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THE FALL 2015 NYAC MEETING

The New Y ork Archaeological Council held its fall meeting in Rome, New Y ork on Saturday, September 26,
2015 at the Rome Historical Society, 200 Church Street, across from Fort Stanwix. The topic was museum
collections, culling procedures, and the curation crisis in archaeology. The afternoon program consisted of a panel
discussion involving these important topics and the meeting was lively and well attended. Prior to our panel discussion,
meeting attendees were invited to explore the National Park Service’s Visitor’'s Center and gift shop at Fort Stanwix.
Several people joined a 10 am tour of the Fort Stanwix grounds led by Keith Routley (M useum Curator and Division
Chief, Division of Cultural Resources) followed by a behind-the-scenes tour of the Fort Stanwix Collections. The
afternoon program, titled Collections M anagement for the 21% Century — is Culling an Option or Necessity?
consisted of the panel discussion from about 2:00pm-4:30pm. This moderated panel discussion about CRM collection
issues concerning curation, culling, long-term management and storage began with opening statements and presentations
by participants. The main goalswere to understand curation issues faced by CRM practitioners and repositories, voice
concerns about museum space, and address the needs of future researchers and the long-term stewardship of
archaeological collectionsin avariety of settings. Information from the event isbeing collected and will be shared with
the membership via our web site in advance of the spring meeting, including the posting of power-point presentations
and comments by the panel and audience.

Thisisintended to be a two-part program, with the second part to take place at our spring meeting where we
will focus on solutions to the issues identified this fall. Please join us in the spring for a continuation of this critical
discussion that affects everyone.

M oderator: Nina Versaggi, Ph.D., Director of the Public Archaeology Facility, Binghamton University
Panel/Discussants:

Camille Czerkowicz, M.A., Project Manager for Archaeology, Museum of the City of New York. Camilleis part of a
team contracted to digitize and rehouse archaeological collections owned by the City and curated at a new facility in
midtown M anhattan. Sheworkswith the archaeol ogical community to makeretention recommendationsto NY C. Camille
wrote her M.A. thesis on public access to archaeology in New Y ork City and London while at University College
London. That work wasinformed by her graduate placement at the London Archaeological Archive and Research Center.

David A. Gadshy, Ph.D., Archeology Program, National Park Service, Washington, D.C. Dave is an historical
archaeologist who hasworked for local, state, and Federal government agenciesto find solutionsto collections problems.
Hehasworked with the National Park Service's Archeology Program since 2008, collaborating with an interdisciplinary,
interagency team on amendmentsto Federal curation regulations that would allow for deaccession of select items from
federal collections under specific circumstances. He has begun to draft guidance for NPS units on how to sustainably
collect and accession archaeological objects. He proposes that creating and maintaining smart and useful collections
is an important approach to curation policy.
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Nancy Herter, Ph.D., Archaeology Unit Program Coordinator, NYS Office of Parks, Recreation & Historic
Preservation, Peebles Island, Waterford, New York. Nancy received her Ph.D. from the University at Buffalo in 2001,
and has been a program analyst at OPRHP for many years. She offered a NY S agency perspective on curation issues
faced by practitioners of CRM across the state.

Michael T. Lucas, Ph.D., Curator of Historical Archaeology, New York State Museum. Mike received a Ph.D. in
American Studies from the University of Maryland in 2008. He has been at the New Y ork State M useum since 2014.
Before coming to the museum, he worked for the National Park Service and alocal park and planning commission in
M aryland where he experienced curation processes at multiple levels. His current research focuses on the historical
archaeology of slavery in the Hudson River valley, and conducts comparative research using the historical archaeology
collections at the museum.

Daria E. Merwin, Ph.D., Historic Preservation, Survey and Evaluation Unit, NYS OPRHP Interim Archaeological
CollectionsManager. Dariareceived her Ph.D., from SUNY Stony Brook specializing in underwater archaeology. She
has 20+ years of experience in a university-based CRM program at the Institute for Long Island Archaeology at Stony
Brook. She will use her combined CRM experience and collections experience for NY S Parks to address the topics
today.

Rebecca J. Morehouse, M.A., Curator of State Collections, Maryland Archaeological Conservation Laboratory,
Jefferson Patterson Park and Museum, St. Leonard, MD. Rebecca has over 20 years of experience in archaeological
collections curation and has served asthe Curator of State Collections at the M aryland Archaeological Conservation Lab
since 2002. Shehasan M .A. in Anthropology and M useum Studiesfrom The George W ashington University and aB.A.
in Anthropology and English from the State University of New Y ork at Geneseo. As part of her studies in collections
curation, she interned at the National Park Service NAGPRA Office, Alexandria Archaeology, and the New Y ork State
M useum.

