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3.0 Archaeology of Union Street Houses 
 

3.1 Excavation Methodology 

The site was excavated in a series of trenches in the areas chosen as the most likely to contain 

archaeological remains following the testing program.  Initially three test trenches (numbered 1 to 

3) were dug by machine in October 2003 to confirm the presence of intact archaeological remains.  

The results of these trenches are dealt with in a separate report.128  Generally the testing found that 

much of the study area had been subject to high impacts from the construction of the 1920s Anchor 

Flour Mill.  Trenches 4 to 10 were opened up during the main excavation (Fig. 1.4). 

 

A machine was used to remove the bulk of the fill obscuring footings and structures in areas 

containing archaeological remains.  Once remains were found they were further exposed by hand, 

cleaned and recorded.  If necessary these features (uniquely numbered contexts) were excavated by 

hand to gain further information and to better understand the stratigraphy.  The detailed 

excavation, planning, photographing and contextual recording of the remains were completed in 

line with Casey & Lowe’s best practice methodology.  Artefact-rich deposits like cesspit fill and 

underfloor deposits were excavated in spits and by hand where possible.  Areas with underfloor 

deposits were divided into 500mm grid squares and 100 per cent wet sieved to extract small finds.  

The Harris matrix (Fig. 3.5) attached to this report covers the main area of excavation (Trench 4).  

A separate matrix (Fig. 4.1) was done for each of the cesspits as there was no direct relationship 

between these structures and the main excavation along Union Street.  The archaeological results 

from each of the houses (Trenches 4 to 10) are outlined below.  The report aims to relate the 

results of the archaeological excavation to the known historical occupation of the study area and 

link the material remains to various phases and occupants of each property. Therefore discussion of 

the artefacts associated with individual houses is incorporated into the following sections.   

 

 

3.1.1 Trench 4 (Main Excavation Area) 

Investigated between November 28 and December 19, 2003, the main area was bordered to the 

north, east and west by up to 3m high dry-pressed or machine-made brick footings (3201), part of 

the extensive flour mill buildings which were constructed in the 1920s.  To the south, along Union 

Street, the edge of the trench finished about 4.5m from the property boundary to retain a row of 

palm trees.  This meant that the front rooms of the terraces could be only partly exposed.  The 

cesspits of the terraces would have been located either under the retaining wall in the north or 

immediately to the north (see Trench 7).  The main area of Trench 4 measured 22.3m by 13.5m 

and was oriented east-west.  It included the remains of houses No. 66, No. 64 and No. 62.  A 

substantial amount of overburden (1.5m to 3m) was excavated by machine down to the remains of 

nineteenth-century houses (Photos 3.1, 3.2).  The area was then cleaned by hand of remaining fills 

to expose the occupation levels.  The occupation or underfloor deposits within individual rooms 

were excavated within a grid of 500mm by 500mm squares to provide spatial information for the 

deposition of artefacts within each room.   

 

 

3.1.2 Trench 5 

A number of smaller trenches were excavated by machine throughout the study area to look for 

further remains (Fig. 1.4, Plan 3.3).  Excavated on December 8, 2003, the purpose of this trench 

was to establish the potential for occupation deposits within the north facing buildings No. 70 and 

No. 72 Union Street, which would have been located in the southeastern corner of the site.  The 

trench was dug in the eastern end of the study area starting about 10m from the eastern boundary 

and about 18.5m from the southern Union Street boundary.  Trench 5 was oriented north-south and 

                                              
128 Casey & Lowe 2003a. 
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measured 12m long by 2m to 3m wide.  The depth of deposit ranged from 1.3m to 1.6m down to 

sandy black topsoil or natural brown sand and gravel.  Apart from some possible postholes no 

significant features were found in this trench. 

 

 
3.1.3 Trench 6  

This trench was 3m wide and extended 7.5m east of Trench 5 (Plan 3.3).  There was a sandstone 

footing 300mm wide, along the eastern edge of the trench.  As in Trench 5, there was no indication 

of occupation deposits.  The depth of this trench was about 1.2m.  It was excavated on December 

9, 2003. 

 

 

3.1.4 Trench 7  

The aim of this small trench was to investigate whether the remains of cesspits associated with 

houses No. 64 and No. 66 had survived to the north of the flour mill wall bordering the main 

excavation area (Trench 4).  The trench was lowered by 2.5m, to approximately 6.5m and 

subsequently abandoned when a concrete floor from the flour mill period was reached.  This trench 

was dug by machine during the excavations in the main area (Trench 4).  

 

 
3.1.5 Trench 8  

Located in the lower lying northeastern corner of the site off Edward Street, this trench was dug 

between December 10 and 17, 2003 to sample the cesspits located in the backyards of the 

nineteenth-century Edward Street terraces.  The trench was located 11.5m from the northern edge 

of the site and 14m from the Edward Street boundary in the west.  It covered the location of a 

rectangular cesspit (3401) which sat on the boundary between the houses No. 38 and No. 40 

Edward Street, serving both properties (Section 4.1).  Overburden was removed by machine.  The 

fill from the cesspit was removed by hand in spits 100mm deep.  The fill was 600mm deep and 

contained substantial amounts of artefacts throughout the deposit. 

 

 

3.1.6 Trench 9  

This trench was dug on December 11, 2003 located in the asphalt driveway about 16.5m from the 

Edward Street boundary.  The aim was to test the archaeological survival of cesspits behind the 

nineteenth-century terraces in Alma Street.  The cesspits could not be exposed at this time because 

the current topography would have required removing vast quantities of fill to create a safe work 

environment.  Work in this area was deferred to a later date (see Trench 10).  The trench was 

approximately 4m by 4m and up to 1.5m deep.  The main features exposed were a 600mm wide, 

east west running, machine-made brick wall from the flour mill period in the centre and some 

sandstock brick paving to the south of the wall. 

 

 

3.1.7 Trench 10  

Trench 10 was opened for the resumption of work started in Trench 9 and took place between 

February 9 and February 13, 2004.  A large east-west oriented area of about 16.4m long by up to 

4m wide was opened to the south of the flour mill wall uncovered in Trench 9.  The aim was to 

expose the cesspits sitting on the boundaries of No. 31/33 Alma Street and No. 35/37 Alma Street 

(Fig. 1.4).  To gain access to the trench part of the hillside south of the bitumen driveway had to 

be cut away and benched.  All the material removed from the hillside was part of levelling fills 

(3411) for the flour mill.  Bedrock appeared in the slope at approximately 4.9m AHD, about the 

level of the bitumen driveway.  The cesspit walls were reached after the removal of another 1.5m 

of fill (3411), which consisted mainly of dark clayey material mixed with demolition debris and 

with a very high metal content in the lower levels.  The trench was bordered in the north, east and 
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west by machine-made brick walls from the flour mill period and by an irregular bedrock face in 

the south.  The cesspits had been built close to the bedrock face.  Hand excavation was limited to 

basic cleaning because of strong petrochemical odours associated with the cesspit fills and with fills 

covering the surrounding area.  These sandstone cesspits (3409 and 3415) of 31/33 and 35/37 Alma 

Street were emptied by machine, the fill then sorted through for finds (Sections 4.2, 4.3). 

 

 
3.1.8 Gillespie Bros Flour Mill 

Removal of a thin turf cover revealed a concrete slab bordered by the above mentioned machine-

made brick footings (3201) suggesting a building 23m long by about 17m or 18m wide.  Under the 

slab and associated gravel base was a patchy layer of cement probably dating to the construction 

period, then a layer of yellow clay over mixed fill (all context 3201) covering the demolition debris 

(3202 to 3204) of the terrace houses.  Artefacts collected during machine excavation and cleaning 

were recorded as context 3201.  The fill layers varied in thickness.  Nine piers and footings made 

of machine-made brick and concrete were uncovered from this later phase of the site. The piers 

were spaced at 4.5m intervals measured from their centres (Photos 3.1, 3.2).  All the footings for 

the piers were in trenches which cut through the earlier fills, containing the demolition debris and 

the nineteenth-century remains.  These observations suggest the following chronology for the mill 

building remains present on site. 

 

1. Demolition of nineteenth-century terraces. 

2. Raising of naturally sloping area with introduced fills. 

3. Construction of mill footings. 

4. Construction of concrete floor. 
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Photo 3.1: View northeast of the main excavation area (Trench 4).  Note the machine-made brick 

footings and piers associated with the flour mill cutting through the earlier terrace house 

remains.  Dig. photo 29. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.2: View southeast towards Union Street showing fill levels in section and the trunks of palm 

trees which were retained therefore preventing excavation of the front rooms of the terrace 

houses.  Dig. photo 38. 



Results of Fieldwork 

 

49 

3.2 No. 66 Union Street 

 

3.2.1 Historical Background 

No. 66 Union Street was one of the first houses built within the study area in the early 1840s.  The 

land was owned by John Kellick a builder by trade who purchased Lots 11 to 13 of the Macarthur 

Estate in 1839.  Nos 64 and 66 Union Street were located on Lot 11, the eastern part of Kellick’s 

property.  The rate assessment books first list a brick house of 1 ¾ storeys with five rooms, 

detached kitchen, room and stable in 1845 rated at £40 annually. Three years later it was described 

as a two-storey brick house with a shingle roof and seven rooms. By 1855 the easternmost house 

was valued at £160 and contained eight rooms.  The house is again described differently in 1858, 

still as a two-storey brick dwelling but with five rooms and three attics.  The different descriptions 

are probably a result of recording the street view only and appear not to take into account basement 

level rooms.  From the street front the house appeared to be a single-storey building but at the rear 

there were two-storeys with a separate kitchen on the lower level (Figs 3.1, 3.2, 3. 3).  A 

newspaper advertisement listing the house for rental in 1872 describes it as consisting of eight 

rooms with a kitchen, laundry, bathroom, pantry and cellar (Fig. 5.1).  

 

The Sands directories and rate assessments list the occupants of this house from 1845 to 1915.129  

Sands also provides us with some idea of the occupations of the residents, many of whom would 

have worked nearby in the ship building yards and on the wharves as well as on ships (Table 3.1).  

The early residents were local merchants and mariners but from 1893 this house became a boarding 

house and the occupations of the lodgers are not known.  By the early twentieth century there were 

five boarding or lodging houses within the study area (Nos 58, 60, 62, 64 and 66 Union Street).  

The longest residing occupant of No. 66 was James Watson, a mariner who lived there for 15 

years from 1885 to 1900.  Sands records state that from 1893 Mrs J. Watson operated a boarding 

house at No. 66.  It appears that it continued to be operated as a boarding or lodging house until 

1905 but by different tenants.  Two other long-term residents were John Stack (4 years) and 

Jeremiah Jones (3 years).  The occupations of these two men were not recorded. 

 

The house numbers in the Council rate assessments occasionally change.  Prior to 1885 the houses 

along Union Street were numbered differently.  No. 66 Union Street was formerly No. 72 but will 

only be referred to as No. 66 in this report.  In 1918 this house was purchased by the Gillespie 

brothers for the construction of their flour mill.  The house was demolished by 1920. 

 

66 Union Street (formerly No. 72) 
Year Occupant Occupation Owner 

1845 Anderson, Robert (probably)  John Kellick 

1848 Tibbey, Charles (probably)  John Kellick 

1855-56 Harvey, Philip  John Kellick 

1858 Bloomfield, Captain  John Kellick 

1861 Bloomfield, John (probably)  John Kellick 

1867 Bloomfield, John (James Muir?)  William Allison 

1870-71 Wright, William Merchant William Day**  

1871 O’Brien, Charles   

1875 Stobo, Robert Master mariner  

1877 O’Brien, Charles   

1880 Norris, James  Wm Allison 

1882 Middleton, George  W Allison 

1885 Watson, James Fire brigade station  

1887 Watson, James Mariner Francis Buckle 

1890 Watson, James Mariner  

1891 Watson, James   F Buckle 

1893 Watson, James Mariner  

                                              
129 Casey & Lowe 2003b.  
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Watson, Mrs, J Boarding house 

1895 Watson, James Mariner  

1897 Watson, Mr.  Minister for Public Works 

1900 Watson, James Boarding house  

1901 Watson, J  Francis Buckle 

1902 Orr, Alfred  James McMahon 

1904 Manning, Mrs. A.N. Lodging house  

1905 Campbell, William Lodging house  

1910 Stack, John   

1912 Stack, John   

1914 Stack, John   

1915 Jones, Jeremiah, W.   

1916 Jones, Jeremiah, W.   

1918 Jones, Jeremiah, W.   

1920 Unoccupied  Gillespie Bros. 

1925 

Property belonged to Gillespie Bros. 

Ltd., flour millers 

  

Table 3:1: Summary of names and occupations of the residents of No. 66 Union Street, taken from the 

Sands Directory and rate assessments.  *Variations in the spelling of occupants’ names or other 

information in this table (and those in the following sections) reflect discrepancies in the original source 

materials.**William Day was probably listed as the landlord. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.1: View to southeast over the nineteenth-century housing erected within the study area and 

demolished for the Gillespie Brothers Anchor Flour Mill.  Matthews 1982.   
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Figure 3.2: View to northeast at 56-66 Union Street.  Nos 64 and 66 appeared to be single-storey from 

the street level but were two-storey out the back, May 1919.  CRS 51, Demolition Books 1900-

1949, NSCA CRS 51/764.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3.3: View to northwest at 58-66 Union Street, May 1919.  CRS 51, Demolition Books 1900-1949, 

NSCA CRS 51/765. 
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3.2.2 Summary of Archaeological Findings 

The archaeological excavation uncovered the remains of four rooms (the lower floor) belonging to 

this house with an artefact assemblage composed of architectural, ceramic, glass, metal, organic 

and miscellaneous items (App. 2, Table 5).  No. 66 consisted of two buildings, the main structure 

facing Union Street and a building of about half the width in the back yard (Plan 3.1).  The 

archaeological matrix (Fig. 3.5) illustrates the phases of construction, occupation and demolition of 

this house.  The southern wall footing of the house could not be excavated because of the need to 

retain the palm trees on this part of the study area.  The eastern wall footing had already been 

removed for the construction of the flour mill footings.  None of the brick walls remained in situ 

however stretches of collapsed wall were exposed overlaying the main building.  The foundations 

of the house (3238) uncovered under the demolition were made of roughly worked sandstone.  A 

thin layer of dark occupation or underfloor deposit was found in three of the rooms (Room 1, 

Room 2/3 and Room 5) and a separate context number allocated to each (3211, 3215, 3218).  The 

backyard was entirely covered by a smooth cement surface (3233).  A narrow gap extends from the 

backyard of this property (3242), between the western wall of No. 66 and the eastern wall of No. 

64 Union Street.  There is some evidence from documentary sources to suggest that this gap may 

have been a passageway between the two houses allowing access to the backyards and to the 

cesspits (Fig. 3.5). 

 

Artefacts were recovered from 11 contexts associated with house No. 66 (App. 2, Table 6). The 

underfloor deposits (3211, 3215, 3218) were removed by hand and sieved with the artefacts 

indicating a mid to late nineteenth-century date range.  The finds are typical of items available to 

the nineteenth-century Sydney market.  The two contexts with the most artefacts were both 

underfloor deposits: context 3211 in Room 1 at the front of the house and 3218 in Room 5, the 

kitchen at the rear of the house.  Context 3218 contained more than 50 per cent of the artefacts 

found in association with 66 Union Street.  A summary of the artefacts found in each area of the 

house is included with the excavation results in Section 3.2.3.  Artefacts are discussed in further 

detail in Section 3.2.4 which draws on the main findings from the Specialist Reports and the data 

tables presented in separate appendices (App. 2 and 3).   

 

 

3.2.3 Detailed Archaeological Recording 

The remains of house No. 66 were exposed in Trench 4 (Fig. 1.4).  The removal of the twentieth-

century overburden (3201) exposed a large amount of demolition debris (3202) consisting of 

sandstock bricks and a light brown sandy mortar with minimal shell fragments, sandstone rubble 

and whole sandstone blocks.  The colour of the bricks varied from orange to darker orange-brown.  

The bricks were either flat or had rectangular-shaped frogs, with a few A-shaped or diamond 

frogs.  The sandstock bricks were made in a metal stock or in a wooden stock lined with metal to 

reduce wear.130  Stretches of collapsed wall were found overlaying the main building (Photo 3.3, 

Plan 3.1).  The foundations (3238) uncovered underneath the demolition layer were made of 

roughly worked sandstone blocks laid mainly as stretchers with the occasional header bonded with 

sandy shell mortar.  The gaps were filled with sandstone rubble.  The footings were about 450mm 

wide and up to 670mm high.  They were mainly above ground and there was render present in 

some parts as well as some whitewash on the outside of the west wall.  The wall’s superstructure 

was built of sandstock bricks and although none remained in situ, it could be determined from the 

collapsed sections, that the walls were two bricks wide in layers of headers and stretchers, and 

bonded using light-brown sandy shell mortar. 

