware saucer 
(#37015), a creamware plate (#37014), a creamware bowl (#37028) and a creamware unidentified 
base sherd (#37075).  Just the one item was identified with Phase 6 (1920+), a creamware plate 
(#37051).  The remaining three items were identified in deposits relating to William Hutchinson’s 
period of site occupation, between c1823 to 1845.  These three items included the blue transfer-
printed pearlware teapot lid (#37026) as well as a creamware plate (#37027) and creamware 
unidentified body sherd (#37072).  Two of the items were recovered from pit fills identified as 
relating to the disposal of household rubbish within the area that was part of Hutchinson’s extensive 
gardens (5215, 5232), these being the blue transfer-printed pearlware teapot lid (#37026) and 
creamware plate (#37027).  The remaining item, a creamware unidentified body sherd (#37072), was 
found in a small patch of fill (5247) identified beneath an area of sandstock brick paving thought to 
be the remains of a driveway that would have originally led up to the stable buildings from the 
northern side of Hutchinson’s house. 
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5.0 
 

Response to Research Questions 

5.1 Research Questions 
Although the archaeological excavation undertaken on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets had 
the potential to yield evidence relating to the early brickfield-period, some remains of William 
Hutchinson’s house and its associated gardens and stable buildings, along with two c1845 houses 
featuring later Chinese occupation, the reality was that the site had been cut down and there were 
major impacts over a large part of the site associated with twentieth-century developments which 
resulted in much of the archaeology having been destroyed and therefore evidence relating to many 
of the proposed research questions was unattainable.  The research questions that remain the most 
relevant are those relating to the Brickfields and early usage (Question 5.2) and William 
Hutchinson’s occupancy (Question 5.3): 
 
5.2 Brickfields and Permissive Occupancy 
This phase of occupation was hoped to contain archaeological evidence that would relate to the 
following questions: 
 

i How the early Europeans set about clearing the land for extensive brickfield 
production. 

ii What type of early clay products were being produced beside from bricks?  Did 
these include clay roofing tiles, general household ceramics and other items? 

iii What is the evidence for how these clay products were moulded, fired, and dried?  
General question relating to the industrial process undertaken at the site. 

iv An area of interest is the origin of early lead-glazed ceramics.  Various 
archaeologists think they were imported from India, were made locally or came 
for somewhere else including the UK.  Possibly the material from this site will 
help us understand more about early pottery production in NSW. 

v It is likely that people were living in the Brickfields from the earliest days of the 
Colony.  Is there evidence to support this assertion?  If there is evidence of the 
conditions they were living under?  How limited was their material culture?  How 
does it relate to other evidence for early occupation of Sydney found in the Rocks?  
What are the differences? 

vi Other questions will relate to the evidence for early trading with other countries 
including England and China. 

 
Unfortunately the results from the archaeological excavation of the site did not produce evidence that 
would allow for any detailed response to the majority of the above questions.  The site was affected 
by a high level of disturbance which severely restricted the evidence relating to these questions.  The 
site had been extensively cut down to the natural clay and any evidence relating to the brickfield 
period of use was gone and even the presence of large quantities of locally manufactured earthenware 
was recovered from fills that had been imported onto the site at a later period and were not directly 
related to any earlier activities undertaken at the site during the Brickfields period (Phase 3), such as 
possibly on-site production of the ware, in association with the manufacture of bricks and associated 
building materials. 
 
The Brickfields phase has been dated to the period encompassing the years 1788 to c1823, that is 
from the time of first European settlement and when it was recognised that the clay deposits in this 
area were ideal for brickmaking, through to when the property was granted to William Hutchinson by 
Governor Brisbane in 1823.112

                                                      
112 Casey & Lowe 2003:24 

  Although no archaeological evidence was found relating to the 
questions on how the early Europeans cleared the land in preparation for extensive brickfield 
production, what activities were specifically undertaken here relating to this time, or if people were 
indeed also living here at this time, pollen analysis from two imported deposits indicated that they 
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were sourced from the surrounding Brickfields area, context 5209 (pollen sample 13) and context 
5224 (pollen sample 3). 
 