Douglas Perrelli, Ph.D., Director, University at Buffalo Archaeological Survey. Doug received his Ph.D. from the
University at Buffalo in 2001, and has directed Buffalo’s CRM office since 2001. He brings a University CRM based
perspective to this dialogue about curation.
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Rome Historical Society, 200 Church Street
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Questions Circulated for Panelists & Discussion

General topic: The management of archaeological collections, particularly those that result from Cultural Resource
M anagement investigations, has become a critical preservation issue as shortages of space and management personnel
become paramount. This panel is a first step in discussing these issues. A number of different perspectives (NPS,
NY SM, OPRHP, University based CRM, etc.) will help us frame further discussions in New York, and whether
guidelinesor best practicesfor collections management, specifically culling to reduce collections size, are needed at this
point in time. Within this overarching theme, the following questions should be addressed by the panel and during
subsequent discussion:

1) What are the common practices for reducing the size of collections while maintaining significant data in those
collections? Is culling a necessary evil?

2) How are decisions made about when and what to cull? Arethese determined on a case-by-case (or project/site) basis,
or are there best practices that all practitioners should follow?

3) What are the current/common practices about culling artifact categoriesin the field vs. in the lab? How should these
decisions and information about culled categories be recorded and reported? W hat are the ramificationsfor research and
the loss of data?

4) Do culling protocols differ by stage of survey (e.g., Phase 1, 2, 3) or age of site (e.g., precontact, historic), or sitetype
(e.g., precontact village vs. camp, eighteenth vs. nineteen vs. twentieth century sites)?

5) Thereisaneed for more curation space at local, regional, or statewide levels. How will we handle the lack of regional
repositories, and address the problem of museum and collection storage space moving forward?

6) What are our needs and responsibilities as a discipline/vocation? Do we envision a greater role for new kinds of
repositories such as those owned and operated by regional Native American groups? Will this restrict access to
collections, many of which are obtained under federal and state mandates?

7) Are there different institutional goals and standards for the entities represented by our panel? For instance, what are
the protocols, guidelines, directives of NPS, NY SM, OPRHP, University based CRM, etc.?

8) What are the next steps in moving towards realistic guidelines for managing collections and arranging for proper
curation?

Submitted by: Doug Perrelli
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In Memoriam

Members of the NYAC and NY SAA communities will
be saddened to hear that ElaineBluhm Herold (1925-2015) passed
away on October 5, 2015 after a long battle with Alzheimer’'s
disease. For those who do not know, Elaine was very active in
both NYAC and NYSAA, and served as the Director of the
Archaeological Survey, University at Buffalo, Department of
Anthropology, from 1990-2001. She was a research associate at
UB for many years prior to that, and was affiliated with the
Buffalo Museum of Science, Buffalo State College, and the
Buffalo and Erie County Historical Society aswell. Shereceived
her masters and doctoral degrees from the University of Chicago
in 1948 and 1957, respectively. Elaine developed an important
early ceramic typology for Illinois Hopewell in the Midwest that
remains in use today and was an early proponent of cultural
contact studied in lllinois archaeology, as demonstrated by the
excerpt below. Her interests ranged widely in North American
archaeology from pre-contact to historic sites, and from academic to applied pursuits. She spent much of her timeat UB
dealing with a vibrant highway archaeology program and teaching courses in Cultural Resource M anagement. Elaine
retired in 2001 and moved to Arizona, keeping in touch with UB emeritus professor Stuart Scott, and remaining close
with her daughter Jennifer, who cared for Elaine for many years.

Respectfully, Douglas J. Perrelli, NYAC Board Member

Excerpt:

Newsletter of the SAA’s History of Archaeology Interest Group Volume 3, Numbers 3& 4 November 2013
Longhouses and Peace Medals: Elaine Bluhm Herold and the Beginning of Contact Period Archaeology in Illinois

Mark Wagner (Southern Illinois University)

The study of the types of cultural entanglement that occurred between late eighteenth to early nineteenth century Native
and Euro-American societies in eastern North American has become an increasing area of study over the past two
decades. Elaine Bluhm Herold began investigating such sitesin lllinois, however, as early as the 1950s, at atime when
others in the state regarded them as unimportant. This paper reviews her contributions to the development of contact
period archaeology within lllinoisincluding her excavations at the Crawford Farm site, whichwasamajor Nativevillage
associated with the famous Sac leader Black Hawk.

Submitted by: Doug Perrelli
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NEWSFROM THE CULTURAL RESOURCE SURVEY PROGRAM
AT THE NEW YORK STATE MUSEUM

The Old Lexington Village Archaeological Site (NYSM # 12666)

Staff from the New Y ork State M useum’ s Cultural Resource Survey Program completed excavationswithinthe
Old Lexington Village archaeological site during the winter and spring of 2015. The Old Lexington Village
Archaeological site (NYSM # 12666) is located on the north and south banks of Schoharie Creek in the Village of
Lexington, Greene County, New Y ork and was identified during a highway construction project for the New Y ork State
Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration. Within and immediately adjacent to the project
boundaries are six map documented structures (M D Ss) associated with the commercial and domestic occupation of the
site during the 19" and early 20" century.

Looking north across the Old Lexington Village
Archaeological Site (NY SM # 12666) project area.