 

This eastern semi-detached house (No. 66) consisted of a front and rear building forming an L-

shaped structure (Plan 3.1). The main house faced south onto Union Street (Rooms 1, 2, 3) and a 

                                              
130 See Building Materials catalogue nos 25961-25962, App. 4.5; Gemmell 1986: 18. 
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Room 1 

Room 2/3 

building approximately half the width of the house extended into the backyard along the eastern 

property boundary (Rooms 4, 5).  Room 5 was about 2m north of the main house and was most 

likely the kitchen.  Between Rooms 2/3 and Room 5 is a small area, Room 4 (Photo 3.4) which has 

a cement floor and one surviving stone wall sitting on fill above the cement surface.  This small 

room was initially a yard area which was later enclosed to become another room suggesting a later 

alteration phase during the occupation of the house (Fig. 3.5).  The main structure exposed at 

foundation level consisted of a western and northern wall footing with a central east-west oriented 

dividing wall which separated the front and back rooms (Room 1 and Room 2/3, Plan 3.1).  The 

southern (front) wall footing was not excavated because of the palm trees and the eastern wall 

footing was removed during the flour mill’s construction.  The building frontage measured 

approximately 9m wide, the same width as No. 64, and would have had a depth of almost 9m plus 

a verandah of about 1.5m.  The footings that remain are for lower floor or basement rooms which 

would have had no windows or doors onto Union Street.  Only an area of about 1.5m at the rear of 

the lower front room (Room 1) could be excavated (Photo 3.3).  Based on the assumption that 

Room 1 and Room 2/3 were the same size this would have been just under half (43%) of the total 

space of the front basement room.  On the Union Street level the house was probably divided into 

four smaller rooms which would have been approximately 1.8m higher than the ground level at the 

back (north) of the house. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.3: View west of collapsed brick wall within Rooms 1 and 2/3 of house No. 66 Union St.  The 

footings are for the lower floor or basement rooms of the house.  Dig. photo 34. Scale 1m. 

Room 2/3 

Room 1 
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Photo 3.4: View south along house No. 66 during cleaning.  The eastern footings of the house were 

removed by the flour mill walls.  This lower floor consisted of four rooms.  (Room 4 was 

initially part of the yard before being enclosed to become a room).  The yard area was covered 

with a cement surface.  Dig. photo 35. 

 

 

Room 1 

Room 1 appears to be part of a basement level room rather than the main part of the house.  Only 

the northern part of this room was excavated due to the limits placed on the excavation area by the 

extant palm trees.  Underneath the demolition debris (3202, 3205) was a thin compacted layer of 

dark brown sandy occupation deposit (3211) bounded by the wall footings, which measured 

roughly 1.5m by 7.5m. It was more visible in the western half of the exposed area.  Occupation 

deposits, or underfloor deposits, can be formed by a variety of processes which result in household 

rubbish collecting underneath the floorboards.
131

  This debris consists of organic food deposits, 

including bone from meals, general dust and dirt, and many of the artefacts that represent the range 

of activities undertaken within each room of the house and within parts of a room.  The spatial 

distribution of finds in an underfloor deposit can also indicate the location of windows and doors 

where the physical evidence no longer survives.   

 

The underfloor deposit in Room 1 measured up to 60mm deep in some squares.  It was removed 

within a grid of 500 x 500mm squares and was 100 per cent wet sieved through nested sieves with 

5mm and 2mm mesh.  Square A1 was located in the northwest corner of each room; numeric 

values increase to the south and alpha values progress to the east (Tables 3.2, 3.3).  The same 

excavation methodology was used in all three houses along Union Street that contained underfloor 

                                              
131 Casey 2004: 34-35. 
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deposits.132  A standardised sieving form was designed to record the nature of the matrix, detailing 

quantities of charcoal, eggshell, fish scales and other materials of which only a sample was 

collected.  Artefacts from all other classes of material were fully retained.   

 

Where the deposit was deep enough it was removed in 50mm spits.  As noted the occupation 

deposit 3211 was excavated in part only in the northern half of the room.  Some areas of the room 

had been impacted by flour mill construction and not all of the squares contained deposit over their 

full extent.  The underfloor deposit in Room 1 was divided into approximately 45 complete or 

partial squares which yielded a small quantity of artefacts. Ceramic and glass artefacts from the 

occupation deposit (3211) of Room 1 are discussed in the Specialist Artefact reports (App. 3) and 

all artefact types are summarised in section 3.2.4.   Tables 3.2 and 3.3 show the spatial distribution 

of window glass and general artefacts (excluding bone and shell) found in context 3211.133  

Typically underfloor deposits accumulate over a number of decades, possibly the full period the 

house was occupied and could therefore relate to all residents who occupied the house prior to the 

installation of tongue and groove floorboards or floor coverings.134  As this was probably a 

basement room there appears to have been no proper doorways, windows or fireplaces.  It is 

possible the artefacts contained in the underfloor deposit came from the room above which fronted 

on to Union Street and were either directly deposited during the occupation of the house or 

introduced when the front wall collapsed during demolition.  Room 1 was probably only accessible 

through a gap of about 1m in the centre of the northern wall and could have been used for storage.  

This room was probably only about 1.5m high.  

 

Below the occupation deposit were two small features cut into the natural clay.  A rectangular-

shaped rubbish pit (3227) contained similar fill (3226) to the underfloor deposit.  Only part of this 

feature could be excavated as it was cut by a brick pier from the flour mill phase.  East of the pit 

was another feature (3224) which appeared to be a posthole (Plan 3.2).  The fill (3225) of this 

small cut was not excavated.  There was no clear stratigraphic relationship between these cuts and 

the footings of the house but as they are cut into the natural clay it appears that they predate the 

construction of the house.  

 

 

Artefacts found in Room 1  

This room had three deposits containing artefacts (3202, 3205, 3211).  The demolition deposit 

(3202) had the same context number as the rest of the house and contained mostly architectural 

artefacts associated with the demolition phase.  The final cleaning of demolition material from 

within Room 1 (3205) contained a small number of artefacts (1.5% of the household assemblage) 

which were similar to materials found in the upper levels of the occupation debris and is therefore 

not discussed separately.  Deposit 3205 was immediately above the underfloor deposit (3211) 

which contained 19.8 per cent (App. 2, Table 6) of the minimum item count (MIC) of artefacts 

from the whole house.  Many of these artefacts were probably associated with the demolition phase 

of the house rather than its occupation.  The minimum item count is the same as the minimum 

vessel count but can be applied to more than just vessels i.e. pins, beads, marbles, nails etc.  By 

looking at artefacts as complete items or vessels rather than sherd counts archaeologists can better 

understand the role individual items played in people’s lives.  It also allows questions to be put 

forward regarding consumer choices and helps to document changing social and cultural patterns as 

they relate to the material record.  Quantifying vessel or object numbers can also allow inter-site 

                                              
132 Not all grid squares were excavated.  In some rooms underfloor deposits did not extend over the entire 

room.   
133 The table showing general artefact distribution excludes counts of bone. This material has been quantified 

separately (App. 2, Tables 39 to 53).  
134 Casey 2004: 34.  
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comparisons of artefact frequencies between contexts.135  The minimum item count (MIC) is used 

in relation to all artefacts throughout this report, except for quantification of animal bone and shell.  

 

The majority of artefacts in context 3211 fell into two categories: metal and miscellaneous (App. 2, 

Tables 7, 8, 9).  Metal artefacts made up 44.1 per cent of the minimum item count and 

miscellaneous artefacts 26.5 per cent.  Ceramic and glass artefacts accounted for 18 per cent and 

10.6 per cent of the total items with less than one per cent of the total consisting of organic remains 

(0.8%).  The metal artefacts mostly had an architectural function (Table 8).  Architectural artefacts 

within Room 1 underfloor deposit included: 49 nails, 2 tacks, 2 washers, 1 screw and 2 rods along 

with 135 window glass fragments. Table 3.2 shows the spatial distribution of the window glass 

fragments within Room 1.  Most of the window glass was found in one area along the north wall of 

the room (squares E1 – H1 and E2 – H2) which was believed to be in the area of the doorway 

between Rooms 1 and 2.  The accumulation of window glass in this area may be associated with 

the collapsed brick wall (Plan 3.1) which had fallen into the room during demolition allowing the 

glass to be deposited in this gap in the footings.  There is also a small section within the wall 

collapse in this area with no bricks.  Therefore the window glass is most likely to have come from 

the room above which fronted onto Union Street and was deposited during the demolition phase. 

 

 

Table 3:2: Spatial distribution of window glass fragments in context 3211, Room 1, No. 66 Union 

Street.  Each square represents a 50mm grid square used in the excavation of underfloor 

deposits.  Colours are used to highlight areas with the greatest density of artefacts: dark 

orange indicates the grid square with the highest quantity of artefacts and yellow represents 

grid squares with the lower quantities of artefacts. 

 

Table 3:3: Spatial distribution of general artefacts (excluding bone and shell) in context 3211, Room 1, 

No. 66 Union Street.  In this room all the squares had less than 30 artefacts per square which 

are quite low numbers for an underfloor deposit. 

 

 

                                              
135 Casey 2004: 32-33. 

3211 A B C D E F G H J K L M N P Q R S Total % 

1         3 3 32 5                   43 32 

2       2 5   12 46                   65 48 

3   1   24           2               27 20 

4                                   0 0 

Total 0 1 0 26 8 3 44 51 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 135 100 

% 0 1 0 19 6 2 33 38 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100   

3211 A B C D E F G H J K L M N P Q R S Total % 

1 8 14 19 9 12 12 3 4 3 1   2           87 35 

2 15 26 17 5 5   1 15   2 2 1 1         90 37 

3 27 17 7 7 3 2       4     1         68 28 

4                                   0 0 

Total 50 57 43 21 20 14 4 19 3 7 2 3 2 0 0 0 0 245 100 

% 20 23 18 9 8 5 2 8 1 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 100   

N 
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Most of the artefacts within the underfloor deposit (3211) were found in the northwest corner of 

this room (Table 3.3).  The miscellaneous items included personal artefacts (65 MIC) which made 

up 55.3 per cent of all miscellaneous items: 16 buttons, 4 beads, 1 safety pin, 1 piece of shoe, 1 

shoe eyelet, 1 corset (Fig. 3.4; App. 2, Table 9).  Evidence of writing with slate pencils (5) were 

found along with pieces of writing slate (4) and a pen.  Recreational items were also found 

including pipes (4) for adults and children’s toys such as marbles (6), a doll’s teapot (1) and saucer 

(1).  Among the miscellaneous items were two brass keys for winding a clock, one of which is 

quite ornate (Fig. 3.4).  The 44 ceramic items recovered from this underfloor deposit reflect a 

typical domestic household and most of the items identified relate to the consumption of food (App. 

3.1, Table 3.3).  Teaware–related items were the most frequently identified functional group within 

this context and comprised cups (5) and saucers (10) representing 34.1 per cent of the total ceramic 

assemblage.  The glass items found within Room 1, context 3211 consisted of 26 items (MIC).  

The majority of the glass (85%) was bottle glass and included beer/wine (3), champagne (2), spirits 

(1) and aerated water bottles (3).  Other glass items identified came from commercial containers 

(5), stoppers (2), tableware (2) or remained unidentified (3).   

 

Finally there were 84 fragments of bone and 10 fragments of shell within the underfloor deposit 

3211 (App. 2, Tables 39, 41).  Most of the food bone fragments were from edible species 

including sheep (35), unidentifiable fish (28), chicken (6), cattle (6) and goose (2) suggesting a 

variety of meats were consumed by the occupants (App. 2, Table 51).  Seven fragments of rodent 

bone were also recovered, potentially from an individual animal.136  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3.4: Selected artefacts from House 66, Room 1, underfloor deposit (3211).  Left-right, top row: 

glass bichrome barrel bead (#50149); 2-hole fisheye mother of pearl button (#50134); decorated 

copper alloy 2-piece dome button (#50150); 4-hole trouser button “EXCELSIOR” (#50157); 

gilt copper alloy solitaire (#50163) & plain bone stud (#50137). Middle row: copper alloy 

clothing eyelet (#50131); press stud (#50164); Hunt patent safety pin (#50154); leather boot 

hooks (#50123); face & back of copper alloy & iron stud (#50158). Bottom row: bone die 

(#50139); “Gladstone” type clay smoking pipe stems (#50145, 50148); brass clock thumbscrew 

(#50147). 10mm scale divisions. 

                                              
136 Bone from the site was analysed by Suzanne Thompson and all observations are recorded in the catalogue 

of bone items in App. 4.6 of this report.  Due to the paucity of material no specialist report was 

commissioned. 
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Plan 3.1: Plan showing occupation and remnant demolition of houses 62 – 66 Union Street  
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Plan 3.2: Plan of houses 62 – 66 Union Street after removal of occupation deposits and remnant demolition fill. 
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Plan 3.3: Plan of Trenches 5 and 6, located in the area of houses 70 and 72 Union Street.  Few 

features were found in this area apart from two possible postholes. 
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Figure 3.5: Matrix of archaeological contexts associated with Houses 62, 64 and 66 Union Street. 
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Photo 3.5: Room 1 of house No. 66 during excavation of underfloor deposit (3211) within grid squares.  

Below the underfloor deposit was the natural yellowish sand (3228).  View southeast.  Dig. 

photo 116. 

 

 

Room 2/3 

This space measuring approximately 7.5m wide by 3.5m deep was initially thought to have been 

divided into two smaller rooms due to the presence of a short segment of sandstone wall (3244) 

which extended into the area from the northern part of the house (Plan 3.1, Photo 3.4).  Excavation 

of the upper demolition deposits (3206, 3210) revealed that the wall (3244) was a later addition and 

probably not an internal dividing wall as first suspected.  The underfloor deposit (3215) in this 

large back room of No. 66 was fairly shallow and limited in distribution.  Only a thin layer, up to 

40mm deep of dark grey brown sand remained in the in the western half of the room immediately 

over grey natural sand (3228). In the eastern half of the room there was little trace of deposit 3215 

apart from a thin discolouration over the natural sand, gravel and bedrock of context 3228 (Photo 

3.6).  The room was divided into 500mm grid squares for the removal of deposit 3215, but as few 

artefacts were recovered only one row of grid squares running north-south along the western wall 

of this room (Row A) was excavated.  The deposit contained a small quantity of artefacts (42 MIC) 

which represent only 3.4 per cent of the total amount of artefacts found in house No. 66.  These 

artefacts include mainly building materials (metal, linoleum and timber), minimal bone (5) and 

shell (2) fragments.  The artefacts from Room 2/3 were cleaned and catalogued but no further 

analysis was done on them due to the small concentration of finds from this room. 

 

The whole area of Room 2/3 appeared to have been compacted suggesting that there was 

considerable traffic during occupation.  There was also some scrap metal (sheet metal off-cuts), 

which seemed to have been dumped deliberately.  The north wall, although only visible as an 

imprint for most of its length, had what appeared to have been an opening close to the northwest 

corner (Plan 3.2).  The adjacent concrete yard surface to the north dipped visibly into the open 

area.  Some underpinning using sandstock bricks and cement mortar had been undertaken in the 

south and the west wall where the natural sand and gravel had either been washed out or just fallen 

out from under the foundations.  This basement level room may have been used as a storage space 

but the lack of artefacts makes functional interpretation difficult.  
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Photo 3.6: Room 2/3, No. 66 Union Street with a thin smear of under floor deposit remaining in the 

western half and only a thin discolouration over natural sand in the eastern half.  This room 

also contained remains of metal offcuts, timber and linoleum.  View to the southwest with 

Room 1 in background.  Dig. photo 123.  Scale 1m. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.7: View to southwest of Room 4 which upon excavation was found to be a later alteration to 

the house.  It was initially part of the yard area between the main part of the house and the 

outdoor kitchen (Room 5) to the north end.  The footings along the western wall are sitting on 

fill.  Room 2/3 is in background.  Dig. photo 41.  Scale 1m. 

Room 4 
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Room 4 

Room 4 was a later addition to house No. 66.  The surviving area of Room 4 measured 

approximately 2m x 2.1m bounded by house footings on the southern, western and northern faces.. 

The eastern part of the room had been removed during construction of the flour mill.  Based on the 

historical plans this area appears to have been closed in to create an extra room sometime between 

1885 and 1888.  The 1885 plan (Fig. 2.14) shows an open space between the main house along 

Union Street and the outdoor kitchen (Room 5) to the north of the house, while the 1888 plan (Fig. 

2.15) and the 1899 plan (Fig. 2.16) suggest this area is closed in.  Only the western wall (3244) of 

this room survived (Plan 3.1, Photo 3.7).  The wall (3244) was built of stone directly above the 

cement yard surface (3233) which sat on sandy fill.  It appears to have extended slightly further to 

the south into Room 2/3 which seems unusual.   

 

There were two square depressions (c. 120mm x 120mm) one next to the southwest corner of the 

outbuilding (Room 5) and one opposite this along the north wall of the main building which could 

have held posts for a stud wall or hinged gates to enclose the area (Plan 3.2) prior to the 

construction of the stone wall 3244.  After wall 3244 was recorded and planned it was removed to 

expose the full extent of the cement yard surface (Plan 3.2).  Room 4 did not contain any 

underfloor deposit as it had a cement floor and no artefacts were recovered from this room. 

 

Room 5 

Only the south and west walls of this outbuilding, most likely the kitchen, were uncovered during 

the excavation (Plans 3.1, 3.2).  The east and north walls had been removed during the 

construction of the flour mill.  A single course of foundations remained in both walls and the south 

wall was sitting on 300mm of natural sand and gravel (3228).  Some of the natural deposit seemed 

to have been removed from inside the room to create a level surface, disregarding the integrity of 

the footings (Photo 3.8).  There was some cement render on the inside of the south wall which lips 

slightly at the bottom of the wall, probably indicating the floor level.  The west wall was disturbed 

at its southern end by a concrete pad and pier built for the flour mill.  

 

The surviving section of Room 5 measured about 4.5m by 2.5m which is similar in length to the 

back room (kitchen) of House 64.  If both rooms were the same width, Room 5 would have 

extended another metre to the east.  No evidence of a fireplace was found in Room 5.  A fireplace 

may have been located in the northeast corner of this room (as in Room 4, No. 64) and was 

probably removed by the flour mill footings.  It was not possible to determine the position of 

doorways or windows from the structural remains alone.  A photograph of the study area dating 

from the late nineteenth century shows part of the western wall of the rear building of House 66 

(Room 5) visible behind house No. 64 (Fig. 3.1).  House No. 64 has a window and doorway in the 

western wall but only part of a window is visible at house No. 66.  The similar layout of the two 

outbuildings suggests the doorway of Room 5 was at the southern end of the western wall.   