Context 5209, a deep fill identified across the western part of the site, was in the area that would have 
once been part of Hutchinson’s extensive garden.  This deposit is believed to be an introduced fill 
and the pollen sample (13) taken from the base of this fill identified it as having been removed from 
its original site and brought in to the study area from somewhere within the nearby Brickfield Hill 
environs.  The pollen analysis revealed a selection of plants that were ideally suited to a deposit that 
had built up on disturbed vacant land, identified here as likely being an area left after clay extraction 
or related brickmaking activities had perhaps moved on elsewhere.  The pollen sample contained 
high percentages of casuarina and eucalyptus, along with a native grasses, rainbow ferns and other 
ferns, crucifers, samphires and sedges.  Traces of tree-fern, cereals, dandelion, broom spurge, broom 
heath and wire rush were also detected.113  The analysis concluded that the fill appeared to be a 
deposit that had accumulated on disturbed vacant ground colonised by herbaceous weeds and ferns, 
and was identified as being associated with earlier brickfield phasing.114

Deposit 5224 was identified within a narrow 1m wide strip to the immediate north of the sandstone 
stable footings in the eastern area of the site (Photo 3.2).  A 500mm wide test trench was excavated 
through this deposit onto natural clay (5218), with the deposit consisting of a fine grey brown sandy 
silty clay of up to 130mm deep.  It is thought that this deposit represents redeposited topsoil, brought 
onto site prior to the construction of Hutchinson’s stables to act as a levelling agent as it is under both 
the stable footings (5221) and flagstone floor (5222).  The analysis of the pollen sample (3) identified 
the deposit as dating to the brickfield phase.

  A conclusion drawn from 
this analysis would indicate that this imported fill was sourced from somewhere within the 
surrounding Brickfield Hill vicinity, where it was removed from its original location and brought 
onto site as levelling fill/garden base. 
 

115  Casuarina and eucalyptus were by far the dominant 
species, with raspwort, native grasses, ferns, dandelion, pine, cereals, pear, native honey-suckle, rice-
flowers, lily, and kangaroo fern also represented.116

The particular question relating to the origin of early lead-glazed ceramics is no longer debated, with 
evidence from various excavated sites now identifying that the majority of these wares are of local 
manufacture, rather than imported.  The number of historical archaeological excavations undertaken 

  The high presence of casuarina pollen has been 
interpreted as evidence of either being from firewood or being carried by water, and the eucalypt 
pollen is also explained as firewood evidence.  Could this also be evidence of firings from the pottery 
and brick kilns in the vicinity?  The fern spores may have come from areas of ferns growing within 
the vicinity, such as along the banks of the stream that flowed in the vicinity of Hay Street, to the 
south of the site. 
 
No evidence was found of any industrial processes relating to the period of the Brickfields and 
permissive occupancy.  The site had been significantly cut down to the natural clay, leaving no trace 
of any brick, tile or ceramic manufacturing, if indeed any had occurred on this particular site.  
Although the site was located within the heart of the Brickfields it may well have been used simply 
as a source of raw material, with the clay taken to a nearby area for processing.  Although there was 
no evidence of early clay products being manufactured on this site, the fills imported onto the site to 
help alleviate later drainage-related problems did however predominately contain ware identified as 
being of early local manufacture and likely sourced from nearby (contexts 5239, 5242, 5243, 5246 
and 5248).  These five fills, although identified as belonging to site preparation activities relating to a 
later period of the site history (Phase 5), contain earthenware items that date to earlier periods of 
manufacture (Phases 3 and 4) (c.1806-1823.  The contents of these fills have been discussed in detail 
both within the confines of this report (Section 3.6.2, 4.0) and in the specialist ceramics report 
(Appendix 4). 
 

                                                      
113 Macphail 2006:6 & 8 
114 Macphail 2006:3 
115 Macphail 2006:3 
116 Macphail 2006:8 
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in the Brickfields in recent years has added extensively to knowledge of this ware and it is hoped that 
questions relating in particular to its manufacturing processes will be answered during the analysis of 
a large amount of material recovered from four pottery waster pits recovered from the recently 
excavated site at 710-722 George Street, Haymarket.117

i.  

  Excavations in other areas of Sydney, such 
as Parramatta, featuring deposits relating to the early European settlement of Sydney, have also 
yielded information about this early ware, specifically adding to our knowledge of the range of 
decorative types and known shapes. 
 