Since the beginning of the 19" century, agricultural pursuits dominated the local economy with residents
engaged in the production of hay and local fruit crops for transport to markets in the lower Hudson Valley (Beers and
Co. 1867:57). Other pursuits, including quarrying, fishing, tanning and ice harvesting, were later added and helped to
enhance the local economy. Large tracts of timber were purchased to support these industries and small towns began to
spring up around tanneries. However, local forests became depleted by 1844 and were unable to continue to support the
tanning industry.

The Village of Lexington grew in size during the mid-19" century with early railroads established through the
town and with increased tourism to the region occurring between 1850 and 1870. As described in Louis Berger
(2015:11), the community then became part of agrowing tourism industry that allowed visitorsto the Catskill M ountain
Region to escape urban expansion (New York Times 1855). Service industries, including a post office, a general store,
and hotels, developed nearby.

Local residents rented rooms during the summer and larger hotels and boarding houses catered to the needs of
travelers. According to Tompkins (2013:388), three large boarding houses were soon constructed in the Town of
Lexington and were popular among tourists. These included the O’Hara House, Kipp House, and the Monroe House.
The Lexington Hotel was also constructed in 1878 and would become an important resort destination over the next two
decades. Tourism in the Town of Lexington continued to be important up through the first quarter of the 20" century
when regional tourism patterns changed. Hurricane Irene damaged the community in 2011 destroying extant buildings
along Schoharie Creek. Although above ground remains of this community were damaged, subsurface deposits appear
intact and were partially buried under a layer of silt that was redeposited during flooding.

TheOld Lexington Village Archaeological siteconsistsof aseriesof six M D Ssassociated with the development
of the village of Lexington asatourist and commercial center during the mid-19"" century. These M DSsincludethe J.A.
Briggs House, the Thomas and Clauson Store, the Tin Shop and B. O. Ham Grocery, the D. Lament Tabac Shop, an
unidentified building associated with the J. |. Vandenburgh property, and the N. J. Lament Country Store. These MDSs
arefound on avariety of historic mapsdating between 1856 (Geil 1856) and 1955 (NY SDOT Road Construction M aps).
Together these M DSs provide a brief snapshot of the occupation of the village of Lexington. They have the ability to
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inform us about the construction and early development of the community, the range of goods/products that were
consumed, and the spatial organization of such communities during the mid-19"" century. Changes in the use of the
community are also possibly documented.

Twenty-five shovel test pits (STPs) and 15 1 m?test units were excavated within the project limits. Each of the
STPswas spaced 7.5 m apart and was excavated into the non-artifact bearing subsoil (average depth of 119 cm) or until
another impediments (e.g., water, rocks, etc.) prevented further excavation. In addition to these STPs, 1 m?test unitswere
excavated to assess the potential for deeply buried deposits and assess stratigraphy within the project limits. These units
were excavated by natural soil layersuntil non-artifact bearing soilswere encountered. Two walls of the unit were drawn
and photographed in profile.

Cultural remains were encountered in all of the shovel test pits and units. Within the project limits, the Old
Lexington Village site measures approximately 152 m long and 21 m wide within the project limits. Historic artifacts
were recovered along the project boundaries suggesting that deposits associated with the site extend beyond the current
project limits.

Historic artifacts were recovered from the first, second, and third soil layers. The first layer (A-horizon)
contained a dark grayish-brown silt sand soil that extends 25-30 cm below the ground surface. This soil layer produced
architectural and domestic debris including aqua flat glass, unidentified bone, undecorated ironstone and whiteware
fragments (1820+), and pieces of clear and green bottle glass. Personal artifacts, including kaolin pipe fragments, were
also recovered. Underneath was a reddish-brown silt subsoil (B-horizon) that extended to an approximate depth of 70
cm. This soil layer produced mid-19™ century artifacts, including aqua flat glass, wood fragments, machine cut nails
(1835+), blue transfer-printed whiteware (1820+), and aqua curved glass. A gray silt sand layer (C-horizon) was also
encountered at an average depth of 70-125 cm below ground surface. Thislayer produced a small scatter of machine cut
nails (1835+), brick fragments, and bottle glass fragments.

Archaeologists recovered 1,577 artifacts consisting largely of architectural and domestic remains. Small
quantities of artifacts associated with the personal and miscellaneous use of the site were found. Six hundred and eighty-
nine artifacts are architectural remains, including pieces of brick, mortar, and plaster, broken fragments of aqua window
glass, fragments of metal piping, machine cut (1835-1880) and wire (1880+) nails, large common wire nails (1880+),
cut spikes, wirefinishing nails, tacks, metal sheeting, hinges, washers, metal springs, metal bar fragments, hooks, staples,
caps, locks, and pieces of chain. Wire fragments
were found in limited quantities in one of the test
units.

Four hundred and ninety-eight artifacts
were identified as domestic and food-related
artifacts. These artifacts include the following
remains: kitchen bone, unidentified bone
fragments, pieces of clam shell, fruit pits, ceramic
sherds (1820-1880), vessel glass, curved (bottle)
glass, can and condiment bottles, lids, and caps
from canning/fruit preserve containers. Lamp and
lighting components, as well as several metal
objects, possibly associated with cast iron stove
fragments, were also recovered.