 

Room 5 contained an underfloor deposit (3218) up to 80mm in depth in an area 1m out from the 

southern wall.  This deposit was only thinly spread over the rest of the room (Plan 3.1). To remove 

the underfloor deposit (3218) the room was divided into 60 grid squares.  Not all of the squares 

measured the full 500mm x 500mm and many of the divisions covered less than half of this area.  

As for Room 1 square A1 was located in the northwest corner; numeric values increased to the 

south and alpha values to the east (Photo 3.8, Table 3.4).  Most of the artefacts were found in the 

southwestern corner of the room within 1m of the southern wall while some squares contained no 

artefacts at all (Table 3.4).  As Room 5 was separate to the main house the concentration of 

artefacts around this area suggests that the external doorway was located close to this corner of the 

room supporting the interpretation from the photographic evidence. Overall context 3218 contained 

686 items (MIC) which represents 55.3 per cent of all the artefacts associated with house No. 66 

(App. 2, Table 6).  Also in this corner of Room 5 was a small square cut (3220) which measured 

380mm x 380mm to a maximum depth of 100mm (Plan 3.2).  The fill (3221) of this shallow 
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feature was very similar to the occupation deposit (3218) and was also sieved for artefacts.  There 

were 60 items contained within the pit fill 3221. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo 3.8: View southwest, Room 5, showing string guide for 500mm x 500mm grid squares for the 

removal of the underfloor deposit (3218).  This shallow, dark-brown sandy deposit (3218) can 

be seen in section at the south end of the room.  Dig. photo 80. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo 3.9: View south, Room 5, No. 66 Union Street in foreground after occupation deposit was 

removed.  Note the ground level was lowered inside the room disregarding the integrity of the 

south wall footings.  The east wall was removed by the flour mill.  Dig. photo 106.  Scale 1m 
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Artefacts found in Room 5  

The demolition deposit (3202) was removed from the whole house as one context and the artefacts 

retrieved were not divided into individual rooms.  Context 3208 was assigned to the cleaning of the 

remaining demolition debris and uncovering of the underfloor deposit within Room 5.  Context 

3208 contained some artefacts suggestive of an underfloor deposit but these represented only 1 per 

cent of the total number of items found in house No. 66.   

 

The underfloor deposit (3218) excavated within the kitchen (Room 5) of House 66 was the most 

extensive single underfloor deposit recovered from the site.  It contained 55.3 per cent of the 

minimum item count (MIC) of artefacts associated with house No. 66, the remains of 686 items.  

The highest concentrations of artefacts were found in the southwest corner of the room where the 

underfloor deposit was up to 80mm deep.  Over 75 per cent of the artefacts were found in four 

squares (A9, B9, C9 and B10) of which square C9 contained the highest quantity with 229 artefacts 

(Table 3.4).  Miscellaneous items made up the highest proportion of artefacts (551) or 80.3 per 

cent of the underfloor deposit (App.2, Table 10). This is not surprising as many of the 

miscellaneous items are small and could easily fall through gaps in floor boards.  There was a 

range of artefacts associated with sewing and clothing, and other personal items from either 

clothing or jewellery (Fig. 3.6; App. 2, Table 11): pins (214), buttons (98), beads (128) and hooks 

(30).  Together these items account for 85.2 per cent of the underfloor assemblage from Room 5.  

All of the beads were glass except for two which were made of coral (App. 2, Table 12).  The 

majority of the buttons were made in Mother of Pearl or copper alloy (App. 2, Table 13).  A few 

items were associated with writing, a slate pencil holder and slate pencils (10).  Personal health and 

hygiene items included a spectacle lens and a toothbrush (Fig. 3.7).  Among the toys found in this 

room were four marbles, a child’s teapot and a small incomplete figurine. Also found were 12 

artefacts associated with hunting and firearms indicating the presence of guns in the house 

presumably for shooting rabbits and birds. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Table 3:4: Spatial distribution of general artefacts in context 3218, Room 5, No. 66 Union Street.  The 

highest quantity of artefacts (represented by the deep orange colour) was found in the southern 

half of this room as little remained of the underfloor deposit in the northern half of the room.  

Each square represents a 50mm square of the grid.   

 

3218 A B C D E F Total % 

1     2       2 0.3 

2   1         1 0.2 

3 2 1         3 0.5 

4   1         1 0.2 

5           1 1 0.2 

6   1       2 3 0.5 

7 4 2   4 2 1 13 2 

8 20 21 4 1 1   47 7 

9 88 147 229 11 11 11 497 72 

10   71 30 8 4 5 118 17 

Total 114 245 265 24 18 20 686 100 

% 17 36 39 3 2 3 100   

N 
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Figure 3.6: Selection of clothing & jewellery items from House 66, Room 5, underfloor deposit (3218).  

Left–right, top row glass beads: drawn yellow monochrome seed (#50464), bichrome barrel 

(#50393) & bichrome seed (#50469), white barrel (#50395), cobalt blue oblate wound (#50829) 

& black spherical moulded (#50471). Second row glass beads drawn black cylindrical (#50476), 

amber (#50392) & black hexagonal (#50475) bugles; black spherical facetted moulded (#50206) 

& cut coral beads (#50477, 50535). Third row: copper alloy rosette button backplate (#50424) 

& jewellery link (#50195); bone & copper alloy button components (#50415); porcelain 3-hole 

sunkeneye (#50347) & whistle (#50536) buttons; copper alloy 2-hole bar roulette eye (#50493) & 

decorated (#50150 ) buttons. Fourth row: mother of pearl buttons, 2-hole types with sunkeneye 

plain (#50226) & smoked (#50372), with raised fisheye (#50227) & machine-cut decoration 

(#50378); 4-hole types, two plain (#50369), one with sunkeneye (#50528) & machine-cut 

decoration (#50377). Fifth row: front & back of domed glass buttons (#50490, 50496); moulded 

machine-cut black glass button (#50353); mother of pearl 4-hole button types, with sunkeneyes 

(#50224) & child/doll sized with unfinished holes & machine-cut decoration (#50488, 50489). 

Sixth row: plain bone (#50499, 50551) & porcelain (#50385) studs. Bottom row copper alloy 

clothing hooks & eyes (#50564, 50480, 50524); & tinned brass. 10mm scale divisions.  
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Figure 3.7: Selection of recreational, health & hygiene items from House 66, Room 5 underfloor 

deposit (3218). Left: flat tin toy (#50504). Left-right, top row: brass pistol percussion caps 

(#50506), lead shot (3218/#50517, 3231/#50893), larger lead shot (#50518), spectacle lens 

(#50545). Middle row: amber and vulcanite pipe mouthpieces (#50204, 50558). Bottom row: 

bone toothbrush with manufacturer’s stamp “Bidwell Bidwells Co/ENGLAND” (#50553). 

 

 

Of the 98 metal items 53 were nails, with the remainder classified as general household metal 

items: washers, tacks, springs and a tap.  These are most likely to have been associated with the 

demolition of the house rather than with its occupation and associated activities.  The ceramic (17) 

and glass (14) items combined made up only 4.5 per cent of the total artefacts found in the 

underfloor deposit of Room 5.  Ceramic objects included fragments of teawares (5), tablewares (4), 

serving (1) and six unidentified objects.  The items have a wide date range for their use but the 

majority date from the 1850s and into the early twentieth century.  The glass assemblage included 

293 glass fragments including 14 individual items: bottles/containers (9), tablewares (2), 

unidentified items (2), lighting-related items (1) and architectural elements (73 fragments of 

window glass).  As for the ceramics the glass finds are typical of mid to late nineteenth-century 

objects and some continued to be used into the early twentieth century.   

 

Context 3218 contained the largest concentration of animal bone within House 66.  Bone fragments 

(210) from this context made up 10.3 per cent of all the animal bone found on site (App.2, Table 

39).  Sheep bones (38 frags) were the most common mammal species identified but the largest 

proportion of bones were unidentified fish bone (74 frags) accounting for 35.2 per cent of this 

deposit. Rodent bones accounted for 17.6 per cent of this deposit’s total bone count (App. 2, Table 

43).  Shell was also found (38 frags) in this context but very few could be identified to species as 

most were fragmentary.  Shells provide evidence of food consumption but can also have decorative 

uses or were collected from the foreshore as souvenirs. Several shells in this context had traces of 

mortar suggesting an architectural use.137  

 

 

Backyard 

The maximum extent of yard exposed was approximately 7.5m x 11.5m including a narrow 

passage/gap between Houses 66 and 64.  A photograph of the house however shows that the yard 

extended for a considerable distance beyond the Room 5 outbuilding (Fig. 3.1).  The backyard area 

was entirely covered by a smooth finished concrete yard surface (3233).  It slopes gently 

                                              
137 Robyn Stocks, pers. comm. Casey & Lowe miscellaneous specialist cataloguer. 
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downwards towards the north and was laid directly onto the natural gravel and sand (Plan 3.1, 

Photo 3.10).  The surface was slightly patchy in the northwest corner of the yard, next to the east 

wall of No. 64, where terracotta pipes were showing.  A gully trap was located about half way 

along the east wall of No. 64 with a metal grill surrounded by stable block pavers (Photo 3.11).  

There is a gap of about 1.9m between the west wall of No. 66 and the east wall of No. 64.  The 

concrete surface continues south towards Union Street for about 4.5m from the northwest corner of 

the main building extending up to the wall of No. 66. The remaining part of the gap or passageway 

(3242) contained sandstone packing which was disturbed by one of the flour mill footings.  The 

packing could have been the base for steps leading up to Union Street. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.10: Cement surface (3233) covering the backyard area of house No. 66 Union Street.  The 

cement surface also continued into Room 4 which is an extension of the yard area.  The yard 

surface was also impacted by the flour mill.  View northwest.  Dig. photo 23. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.11: View south along gap/lane between 66 and 64 Union Street which was covered by the 

cement surface (3233).  A gully trap is located in the centre of the photo close to the east wall 

of No. 64.  Dig. photo 89. 

No. 66  No. 64 

gully 

trap 

gap 
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62 

Union Street 

The historical plans show conflicting information about the gap between the two houses (3242).  

The 1865 Trigonometrical survey of Sydney (Fig. 3.8) suggests a passageway from Union Street 

right down into the backyard of No. 66 while the later plans (from 1888 and 1899, Figs 2.15, 

2.16) show a small separation between the buildings that did not extend into the backyard.  The 

1865 plan appears to be more accurate when viewed with the archaeological evidence found on 

site.  A number of photos were taken of these two houses in the early twentieth century before they 

were demolished (Figs 3.2, 3.3).  These photos show that the roofs of both houses were joined 

together suggesting that the passageway between the buildings was covered over.  There may have 

been a side entrance into the basement rooms (lower floor) of Houses 64 and 66 along this gap or 

passage giving access to the rear of the property from Union Street.  The passageway may also 

have been used to access the cesspits in the backyards.  Prior to the installation of the sewer mains, 

these cesspits would have had to be emptied by hand.  The 1865 plan below (Fig. 3.8) suggests that 

both cesspits were within the grounds of No. 66.  Once these cesspits were connected to the main 

sewer line it is possible that this access was no longer needed and this part of the passageway or 

laneway was closed in (see 1888 and 1899 plans, Figs 2.15, 2.16).  The later plans also show rear 

lane access extending to No. 66 which is not found on the 1865 plan. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3.8: Trigonometrical survey of Sydney, 1865, State Records & City of Sydney shows a gap 

between the two Houses 64 and 66 Union Street extending right into the back yard of No. 66.  

This is different to the 1888 and 1899 plans (Figs 2.7, 2.8). 

 

 

3.2.4 Summary of Artefacts from No. 66 

The following is a brief discussion of the artefacts found in association with this house.  A total of 

1237 (MIC) artefacts excluding organic finds were found in association with House 66, 

representing 37.6 per cent of all the artefacts found during the excavation.  The majority of 

artefacts associated with the occupation of House 66 belong to the miscellaneous (725) and metal 

(307) categories (App. 2, Table 5) followed by ceramics (97) and glass (86).  Artefacts were 

recovered from 11 contexts associated with house No. 66 (App. 2, Table 6).  The two contexts 

with the most artefacts were 3211, an underfloor deposit from basement level Room 1, and 3218 

the underfloor deposit from Room 5.  Context 3211 probably includes underfloor material from the 

street level room above which would have been incorporated into the lower level deposits during 

demolition of the house.  Context 3218 contained more than 50 per cent of the artefacts found in 

association with No. 66.  There were two other large contexts, 3202, a demolition deposit that 

covered the entire house, and 3210, stratigraphically beneath 3202 in Room 3.  Context 3221 is the 

fill from a small pit in Room 5.   

Alma Street  
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Context 3211, Room 1 

Miscellaneous 

The underfloor deposit from Room 1 (3211) contained 245 items.  As with context 3218 the two 

dominant artefact categories are metal (108) and miscellaneous (65) objects (App. 2, Table 7).  

Most of the metal objects are architectural, such as nails (40) or furniture related (App. 2, Table 

8).  Many of these objects are probably associated with the demolition phase of the house rather 

than with its occupation.  The small quantity of miscellaneous artefacts (65) suggests quite different 

functions for this room during the occupancy of the house (App. 2, Table 9).  The most frequently 

recovered items were from clothing or were clothing-related, almost half of which were buttons 

(Fig. 3.4).  Other finds included fastenings of various types or decorative items such as beads.  

The few sewing-related artefacts (pins) suggest that sewing was not a frequent activity in this front 

room.  There was also evidence that firearms were kept in this room. Three percussion caps 

probably from a pistol were recovered which are of the same type as others found in Room 5.  

Only a small number of recreational objects were recovered including four clay pipes, a small bone 

dice and a marble.  Several clerical items were also found: a pen nib, slate pencils and fragments 

of writing slate which provide evidence of writing.  Evidence of time-keeping was found in the 

form of two brass winding thumbscrews, probably for two mantel clocks.  One of the keys was 

quite ornate and suggests an ornamental as well as practical function for the clock. 

 

Ceramics 

The remains of 44 ceramic items (MIC) were recovered from 3211 (App. 2, Table 7).  The 

ceramics from this underfloor deposit reflect a typically domestic household environment and are 

mainly associated with the consumption of food.  Teaware items are the most dominant with cups 

and saucers totalling 15 and representing 34.1 percent of the total ceramics (App 3.1, Table 3.3).  

A white-glazed and gilded bone china egg cup was also catalogued under the function of tableware 

(cat. no. 20039).  Only 3 ceramic items featured identifiable patterns, two being transfer prints and 

the third a moulded pattern.  The black transfer-printed “Aladdin” pattern (cat. no. 20043) was 

first registered by John Ridgeway in 1846, while the “Flower Garden Border” pattern (cat. nos 

20031, 20032) was first made by W.H. Grindley of Tunstall post-1880 suggesting that this 

underfloor deposit could have accumulated over a number of decades from at least the mid-

nineteenth century.  The lack of wares also commonly identified on archaeological sites with 

earlier nineteenth-century deposits (pre-1840), such as lead-glazed, creamware, shell-edged ware, 

pearlware and Chinese export porcelain further supports this view.138   

 

The 14 decorative types represented in this deposit are indicative of the wide range of wares 

readily available to the consumer from the mid nineteenth century onwards.  Four types of 

decoration were the most dominant and were found on 31 items (70.6%): the ever-popular blue 

transfer print, white-glazed bone china and semi-vitreous fine earthenware, gilded bone china and 

plain whiteware. The presence of transfer prints in other colours (black, green and purple) as well 

as the presence of blue flow ware and sprigged bone china, indicate an assemblage that, although 

small, still shows the wide choice in the variety of decorative wares available within the 

marketplace.139 

 

Glass  

A total of 451 fragments of glass were recovered from context 3211 from which 26 individual 

items were identified (App. 2, Table 7). The majority of these items from Room 1 were from 

bottles (85%).  Other glass consisted of stoppers (2), tableware (1), unidentified glass (3) and 135 

window glass fragments, including examples of patterned window glass, an innovation which was 

not developed until 1888.140  Typological analysis classified 59 per cent of the glass items in 

                                              
138 Ward, Specialist Ceramics Report, App. 3.1:9. 
139 Ward, Specialist Ceramics Report, App. 3.1:9. 
140 Harris, Specialist Glass Report, App. 3.2:15. 
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relation to three functional groups: beverage (12), food (9) and pharmaceutical (3). Beverage-

related items are mostly beer/wine (3), champagne style (2), aerated water (3), unspecified alcohol 

bottles (3) and a spirits flask (1).  Food-related items consisted of commercial containers (5), 

stoppers (2) and tableware (2). Commercial containers were primarily condiment bottles (3) in 

types used for oil/vinegar and pickles or chutneys.  Likewise, all stoppers were for condiment 

bottles.  For the most part tableware was too fragmented to identify the original form.  Two 

pharmacy-related bottles were for gin/schnapps141 and one was for an unspecified patent medicine.  

One gin/schnapps bottle was labelled Udolpho Wolfe’s Aromatic Schnapps of Shiedam, a brand 

that was advertised locally in the early twentieth century (Section 6).  The classification of 

schnapps as a pharmaceutical relates to its possible uses as a ‘cure all’ or ‘pick me up’ but it cannot 

be ignored that it was probably purchased for its alcohol content whether medicinal or not.  The 

other patent medicine bottle was from L. M. Green of New York.142 

 

The high relative frequency of beer/wine bottles is consistent with consumption patterns in 

nineteenth-century Sydney.143  Condiment bottles reflect both dietary preferences and suggest that 

meat dishes might have been based on inexpensive cuts of meat that required sauces and chutneys 

to make them more flavourful.  Results of analysis for glass from underfloor deposits from Room 1 

in the house at 66 Union Street indicate a mid-to late-nineteenth century date range and a glass 

assemblage typical of nineteenth-century Sydney households. 