The question relating to evidence of early trading with other countries, in particular England and 
China, was not able to be examined in relation to this early brickfield period.  The imported artefacts 
that were identified, in particular the ceramics, were all associated with post-Brickfield features.  
These imported ceramics are discussed in the section on artefact analysis (Section 4.2.4) and in the 
ceramics report (Appendix 4). 
 
 
5.3 Residential Occupation, Part of Town, from c1830 
This covers William Hutchinson’s occupation of the house on the corner of Pitt & Campbell Streets.  
  

The type and nature of early private housing in Sydney.   
This site may contain some limited remains associated with William Hutchinson’s 
house and garden. Hutchinson was a successful emancipist and died wealthy. 
What type of house and grounds did he build in the early days of the colony?  We 
have a copy of the inventory taken of his house which provides some idea of its 
layout and we found evidence of a drain that fed from his garden to the north.  
Further evidence on the layout of the garden may indicate whether it was a 
vegetable garden or purely ornamental. 

ii.  What can the artefacts, deposits and features associated with Hutchinson’s house 
and the other potential houses within the study area tell us about the living 
standards of the residents of the early Colony?  What changes are happening by 
the mid-nineteenth century to domestic markets and their relationship to trade with 
overseas countries and how are they reflected by the occupants of this site? 

iii.  Comparison of the archaeological remains from these houses may provide a 
valuable insight into the variation between different people living in the one 
location in early Sydney. 

 
As the results of the archaeological program were affected by a high level of disturbance it was 
decided to respond to the above three questions as a combined single response.  The response to these 
inter-related research questions is also limited as it is mainly based on structural rather than 
artefactual-based evidence and revolves around the remains associated with Hutchinson’s house, 
garden and stable buildings. 
 
William Hutchinson was a significant emancipist figure in colonial New South Wales.  The property 
on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets represents his success and his desire to establish a 
substantial house and landholdings.  Hutchinson’s success is mirrored by the size of his house and its 
associated stable buildings and yard. 
 
5.3.1 House 
Prior to 1823 no proper titles were issued for either leasehold or freehold title for the study area, Lot 
1 of Section 3.  Lots 1, 2, 3 and 13 were granted to William Hutchinson by Governor Brisbane in 
1823 and by 1830 there was a house on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets and another structure 
in the northeast corner (Fig. 3.2).  This northeast corner building is thought to be the stables and 
coach house which are clearly marked on a later 1854 plan (Fig. 3.3), although they may have been 

                                                      
117 This site was excavated by Casey & Lowe Pty Ltd between August and October 2008 and is believed to be 
the site of Thomas Ball’s pottery, http://www.caseyandlowe.com.au/site710.htm 
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altered to some extent by this time.  The annotated 1854 plan indicates that the cottage, made of 
stone, had a veranda along the western Campbell Street side with steps leading up to it through a 
front garden on the Pitt Street frontage.  The stables and coach house, located in the northeast corner, 
are identified as being of brick, with a half loft, and with a manure pit situated to its immediate west.  
An 1845 council rates assessment, which lists Hutchinson as the owner and occupier of the house, 
also notes that the stone house has a shingle roof with a detached kitchen and rooms and that the 
house had 1½ floors and seven rooms and was 119ft wide and 95ft deep.  It also notes that there is a 
detached stables and coach house. 
 
William Hutchinson’s stone house was situated on the corner of the Pitt and Campbell Streets, mostly 
within the footprint of the extant Chamberlain Hotel.  The archaeological excavation of the site 
revealed, in this southwest corner, sandstone footings which are believed to be the remnant footings 
of Hutchinson’s house (later re-used as part of the Agricultural Hotel).  The footings extended over 
an area measuring 7m x 4m and were heavily impacted upon by twentieth-century petrol tanks on 
their eastern edge, were cut by the footings of the Chamberlain Hotel to the south, and by the 
footings of the terraces at 420 to 426 Pitt Street to the west.  The sandstone footings, cut into natural 
clay (5218), consisted of up to five courses of sub-rectangular sandstone blocks laid in two rows with 
smaller sandstone rubble packing between.  These footings were an east-west running wall, most 
likely the northern wall of the house, and two internal north-south running wall footings which 
divided the remains into two rooms (Photo 3.3). 
 