Historic teawares from the Old Lexington Village

. Archaeological Site (NY SM # 12666).
M orethan two hundred personal artifacts

were recovered including: Kaolin pipe stem and
bowl fragments, horseshoe nails, unidentified
metal and cuprous artifacts, coins dating to the late 19" and early 20" century, leather cloth fragments, belt buckles, a
gun cartridge, iron files, a barrel hoop, and alight (lamp) cover. The remaining artifacts include pieces of coal, cinder,
and slag, wood fragments, miscellaneous metal sheeting, architectural stone, and children’s metal cars. A few modern
artifacts, including pieces of plastic (bags, wrappers), rubber, and Styrofoam, were recovered in the ST Ps and test units.

M ost of the artifacts (62%) were recovered from the A-horizon and were found within the first soil layer at a
depth of 30 cm. Twenty-nine percent of the artifacts were recovered from the B-horizon soils at a depth of 30-70 cm,
while the remaining artifacts were recovered from the third soil layer (C-horizon) at a depth of 70-125 cm below ground
surface.
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One feature was identified and consists of a small
foundation that is believed to be the remains of the J. A. Biggs
House, one of the earliest and most prominent residents of the
community. Thisfoundationislocated within the project limits
and contains the remains of the possible floor of this early
building. The portions of the foundation are mortared in place
and constructed of stacked stone arranged along a former
roadway through the community.

Throughout the 19™ century, the Catskills were
important, not only for their early use as a place where
tanneries were established, but also an important destination
for touristslooking to escape the confines of urban life. By the
mid-19™ century, small communities such as that found at

Looking at architectural and building debrisin Lexington were established to cater to the needs of these
floor of Unit 1 at the Old Lexington Village tourists through the establishment of hotels, stores, and other
Archaeological Site (NYSM # 12666). commercial venues. Currently, very few of these communities

have been studied, limiting our understanding of their spatial
organization, the range of services that they provided, and the
internal dynamics of those living in the community.

The collections and project documentation associated with these excavations are curated as part of the
archaeological collections of the New Y ork State M useum’s Anthropological Survey.
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Cultural Resource Survey Program Bulletin Series

The New Y ork State Museum’s Cultural Resource Survey Program announces publication of The Cultural
Resources Data Recovery Report: The Naima Site (NYSM # 11658), Town of Smithtown, Suffolk County, New York by
Daniel E. Mazeau. This volume details the data recovery excavations conducted by the Cultural Resource Survey
Program at the Naima Sitein Hauppauge, NY (Long Island). This multi-component site featured the remains of an 18th-
century home associated with members of the Smith Family, a prominent family in the early settlement of Long Island,
and Late Archaic and Late Woodland Native American components with evidence of multi-stage lithic reduction.

The New Y ork State Museum Cultural Resource Survey Program (CRSP) Series is a peer-reviewed, open-
access series published on an occasional basis by The University of the State of New Y ork/The State Education
Department. The series publishes both individual monographs and edited volumes on important cultural resource
management issues in the state. A link to the volume and other volumes in the New Y ork State Museum’s Cultural
Resource Survey Program Series can be found at http://www.nysm.nysed.gov/publications/crsp/
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New Y ork Archaeological Council

International Archaeology Day

This year, archaeologists from the New Y ork State M useum, Binghamton University’s Public Archaeology
Facility, Fort Drum’s Cultural Resource Program, SUNY -Oswego, and the National Park Service participated in
archaeology day events at Fort Stanwix National M onument in Rome, New Y ork. Professional archaeologists were on
hand to talk with visitors about their work at battlefield sitesin New Y ork as well as more general excavations across
the central part of the state. Staff from Fort Stanwix National Monument provided behind-the-scenes tours of their
archaeological collections and gave guided tours of the fort. For information about 2016 I nternational Archaeology Day
events, visit the Archaeological Institute of America swebsite at http://www.archaeol ogical .org/archaeologyday/about.

Submitted by: Christina Rieth

Fall 2015

October 17" marked the fifth
annual celebration of International
Archaeology Day. International
archaeology day isan international
celebration of archaeology and the
thrill of archaeological discovery.
Organized by the Archaeological
Institute of America, participating
organizations provide
archaeological programs and
activities for all ages and interest
levels.
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NEWS FROM CURTIN ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.

Curtin Archaeological Consulting, Inc. hascompleted Phase 3 datarecovery reportsfor the Fernleal and 2 sites
in Coxsackie, Greene County, and the A. Shafer sitein Cobleskill, Schoharie County, and has been activein the analysis
and preservation of the Esmond sites in M alta, Saratoga County.

Fernlea 1 and 2 Sites

The Fernlea 1 and 2 data recovery work took place ahead of the construction of the Ferguson Enterprises
distribution center at Fountain Flats Business Park. A large portion of the Fernlea 2 site was avoided by construction,
and has been preserved within the business park. The Fernleal and 2 sites were precontact period sites focused on using
locally available chert resources. Both sites sit at the foot of the Kalkberg escarpment, where Helderberg cherts such
as Kalkberg were available, particularly (as Robert E. Funk once observed) in the form of detached nodulesin the talus.
Both sites appear to date to the Early Archaic period based upon fragmentary projectile point finds.