 

Bone and Shell 

Bone and shell finds were quantified separately based on the number of fragments in the deposit 

rather than the number of individuals present.  There were 84 fragments of bone which made up 

only 4.1 per cent of all bone found from the site, along with 10 fragments of shell (2.7%) within 

the underfloor deposit from Room 1 (App. 2, Tables 39, 41).  Nine shell fragments were identified 

as mud oyster.  Most of the bone fragments were from sheep (35), unidentifiable fish (28), chicken 

(6) cattle (6) and goose (2) suggesting a variety of meats were consumed by the occupants (App.2, 

Table 43).  No remains of pets were found.  Sheep were the most common species of bone found 

in 3211 (Table 43).  Sheep were mainly reared in Australia for the wool industry but the large 

numbers of sheep produced meant that ‘surplus’ stock was more than enough to supply the 

domestic meat market.144  Sheep was probably the most affordable and accessible food species 

available to consumers.  The majority of the sheep bones were from the ribs (11) and vertebrae 

(12) (App.2, Table 51), elements typically used in soups or stews.145  This implies that lower or 

working class residents occupied the house.  The presence of cheaper meat cuts in the assemblage 

supports the interpretation of the use of glass condiment bottles and their contents to improve the 

flavour on the food.  Table 3.5 summarises the distribution of animal bone fragments within Room 

1 of House 66.  Most of the bones were found in the northwest corner of the room, to the west of 

the doorway.  Possibly this area was a focal point for dining but this seems unlikely in a basement 

level room in this part of the house.  The concentration of bones may result from mixing with 

underfloor deposits from the street level room above or they may have been redistributed by other 

means, possibly rats.  

 

Rodent bones were also found in deposit 3211 (7 fragments or 8.3% of the bones).  The rodent 

bones were not further identifiable to species but in this instance may have represented a single 

animal only as the majority were contained within square B3.  It is not uncommon to find remains 

of rats and mice under the floorboards of houses.  The rodent bones in this context showed signs of 

                                              
141 In some instances gin/schnapps bottles are catalogued as pharmaceutical items, especially where a brand 

was known to have been marketed as a medicinal item, such as Udolpho Wolfe’s schnapps.   
142 Harris, Specialist Glass Report, App. 3.2:30. 
143 Harris, Specialist Glass Report, App. 3.2: section 1.6. 
144 Torres 1997:30. 
145 Casey & Lowe 2000, Vol 1: 145. 
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being cut by a knife or cleaver which suggests that the animal was killed by a trap or other direct 

means. Six of the food bone fragments (sheep, cattle and goose) showed slight to moderate signs of 

rodent gnawing indicating that rodents, presumably rats were active within the sub-floor of the 

house in the period leading up to its demolition.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3211 A B C D E F G H J K L M N P Q R S Total % 

1 4 8 3 10 4 9 1 1     1 1           42 50 

2 9 4   4 3 1 2 1 1                 25 30 

3 4 9 1 3                           17 20 

4                                   0 0 

Total 17 21 4 17 7 10 3 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 84 100 

% 20 25 5 20 8 13 4 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 100   

Table 3:5: Spatial distribution of animal bone fragments in context 3211, Room 1, No. 66 Union Street.  

The highest quantity of animal bone was found in the northwest corner of the room. 

 

 

Context 3218, Room 5 

Artefacts in the underfloor deposits of Room 5, thought to be the kitchen, are dominated by 

miscellaneous (80.3%) and metal finds (14.3%) which together total 659 of the 686 individual 

items identified (App. 2, Table 10).  The combined ceramic and glass artefacts made up only 4.5 

per cent of the total number of artefacts and architectural/building related items comprised 0.7 per 

cent.  Bone and shell finds were quantified separately based on the number of fragments present. 

Bone and shell from Room 5 represent 10.6 per cent and 10.4 per cent respectively of the total 

quantities of each category from all contexts across the site (App. 2, Tables 39, 41).  The 

following discussion focuses mainly on the miscellaneous artefacts.  The dominance of this 

category in an underfloor deposit is to be expected as typically it is made up of small items which 

fall through floor boards.146   

 

Miscellaneous 

Artefacts in this category indicate various types of activities associated with life in the home and 

can provide a fuller picture of household occupants and their interests.  The miscellaneous items 

from Context 3218 represent a range of general functions including household, personal, 

recreational and clerical objects. In addition several items associated with firearms were found 

(App. 2, Table 11).  There were several different artefact types associated with sewing and 

clothing, as well as possibly jewellery: pins (214), buttons (98), beads (128) and hooks (29).  All 

the beads were glass of varying manufacture and shape except for two made of coral (Fig. 3.6; 

App.2, Table 12).  Beads were found in a variety of colours: black, blue, white, green, red, 

yellow, orange and brown but the majority of beads from this context were colourless.  Seventy of 

the beads were the small rounded ‘seed’ beads which were found in all colours.  They are typically 

used to sew onto clothing, hand bags and shoes and could also be used for necklaces or earrings 

etc., perhaps for the more inexpensive types of jewellery or for younger girls.147  The elongated 

bugle beads were the next most common bead type (30) and came in a more limited colour range. 

They could also be used in necklaces and other jewellery and small bugle beads can be used 

alongside seed beads on fabric.  Some small bugles were used at 19-41 Reservoir Street as a 

                                              
146 Casey 2004. 
147 Robyn Stocks, pers. comm. Casey & Lowe miscellaneous specialist cataloguer. 

N 
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substitute for knotting on one of the hairnets.148  Although it is difficult to determine if beads were 

used for clothing or jewellery they are most often associated with adornment or manufacture of 

goods by women when found within the home.  Pins are typically used to pin garment pieces 

together prior to sewing after they have been cut out but can serve numerous other purposes. Pins 

are also used to attach paper or cloth patterns to fabric before cutting out, to mark the positions of 

trims or finishes, to fit garments or pattern pieces onto an individual, or to attach other items to 

clothing and hats.   

 

More functional clothing-related items include buttons, hooks, eyes and other fastenings.  The 

largest number of buttons were small (diameters from 7mm to 15mm) two or four-hole Mother of 

Pearl buttons (46) followed by copper alloy (aes) varieties (37).  This collection of sewing-related 

artefacts is reasonably large compared to other contexts in the study area but it is probably no more 

than what can be expected from traditional household sewing where the woman or mother made 

and/or repaired clothing for most of her family.  The only thing to perhaps contradict the sewing 

evidence being purely for the household is the large number of seed beads (70) and the quantity of 

Mother of Pearl buttons (46).  These may suggest that someone in the household was sewing piece-

clothing with beaded decoration or was employed in the hand finishing stages of clothing 

production.   

 

The remaining personal items suggest that a broad range of activities took place in the kitchen.  

Parts of a comb and toothbrush were found, along with a spectacle lens, a watch crystal and a few 

jewellery items (Fig. 3.7; App. 2, Table 11).  The watch crystal is from a fob watch and along 

with the evidence for clocks found in Room 1 is further evidence that time-keeping was a concern 

of the occupants of the house.  Certain other miscellaneous artefacts found can have specific gender 

associations.  A small lead figurine, marbles (4) and a doll’s teapot were the only evidence of 

children in this part of the house.  There was also some evidence of firearms found in the 

underfloor deposit of Room 5 (Fig. 3.7).  Among these were 12 artefacts indicating the presence of 

at least one or two guns in the house: percussion caps (3) and shot (9).  Evidence for guns was also 

found in Room 1 and in House 64.  The shot may have been used for hunting rabbits within the 

locality as the area to the south remained undeveloped until the late 1880s and into the early 

twentieth century.  The shot could have been discarded as meat was prepared in the kitchen.149 

 

Metals 

Among the 98 metal items were 61 assorted nails, and other general architectural or household 

items in copper or ferrous alloys: tacks (15), pins (5), sprigs (2), hook (1), eyelet (1), strap (1), 

spring (1), washer (1), rivet (1), chain (1), ring (1), shank (1), tap (1), a piece of tube, assorted 

lengths of wire (2) and two unidentified items.  The larger objects and the nails are probably 

associated with the demolition phase of the house rather than with its occupation.  The smaller 

items may date from its occupation.  The majority of tacks are of a type used in shoe construction 

and could easily have come off during wear. The small thin metal washer also could have been part 

of a clock or watch and have been lost in the house during its use.  

 

Bone and Shell 

The underfloor deposit 3218 contained the largest concentration of animal bone; the 210 bone 

fragments made up 10.3 per cent of all the animal bone found on site (App.2, Table 39).  Thirty 

eight fragments of shell were also found in this context accounting for 10.4 per cent of the total site 

assemblage (App. 2, Table 41).  Shellfish were often used to supplement the diet of people living 

close to the water. Few of the shells were identified to species but examples of rock oyster and 

Sydney cockle were present, both of which are edible species and could have been collected 

                                              
148 Robyn Stocks, pers. comm. Casey & Lowe miscellaneous specialist cataloguer, 19-41 Reservoir Street, 

Surry Hills is a report in progress.  
149 Robyn Stocks, pers. comm. 
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locally.  Some shell also had traces of mortar suggesting it was used in mortar production and 

incorporated into the deposit during construction of the house.   

 

Of the 210 animal bones found within the underfloor deposit of the kitchen, 74 of these were 

unidentified fish bones (35.2%).  The proximity of the study area to the water’s edge in Pyrmont 

may account for fish (and shellfish) making up a large part of the diet.  There were equal quantities 

of unidentified mammal (38) and sheep bones (38), each representing 18.1 per cent of the total 

bone assemblage within Room 5.  There were also 12 chicken bones (App. 2, Table 43).  Chicken 

was considered an expensive meal prior to the later twentieth century.150  No evidence of cattle 

bones was found in the kitchen although cattle were identified in Room 1 which shows that beef 

was consumed in the house (App. 2, Table 43).  The majority of the sheep bones were vertebrae 

(11) or ribs (13) along with seven fragmented sheep bones which were not identifiable due to their 

size (App.2, Table 50).  The unidentified mammal fragments (38) were probably butchered into 

small pieces before being swept through the floorboards.  The low number of limb bones in the 

deposit may be due to formation processes associated with underfloor deposits as limb bones are 

longer and thicker than ribs and are less likely to fall through the holes and gaps in the floor 

boards.151  Other elements of sheep not common in the modern diet were also found in the house.  

These included two bone fragments from a sheep’s foot, one fragment of cranium and a tooth 

suggesting that head and feet may also have been consumed.  Items like sheep’s trotters (toe bones) 

or various parts of the head were considered to be less popular, inexpensive cuts and it is unclear if 

they were normally purchased from retail butchers.152  With the proximity of Pyrmont to the Glebe 

Island abattoir, it is possible that poorer people could obtain unwanted cuts very cheaply direct 

from the abattoir.153  Similar patterns of sheep bone distribution (to those observed in Room 5 at 

No. 66) were found in underfloor deposits from the CSR site suggesting that occupants of the 

current study area shared the same tastes and economic concerns with their northerly neighbours.154  

Smaller animals (e.g. possums, rabbits) may have been hunted for food as there had also been 

evidence for the use of guns in each house.  Although there is no direct evidence for either of these 

species it is possible that the unidentified mammal bones could indicate hunting of less common 

species.   

 

Rodent bones made up 17.6 per cent (37) of the animal species found in context 3218 (App.2, 

Tables 43, 50).  The high numbers of rodent bones in Room 5 indicate that rats and vermin were 

more active here than in the front of the house.  They would have been attracted to the kitchen 

where foods were stored and food preparation took place.  Rodent bones in 3218 could have 

consisted of rats or mice that simply lived and died under the floor boards but as in the front room 

the rodent bones all showed signs that they had been cut by a knife or cleaver.  Rodent bones were 

the only bone type which displayed this type of trauma (App. 4.6).  During the excavation at CSR 

site in 1996 it was noted that the older houses generally had more rodent bones than those built 

post-1865.155  A similar pattern may have existed here.  There was slightly less evidence of 

gnawing found on the bones on Room 5 than those in Room 1.  Only six fragments (less than 3%) 

of either chicken or sheep bones showed signs of slight to moderate gnawing.  These bones were 

found in squares A9, C9 and D10.  A single dog’s tooth was recovered in square C10 and is the 

only evidence of a possible pet identified in the study area (App. 2, Table 40).  A dog may have 

been used to assist with rodent control.  While the majority of gnawing is ascribed to rodents, one 

of the fragments has signs of either dog or rodent gnawing.  

 

                                              
150 Torres 1997:27. 
151 Torres 1997:111. 
152 Torres 1997:111-114. 
153 Torres 1997:27. 
154 Torres 1997:111-114. 
155 Casey & Lowe 2000, Vol 1: 224. 
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Table 3.6 shows the spatial distribution of animal bones within the underfloor deposit (3218) of 

Room 5.  Note most of the underfloor deposit was very thin or non-existent in the northern half of 

this room.  The greatest concentrations of artefacts were in the southwest corner which may have 

been close to the external doorway of this room as suggested by the distribution of other artefacts 

and an early photograph of the rear of the house (Table 3.4, Fig. 3.1).  

 

 

3218 A B C D E F Total % 

1             0 0 

2 2           2 0.5 

3 3 9         12 6 

4     2       2 0.5 

5             0 0 

6             0 0 

7   1 1 1 14 2 19 9 

8 12 11 9 4     36 17 

9 13 31 41 16 6 8 115 55 

10   6 7 6 4 1 24 12 

Total 30 58 60 27 24 11 210 100 

% 14 28 29 13 12 4 100   

Table 3:6: Spatial distribution of bone fragments within the underfloor deposit, context 3218, Room 5, 

No. 66 Union Street.  The largest concentrations of bone were in the southern half of the room 

where the underfloor deposit was deepest. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Table 3:7: Spatial distribution of window glass fragments within the underfloor deposit, context 3218, 

Room 5, No. 66 Union Street.  One square (C9) showed quite a large concentration of glass 

fragments over any other square.  

 

 

Glass and ceramics 

Although these two artefact categories make up only a small proportion of the underfloor deposit 

from the kitchen of House 66 (4.5% of the MIC) their distribution provides information about the 

layout of the room and the way it was used.  The highest concentration of window glass fragments 

was found in squares C9, B9 and A9 supporting the photographic evidence that a window or door 

was located in the southwest corner of the room (Fig. 3.1).  Access to natural light would have 

3218 A B C D E F Total % 

1             0 0 

2             0 0 

3             0 0 

4             0 0 

5             0 0 

6   1         1 1 

7             0   

8 1 2 7 1     11 15 

9 8 2 40     3 53 73 

10   8         8 11 

Total 9 13 47 1 0 3 73 100 

% 13 18 64 1 0 4 100   

N 

 

N 
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made this area a focal point for activity (Table 3.7).  Much of the non-window glass was 

fragmentary and only a relatively small number of individual items could be identified (14 items) 

which included examples of bottles (beer/wine types), containers, miscellaneous tablewares and 

lamp chimneys.  The lamp chimneys were part of vertical wick lamps.  These would have been 

used for household lighting and their stylistic traits give an indication of the date range for this 

underfloor deposit.  One has a bulbous lower body which is a shape first used from the 1850s 

onwards.  Another example was needle etched with a spiral design and has a broad date range.  

The latest dated example was solarised glass which can be dated more precisely to the period 

between 1914 and 1920.156  This date range suggests that the underfloor deposit could span the 

entire occupation phase of the house from the 1850s through to demolition in the early twentieth 

century.   

 

The ceramics from 3218 numbered less than half the amount found in Room 1 of House 66.  A 

total of 17 items were identified (App. 3.1, Table 2.1).  Most are teawares (cups/saucers) with a 

few tablewares and serving items.  Few distinct decorative patterns were found and the assemblage 

is typical of items from the mid nineteenth to early twentieth century.  In terms of household 

artefact distribution there were considerably fewer artefacts found in Room 1 (3211) than in Room 

5 (3218). As only part of Room 1 was excavated because of the need to retain the palm trees along 

Union Street this difference is partly attributable to the extent of excavation area in each room. 

However the potential area with underfloor deposit in Room 1 (3211) was about 75 per cent of that 

from Room 5 (3218).  Given that the number of items from Room 1 is close to one third of the 

total from Room 5 the difference is significant and can be interpreted as activity related.  Room 5 

had a much higher proportion of artefacts compared with other household areas and these were 

concentrated in the western part of the room where natural light would have been optimum.  This 

pattern of underfloor artefact distribution is similar to that found CSR site houses in Pyrmont.  

Most of the artefacts in the kitchens were distributed along the western walls of those houses and 

the kitchens typically contained greater quantities of artefacts than the front part of the house.157   

                                              
156 Harris, Specialist Glass Report, App. 3.2: 20-21. 
157 Casey 2004: 35. 



Results of Fieldwork 

 

78 

3.3 No. 64 Union Street  

 

3.3.1 Historical Background 

No. 64 Union Street was built to the west of No. 66 (Fig. 2.7).  Both houses were built at the same 

time by John Kellick using similar building materials and layout and were semi-detached.  

Descriptions of the house varied in the rates books for the years from 1845 to 1855 the same as for 

house No. 66.  The first valuation includes a detached kitchen, room and stable in addition to the 

house.  In the 1855 rates assessment book the building was listed as ‘house & concerns’ with seven 

rooms and was valued at £175.  In 1858 the house was described as being of five rooms with two 

attics.  The house had numerous different residents who had a variety of different occupations.  

The longest tenant was Mrs Elizabeth Fenwick who lived here between 1880 and 1893 (13 years).  