The western room measured c4m east-west, however because of impacts from the Chamberlain Hotel 
its north-south dimensions remain unknown.  It was also heavily disturbed by a wide trench cutting 
across it, running in an east-west direction, and by the buildings demolition in the 1910s.  No 
underfloor or construction deposits remained within this room.  The eastern room was also disturbed, 
by both the Chamberlain Hotel to the south and the petrol tanks to the east, with no room dimensions 
identifiable.  The interior walls of this room were cement rendered with a white painted plaster finish 
and a small metal vent was also located in the north-south footing.  Unlike the western room, the 
eastern room had some underfloor and construction deposits remaining in the southern half of the 
room.  Unfortunately, the artefacts recovered from the underfloor deposit (5213) appear to be 
associated with the later period of the Agricultural Hotel and not William Hutchinson’s ownership 
and occupation of the house.  The 46 artefacts included the categories of glass (11), ceramic (10), 
miscellaneous (19) and metal (6).  Analysis of these artefacts concluded that they were indicative of 
an underfloor deposit dating to the time when Hutchinson’s house had become the Agricultural 
Hotel, post-1865 (Section 3.6.1). 
 
Directly beneath this underfloor deposit, covering exactly the same area, was the construction fill 
(5219).  This deposit remained unexcavated but was noted as consisting of a light dirty cream-
coloured lime and sandy fill with small crushed shell inclusions. 
 
5.3.2 Garden 
As noted previously Hutchinson’s house, built by 1830, is described as a stone cottage with steps 
leading up from Pitt Street through a garden to the house.  There was also a large area of garden on 
the northern side of the house.118

Across the western part of the site and butting up against the remnant sandstone wall footings of 
Hutchinson’s house was a fine grey sandy silt fill (5209), measuring between 100 and 600mm deep 
(Photo 3.17).  This deposit is believed to be an introduced fill, imported onto the site during 
Hutchinson’s occupation and associated with the use of this area as gardens and as a levelling fill for 
the area.  The fill followed the natural slope of the land to the southwest, increasing in depth towards 

  This description is illustrated in an 1854 plan (Fig. 3.3) and 
although the garden on the Pitt Street frontage is now under the extant Chamberlain Hotel, the large 
garden area to the north was in the study area.  No evidence was recovered to indicate if the garden 
was ornamental or kitchen, or perhaps a mixture of both with the ornamental part being on the street 
frontage and the kitchen part to the rear. 
 

                                                      
118 Casey & Lowe 2003:20 
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the house footings.  The deposit was increasingly mixed in nature towards the top, suggesting it was 
used and disturbed, a common occurrence with garden-related deposits, and the ten artefacts 
recovered from this upper part reflect this disturbance, with manufacturing dates ranging between 
c1810 to the 1930s (glass and ceramics).  Soil and pollen samples were taken from this fill, both at 
the top and bottom, with the bottom pollen sample being sent for analysis.  The analysis, as 
mentioned within the earlier discussion regarding evidence of brickfield activity on the site, 
concluded that this deposit was sourced from somewhere within the surrounding Brickfield Hill area, 
where it was removed and brought here to become a levelling fill and garden base. 
 
Hutchinson’s Artefacts 
Also within the western part of the site, to the north of the sandstone house footings and cutting 
through the imported fill (5209), were various features that at the time of excavation were believed to 
be associated with activities undertaken in Hutchinson’s garden (Photo 3.18).  These features were 
predominantly circular or sub-rectangular in shape, although there were also a number of square and 
circular posthole-like features that were also spread across the area in a haphazard fashion, forming 
no discernable pattern.  Two of the fills contained artefacts that appeared to be associated with 
Hutchinson’s use of the garden and were indicative of rubbish disposal relating to his period of 
occupation (fills 5232 and 5215), whereas the remaining deposit was more suggestive of the later 
Agricultural period (fill 5234). 
 