Theratio of Helderberg to Normanskill chertisrelatively
high at the Fernlea 2 site. Much of the activity at the Fernlea 2
site appears to have been involved with the creation and use of
expedient flake and coretools. Thechert used at the Fernlea 1 site
was overwhelmingly Normanskill. It is suspected that the
Normanskill source may have been nearby where a small stream
may have cut through Normanskill shale and chert deposits. Much
of the lithic-work at the Fernlea 1 site involved the production of
bifaces in a staged process similar to that executed at the
Paleoindian West Athens Hill site (Greene County), and the Early
Archaic Haviland site (Schoharie County). Although projectile
points were few in number, other kinds of tools such as modestly
retouched scrapers, spokeshaves, and graverswere manufactured.
At Fernlea 1, much of the activity took place in a locus where
bifaces were refined into final (Stage 3) form. Large amountsof ~Fernleal site biface analysis.
debitage accumulated in this area, where a shallow pit was
excavated to cache biface fragments and other chert tools. This pit also contained large amounts of debitage, indicating
that it was excavated, used, and backfilled after substantial chert reduction occurred in thisactivity area. A possible shift
in projectile point types from points with Kirk attributes to a form with a Kanawha-like base suggests that the Fernlea
1 occupation may have begun after the founding of Fernlea 2, and may reflect aresidential base closer to the suspected
Normanskill chert source.

T

Fernlea 2 site looking southwest toward the Helderberg
escarpment.
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A. Shafer Site

The A. Shafer site was on the grounds of the new SUNY Cobleskill Agricultural and Natural Resources Center.
It is on a terrace overlooking Cobleskill Creek. Both precontact and historic period components are represented,
although the age of the precontact component is not known. Lithic use at this site involved the reduction of (often
massive) pieces of stream-deposited Esopus chert, aswell asthe reduction of Onondaga chert apparently collected from
till sources. The exploitation of Esopus chert from Cobleskill Creek or itstributaries seems to be part of alarger, local
pattern also noted at the Overlook sitein Cobleskill, and the Haviland site in nearby Richmondville. Thetoolsproduced
and used at the A. Shafer site include utilized flakes and cores, gravers, or edges retouched for use as scrapers or
spokeshaves. Projectile pointswere not found; bifaceswere few and in theinitial stage of reduction; and cores, in at |east
some cases, were reduced through the bipolar technique. The site is interpreted as a seasonal camp involved with
resource procurement and processing, where chert could be obtained reliably and used to create the technology used in
various activities performed at this site.
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A combination graver/scraper from
the A. Shafer site.

The historic component is associated with the households of Adam Shafer, his son M adison, and grandson
Delmore Roy, who occupied the site from 1818 to 1950. These Shafers were descendants of several generations who
had pioneered Schoharie County beginning with the Palatine German migration of 1710. The data recovery research
explored questions of ethnicity and national identity in a changing context. First, the 19"-century Shafer households
inherited the German ethnicity formed during colonial times among immigrant families from many German states.
Second, Adam and M adison Shafer were exposed to (and apparently involved with) the developing American national
identity of the late 18™-early 19" century. Documentary research assisted this analysis of continuity and change. A
review of child-naming practices over several generations showed that Adam Shafer and his wife broke the long-term
practice of selecting traditional German names by giving various among their children English or American names
(M adison being an example). A perhaps less overt example of the Shafers embracing modernity may relate to ceramic
purchase choices, in which they selected showy and new transfer printed whiteware and largely avoided the purchase
of creamware and pearlware.

At the sametime, foodways and farm crops appear to have been more traditional during Adam Shafer’ stenure
asfarm-owner. Adam Shafer’sfamily emphasized pork in meat selections, while livestock production emphasized pigs.
Adam Shafer also grew rye, a traditional German crop. After Madison Lawyer inherited the farm ca. 1869, he
deemphasized pig production, increased cattle production, and stopped growing rye. These changes show a shift from
German to American national identity, but a shift that, starkly defined at first, eventually took most of two generations
to change in the domestic area of foodways.
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Interestingly, while iconic material symbols of German identity are rare at this site, the excavation recovered
a small brass swastika from the upper stratigraphy of this site. A nuanced interpretation of this artifact finds that it is
difficult to evaluate as a symbol of German national identity because it was essentially a symbol of the Nazi party
(rejected by many Germansin Germany during the 1920-1930s). Also, it isdifficult to assess the strength or popularity
of American Nazi groups during the 1920s and 1930s, but they seem to have been small, and to have attracted more in
the way of curiousindividuals (possibly inspired by the post-WW | German resurgence) than people willing to join and
support groups such asthe German-American Bund, or the Nazi regimein Germany. The swastika, ironically, may have
been a connection to German identity that did not assure the support the Nazis sought in the United States.