The McLean’s (1897-1902) resided at No. 64 for five years.  Walter McLean was a musician.  

Carl Nielsen (also spelt Nelson) operated a boarding house for four years.  The last recorded 

occupants of No. 64 were the marine artists, Laidlaw and Harris who lived there for six years 

(1912-1918) before the house was purchased by the Gillespie brothers to build the Anchor Flour 

Mill.  Other occupants included a master mariner and a nightwatchman (Table 3.8). 

 

64 Union Street (formerly No. 70) 
Year Occupant Occupation Owner 

1845 Smith, Thomas (probably)  John Kellick 

1848 Smith, Thomas (probably)  John Kellick 

1855-56 Pitts, Wm  John Kellick 

1858 Dillon, Moore  John Kellick 

1861 Grose, Elizabeth  John Kellick 

1867 Day, William  William Allison 

1870 Blair, Mrs R.   

1871 Sproule, John  William Day [landlord?] 

1875 Muir, John Master mariner  

1877 Balderstone, Thos.   

1880 Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth  Wm Allison 

1882 Arnold, Charles  W Allison 

1883 Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth Fuel merchant?  

1885 Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth   

1887 Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth  Francis Buckle 

1890 Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth   

1891 Fenwick, E  F Buckle 

1893 

Fenwick, Mrs Elizabeth 

Fenwick, Peter. J 

  

1895 Storm, J. Nightwatchman  

1897 McLean, W  Minister for Public Works 

1900 McLean, Walter Musician  

1901 Storm, John  Francis Buckle 

1902 McLean, Mrs. Florence  James McMahon 

1904 Nielsen, Carl Boarding house  

1905 Nelson, Carl Boarding house  

1906 Nielsen, Carl Boarding house  

1908 Nielsen, Carl Boarding house  

1910 Bragg, Henry Boarding house  

1912 Laidlaw, Thomas Boarding house  

1914 Laidlaw & Harris Marine artists  

1915 Laidlaw & Harris Marine artists  

1916 Laidlaw & Harris Marine artists  

1918 Laidlaw & Harris Marine artists  

1920 Unoccupied  Gillespie Bros. 

1925 

Property belonged to Gillespie Bros. Ltd., 

flour millers 

  

Table 3:8: Summary of names and occupations of the residents of No. 64 Union Street, taken from the 

Sands Directory and Council rate assessment books. 
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3.3.2 Summary of Archaeological Findings 

The archaeological evidence of No. 64 showed that the layout of Houses No. 64 and No. 66 was 

basically the same with only minor differences in the positioning of the back rooms (Plan 3.2).  As 

in No. 66, the front room (Room 1) could only be excavated in part but the whole width of the 

structure was preserved.  The original west wall appeared to have been removed and replaced on 

the same alignment during the construction of house No. 62 which was built later adjoining No. 

64.  The wall foundations (3239) were not set into trenches but were constructed onto the ground.  

Room 2 was situated immediately north of the front room and unlike in House 66 there was a small 

room between this and the rear detached building (Room 4).  A hearth stone for a fireplace was 

found in the backroom (Room 4) which was most likely the kitchen.  Room 4 also contained a dish 

drain (3237) which ran through the foundations of the room.   

 

House No. 64 yielded only small amounts of artefacts from the underfloor deposits.  Each room 

containing an underfloor deposit was excavated within 500mm grid squares the same as for No. 66 

Union Street.  The underfloor deposit in Room 1 contained few artefacts.  Room 2 was covered 

with a bitumen surface (3234) and no occupation deposits were recovered.  Underfloor deposits 

from Room 3 (3223) and Room 4 (3231) contained the greatest amount of artefacts, totalling 81.8 

per cent of all the artefacts associated with house No. 64 (App. 2, Table 15).  Deposit 3231 in 

Room 4 (the kitchen) lay above the brick dish drains (Photo 3.15, 3.16).  Most of the artefacts 

from the house dated from the mid to late nineteenth century and are discussed in detail in Section 

3.3.4 and in the Specialists Reports (App. 3).  The backyard showed evidence of three phases of 

surfaces.  The earliest was the bitumen surface similar to that found in Room 2.  To the west of the 

kitchen were remains of a brick surface (Photo 3.17) which was later covered over with a thin 

layer of cement (3235). 

 

 

3.3.3 Detailed Archaeological Recording  

The debris (3203) from the demolition of the building covered the whole area.  It consisted mainly 

of sandstock brick rubble with coarse light brown shell mortar and occasional sandstone rubble.  

The bricks observed were either flat or had rectangular-shaped or diamond frogs.  The bricks were 

the same type as those found in house No. 66.  The foundations (3239) preserved under the 

demolition layer were made from roughly worked sandstone blocks laid in stretcher bond with the 

occasional header, bonded with coarse sandy shell mortar.  As for No. 66 the foundations were not 

set in trenches but above ground (Plans 3.1, 3.2, Photo 3.12).  Some small cuts were made into the 

bedrock under the northern wall of Room 1 as this part of the house was built directly onto the 

underlying sandstone.  The gaps between the larger blocks were filled with sandstone rubble.  The 

footings were about 450mm wide and occasionally preserved up to 2 courses high.  As in house 

No. 66, the front room could only be excavated in part but the whole width of the structure was 

revealed.  The original west wall appeared to have been removed and replaced during the 

construction of house No. 62 which was built later adjoining No. 64. 

 

Room 1 

The available area of Room 1 measured about 8m to 8.5m long by 1.5m wide (Plan 3.1, 3.2).  

There was a gap in the western half of the north wall where cuts in the bedrock indicating the wall 

line (Photo 3.13).  Somewhere along this gap would have been the opening into this front basement 

room (Room 1).  The surviving walls were two courses wide with assorted rectangular blocks 

generally laid lengthways with smaller stones in between.  The footings were two courses high at 

the east end but only one course high at the west end where they were laid straight onto the 

bedrock.   
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Photo 3.12: No. 64 Union Street, view to the southwest.  Note the sandstone footings are sitting on the 

ground and the layout of this house is almost identical to No. 66.  Dig. photo 162. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.13: View east of Rooms 1 and 2 No. 64 with No. 66 in the background.  The floor of Room 2 

was covered with a coal tar surface (3234).  In the foreground of Room 1 the bedrock is cut 

indicating the line of the west wall marked by the arrow.  Dig. photo 155. 

Room 2 

Room 1 
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Only two contexts were identified within Room 1 of house No. 64.  3209 is the context number 

given to any remaining demolition debris within the bounds of Room 1. An underfloor deposit was 

identified immediately underneath this fill (3232).  Twelve artefacts (MIC) were found within 3209 

making up only 1.2 per cent of the total number of artefacts from house No. 64 (App. 2, Table 

11).  The underfloor deposit within Room 1 (3232) also yielded few artefacts.  Five grid squares 

were sample sieved as only a thin layer of the brown silty sand which made up this deposit 

remained.  Most of the artefacts were visible on the surface as the layer was only 15mm deep.  A 

total of 58 artefacts (MIC) was found which represented only 5.7 per cent of the total number of 

artefacts from No. 64.  Most of the artefacts were architectural and are probably associated with 

the demolition of the house.  Wet sieving did not reveal any artefacts therefore no further analysis 

of the artefacts from this room was carried out.  Some parts of the room were covered with 

bitumen while the bedrock was showing in other areas, particularly in the western end of the room 

close to No. 62. 

 

Room 2 

Room 2 is a basement level room immediately north of Room 1 and extends the full width of the 

property.  The internal length of the room was just over 8m with a width of 3.5m.  It is bounded to 

the east by the common wall with house No. 66 and to the west by the shared wall with house No. 

62 (Plan 3.1, 3.2).  After the removal of context 3203 the remaining demolition debris in this room 

(3216) was cleared to reveal a coal tar/bitumen surface (3234).  This unusual indoor surface was 

sitting directly on the natural gravel and bedrock.  Cover was continuous in the east and patchy in 

the western part of the room (Photo 3.12, 3.13).  The coal tar/bitumen floor covering found in this 

room suggests that it may have had a more outdoor or different utilitarian function compared to 

other parts of the house.  The room could have been used for storage or as a shed rather than for 

habitation.  The laying of coal tar within the rooms and the yard area may also have been related to 

the Darling Harbour cleansing operations introduced in 1900 to clean up areas with poor sanitation.  

Although these properties along Union Street do not appear to be part of the plague resumptions 

they may still have required some modifications and tidying up.  Alternatively the room might also 

have been prone to flooding or dampness and required a more stable impermeable surface. 

 

There appears to have been a gap at the western end of the north wall of Room 2 which would 

have allowed access to the yard (Plan 3.1, 3.2).  The evidence is unclear as only one possible 

foundation block remained in the western 2m of the north wall.  This layout would however 

correspond with the observations made for Room 2/3 of No. 66.   No underfloor deposit was found 

in this room as the coal tar surface was sitting directly above natural gravels and bedrock. 

 

Room 3 

Room 3 measured 3.5m long by 2m wide and is located between Rooms 2 and 4.  It is not clear 

whether this room was part of the original yard area or if it was incorporated into the house during 

the initial construction phase, unlike the corresponding area (Room 4) in house No. 66.  The latter 

room was clearly an area of yard that was later closed in with the cement yard surface remaining in 

situ.  Room 3 appears to have had a suspended timber floor, as some bricks, one possibly in situ 

and several pieces of timber were found within the room (Photo 3.12).  There was some cement 

render with a dirty cream line and lip at the bottom also indicative of a suspended floor and 

possible skirting boards.   

 

After the bulk of the demolition debris (3203) was cleared from House 64 the remaining demolition 

material contained within Room 3 (3214) was removed by hand.  This exposed a dark brown silty 

occupation deposit (3223) sitting on clean, natural silts and bedrock (3228).  The occupation 

deposit varied in depth from 10mm to 220mm but was not found across the entire extent of the 

room.  Only the grid squares along the northern wall of the room containing this deposit (3223) 

were excavated in accordance with the methodology for removing underfloor deposits (Tables 3.9, 

3.10).  A total of 528 artefacts was found representing over half (51.6%) of the artefact total for 
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this house (App. 2, Table 11).  The greatest concentrations of artefacts and bone were found along 

the northern wall where the deposit was at its deepest.  During excavation the deposit was found to 

be mixed with natural sands and not as fine as other underfloor deposits (Photo 3.14).  The deposit 

may have washed down slope towards the wall suggesting that the artefacts could have been 

removed from their original locations, or perhaps accumulated here to a greater depth due to the 

natural slope adjacent to the northern footings.   

 

The southern end of the room was quite disturbed.  There were teeth marks of an excavator bucket 

in the natural silt, which were the result of geological testing carried out on site before the 

archaeological excavation resumed (Plan 3.1).  This disturbance has removed much of the 

underfloor deposit in the southern half of the room.  It is not clear when exactly this room was 

constructed during the house’s occupation.  No evidence remained of the fabric or construction 

methods used for the original western wall of Room 3.   

 

 

Photo 3.14: Room 3 of house No. 64 with 500mm grid.  The squares along the northern wall were on a 

slope and contained a deeper deposit of 3223 than the more disturbed area to the south.  Some 

brick supports and traces of timber remain suggesting this room had a suspended timber floor.  

View east, scale 1m.  Dig. photo 119. 

 

Artefacts found in Room 3 

The remnant demolition deposit (3214) in Room 3 contained only seven (MIC) artefacts.  These 

appear to be a mix of demolition and occupation materials which directly overlay the underfloor 

deposit and are not discussed further.  The underfloor deposit (3223) however from this relatively 

small room contained over half of all the artefacts associated with No. 64.  A total of 527 artefacts 

(App. 2, Table 15) and 673 bone fragments were found in this deposit (App. 2, Table 39).  Table 

3.9 shows the spatial distribution of the general artefacts, while Table 3.10 shows the distribution 

of the animal bone fragments in this room.  Both tables indicate that the majority of the artefacts 

and bone fragments were located in the northern end of the room, and were particularly dense in 

the northwest corner.  This pattern is probably a combination of structural features of the room as 
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well as taphonomic processes.  Most of the artefacts were personal (a total of 142 or 26.9% of the 

deposit) and household items (100 or 18.9%) followed by architectural artefacts (88 or 16.7% - 

App. 2, Table 17).  Smaller categories included artefacts associated with food (9.8%), beverage 

(4.7%), recreation (6.8%) and clerical- related (2.7%) activities.  The architectural items are most 

likely associated with the demolition of House 64 (App.2, Tables 17, 18).  This group included 

examples of finishes such as plaster, render and set; roofing items such as flashing (4), slate (2) 

and washers (2) and small structural items made up of nails (52), screws (2), spikes (5) and sprigs 

(6).   

 

 

3223 A B C D E F G Total % 

1 171 80 29 63 23 6 4 376 71 

2 52 24 4 4 7 5 2 98 19 

3 21             21 4 

4 16 2       3 8 29 5 

5 2 1           3 1 

Total 262 107 33 67 30 14 14 527 100 

% 50 20 6 13 6 2.5 2.5 100   

Table 3:9: Spatial distribution of general artefacts (excluding bone and shell) in the underfloor deposit 

3223, Room 3, No. 64 Union Street.  Most of the artefacts were found in the northwest corner 

of this room, particularly in squares A1, A2 and B1. 

 

3223 A B C D E F G Total % 

1 103 145 53 98 82 22 5 508 75 

2 29 23 7 9 15 6   89 13 

3 4             4 1 

4 12 31       8   51 8 

5 15 1         5 21 3 

Total 162 200 60 107 97 36 10 673 100 

% 24 30 9 16 14 5 2 100   

Table 3:10: Spatial distribution of bone fragments within the underfloor deposit, context 3223, Room 

3, No. 64 Union Street.  The largest concentrations of bone were in the northwest corner of the 

room where the underfloor deposit was deepest. 

 

 

The 142 personal items included mostly buttons (52) and beads (36) along with other items of 

clothing: buckles (2), fabric (3), safety pins (9), hooks (8), shoe eyelets (3), studs (7) and a shoe 

tack (Fig. 3.9).  Two hair combs, a pessary ring and a religious medal were also among the 

personal items.  Evidence of food items included a range of glass condiment bottles for sauces (5) 

and pickles/chutneys (2), and seeds from nectarines (2), peaches (8) and a watermelon (1).  The 

presence of eggshell fragments and fish scales was noted during the sieving but samples were not 

retained due to their small size and delicate nature.  A small range of tablewares (15) and teawares 

(16) was also present.  The tablewares were mostly plates (9), knives (2), a sugar spoon, a tumbler 

and stemware (Fig. 3.10).  The teawares included saucers (9), cups (5) a sugar bowl and a teapot.  

Among the ceramic plate and cup patterns were blue transfer-print “Gem” (1) and “Willow” (2) 

patterns.  While there were many other ceramic types found some of the fragments were too small 

to identify a specific pattern.  There were numerous fragments of alcohol bottles including 

beer/wine (15) and beer/champagne (5) which are typical finds for this sort of context.   

N 

 

N 
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Figure 3.9: Selection of jewellery, clothing, religious & economic items from House 64, Room 3 

underfloor deposit (3223). Left-right, top row: glass beads, drawn bichrome seed (#50646), 

facetted cut (#50661), blown (#50707), spherical blown & facetted (#50791), round with scallop 

moulding (#50716). Far right: Mary medal (#50691). Second top row: buttons, bone 4-hole 

(#50699), horn 2-hole (#50616), mother of pearl 2-hole with machine-cut decoration (#50704, 

50754, 50759). Second bottom row: buttons, copper alloy 4-hole trouser beaded (#50698), 

marked “P HAGON” (#25992), “EXCELSIOR” (#50770), “OUR OWN MAKE” Japanned 

(#50619), iron 4-hole trouser button (#25994) & small waistcoat buttons with mounted glass 

(#50726, 50660). Bottom row: buttons, copper alloy waistcoat (#50650), broken 2-hole black 

glass (#25990) & clear glass ball (#50676); plain bone & porcelain studs (#50621, 50767); 

copper alloy cut clothing eye (#50768) & 1867 British halfpenny (#50783). 10mm scale 

divisions. 

 

 

Among the recreational items were 33 marbles, a dice and two fragments of clay pipe.  The 

number of marbles does suggest there were quite a few children living in the house during its 

lifetime.  There were also three pieces of gunshot and a bullet and cartridge, indicating the 

presence of a gun in the house, presumably for hunting (App. 2, Table 18).  Eleven slate pencils 

and a holder were found but no fragments of writing slate (Fig. 3.10).  There were three coins with 

a wide date range: 1867, 1895 and 1908 supporting the accumulation of this deposit over a number 

of decades.  In addition to general household items from furniture and fittings there were eight 

fragments of clocks and fob watches.  Timekeeping was as important for the occupants of No. 64 

as it was for those at No. 66.   

 

The underfloor deposit contained 673 bone fragments representing 32.9 per cent of all the bone 

found on site.  Over half (56.3%) of the bone fragments were from sheep (379), followed by fish 

bones (103), rodent (76) and the highest concentration of rabbit bones (56) within the study area.  

Other species such as cattle (30) chicken (13) and pig (1) made up a small percentage of the animal 

bone assemblage (App.2, Table 48).  Shell fragments (58) were also found in the underfloor 

deposit of Room 3 mostly from rock oysters and other edible species. 
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Figure 3.10: Selection of clerical, recreational, grooming, food & household items from House 64, 

Room 3 underfloor deposit (3223). Left-right, top row: slate pencils, two fragments in iron 

holders (#50638, 26000); bone die (#50639); “SPEEDWELL” bicycle label (#50784). Middle 

row: broken “UNBREAKABLE” vulcanite comb (#50721); brass furniture key (#50641); 

decorative ferrule (#50682). Bottom row: clock wheel (#50762); steel nut from tool or 

mechanism (#50735); EPNS sugar spoon (#25996). 10mm scale divisions. 