Fills 5232 and 5215, featuring 13 and 17 artefacts respectively, were both identified with 
Hutchinson’s use of the garden.  Fill 5232 contained glass, metal and ceramics and once again the 
artefacts generally had a broad date range of between the 1780s and on through to the 1920s.  The 
fact that all the ceramics found (6) were wares commonly associated with the late eighteenth and into 
the early years of the nineteenth century (creamware, blue hand-painted Chinese porcelain, and 
locally-manufactured self-slipped earthenware), suggested that the deposit was more likely 
associated with Hutchinson’s occupation.  Fill 5215 contained mainly ceramics, 15 out of the total 17 
artefacts recovered, commonly found together in deposits associated with the late eighteenth and 
early nineteenth centuries, including blue hand-painted Chinese porcelain, blue transfer-printed 
pearlware, and locally-manufactured lead-glazed earthenware. These were therefore indicative of 
Hutchinson’s occupation than that of the later hotel. 
 
The six ceramics recovered from fill 5232 were mostly so fragmentary in form that the shape of the 
items remained unidentified, including the one blue hand-painted Chinese porcelain and four locally 
made self-slipped earthenwares.  The remaining two items were of identifiable shapes, being a 
creamware plate and a locally made self-slipped earthenware bowl, with the bowl identified with the 
function of food preparation and the plate as tableware.  The 15 ceramics from fill 5215 were 
dominated by the locally manufactured lead-glazed earthenware (13), with just one blue transfer-
printed pearlware (teapot lid) and one blue hand-painted Chinese porcelain “Canton” pattern item 
(plate).  The lead-glazed ceramics were recovered in a range of shapes and reflected a number of 
different functions, with just four items being unidentified.  The identified shapes included pan-1 (2), 
container (1), saucer (1), small plate (1), plate (1), and bowl (3).  These shapes were associated with 
food preparation, teaware, teaware/tableware and tableware.  The range of shapes and associated 
functions represented by these locally made lead-glazed wares is interesting in that it shows that this 
particular category of ware was not confined solely to utilitarian usage.  They were manufactured and 
purchased to initially fulfill roles that, as the nineteenth-century progressed, became dominated by 
mass-produced imported ceramics from the United Kingdom.  The presence of these particular lead-
glazed items within this pit fill would suggest that William Hutchinson’s household was availing 
itself of locally-manufactured wares to fulfill a variety of roles within the domestic sphere, wares that 
were soon to be superseded by imported items that offered greater variety of choice, in both design 
and form. 
 
The two pit fills (5232, 5215) contained artefacts identified as being associated with William 
Hutchinson’s period of occupation and their connection with deposits relating to rubbish disposal 
indicates that they were part of garden-related activities undertaken in this area prior to the 
Agricultural Hotel period of usage.  With the pollen analysis report noting that on the whole there 



Research Questions 

 

81 

was no evidence of Hutchinson’s extensive gardens to be found in any of the samples taken from 
across the entire site during excavation, it was just these two excavated fills that hinted at least one 
activity that took place within the garden area – the disposal of household rubbish. 
 
Evidence of Hutchinson’s extensive garden was previously identified on land surrounding the 
immediate study area during the course of a detailed archaeological excavation in 1995 and 1996, at 
the old DMR site (Section 2.4).  During this earlier excavation, in the area immediately to the north 
of the present study area, a drain and well were recovered that had been cut into the shale.  These 
have been interpreted as being part of Hutchinson’s garden and were built over in the 1840s.119  The 
well and drain were backfilled in the late 1900s.  However pollen analysis of sediments taken from 
within both the well and drain, and dated to the late nineteenth century, revealed a diversity of plant 
life within the vicinity.  This would have increased as development of the area intensified during the 
nineteenth century, and included such things as casuarina and eucalypt pollen, broom heath, privet, 
ti-tree, cereals, pea-flower, dock, plantain, purple top, starwort and wonga vine.120

5.3.3 Stable Buildings 

 
 

By 1830 there was a house on the corner of Pitt and Campbell Streets and another structure in the 
northeast corner of Hutchinson’s property, and this is probably the stables and coach house (Fig. 3.2).  
The 1854 plan identifies this structure as the stables and coach house (Fig. 3.3), however the original 
structure may well have been either demolished or substantially altered during the intervening years 
between the two plans.  By 1854 the stables and coach house are identified as constructed of brick 
and having a half loft, with a manure pit located to its immediate west.  An earlier council rates 
assessment, from 1845, also notes that there is a detached stables and coach house. 
 