Esmond 1, 2, and 3 Sites

Analysis continues of the Esmond 1, 2, and 3 sites in
Malta, Saratoga County. These sites are located near a wetland
and small streams in an upland setting. Data recovery was
performed at the Esmond sites prior to construction of the
Cramer Road North subdivision. Since the Spring NYAC
newsletter, artifact analysis has provided confirmation that the
Esmond 2 and 3 sites contain substantial Meadowood
componentsthat were involved with moving Onondaga chert into
the Saratogaregion and producing large numbers of M eadowood
cacheblades (along with smaller numbers of M eadowood points,
bifacial endscrapers, and drills). Paleoethnobotanical analysis
has found that fuel woods associated with the M eadowood/Early
W oodland component included pine and hemlock, while charred
nut fragments or hulls are conspicuously absent (perhaps
indicating spring-early summer occupation). Two recently
received radiocarbon dates fall in the uncorrected range of ca.
2060-2420 BP (Cal BC 170-AD 5 and Cal BC 745-400, 2 sigma
ranges). Temporal diagnostics include artifact types associated with the Orient and Bushkill phasesin addition to the
M eadowood phase. The radiocarbon dates seem consistent with the working hypothesis that the M eadowood phase is
relatively late at thissite (ca. Cal BC 700-400), and may indicate the adoption of anew technology by alocal community.

View of the preserved portion of the Esmond 2 site.

Over the summer, the preserved sections of the Esmond 2 and 3 sites were acquired by The Archaeological
Conservancy as their 19" preserve in New Y ork State. This acquisition is reported in the Fall 2015 issue of American
Archaeology, and has recently been shared on The Archaeological Conservancy Facebook page.

Meadowood cache blade from the
Esmond 2 site.

Submitted by: Ed Curtin
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NEWS FROM HARTGEN ARCHEOL OGICAL ASSOCIATES, INC.

International Archaeology Day — Digging the Cistern

The Stephen and Harriet Myers Residence, 194 Livingston Avenue, Albany, NY
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TIHE LATE D, THOMAS ELKINS,

Dr. Thomas Elkins in a photograph taken from
the Autobiography of Dr. William Henry
Johnson (1900:122).

In coordination with the Underground Railroad History
Project of the Capital Region, staff from Hartgen Archeological
Associates, Inc. worked with volunteers to expose a cistern for
International Archaeology Day, October 24 from 10:00 am -
2:00 pm. The cistern is located on the Dr. Thomas Elkins
property at 186 Livingston Avenue in Albany. Dr. Elkins was
a prominent black dentist, inventor, abolitionist, and activist in
the Underground Railroad movement. Previous archeology at
the site has recovered medicine bottles and utensils likely
associated with Elkins' practice.
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Cistern at 186 Livingston Avenue, the former home of Dr.
Thomas Elkins.
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Hartgen's Senior Architectural Historian, Walter R. Wheeler, presented at the biennial Ruralia conference
entitled Ruralia XI1: Religious Places, Cults and Rituals in the Medieval Rural Environment, held in Clervaux,
Luxembourg in September 2015. His paper Apotropaic Practicesin the New World Dutch Cultural Hearth drew upon
examples from archaeological sites and standing structuresin New Y ork and New Jersey. Walter’s paper documented
the continuity of late medieval European supernatural practices associated with the construction and occupation of
buildings, with analogoustraditionsfound in America, and the relationships between practices of Native American, Euro-
American and enslaved African peoples. Examples cited included the deposition of shoes inside walls, foundation
deposits, inscribed symbols such as the compass rose, and Nkisi bundles.

Walter's paper will be published as part of the conference proceedings by Brepols Publishers, Turnhout,
Belgium in 2017.

Adams' Dilston Tower pattern soup plate, (ca.
1801-1830), deposited under ahearth intheVan
Alen house in DeFreestville, Rensselaer County
ca. 1820 during renovations undertaken at that
time.

Compass roses inscribed on a beam adjacent to the attic
stairs of the Hill house, Coilavicinity, Washington County.

Submitted by: Matt Kirk
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NEWSFROM SUNY BUFFALO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Doug Perrelli (left) and NinaV ersaggi (right) excavating anearly whole
kids pot from a feature at the Spaulding Green 1 site in the Town of

Clarence, Erie County, New Y ork, summer 2008.