 

 

Room 4 

Room 4 (Plan 3.1) was located at the rear of the house and bounded by sandstone wall footings of 

between 450-600mm wide and 500-525mm high on the east, south and west sides (3239).  The 

northern part of the room had been cut by footings for the construction of the flour mill but one 

stone from the north wall was preserved in situ.  The internal area of the room measured 

approximately 3.5m wide by 4.4m deep but was cut by a concrete pier in the southwest corner. 

The pier covered an area of c.1.5m by 1.2m and had destroyed all earlier deposits in this corner of 

the room.  The interior space of the room was covered with about 200mm of mixed material 

removed as two separate contexts (3229, 3230). The uppermost fill (3239) consisted of coal tar, 

machine-made brick, sandstock brick and demolition debris.  Separating 3229 from 3230 was a 

thin layer of coal tar.  Below the coal tar was another layer of stony/rubble fill (3230).  This fill 

was not as mixed as 3229 and appears to have been deliberately laid at some stage possibly in an 

attempt to reduce dampness and increase drainage in this room as well as provide a base for the 

coal tar surface.  Because of the higher level of the yard (3233) of House 66 next door it seems 

likely that the floor level of Room 4 may have needed to be raised to improve drainage.  A hearth 

stone for a fireplace and the base of the fireplace itself were visible adjoining remnants of the north 

wall (Photo 3.16), which, unlike in Room 5 in house No. 66, was not completely removed by the 

construction of the flour mill wall immediately to the north.   

 

Underneath these fills was a thin layer of underfloor deposit (3231) which varied in depth from 

5mm to 60mm.  This deposit covered almost the entire room except for the area cut by the later 

concrete pier and footing.  The underfloor deposit was removed in separate 500mm x 500mm grid 

squares and 100 per cent sieved (Photo 3.15).  A pollen sample (sample no. 2) taken from this 

underfloor deposit was analysed (Palynological Report, App. 3.3).  During the excavation of 3231 

the outlines of two lengths of intersecting sandstock brick drains (3237) were revealed (Photos 

3.15, 3.16).  The drains were built directly onto the natural ground surface.  Underfloor deposit 

3231 overlay the two brick dish drains and a silty fill (3236) was found within these drains.  It was  
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Photo 3.15: Room 4, No. 64 during the removal of the occupation deposit (3231).  The dark linear 

feature running diagonally across the room turned out to be a brick drain.  View to southwest.  

Dig. photo 131. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo 3.16: Room 4, house No. 64 was most likely the kitchen.  The photo shows the hearth stone at 

the north end of the room along with two sandstock brick dish drains (3237).  View southeast.  

Dig. photo 163. 
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difficult to distinguish a clear boundary between these two deposits (3231, 3236) due to their 

similar makeup.  Context 3231 contained 309 artefacts (30.2%) the second highest household 

deposit after 3223 (App. 2, Table 15).  A sample of the drain fill was wet sieved to recover all 

artefacts but only 11 items were found in the drain fill.  Another pollen sample (sample no. 3) was 

taken from the drain fill and is discussed in detail in the Palynological Report (App. 3.3).  The 

following is an extract from the Palynological Report discussing the results of pollen analysis for 

3236. 

The context (a drain) presumably indicates the sample is no older than about 1840 and it is 

possible that the fill is much more recent.  The microflora is highly unusual in that definite 

exotic pollen types such as pine and cereal, found in the majority of mid to late 19th century 

deposits in Sydney, are absent.  The most plausible explanation is that the microflora 

represents the spore-pollen 'captured' in the drain during a winter? rainstorm or equivalent 

very short-term event at a time when pines and other well represented exotics were not in 

flower.   

 

Cryptogams such as swamp selaginella are consistent with locally damp conditions but there is 

no obvious explanation for the trace presence of native shrub pollen, including the 

microapiculate grevillea, native honey suckle (Banksia cf marginata), and goodenia, unless 

these were introduced by insects (the microflora included an insect dental plate and egg cases).  

The alete sporomorph has been recovered in large numbers only in one other historical 

archaeological context in Sydney - in sediment between pavers in a cellar (5044) at 109 George 

Street, Parramatta; hence it is likely a related (fungal?) source was growing in the drain wall.158 

 

One part of the dish drain (3237) runs along the east wall abutting the north and south walls 

(3239).  The drain does not appear to go under the wall at either end.  The second part of the drain 

runs diagonally (northeast-southwest) across the centre of the room.  At its eastern end it connects 

to the first drain before running across the room to a gap in the west wall footing at its western end 

(Plan 3.2, Photo 3.16).  The drain alongside the east wall was two bricks wide and was set right 

against the wall; the drain crossing the room was a regular dish drain, three bricks wide (Photo 

3.16).  Two bricks in the drains had unusual anvil-shaped frogs.  These bricks were well made 

with sharp edges which would generally indicate a local manufacture date from c.1860.159  

However assuming the dish drain was constructed at the same time as the kitchen building (which 

is included in the rates assessment from 1845) it would seem that better quality bricks were 

available locally at an earlier date.  There was no evidence to suggest that the drains were laid after 

the initial occupation phase as they were built onto natural soils and there were no other signs of 

disturbance to indicate later repairs to the drains.  The north-south oriented drain may have 

collected waste water from the kitchen as well as draining surface water runoff from between Nos 

66 and 64 Union Street via the gully trap in the adjacent yard (Plan 3.2).  The east-west drain 

would have carried the water outside the building through the gap in the west wall footing and into 

the yard.  There is a later terracotta drain further to the north, which probably collected the surface 

runoff at some stage.   

 

The east and the west walls of Room 4 had an added ledge on the inside, made of sandstone and 

shell mortar, about 100mm wide, probably to support joists for a timber floor.  The south wall had 

traces of pale pink paint, plaster, slate and grey cement render adhering to it in this order.  The 

render formed a lip about 230mm above the ledge, presumably where the timber floor was sitting.  

The outer layer of cement render may have served as skirting.  One stone in the southwest corner 

of the room, in the west wall, also had a pale grey render on the outside and upper surfaces.  This 

may have been a step and suggests there was an entranceway in this corner. 

                                              
158 Macphail Specialist Palynological Report App. 3.3:9. 
159 Robyn Stocks, pers. comm.; App.4.5: cat. nos. 25971, 25972. 



Results of Fieldwork 

 

88 

 

Artefacts found in Room 4 

Room 4 is thought to have been the kitchen of House 64 where most of the daily activities would 

have taken place.  Four different deposits were excavated from this room (3229, 3230, 3231 and 

3236).  The uppermost fill (3229) contained 32 artefacts representing only 3.1 per cent of the 

artefacts found in House 64, mostly related to its demolition (App. 2, Table 15).  There was a 

small quantity of general household rubbish within this deposit that is of interest as it contains 

materials that date from the final stages of occupation.  Aside from architectural debris there were 

small fragments of mostly plain white ceramic teawares and tablewares (11), and several glass 

bottles (7) and other items.  Three of the glass bottles were embossed with manufacturer’s marks of 

which two could be dated to the early twentieth century.  These bottles were mainly used in the 

period between 1904–1915 and 1909–1930 respectively.  A small bottle was identified as a 

container for Morse’s Indian Root pills.  This was a popular patent medicine in use from the 

nineteenth century through to the 1920s.160  

 

Below this was an intentional fill layer (3230) probably deposited sometime during the final 

occupation of the house, which contained 44 artefacts (4.3%).  As for 3239 it contained limited 

numbers of general household rubbish including ceramic tea and tableware fragments, proprietary 

brand condiment bottles and other glass items that date from the early twentieth century.  There 

was also another fragment of one of the embossed glass bottles from 3229 supporting the 

archaeological interpretation that these two fills were related.  Beneath 3230 was an underfloor 

deposit (3231) which contained nearly one third of all the artefacts (312 items) found within house 

No. 64 (App. 2, Table 15).  Artefacts were found throughout the room except from nine grid 

squares in the southwest corner (A7–9, B7–9, C7–9) where earlier deposits had been destroyed by 

a concrete pier.  No particular area of the room contained a much higher density of artefacts over 

another.  The grid squares around the fireplace had moderate quantities of general artefacts 

particularly on the southern and eastern sides. Compared with the distribution pattern found in 

Room 5 of house No. 66 it is highly probable that higher artefact densities would have been 

recorded in the southwest corner of Room 4 if it had not been destroyed.  Tables 3.11 and 3.12 

show the spatial distribution of the underfloor artefacts from this room.   

 

The majority of artefacts in underfloor deposit 3231 were divided between four main categories: 

architecture (68), food (50), household (47) and personal (62) items (App. 2, Table 20).  Most 

architectural artefacts are structural and may be associated with the construction and ongoing repair 

of the house.  They included 52 nails, various screws, spikes, roofing materials and some remnants 

of the interior finishes.  There was a typical range of food items most of which were fragmentary 

(53 items) which together made up almost 17 per cent of the underfloor deposit.  The main food 

items were teawares: cups (12), saucers (9), a milk jug and two tea spoons.  The tableware items 

included plates (4), glass stemware (5) and two egg cups (App. 2, Table 21).  White-glazed bone 

china and plain white earthenware represented 50 per cent of the decorative ceramic types found in 

this deposit out of a total of 13 identified decorative styles.  Glass condiment bottles and containers 

were also found in the deposit.  Moderate quantities of organic material (charcoal and wood), along 

with food items like eggshells and fish scales were all found during the wet sieving.  These were 

recorded but no samples retained for cataloguing.  The main alcohol-related artefacts were 

remnants of beer/wine bottles (2); a gin/schnapps bottle embossed with the Udolpho Wolfe brand 

which may have been used medicinally. 

 

The sewing-related artefacts recorded in both household and personal categories included pins (32), 

buttons (29) and only 13 beads (Fig. 3.11; App. 2, Table 21).  There were nine each of Mother-of-

Pearl (MoP) buttons and copper alloy (aes) buttons (App. 2, Table 19).  Other personal items 

                                              
160 Harris, Specialist Glass Report, App. 3.2. 
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included hair combs (3) and a brooch.  The recreational items included eight pipes and a bullet, 

possibly a cartridge from a cap gun.  Many child-related artefacts were found including marbles 

(10), a toy cup and a counter which could also have been used by an adult.  There were also slate 

pencils (7) and a pencil holder, a fragment of writing slate and part of an ink bottle.  There were 

no time-keeping artefacts in this underfloor deposit but like the other rooms in both Houses 64 and 

66 there was a single lead shot. 

 

 

 
Fig. 3.11: House 64, Room 4 kitchen underfloor deposit (3231) selection of jewellery, clothing, 

grooming, recreational, household & weapon-related items. Left-right, top row: glass facetted 

cut bead (#50869); buttons 4-hole polished horn (#50878), 4-hole smoked mother of pearl 

(#50920), 4-hole copper alloy trouser marked “MARTIN NEWCASTLE” (#50812) & 

“HOWES & HOWES” (#50876); copper/iron 2-piece button with daisy pattern (#50842); 

copper alloy ball loop shank button (#50877); vulcanite comb fragment (#50834). Middle row: 

black glass moulded buttons, facetted (#50852) & machine cut with floral decoration (#50915); 

glass mounted waistcoat button (#50887); copper alloy & porcelain studs (#50905, 50925); 

vulcanite comb (#50840) & lead ‘5’ apartment door number (#50898). Bottom row: wooden 

game counter (#50865), porcelain toy teacup (#50824), “SAYWELL/SYDNEY” clay pipe 

mouthpiece/stem (#50884) above a slate pencil fragment (#50861); brass rose plate (#50916); 

small bullet casing (3231/#50825) compared with larger cartridge casing from No. 66 

(3210/#50113).  10mm scale divisions. 

 

 

The largest quantities of bone (702) and shell (203) recorded on the site were found within the 

underfloor deposit of Room 4 (App. 2, Tables 39, 41).  The bone made up 34.3 per cent of all 

bone found on site and the shell finds from Room 4 accounted for 55.5 per cent of the total site 

assemblage (App.2, Tables 39, 41).  Table 3.12 shows the spatial distribution of the animal bone 

fragments in the underfloor deposit (3231) of Room 4.  The range of animals represented in this 

deposit was again mostly sheep (476) and fish (108).  Smaller quantities of chicken (61), cattle (9) 

and rabbit (6) were also found.  Only one pig bone was present.  Thirty one bone fragments from 

European rats were found which form the highest concentration of securely identified rat bones 

found in any of the houses excavated along Union Street (App.2, Table 43).  There was however 

only minimal evidence of rat gnawing found on other animal bones in the deposit.  
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Table 3:11: Spatial distribution of general artefacts in underfloor deposit 3231, Room 4, House 64 

Union Street.  The grey unnumbered area on the grid is the location of the fireplace.  The 

hatched area marks the position of a concrete pier from the flour mill which destroyed earlier 

cultural deposits.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Table 3:12: Spatial distribution of bone fragments in the underfloor deposit 3231, Room 4, House 64 

Union Street.  The grey unnumbered area on the grid is the location of the fireplace.  The 

hatched area marks the position of a concrete pier from the flour mill which destroyed earlier 

cultural deposits. 

 

 

A shallow fill within the brick drains (3237) was identified below the underfloor deposit (3231).  

The fill was removed as a separate context (3236) and contained 11 general artefacts, 92 fragments 

of animal bone and 14 shell fragments (App. 2, Tables 3, 39).  Among the general items were six 

miscellaneous artefacts: a thimble, two clothing/shoe hooks, a glass bead, a partial knitting needle 

and clay pipe; a single unidentified ceramic sherd, three glass vessels and a piece of wire (Apps 

4.1 to 4.4).  The date range for use of the artefacts is potentially broad but the latest TPQ obtained 

from a glass jar closure was 1850 (App. 4.2, cat. no.17056).  

 

 

Back Yard 

The removal of general demolition debris (3203) from House 64 and the final cleaning of remnant 

demolition material from the rear yard (3217) revealed a yard surface covered in several different 

materials (3235). Two thirds of the yard area to the north of Room 2 and adjacent to Rooms 3 and 

4 was covered by a thin cement surface.  The cement surface partially covered an older sandstock 

brick paving, parts of which were still visible outside Room 3 and halfway along the exterior of 

3231 A B C D E F G Total % 

1 3         12 4 19 6 

2           6 9 15 5 

3 2 15 2 16 10 18 5 68 22 

4 1 9 5 7 2 4   28 9 

5 21 12   15 12 10   70 22 

6 9 10 13 12   15   59 19 

7       14   3 3 20 7 

8       1 13 2 1 17 5 

9           5 11 16 5 

Total 36 46 20 65 37 75 33 312 100 

% 11 15 7 21 12 24 10 100   

3231 A B C D E F G Total % 

1 24         18 4 46 6 

2 1         5 11 17 2 

3 5 35 17 67 6 12 2 144 21 

4 7 36 17 22 5 4 25 116 17 

5 11 8 11 34 30 15 1 110 16 

6 14 20 26 66   54 8 188 27 

7       21   6 21 48 7 

8         5 5   10 1 

9           11 12 23 3 

Total 62 99 71 210 46 130 84 702 100 

% 9 14 10 30 6 19 12 100   

N 

 

N 
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Room 4 (Plan 3.2, Photo 3.17).  There was a drain hole in the northeast corner of the brick paving 

leading into a machine-made brick channel with a copper sheet cover.  The rest of the yard was 

covered with patches of coal tar (3235) over natural gravels and bedrock.  The back yard of No. 64 

was smaller in area than the yard of No. 66 as the latter included additional space from the 

passageway between the two houses (Plan 3.2). 

 

Photo 3.17: The yard area associated with house No. 64 consisted of a thin layer of cement (3235) 

covering an older surface of sandstock brick paving.  View to southeast.  Dig. photo 91. 

 

 

3.3.4 Summary of Artefacts from No. 64 

The artefacts associated with House 64 were found in 13 contexts (Figs 3.9, 3.10. 3.11; App. 2, 

Table 15).  As with House 66 the majority of artefacts were miscellaneous (39.4%) and metals 

(28.1%) though there were more ceramics (14.5%) and glass (13.2%) from these contexts than in 

House 66 (App. 2, Table 16).  The contexts with the largest numbers of artefacts (MIC) were 

3223, the underfloor deposit in Room 3, and 3231, the underfloor deposit in Room 4.  Context 

3223 contained 51.6 per cent of the artefacts associated with house No. 64 followed by context 

3231 which contained 30.4 per cent of the artefacts (App. 2, Table 15).  This indicates a greater 

density of artefacts was present in the smaller Room 3 rather than the kitchen (Room 4) at the rear 

of the house.  The following summary presents the main finds from each of these underfloor 

deposits in detail.  A general overview of artefacts from other contexts is found at the end of this 

section. 

 

 

Underfloor deposit 3223, Room 3 

Miscellaneous, Metals and Building Materials 

The underfloor deposit in Room 3 contained 528 artefacts (App. 2, Table 15).  Together 

miscellaneous, metal and building materials accounted for 70.6 per cent of the room’s assemblage.  
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The largest functional artefact categories were personal (26.9%), household (18.9%) and 

architectural (16.7%) (App. 2, Tables 17, 18).  Among these were many architectural items 

(building materials), most likely deposited during the demolition of House 64.  They included 

samples of finishes such as plaster, render and set; roofing items such as metal flashing (4), slate 

(2), washers (2) and small structural items such as nails (52), screws (2), spikes (5) and sprigs (6).  

This brief discussion will focus mainly on the small and varied miscellaneous artefacts found within 

Room 3, House 64, in particular the personal and household items which made up 45.8 per cent of 

this category. 