Evidence of the stable buildings was revealed during archaeological excavation of the eastern area of 
the site, as was evidence of what appeared to be site preparation activities prior to their construction.  
These activities occurred post-brickfields (Phase 3) and related to the need to level out the sloping 
land before building the stables.  Two deposits, context 5224 and 5256, were identified as belonging 
to this site preparation phase, with both occurring in the southeast corner of the site and both used as 
levelling fills. 
 
Context 5224 was redeposited topsoil brought onto site prior to the construction of Hutchinson’s 
stables to serve as levelling fill (Photo 3.2).  The deposit was up to 130mm deep and was found under 
the remains of sandstone stable footings and flagstone flooring.  Analysis of the pollen sample 
identified the deposit as dating to the brickfield phase.121  By far the most dominant species identified 
within the sample analysis were the casuarina and eucalyptus, with raspwort, native grasses, rainbow 
fern, filmy ferns, dandelion, pine, cereals, pear, native honey-suckle, rice-flowers, lily, and kangaroo 
fern also present.122

Structural remains relating to William Hutchinson’s stable buildings were identified in the eastern 
area of the site in the form of sandstone footings (5221, 5225 and 5257), sandstone flagstone flooring 

  The high presence of casuarina pollen has been interpreted as evidence of either 
being from firewood or being carried by water, and the eucalypt pollen is also explained as firewood 
evidence.  The fern spores may have come from areas of ferns growing within the vicinity, such as 
along the banks of the stream that flowed in the vicinity of Hay Street, to the south of the site.  No 
artefacts were found in this deposit.  It is possible that firewood for the house was stored in the 
stables.  It is also possible that this pollen relates to the firings of the Brickfields kilns which used 
local timbers. 
 
Context 5256 was another levelling fill and measured between 100mm to 150mm deep.  It was found 
beneath the stables flagstone flooring, above levelling fill 5224.  It was also identified inside the 
southern wall of the stables sandstone footing (Photo 3.6). 
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(5222), and an area of sandstock brick paving (5226).  Although the 1854 annotated plan noted that 
the stables buildings were constructed of brick (Fig. 3.3), no evidence of this was found during 
excavation.  The brick superstructure may have been removed for reuse elsewhere, prior to 
demolition, leaving just the sandstone footings and lower walls remaining in situ. 
 
A substantial sandstone footing was recovered on the eastern boundary of the site (5257), and this 
has been identified as the eastern wall of the stables and coach house identified in the 1854 plan.  The 
wall was preserved up to five courses high, at its southern end, with the roughly cut sub-rectangular 
sandstone blocks laid in two rows (Photo 3.7). 
 
Adjoining the southern half of the eastern boundary wall were more sandstone footings (5221).  
These footings, running north-south and east-west, in association with the eastern boundary wall 
footing, formed a room (Photo 3.7).  The footings were up to three courses in height and constructed 
of roughly dressed sub-rectangular sandstone blocks laid in two rows.  The two east-west running 
footings abutted the eastern boundary wall (5257), however they were bonded with the north-south 
running return.  The sandstone footings cut the redeposited topsoil used as a levelling fill in this area 
and which was discussed earlier (5224). 
 
To the north of the footings were found the remains of another short sandstone wall footing return 
(5225).  Only a single course survived 2m in length.  It also cut the redeposited topsoil/levelling fill 
5224 (Photo 3.8).  It is thought that this remnant footing is all that remains of the northern part of the 
stables and coach house buildings, with the rest removed after demolition and when the slope of the 
land may have been further flattened in readiness for construction of the twentieth-century garage. 
 