Between 2005 and 2015, the SUNY
Buffalo Archaeological Survey has been
conducting archaeological investigations of
the 140 ha (350 ac) Spaulding Green
Residential Development in the Town of
Clarence, Erie County. Development of this
large parcel has proceeded in phases during
which 28 prehistoric and two historic
archaeological sites have been investigated.
Theresultsfrom thislarge areal study provide
important insights about settlement patterns
on the Erie-Ontario lake plain in close
proximity to the Onondaga escarpment, a
major source of lithic raw materials that were
utilized throughout prehistory in western New
York and beyond. The most recent
investigations have been directed by Dan
Snyder, a PhD candidate at the University at
Buffalo. Some of the more interesting results
from the Spaulding Green 1 site (UB 3699)
are presented below. The site appears to
represent afairly small, isolated, singlefamily
longhouse or ‘cabin’ site not associated with
alarger palisaded Iroquoian village.
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The Spaulding Green 1 site wasinitially recognized as alarge, variable density L ate W oodland artifact scatter
dating to circa 1050-300 B.P. (A.D. 900-1650) based on the types of projectile points and pottery recovered there. It
appeared to have been seasonally occupied during the drier times of the year as the surrounding areais wet during the
spring and fall months. The site assemblage indicated that it likely functioned asabase camp for foraysinto surrounding
areas to acquire resources. Activities included hunting, resource processing, and lithic reduction to manufacture both
formal and expedient tools. A number of cultural features were documented that are associated with these activities.
Its occupants appear to have been practicing horticulture and the site may be associated with a group of large habitation
sites centered on the nearby Onondaga Escarpment. The site lies on a small knoll with the Lake Tonawanda plain, a
nearly-level arealacking prominent topographical features. Soilsare somewhat poorly drained. Thechert rich Onondaga
Escarpment is located only 1 km to the south.

The 1,401 artifacts comprising the
site’ sassemblageinclude only asmall number of
projectile points. Other tool typesincludedrills,
bifaces, and utilized cobbles, suggesting a
variety of plant and animal materials were
processed there or in nearby areas. The large
artifact concentration is associated with an
apparent residential structure. The presence of
pottery and pipe fragments are further
indications that the site functioned as a
habitation site. While the sherds are generally
small and fragmented, they share similarities
with examplesexcavated from nearby Spaulding
Lake (UB 2497) and Piestrak (UB 2581) SiteéS  prgiectile points and bifaces from Spaulding Green 1 site (UB
that have been radiocarbon dated to 500-600 3699).

B.P. (A.D. 1450-1550) and 550-650 B.P. (A.D.

1400-1500), respectively. Thelarger sherdsare

well-fired and grit-tempered. A few have incised linear decorations. A crudely made pot with a crudely etched
decoration appears to have been made by a juvenile and suggests that a small family group occupied the site; children
were present and pottery may have been produced here. Nearly all of the lithic artifacts recovered at the site are
Onondaga Formation Clarence M ember chert that occurs as bedrock sources in the nearby Onondaga Escarpment. Of
the 12 cultural features identified, nine yielded pottery. The others had chipped stone artifacts, charcoal, and
characteristic shapes that indicate their cultural origin.

Left: Reconstructed juvenile pot from the Spaulding Green 1 site (UB 3699).
Right: Reconstructed juvenile pot from the Spaulding Green 1 site (UB 3699) with decorations highlighted.
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Excavation of juvenile pot.

Stone hoe with notches from Spaulding Pipe fragments and pottery from the Spaulding Green
Green 1 site (UB 3699). 1 site (UB 3699).

Submitted by: Doug Perrelli
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OTHER NEWS

The History and Archeology, 1974-1994, of Crailo State Historic Site, Rensselaer, New York

Thecompletetext of the 500-pagereport, TheHistory and Archeology, 1974-1994, of Crailo State Historic Site,
Rensselaer, New Y ork by LoisM . Feister and Paul R. Huey (2012) isnow available on-line through the New Y ork State
Library Home Page. Go to the Home Page at <http://www.nysl.nysed.gov/elecres.htm> and click on " Catalogue.” Then
on the next screen enter part of the title, such as “History and Archeology, 1974-1994” as a phrase and click on Search.
This brings up a screen with the catalogue entry. At “A Look Inside,” click on the URL link. Thisbringsup alink for
the pdf file; then click on the title (top line). The next screen shows the text, but for reading click “Open/Print
Document” at upper right corner of screen. Crailo State Historic Site, located on the east side of the Hudson River
opposite the city of Albany, contains evidence of late prehistoric and early 17th-century Indian occupation followed by
Dutch occupation beginning with Domine M egapolensisin 1643.

Crown Point State Historic Site

In June 2015 Paul Huey and Chris Miller excavated at a site adjacent to Crown Point State Historic Site on
privateland, an area of sitesthreatened by relic hunterswith metal detectorsand by the potential for private development
in the future. The excavation revealed the brick fragment remains apparently of a brick fireplace within a soldiers' hut
of ca. 1759-1762. A hickory tree growing in the fireplace had thoroughly churned and disturbed any pattern in the brick.
No hut walls were found, but the artifacts from the site include faunal remains, hand-wrought rose-head nails, a few
pieces of window glass, bottle glass, two gunflints, and dozens of fragments of scratch-blue white salt-glazed stoneware
saucers. Curiously, no other ceramics were found. An analysis of maps and drawings indicates the strong possibility
the site was a part of the Rogers' Rangers camp of 1759 to 1760. The draft of a complete report on the project has been
completed.

Submitted by: Paul Huey
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WORKSHOP
Lithic Raw Materials Used by Native Americans:
Ordovician Normanskill Cherts

Workshop participants visit Blue Rock Quarry.

