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Figure 2^. Representative illustrations ofall cultural materials recovered during the 200̂ 1 survey within the 
1^0-acre soil borrow/developmentproject area. 
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Figure2F Representative illustrations of all cultural materials recovered duringthe 2009 survey within the 
1^0-acre soil borrow/developmentproject area. 



Although the ceramic assemblage from the site is again extremely limited ^n^l^sherds^withama^imum 
vessel count oflo^ mean ceramic dating ^IvlFO^was still applied in orderto refine thepotential chronological 
placementofthesite. Eoththesherdandvesselcountfortheentireassemblageproduceda^lFOofl^o2^suggesting 
thatthis site is mostlil^ely associated with theoccupationofthel.Huycl^E.R.Randallhomesteadshown within the 
shovel-tested portion ofthe 1^0-acre A.P.E. froml^53onward^figures^through 9̂ . However given thee^tremely 
low sample numbers these dates may also represent data bias. Eitherway^they do suggest that this midden is 
contemporaneous with at least one discrete period ofresidential occupation. 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Asaresult this collection is mostconsistentwith an extremely low density ofl^itchen and tableware materials 
and smalls scattered architectural and fencing debris^ which was discarded bythe residents of the nearby homesteads 
onto me field where they were subsequently hagmented^orfurther fragmented^ and spread about by agricultural 
activities. The metal pieces recovered are also consistent with use-loss from agricultural equipment. However the 
extremely low densityand diversity ofthesematerialsalso suggests thatdisposalwasneitherwidespreadnorsustained. 
Asaresult these materials do not appeartobeapart ofalarger sheet middens and no indications of subplowzone 
deposits or associatedfeatures were identified. Ifintact middens are associated with the nearby map documented 
structures^ they arenotlocatedwithin this field. Although some architectural debris was identified^ the recovered flat 
glass sherds were widely scattered and hadmost lively been re-deposited by erosion. As no map documented 
structures were recorded within the surface-inspected areâ  and no indications ofafoundation of any other Iĉ ind of 
subsurface feature were noted^ this low cultural material density and diversity is consistentwith the interpretation of 
ephemeralhistoric discard. Iflargermiddens are associated with the nearbymap documented structures^ they are not 
located in ornearthis location. 

Therefore^ although the materials recovered during the currentphaselinvestigation are most lively related to 
the historicoccupation ofthe^.Huyclc^E.R.Randallhomestead^ thepotential forthis specific site to provideadditional 
information significant and unique to ourunderstanding of this occupation is considered to be extremely low. For 
e^ample^ in order forthis site to be eligible fornomination to the National RegisterunderFriterionOitmust contain 
important unioue information necessaryfor furthering ourunderstanding ofthe history ofthe area. Inotherwords^ 
the site musthave the potential to answers either in whole orlnpart^specil^c research questions related to the early 
history ofthe area and^or the historic occupation ofthe nearbyhomesteads. The site should therefore have 
characteristics which suggestahighprobabilitythat it contains configurations of artifacts^ soil strata structural 
remains^ or othernamraland^orculfuralfeatures which would mal^eitpossible to test eithernew or existing 
hypotheses^ and^orrefine the local cultural-temporal sequence. 

However^all cultural materials associated with this site were recovered fromaplow^one which hadformed 
within moderatelyto severely eroded soilŝ  and no Indications ofsubplow^one cultural materials and^or features were 
identified. Eil̂ ewise^ all identified cultural materials were most lively recovered from their current locations asa 
result ofnaturaltaphonomic processes such as erosion, driven the shallownature ofthe identifiedA^ horizon 
^averaging only l^cmoroinches below the current ground surface^the integrity of this site appears to have been 
compromised beyond the limits acceptable IbraNationalRegisternomination. For e^ample^ given thatall recovered 
materials were mi^ed and restricted to the plow^one^ no data concerning specific assemblages which can be related to 
specihc occupations ofthel.HuyclFE.R. Randall homestead remain within the site. The laci^ofaprimaryconte^tfor 
any ofthe recovered cultural materials also significantlyundermines the site^sintegrity. Although the IvÎ ftOfor the 
recovered ceramics does suggest the site components themselves date primarilyto the midl9^century^this only 
provides the earliest possible date fortheir deposition within the midden. It is equally lil^elythat the few vessels 
represented within the collection were heirloom pieces maintained by laterresidences ofthe homestead and only 
discarded well after theirmedian production date would suggest. Asaresult the potential forresearch questions 
addressing discrete temporal occupations to be supported by data from this site is considered to be extremely low. 