The remains of a sandstone flagged floor was revealed within the interior of the sandstone footings of 
5257 and 5221.  These flagstones (5222) of large dressed sandstone blocks would have originally 
covered the entire floor area.  A remnant bedding layer had impressions from the flagstones, 
indicating that the flagstones had been pressed directly onto it (Photo 3.9).  This thick bedding layer 
(5223) of sand, large shell fragments and crushed shell inclusions, was between 10mm to 40mm 
thick, and sat directly on top of levelling fill 5256, which in turn was above the redeposited topsoil 
levelling fill 5224.  This is fairly typical construction practice and was found at the Government 
Stables, Conservatorium of Music.123

When the brick pavers were removed a very small area of fill was revealed (5247), above the natural 
clay, and within this fill were three artefacts, all ceramic and all ware types commonly identified with 
very late eighteenth-century and early nineteenth-century deposits, including creamware and locally 

 
 
Situated just to the northwest of the stables sandstone footings and flagged-floor interior was an area 
of sandstock brick paving (5226).  This is thought to be the remains of a driveway that would have 
led up to the stable buildings from the northern side of Hutchinson’s house (Photos 3.10, 3.11).  This 
remnant brick paving was constructed with a single layer of bricks laid in a bedding of sand above 
natural clay.  There were rows of bricks laid end to end with a single row of bricks laid in stretcher 
bond forming a border on its north and south sides.  The bricks were flat sandstock with the 
occasional one featuring a rectangular frog.  Two of these bricks were identified during post-
excavation cataloguing as having also been used as whetstones, indicating perhaps that the driveway 
bricks had provided a convenient in situ source to sharpen and clean tools used in the stables and 
coach house (Photo 3.12).  The three brick samples were also identified during cataloguing as dating 
between c1820 to c1870 (#68133) and c1830 to c1870 (#68134 and #68135). 
 
It was unclear at the time of excavation as to whether the brick paved driveway was built as the same 
time as Hutchinson’s house and stables or if it was a later addition.  No driveway is shown on any of 
the plans or mentioned in council rates assessments.  The three brick samples dated between c1820 to 
c1870, indicating that they could have been laid anytime within at least a 50 year time frame, 
although the presence of flat sandstocks does suggest a pre-1840 date. 
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manufactured lead-glazed and self-slipped earthenware.  The presence of these few ceramics, within 
a deposit used to level part of the area prior to the brick driveway being laid, suggests that the 
driveway was laid at around the time the house and stables were built, or very soon afterwards.  This 
driveway would have provided access for the coach to the coachhouse. 
 
Summary 
William Hutchinson was a successful emancipist and wealthy man.  His residence on the corner of 
Pitt and Campbell Streets reflected this and was evident within the archaeological excavation by the 
remnant structural remains recovered relating to his house and stables, including a flagstone floor and 
brick paved driveway. 
 
Although documentary evidence indicated that Hutchinson had an extensive garden, evidence of this 
archaeologically was limited.  A thick deposit of imported fill, brought onto site as a levelling fill 
during Hutchinson’s occupation, had many features cut into it, and these seemed to relate to both 
Hutchinson’s use and that of the later Agricultural Hotel.  Not all of these features were excavated, 
however those few that were appeared to reflect both these occupational phases, evidenced by 
rubbish disposal pits within the confines of the garden.  The most comprehensive evidence for 
Hutchinson’s garden was actually recovered during an excavation on a neighbouring site in 
1995/1996.  Here a well and drain were recovered, interpreted as being part of Hutchinson’s 
extensive garden to the immediate north of the present study area.124

.

 
 
Unfortunately artefacts that could be confidently ascribed to Hutchinson’s ownership and occupation 
of the site were decidedly scarce.  The only underfloor deposit recovered from inside the remains of 
Hutchinson’s house is believed instead to relate to a later period of its use (5213), when the house 
had become part of the Agricultural Hotel, post-1865 (Section 3.6.1).  Evidence of the disposal of 
rubbish from the Hutchinson household was hoped to be found in the areas that had been part of his 
extensive garden, and although a number of features were identified only a few of these were 
excavated, and only two were then identified as containing refuse that was probably indicative of 
Hutchinson’s use and discard, these being the pit fills 5232 and 5215. 
 
No artefacts could be specifically ascribed to Hutchinson’s use of his stables as most of the artefacts 
related to the structure of the stables, rather than their actual use, including the three sandstock brick 
samples taken from the driveway (#68133, #68134 and #68135) and a sample of shell mortar taken 
from the stables sandstone footing (#68126).  Two of the sandstock brick samples taken from the 
driveway showed evidence of being used as in situ whetstones, providing a convenient place to 
sharpen and maintain tools used within the stables and coach house environment (#68134 and 
#68135).   
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