The third annual workshop focusing on the
geology and archaeology of lithic resources used by Native
Americans was held on Saturday, October 24 at the New
York State Museum and field locations in Greene and
Columbia Counties. The workshop, organized by Jonathan
Lothrop, Chuck Ver Straeten, and Christina Rieth of the
New Y ork State Museum and Laurie Miroff of the Public
Archaeology Facility, Binghamton University, brought
together over 30 archaeologists and geologistsinterested in
geologic sources of prehistoric tool stone.

This year’s meeting featured morning lectures by
Dr. Bill Kidd, retired SUNY at Albany professor, and Dr.
Adrian Burke, Department of Anthropology, Université de
Montréal. Dr. Kidd laid afoundation for understanding the
geologic structure of Ordovician cherts. Dr. Burke's
presentation focused on his recent Normanskill sourcing

research. In addition to chert samples and artifacts from the NY SM M useum collection laid out for view, participants

brought their own specimens to add to the discussion.

During the afternoon field trip, Dr. Burke and Dr. Jon Lothrop acted as field leaders, guiding participants to
several Normanskill outcrop locations. At a modern quarry, Dr. Philip LaPorta, LaPorta Geological Consultants,
discussed diagenesis of Normanskill cherts, after which participants collected hand samples of Normanskill chert.
Participants then visited the archaeological sites of West Athens Hill and Flint Mine Hill. At West Athens Hill, Dr.
Lothrop described the 1960s NY SM archaeological excavations by Dr. Robert Funk and current perspectives on the

Paleoindian component.

Submitted by: Laurie Miroff

Participants examine lithic material and artifacts from the West

Athens Hill site.
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NEWSFROM THE NYS OFFICE OF
PARKS, RECREATION, AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (SHPO)

Cultural Resource Information System (CRIS) Update

Archaeological survey reports submitted to SHPO post ca. 2000 have been scanned and many are currently
available in CRIS. However, there are several thousand reports from that time period for which no survey areas are
available in the CRIS Archaeology Surveys Layer. SHPO is currently working to rectify this situation by individually
hand-delineating these survey areasin CRIS. Survey areas and their corresponding scanned reports are being added on
adaily basisand are immediately availablein CRIS. Thiswork isexpected to be completed by December 2016. Since
August of 2015, approximately 1,000 reports have been processed in CRIS using this method.

The scanning of archeological survey reportssubmitted to SHPO preca. 2000 has been completed. SHPO plans
to have the pre ca. 2000 surveys uploaded and available through the CRIS Library. The library will be organized by
county with an additional folder for multi-county reports. Each county’slibrary will include scans of the corresponding
legacy county highway maps, with survey areas mapped and numbered. The library will also include the scanned pre
ca. 2000 survey reports, and the names of the files will include the number found on the county highway map.
Consultants will be able to review the county highway map, identify pertinent prior surveys, and then preview, or
download, the survey report. CRIS Library development work is underway and will be available in a future release of
CRIS.

Until the above datainitiatives are completed, consultants can contact the pertinent archaeological reviewer for
assistance acquiring prior survey reports that are within or immediately adjacent to their project area.

TheNew Y ork State M useum hasgranted SHPO permission to includeinformation fromtheir sitefilesin CRIS.
SHPO plans to have this information available in upcoming releases. Additional future data initiatives include the
conversion and migration into CRIS of submerged resources information for the waters of New Y ork State, NY S Parks
and Historic Sites historic propertiesinventory information, aswell asthe NY S Department of Transportation Historic
Bridge Survey Inventory Data.

SHPO is also currently embarking on the largest historic properties building/structure survey in the history of
its program. Over the course of the coming years consultants working under aNational Park Service-sponsored program
will survey thousands of properties located in the Superstorm Sandy Inundation Areas. The attributes and National
Register eligibility status of these properties will be added real-time to CRIS.

For thefirst timein the history of the program, amobile application will leverage the latest technology to allow

surveyorsin the field the ability to download an application and conduct building/structure surveys using their existing
mobile device. Information on the new mobile App, CRIS Trekker, will be provided as the project continues.

Submitted by: Nancy Herter
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2015 NYAC AWARDS

N i

Student Paper/Poster 2015 Competition: NYAC offers two student prize awards of $250 each, one for the
best student paper and the other for the best student poster. The competition is open to any undergraduate or graduate
student performing research on atopic related to New Y ork State Archaeology. Thisisa GREAT opportunity. Please
consider applying or encouraging your students to apply.

Submission: Submissions for both the student prizes and Founders Award should be submitted electronically. For
the student prizes, attach the paper or poster to an e-mail. For the Founders Award, attach the nominations letter and
supporting documents. Submit to: William Engelbrecht, engelbwe@gmail.com.

Deadline March 1 with winners announced at the Spring NY AC meeting.

For More Information: Please check the NYAC website or e-mail questions to William Engelbrecht,
engelbwe@gmail.com.

Submitted by: Bill Engelbrecht

NYAC NEWSLETTER

For the Spring 2016 newsletter, please submit by April 15.

Submit news in either Word or WordPerfect to Laurie Miroff by email at Imiroff@binghamton.edu.

Note: please submit photos as .jpg files.
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