 

Three pieces of gunshot, a bullet and a cartridge, were found in Room 3 indicating the presence of 

a gun in the house, presumably for hunting (App. 2, Table 18).  Again there were remains of slate 

pencils (11) and slate pencil holders (3) but no slate fragments were found.  There were three coins 

with a wide date range: 1867, 1895 and 1908.  In addition to the latest coin a crown seal bottle top 

also dates from the early twentieth century (1905) suggesting that the underfloor deposit was 

deposited over the duration of occupation at this house.  There was less evidence for sewing in this 

room than in the kitchen at House 66, with fewer pins (39), part of a pair of scissors, and about 

half the number of buttons found (52 compared with 98 from context 3218; App. 2, Tables 19, 

13).  There were far fewer Mother of Pearl buttons (9) in 3223 than in underfloor deposit 3218, 

from Room 5 in House 66 (46) and slightly fewer copper alloy buttons (aes), 34 from 3223 

compared with 24 from 3218.  Copper alloy buttons made up almost half of the button types from 

3223 contrasting with the dominance of Mother of Pearl buttons from 3218 at House 66.  Even 

though there were fewer buttons in 3223 those present were made of a greater variety of materials 

than those at House 66 (App. 2, Table 19).  There were also considerably fewer beads in Room 3, 

No. 64 (36) than in Room5 (3218) No. 66 (128).  This may relate to the different make-up of the 

households or different uses or activities undertaken in the rooms. 

 

Other personal items included a hair comb, a partial pessary ring and a religious medal along with 

many clothing items: shoe eyelets (3), a shoe tack, hooks (8), studs (7), safety pins (9) and pieces 

of fabric (3).  Pessary rings were used in the treatment of uterine prolapse.161  The religious medal 

was made of a copper alloy, oval in shape with a stamped relief figure of Mary identified by the 

remaining lettering which read “S MARY WITHOUT SIN PRAY FOR U”.  Objects of this type 

and design were known as a Miraculous Medal and were used by Catholics from the 1830s to show 

religious observance to Mary.162  Religious medals were common and may have been given at first 

communion or confirmation, or if someone was sick.  This medal was probably worn by a woman.  

The number of toys suggest several children lived in the house during its lifetime with many more 

marbles (33) found here than in House 66 (6).  Marbles were typical toys played with by both boys 

and girls during the nineteenth century, though perhaps more frequently used by boys in communal 

play on the streets. Miscellaneous household items found in the underfloor deposit included small 

parts from furniture or other fixed fittings.  There were also eight objects identified for the purpose 

of time-keeping including the back plate of a fob-watch and clock parts such as feet, thumbscrews, 

a hand and other internal mechanisms (App. 2, Table 18).  Perhaps a clock was kept in the room 

or minor repairs were carried out to various time-pieces resulting in the depositions of the small 

parts in this deposit.  

 

Glass 

The glass finds were highly fragmentary, of the 567 fragments of glass recorded only 46 separate 

items (MIC) were identified.  Glass items were dominated by bottles, mostly for beer/wine (15) or 

champagne types (5) with only one gin/schnapps type bottle.  Many of the smaller body fragments 

were from these types of bottles.  With no embossed branding found on any of the gin/schnapps 

body fragments, the gin bottle is probably alcohol related.  Among the evidence for food were a 

                                              
161 Miscellaneous catalogue App. 4.3: cat. no. 50649. 
162 App. 4.3, cat. no, 50691. Glass 1911 [2010]: http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/10115a.htm 
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range of condiment bottles, for sauces (1), pickles/chutney (2) and bottle stoppers (5).  Two of the 

stoppers embossed with the brand name “Holbrook” used for Worcestershire sauce bottles and 

were in use from 1872 onwards.  Meat sauces were used to enhance the flavour of lesser quality 

cuts of meat.163  Other containers included a limited number of tablewares, a tumbler, several 

press-moulded dishes and miscellaneous stemware fragments.  Organic items such as seeds from 

nectarines (2), peaches (8) and a watermelon (1) were also found in 3223.  

 

Non-food related items were two lamp chimneys, one with a crimped edge a type in use from 1870 

onwards, and an ink bottle (App. 2, Table 17; App. 4.2, Glass catalogue).  Until the nineteenth 

century containers for ink were mostly ceramic.  Glass ink bottles only became common containers 

for ink by the 1840s.  Window glass fragments (35) collected from Room 3 were concentrated in 

the northwest part of the room presumably the location of a window or windows (Table 3.13).  The 

low number of fragments does not help us determine the exact location of the window in this room 

but it was most likely along the western wall as the northern and southern walls joined to other 

rooms.  Fragments of two separate panes were present, one with a light blue tinge and one with a 

light green tinge to the glass.  If this small room connected with the kitchen (Room 4) via a 

doorway some of the glass could also have come from an internal glass door panel.   

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 3:13: Spatial distribution of window glass fragments in the underfloor deposit 3223, Room 3, 

House 64 Union Street. 

 

 

Ceramics 

Context 3223 contained a total of 47 (MIC) ceramics (53 fragments).  Fifteen decorative ceramic 

types were identified within this deposit of which four decorative types were dominant. Blue 

transfer print, handpainted bone china, white-glazed bone china and whiteware were on a combined 

total of 32 items making up 68 per cent of the total ceramics in this deposit.  Only four ceramic 

items featured identifiable patterns.  These were two blue transfer-printed patterns identified on 

four individual items.  A plate displaying the “Gem” pattern was located in square D1, spit 1 (cat. 

no. 20163), and was attributed to the manufacturer Samuel Barker & Son, dating from between 

1851 to 1893 (Fig. 3.12; App. 3.1, Table 3.4).  Two plates and a cup with “Willow” pattern 

decoration were collected in two fabrics: fine earthenware and semi-vitreous fine earthenware.  

The “Willow” pattern was produced by numerous potteries dating from 1810 onwards and is still 

in production today.  The pattern was widely available and could be readily replaced in the case of 

breakages.  None of the examples from 3223 were basemarked.  Transfer prints were present in 

colours other than blue, such as brown, purple and red, along with banded ware, sprigged bone 

china and gilded bone china.  The range is indicative of the wide variety of wares accessible to the 

consumer if desired.  Similar ceramics were also found in the kitchen (Room 4).  Many of the 

decorative types are the same as those found in House 66, the range once again typical of an 

assemblage dating from at least the mid nineteenth century.   

                                              
163 Harris, Specialist Glass Report App. 3.2:14.  

3223 A B C D E F G Total % 

1 17 3 2 3     1 26 74 

2 4 3   2       9 26 

3               0 0 

4               0 0 

5               0 0 

Total 21 6 2 5 0 0 1 35 100 

% 60 17 6 14 0 0 3 100   

N 
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A large proportion of the assemblage from this context 3223 (38.2%) could not be identified due to 

their fragmentary nature.  Recognisable vessels included tablewares in the form of small (3) and 

large plates (6) and teawares such as tea cups (5), saucers (9), a sugar bowl and teapot (App.2, 

Table 18).  The tablewares were made of more durable everyday fabrics such as fine and semi-

vitreous fine earthenwares while the majority of teawares were made of bone china.  The 47 

ceramic items recovered from this occupation deposit again reflected a typically domestic 

household environment, with identified items relating to the consumption of food dominating the 

deposit.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3.12:  Example of blue transfer print “Gem” pattern on a near complete vessel showing the 

border of bud laden plants and trellis stringing on the base that were used to identify examples 

of this pattern from Union Street contexts.  Casey & Lowe Pattern Series photo.   

 

 

Bone and Shell 

Context 3223 contained 673 bone fragments representing 32.9 per cent of all the bone found on 

site.  Over half (56.3%) of all the bones were from sheep (379) which must have been the most 

widely available and affordable meat consumed in this house.  A similar quantity of sheep bones 

was also found in Room 4 of No. 64 (App. 2, Table 43).  Although smaller quantities of sheep 

bones were present in House 66 sheep was still the dominant mammal species.  Sheep (mutton) was 

the cheapest meat compared with cattle and pig.164  Many of the bones (58) were small fragments 

and unidentifiable which is to be expected in an underfloor deposit.  The majority of the sheep 

bones catalogued were ribs (83) and vertebrae (68), the cheaper cuts used in soups and stews.  The 

meat sauce bottle (Worcestershire sauce) found in this deposit is a typical condiment used to 

enhance the flavour of lesser quality cuts of meat and could be added either during cooking or onto 

the finished dish.   

 

Fish bones (103) were also in abundance.  The high numbers of fish bones may represent local 

capture by fishing off the nearby shoreline.  There were also 30 (4.5%) cattle bone fragments 

                                              
164 Torres 1997:32-33.  
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found in this deposit and only 13 (1.9%) of the bones were chicken.  Cattle were less affordable 

than sheep but chicken at the time was considered an expensive dish as was pork.  No pig bones 

were recovered from No. 66 and only three were found at No. 64 Union Street (3223, 3231, 3236) 

showing that the consumption of pork was rare in the study area (App. 2, Table 43).  The presence 

of rabbit bones (56) may suggest local hunting in the semi-rural areas of Pyrmont and Ultimo.  

Rabbits were introduced into Australia from England in 1859 for hunting but within the space of a 

few years they had multiplied by the millions.  They were considered a pest that damaged the 

production of sheep due to competition for grass and water.165  Although many rabbits were 

probably hunted locally they could also be purchased in the markets or door to door from a 

‘rabbito’ (rabbit seller).  The large range of rabbit bones identified (App 2, Table 48) indicates that 

the rabbits were bought or acquired whole and the presence of firearms in the house provides some 

evidence of hunting.  Torres notes that in the nineteenth century whole rabbits were used for soups, 

baking, boiling and roasting.166  

 

European rat bones (7) and unidentifiable rodent bones (76) were also found.  Rodent bones are not 

uncommon within underfloor deposits where rodents often went to die.  They were not 

intentionally brought into the houses.  The rodent bones from 3223 showed signs that they had 

been cut, much like the rodent bones from House 66, suggesting that the animals had been killed 

by traps or other means.  No such cut marks were observed on the European rat bones however.  

There was evidence of slight to severe rodent gnawing on 49 bone fragments, mainly sheep and 

cattle bones making up roughly 7 per cent of the total bone finds from this room.  Signs of rat 

gnawing were also found on miscellaneous items (cat. no. 50621, App. 4.3).  The distribution of 

animal bones within the underfloor deposit (3223) of Room 3 shows that most of the bone was 

located in the less disturbed northern end of the room (Table 3.10).  The bones which had been 

gnawed were in the squares along the western (A1 to A3) and northern (B1 to D1) walls with the 

greatest number occurring in B1.  This is the area where the underfloor deposit was deepest and 

indicates that rodents were probably more active along the walls.  Fifty-eight fragments of shell 

were also found within context 3223 representing 15.8 per cent of all shell fragments found on site 

during the excavation.  The majority of shell fragments associated with No. 64 came from the 

underfloor deposit in the adjacent kitchen (3231) but of the 65 fragments from 3223 edible species 

such as rock oyster, mud whelk, Sydney cockle and pipi were identified (App. 4.7). 

 

 

Context 3231, Room 4 

Miscellaneous, Metals and Building Materials 

Context 3231 had the second largest number of artefacts in House 64, with one third of all artefacts 

found within the house (App. 2, Table 15).  A variety of metal objects in different materials were 

recovered most of which were architectural.  Nails (52) were the most numerous single object type.  

Nails, screws, spikes, fragments of roof flashing and other architectural items are most likely 

related to ongoing building repairs during the occupation of the house.  Less common metal objects 

included the remains of food containers such as cans, footwear-related items (shoe tacks), and 

miscellaneous household fittings (App. 2, Table 21).  Like other rooms, in Houses 64 and 66, 

there was a fragment of lead gunshot which provides additional evidence for hunting.   

 

In contrast to the kitchen at No. 66 (3218) there were far fewer household sewing-related and 

personal clothing or jewellery artefacts.  Pins accounted for only 10.3 per cent of household 

artefacts, with buttons and beads together making up only 13.5 per cent compared with 53 per cent 

in House 66 (App. 2, Table 21).  The same basic range of fastenings and buttons were present in 

3231 but there was less variety in bead types and colour (App. 2, Cat. 4.3).  Among the clothing 

items were three separate studs; two were identified as being male clothing accessories while the 

                                              
165 Torres 1997: 35. 
166 Torres 1997:86. 
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third one was for a woman.  The two men’s clothing studs date from the 1870s and the female one 

from the 1890s.  The small quantity of sewing paraphernalia provides no evidence of anything 

other than general household clothing repairs and alterations.  A beaded brooch or part of a hair 

clip/comb found in the underfloor deposit would also have been worn by a woman. Two different 

hair comb fragments and part of a copper alloy comb cover suggest that the kitchen area was also 

used for dressing and personal grooming by members of the household.   

 

Several children’s toys, marbles (10), a counter, a toy cup and bullet from a cap gun were 

recovered indicating that children played in this area as well as in Room 3.  There were also slate 

pencils (7) and a pencil holder, a fragment of writing slate and part of an ink bottle.  Slate pencils 

and writing slate were usually associated with children who attend school but may have been used 

in the home for homework or games.  They may have also been used by adults.  The lack of slate 

pencils in the front rooms of the house indicate that most clerical activity took place in the kitchen 

and the small Room 3 next to it.  Adult recreational items included clay pipes (8) one of which may 

have been imported from Scotland and dates from 1866 onwards (App. 4.3, cat. no. 50884).  Two 

coins were found in the kitchen underfloor deposit, one a threepence minted in 1900 and a penny 

dating from 1902 which indicates that the later fills (3230, 3229) must have been deposited 

sometime after the beginning of the early twentieth century.  Unlike in Room 3 there were no 

obvious time-keeping artefacts in this underfloor deposit however there were two small metal 

items, a screw and a nut that from their size and shape were identified as probable clock fragments 

(App. 4.4).   

 

 

Ceramics 

Context 3231 contained 48 ceramic items (60.8%) the majority of which were food related (App. 

3.1, Table 3.9).  Teawares were predominant (22 items) and comprised 46.1 per cent of the 

assemblage with cups (11), saucers (9), a breakfast cup, and a milk/creamer jug.  Two bone china 

egg cups, one plain white-glazed and the other sprigged ware were also found and may have been 

part of a breakfast set.  A breakfast cup had blue flow decoration (App. 3.1, Table 3.9).  These 

items would have been used in everyday household situations which made them more susceptible to 

breakage than items used only occasionally or as ornaments.  A single figurine was identified 

within this assemblage, a small hand-painted and moulded bone china object (cat. no. 20243).  The 

male figure, leaning on a tree stump, had a remnant height of 35mm (head missing) and its 

presence suggests that decorative items may have been kept in the kitchen.  There were also 17 

unidentified vessel fragments, representing 35.5 per cent of the assemblage.  The shape or function 

of these items could not be identified due to their fragmentary nature but they are indicative of 

different fabrics or decorative styles found in the deposit.  

 

Thirteen decorative types were recorded in the underfloor deposit of Room 4.  Fifty per cent of 

these were represented by two wares: white-glazed bone china wares (14) and plain whiteware (10; 

App. 3.1, Table 3.8).  Smaller quantities of transfer prints were present including blue, black, 

brown and green along with the related blue and black flow ware.  Sprigged, white-glazed and 

gilded bone china were also found.  Only two ceramics featured any identifiable patterns (Fig. 

3.13).  The purple transfer print “Maltese Scroll” pattern plate was attributed to the manufacturer 

Pinder, Bourne & Co, dating between 1862 and 1882.  The black transfer print “Rhine” pattern 

plate, a pattern popularly found on many Sydney historical excavations, is thought to have 

originated in c.1845 and was widely copied and produced by many potteries throughout the 

Victorian era.167  It is generally found only on earthenwares and semi-vitreous fine earthenwares as 

a cheaper alternative to bone china and could be readily replaced.168  As for the “Willow”transfer 

print ceramics decorated with “Rhine” pattern are difficult to date precisely.  Overall the range of 

                                              
167 Cf. Ward, Specialist Ceramics Report, App. 3.1:14-15.  
168 Rowan Ward, pers. comm. 
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decorative ceramic types and patterns identified from House 64 are typical of those commonly 

found on other excavated sites in Sydney and date from at least the mid nineteenth century 

onwards.169  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3.13: Examples of “Rhine” pattern on border of black transfer print plate and “Maltese Scroll” 

in purple transfer print.  Casey & Lowe Pattern series photo.  

 

 

Glass 

The glass finds from underfloor deposit 3231 were fragmentary.  A total of 37 items (MIC) were 

identified from 287 fragments which made up only about 12 per cent of the total item count for the 

deposit but just over 27 per cent of glass from all contexts at No. 64 Union Street.  The glass items 

included bottles (23), stoppers (4), and tablewares (9).  The vessels and other objects represent a 

range of general functional categories: beverage, food, pharmaceutical, clerical and service items 

(App. 2, Table 21).  The largest group of vessel types was bottles which were used mainly for food 

and beverages.  Types recovered included bottles for beer/wine (2), gin/schnapps (1), aerated 

water (1), salad oil (1), pickle (1), ink (1), and small medicinal bottles/vials (2).  General food 

containers (6) and unidentified bottles (8) were also included in this category,  One of the small 

medicinal bottles and several stoppers were found intact.  Embossed items were not common in this 

deposit.  There were no recognisable markings on the pharmaceutical items and the only diagnostic 

embossed marks were “Lea & Perrins”, “Holbrook’s Ltd” or “Holbrook & Co.” on the stoppers, 

and an incomplete mark on the schnapps bottle which was identified as part of the Udolpho Wolfe 

trademark (App. 4.2).   

 

A broad range of manufacturing dates was obtained from the glass items.  Some items were 

identified as types first manufactured in 1750 and 1820.  Several of the sauce bottle stoppers and 

the aerated water bottle date from the 1870s.  The latest terminus post quem (TPQ) obtained, the 

first manufacturing date before which an object cannot be dated, came from a glass bottle of 

unknown function dated to 1885 on the basis of the closure (App. 3.2, Table 1.5; cat. no. 16899).  

The latest manufacturing dates after which the objects were no longer made, the terminus ante 

quem (TAQ) established for certain vessels was also broad spanning the period from 1870 to 1957.  

The majority of TAQs cluster around 1880 (App. 4.2).  Dates obtained for the glass items agree 

generally with other artefact categories and show that the underfloor deposit probably formed over 

the complete occupation period of the house from the mid-nineteenth century into the early 

twentieth century.  The fill above this underfloor deposit (3229) contained two items with 

manufacturer’s marks dating them to no earlier than 1904 and 1909 respectively indicating that the 

underfloor deposit was probably sealed after this time just before or during the demolition phase.   

                                              
169 Ward, Specialist Ceramics Report, App. 3.1, section 3.3:15. 
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Artefacts removed from the drain fill (3236) probably represent the earliest levels of underfloor 

deposit as there was no clear boundary between this and the upper fill 3231.  Three items were 

identified in this fill from a total of 38 fragments and included a beer/wine bottle, a pickle jar, and 

a bowl (App. 4.2).  Similar items were found in 3231. TPQs for these finds were 1820 and 1850 

but each identified type continued to be manufactured until 1920.   

 

Window glass fragments (170) were found in 3231 from at least three different window panes. No 

examples of patterned glasses were recovered nor was there any clear pattern in the distribution of 

window glass similar to that revealed in the underfloor deposits from Room 5 of house No. 66 

(Table 3.14).  This is not surprising as the southwestern corner of the room was cut by a concrete 

pier in the area where we would expect a door and window to have been located.  Marginally 

higher fragment counts on the perimeter of this area suggest that a window was located on the 

southern or western wall of Room 4.  When viewed together with window glass distribution 

patterns from Room 3 a window was probably located in the corner (Table 3.13).   

 

In comparison with Room 3 the underfloor deposit from Room 4 contained fewer glass fragments 

and items.  Room 4 contained approximately 80 per cent of the total number of items compared to 

Room 3 and about half the number of fragments.  Functional categories between the two rooms 

varied little with the exception that no pharmaceutical items were found in Room 3.  The major 

differences occur in the quantities of different vessel types.  Room 3 contained 21 alcohol-related 

bottles compared to three from Room 4; tablewares were more numerous and varied in Room 4 

(App. 2, Tables 18, 21).  The variation in glass types between the two rooms may represent 

functional differences with Room 3 possibly also used for storage purposes.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Table 3:14: Spatial distribution of window glass fragments from House 64, Room 4, underfloor deposit 

3231. The grey area indicates the position of the fireplace; the hatched area marks the position 

of a concrete pier which has destroyed earlier deposits.   

 

 

Bone and Shell 

Context 3231 contained the largest quantity of animal bone and shell fragments found across the 

entire site.  Of the 702 bone fragments recovered sheep was the most common species represented 

(476 fragments) representing 34.3 per cent of the total bone fragments found (App. 2, Tables 39, 

41).  Mutton was a more affordable meat than cow or pig as older sheep no longer required for 

3231 A B C D E F G Total % 

1      3  3 2 

2 1       1 1 

3  1  3  3 1 8 5 

4 3 9 3 4 8   27 16 

5 2 1 1 1 3 1  9 5 

6 12 8 6 16  9 2 53 31 

7    13  10 1 24 14 

8     22 2  24 14 

9      7 14 21 12 

Total 18 19 10 37 33 35 18 170 100 

% 11 12 5 22 19 20 11 100  

N 
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wool production provided a regular supply of meat for city markets.170  Over half of the sheep 

bones were vertebrae (38%) and ribs (17%), cheaper cuts similar to those found in the kitchen of 

No. 66 but in much greater numbers at No. 64 (App. 2, Tables 49, 50).  Thirty-three per cent of 

the sheep bones were small unidentified fragments (App. 2, Table 49).  Chicken (61 fragments), 

cattle (9) and pig (1) were less frequent in the underfloor deposit probably due to the higher cost of 

these meats compared to mutton.  A small quantity of rabbit bones (6) was also found (App. 2, 

Table 49).  Fish was also a popular food choice with 108 fish bones found.  Over half (55.5%) of 

all the shell fragments found on site were from this underfloor deposit.  The majority of shell 

fragments associated with No. 64 came from this underfloor deposit and included edible species 

such as rock oyster, mud whelk, Sydney cockle and scallop (App. 4.7).  Of the 203 shell fragments 

almost half (96) were identified as rock oyster and 75 fragments could not be identified (App. 2, 

Table 54).  It is likely that the majority of shells were collected from the rocks along the seashore 

and brought back to the house to be consumed.  It is also possible that children may have collected 

shells for decoration and souvenirs as a fragment of coral and cowry shell were recorded.   

 

European rat bones (31) were recorded in greater numbers than elsewhere on the site showing that 

rats were more active in the underfloor deposit.  Rats would have been attracted to the kitchens 

where food was stored and prepared.  Unlike other underfloor deposits however there was only 

minimal evidence of rat gnawing on two sheep ribs and no signs of trauma (i.e. from trapping) 

were recorded on the rat bones (App. 4.6).  Nor was there any clear patterning to the distribution 

of bone within the room.  Many of the bone fragments were found towards the centre of the room 

and close to the fireplace (Table 3.12).  An additional 92 bone fragments were found in the fill 

(3236) of the drain (3237) running through Room 4. This fill contained much the same materials 

and animal species as the underfloor context (3231), also with high numbers of sheep.  It is 

probable that artefact counts in squares which overlay the drain have been affected by removing 

3236 as a separate context.  The low number of rat fragments (2) found in the drain fill and in 

squares G1 to G9 along the eastern wall (1) suggest that rats were more active away from the 

wetter areas of the underfloor.  The drain outlet built into the western wall probably also made 

access easier for rats and could help explain their higher numbers in this room.  

 

 

3.4 No. 62 Union Street (built in 1859) 

 

3.4.1 Historical Background 

The archaeological investigation revealed few remains of No. 62.  The western half of this house 

had been completely removed by the flour mill and only the eastern part alongside House 64 could 

be excavated exposing an area approximately 3.2m (Plans 3.1, 3.2).  This is just under half of the 

building as the street frontage of No. 62 is recorded as 21 feet 10 inches on the 1885 subdivision 

plan, approximately 6.65m wide (Fig. 2.16).  What did survive was part of the lower floor or 

basement rooms below street level neither of which had evidence of suspended flooring.  Probably 

the first house built on this part of Union Street was a wooden single-storey house of eight rooms 

listed in the 1845 rates book.  By 1855 the land is listed as vacant and in the 1858 rates book the 

listing simply states ‘In course of erection’.  Houses 60 and 62 Union Street were built in 1859 by 

John Kellick presumably replacing the earlier wooden house to the west of Kellick’s two brick 

houses.  Both houses were three-storey, of brick and stone (Figs 3.1, 3.2, 3.3) with shingled 

roofing and seven rooms and in 1877 were rated at £78 each per annum.171  Only the remains of 

the lower floor/basement rooms survived which were at a much lower depth than the lower floors 

of Houses 64 and 66. 

 

                                              
170 Casey & Lowe, Vol. 1, 2000: 85; Torres 1997: 30. 
171 Casey & Lowe 2003b: Appendices 1, 2. 
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The Sands Directory and rate assessments list the occupants of this house from 1845 to 1918.172  

They also provide a limited record of the occupations of some residents, many of whom could have 

worked nearby in the ship building yards, on the wharves or in other local industries.  As noted 

already the house numbers in the Council rate assessments change through time.  Prior to 1885 the 

houses along Union Street were numbered differently and No. 62 Union Street was formerly No. 

68.  It will only be referred to as No. 62 in this report.  The occupants of No. 62 were once again 

mariners, clerks and a steamtug owner (Table 3.15).  By 1890 this house was used as a boarding 

house operated by Mary and James Fletcher and continued this service until the early part of the 

twentieth century.  Several of the occupants of No. 62 who ran the boarding house were women: 

Mrs. Fletcher (1890), Mrs. Meeve (1893), Mrs. Lamb (1895-1897) and Mrs. Hendy (1904).  The 

longest occupants in residence were members of the Amess family (alternate spellings are Ames 

and Amoss): first John Amess (1882-1885) followed by Margaret and Alexander Amess (1887).  

Ole Thorpe operated a boarding house from 1905 to 1908 (3 years).  The property may have 

continued as a boarding house from 1910 but the occupations of the later principal residents are not 

recorded.   In 1918 this house was purchased by the Gillespie brothers for the construction of their 

flour mill and the house was demolished by 1920. 

 

 

62 Union Street (formerly No. 68) 
Year Occupant Occupation Owner 

1845 Easter, Frederick   John Kellick 

1848 Esther, Frederick*  John Kellick 

1855-56 Vacant land  John Kellick 

1858 Under construction  John Kellick 

1861 uncertain  John Kellick 

1867 Atkinson, Chas, H.  William Allison 

1870 Jewell, W. Master mariner  

1871 Jewell, Captain  William Day 

1875 Wilson, William Clerk  

1877 Healy, John   

1880 Allison, W  Wm Allison 

1880 Ames, John. B. Lighterman & Steamtug owner  

1882 Amoss, John  W Allison 

1883 Amess, John B.*   

1885 Amess, John   

1887 

Amess, Mrs. Margaret 

Amess, Alexander 

 

Clerk 

Francis Buckle 

1890 

Fletcher, James 

Fletcher, Mrs Mary 

Sawyer 

Boarding house 

 

1891 Fletcher, J  F Buckle  

1893 

Meeve, August 

Meeve, Mrs. 

 

Boarding house 

 

1895 Lamb, Mrs H. Boarding house  

1897 Lamb, Mrs. Boarding house Minister for Public Works 

1900 Sutherland, Eric  William Gilliver 

1901 May, Oliver (or Oliver, Mary A)  Francis Buckle 

1902 Pearce, John S.   

1904 Hendy, Mrs. E Lodging house  

1905 Thorpe, Ole Boarding house  

1906 Thorpe, Ole Boarding house George Judah Cohen 

1908 Thorpe, Ole Lodging house  

1910 Jackson, Mrs Mary   

1912 Warren, T.A.   

1914 Warren, T.A.   

1915 Warren, T.A.   

1916 Collings. John   
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1918 Appleby, Mrs. Harriett   

1920 Unoccupied  Gillespie Bros. 

1925 

Property belonged to Gillespie 

Bros. Ltd., flour millers 

  

Table 3:15: Summary of names and occupations of the residents of No. 62 Union Street, taken from the 

Sands Directory and rate assessments. (*Spelling variations reflect differences in source documents). 

 

 

3.4.2 Summary of Archaeological Findings 

During excavation the sandstone walls of No. 62 Union Street were reached at a level at least 

600mm lower than those of Nos 64 and 66.  The yard area and the most northerly room could not 

be fully excavated as they continuously collected water (Photo 3.18).  The surviving walls were 

made of neat, dressed sandstone blocks (3240) bonded with shell mortar which were quite different 

to the foundations of Houses 64 and 66.  As with Houses 64 and 66, the south wall footing could 

not be excavated because of the palm trees along the southern boundary of the site and the need to 

bench (step) the fill due to the depth of this room.  The western wall footing had been removed for 

the construction of the flour mill footings. It appears that the northerly room and the yard had a 

coal tar surface (3241 and 3243) similar to the adjacent property.  These houses were not part of 

the plague resumptions therefore the tar surfaces may have been put in slightly earlier to clean up 

the houses as part of the Darling Harbour Improvements plan.173  Artefacts were recovered in 

limited numbers from two contexts associated with House 62 (App. 2, Table 22).  Context 3204 

was the demolition deposit with only eight (MIC) artefacts and context 3212 was the backfill of a 

footing trench between Houses No. 62 and Houses No. 64 and contained only 32 (MIC) items 

(Plan 3.1).  Most of the artefacts were architectural in function (11, 27.5%) or food and beverage 

related (20, 50%) and are associated with the house’s demolition or the flour mill phase.  No 

underfloor/occupation deposits were found within the remains of this house. 

 

 

3.4.3 Detailed Archaeological Recording 

The walls (3240) of No. 62 were reached at a level at least 600mm below those of No. 64 and No. 

66 and the whole area was covered by dense sandstock brick and shell mortar rubble (3204).  The 

surviving walls were made of neat sandstone blocks bonded with shell mortar (Plans 3.1, Photo 

3.18).  Some of the blocks were worked on all sides.  The foundation trench (3213) for the east 

wall of No. 62 was also visible (Photo 3.19).  The trench was backfilled with mostly broken brick 

rubble (3212).  The uncovered walls were 300mm to 450mm wide and about 800mm high.  The 

floor level was about 1.5m under the yard level of No. 64 and nearly 3m under the level of the 

current foot path.  The east wall was set against bedrock and natural gravel which possibly made 

these lower rooms prone to dampness.  The west wall had been removed for the construction of the 

flour mill.  Room 1 was not excavated, as the southern edge of the excavation area had to be 

benched due to the greater depth of the trench in this part of the site.  Room 2 and the yard area 

were not completely excavated because they continuously collected water; they were the lowest 

part of the main excavation area.  A trench in the centre of Room 2 exposed a small section of a 

coal tar surface (3241, Plan 3.2).  Rooms 1 and 2 were lower floor or basement rooms below street 

level and neither showed evidence of suspended flooring.  

 

 

Room 1 

Only part of Room 1 was exposed revealing an area approximately 3.2m wide by1m long.  The 

wall separating the front and the back rooms (Rooms 1 and 2, Photo 3.18) was laid in 300mm high 

courses using regularly picked, 300mm wide sandstone blocks.  The wall was covered with grey 

cement render on both sides suggesting that there was a front room.  Due to the depth of the 

                                              
173 Refer to Section 2.3, n.116. 
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footings below street level, Room 1 could not be fully excavated but the eastern wall between 

houses No. 62 and No. 64 extended southwards confirming the presence of a front room.  It 

appears that the western wall of No. 64 was removed and replaced with neater dressed sandstone 

blocks during the construction of house No. 62 in 1859 (Photo 3.19).  With the eastern wall of this 

house abutting against the bedrock these lower floor rooms were possibly quite damp.  The small 

area of Room 1 that was excavated contained demolition debris only (3204).  Of the small quantity 

of artefacts found (8) none could be associated with the house’s occupation.  Room 1 was below 

street level at the front of the property and formed part of the building’s basement.  The lack of 

underfloor deposits suggests it may have been used for storage.  

 

Room 2 

The area of Room 2 exposed was approximately 3.2m wide by 3.5m long and like Room 1 this was 

probably just under half of the original width of this basement level room area.  The north wall of 

this room was 450mm wide with dark grey sandy cement render on the interior surface.  The 

remaining top course of the wall consisted of two segments of well-fitting parallel stretchers with 

neatly picked/ worked face sides.  The central part of this wall was made of a long single block 

450mm wide by 850mm long.  In the centre of the east wall two stub walls made of two upright 

standing sandstone blocks protruded into the room.  They were 1.5m apart and must have been the 

foundations for a ground floor fireplace (Plan 3.1, Photo 3.19).  The east wall was mostly only one 

block wide (about 220mm), except south of the south stub wall where it was a regular two stretcher 

(450mm) width.  Only part of the east wall, just south of the fireplace blocks, was covered with the 

same grey cement render that was found on the northern wall.  The cement render continued along 

the south side of the southern stub wall.  The render had been painted a reddish-brown colour and 

there were traces of a thin layer of plaster behind the render (Photo 3.19).  The wall face in the 

space between the north stub and the north wall featured remnants of plaster and whitewash.  The 

room was similar to Room 2 of house No. 64 as both had a coal tar surface (3241) as the floor 

(Plan 3.2).  Because of the tar floor surface we can assume that there was no underfloor deposit.  

Room 2 could not be fully excavated due to continual flooding.  The area that was excavated did 

not disclose any artefacts associated with the occupation of this room. 

 

Back Yard 

The back yard area was only accessible for a short time due to continued flooding (Photo 3.18).  It 

also appeared to have a coal tar surface (3243).  There was a sharp drop of 1.5m from the yard 

level in the neighbouring property (No. 64).  The lower yard level was partly cut into the bedrock 

with small sections of sandstone retaining wall along the property boundary where necessary 

(Photo 3.18, 3.19).  The remains of a fence post cut into the bedrock (Plan 3.2) survived along this 

eastern retaining wall in the backyard which suggests that the properties were separated by a 

wooden fence at some stage. 

 

 

3.4.4 Summary of Artefacts from House 62 

Forty artefacts only were recovered from two contexts associated with House 62 (App. 2, Table 

22).  Context 3204 was the demolition deposit and contained eight artefacts only.  Context 3212 

(32 artefacts) was the backfill of a footing trench between Houses 62 and 64.  The majority of 

artefacts from No. 62 had architectural (11), beverage (12), and food (8) related functions (App. 2, 

Table 23).  Due to the small number of artefacts and the absence of underfloor deposits directly 

comparable with Houses 64 and 66 there will be no further discussion of these artefacts.   
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Photo 3.18: The sandstone foundations of house No. 62 Union Street.  These lower floor room (Room 

2) and the backyard area kept flooding during excavation.  The western footings were 

impacted by the flour mill building.  View to south.  Dig. photo 164. 

 

 

 

Yard 

Room 2 

Room 1 
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Photo 3.19: Room 2 of house No. 62 with fireplace foundations and remnant plaster on the inside of the 

east wall.  View to northeast.  Dig. photo 113. 
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