The low density and diversity ofthe recovered cultural materials verses the high ground surface visibility also 
suggests that additional archaeological investigations are unlikely to produce eitheravariantartifact 
pattem^assemblage^orasignificant change in the suggested dates of occupation. The artifact density forthis site is 
also so low that it is unlikely to be able to provide statistically relevant answers to specific or detailed research 
questions. Ifphasellevel clearance is granted^ direct project impacts will include the loss of this site. However^ as 
this site does not contain any plowzone or subplowzone integrity^and all phaselinvestigationsrevealedavery low 
density and diversity ofculmral material remains^ the potential for this site to produce additional information 



signihcanttoourunderstanding ofthe history oftheregionwasconsideredtobenegligible. Thephaselinvestigation 
of the historic materials recovered horn the surface inspection ofthe 130-acre A.P.E. therefore strongly suggestthat 
data redundancy has been achieved. This site does not therefore appear eligiblefornomination to the ^tateand^or 
NationalRegistersofHistoric Places and no further archaeological investigations are recommended. 

All aspects ofthe phase IA archaeological survey conducted forthis project conform to the New^orl^ 
Archaeological F o u n c i P s ^ N ^ A F ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ F ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
the New^or^^tate Office ofPar^ Recreation andHistoric Preservation ^PRHP^. The subsurface investigations 
within all three project areas are discussed separately below. 

In accordance with the results of the background and literature search and surface inspection^asystematic 
shovel probe evaluation ofthenarrowwoodlotportions ofthe 1̂ 5-acre A.P.E. was conducted inAugust and September 
of200^1 ̂ Figure25^Appendi^F^. Althoughnoareasofsaturatedsoilswereidentified^asmalleast-tendingtributary 
ofhimestoneFreel^roughly bisects the woodlot and two artificial ponds are present, several areas ofpotentially 
significantpre^vious disturbance were also visuallyidentified ^Figure 25^. However shovel testprobeswere still 
excavated within theseareas to help confirm the nature and extent ofthe identified disturbances and evaluate the 
components and integrity ofthe spoil and historic debris piles.ground surface visibilitywithin the woodlotwas^ero 
due to low vegetation and forest debris. Representative photographs of this area are provided in Appendix A. 

Atotaloflo2 shovel tests were excavated within the woodlotportion of the proposed 1̂ 5-acre soil borrow 
A.P.E. at 15 meter^50foot^or less intervals-oO ofthese were excavated as radials ^Figure 25^. Theresults ofthese 
excavations are provided in Appendix F. As no precontactorprimary content historic archaeological resources were 
identified^ no additional excavations were conducted. Eil̂ ewise^ all excavated shovel testsrevealedeither soil profiles 
consistentwith the mappedprofiles ofthe regions or disturbed sediments consistentwith excavations re-deposition and 
mining by heavymachinery. No indications o f ^ ^ ^ cultural materials^ features^ or deeply buried culturalhori^ons 
were identified. 

Atypical profile ^Appendi^F^ consisted of an occasionally firm^ browns to darl̂  brown to very darl̂  grayish 
brownsiltloamA-hori^onthatrangedindepthfrom3to^cm^ltol7mches^belowthecurrentgroundsurface. The 
average depth was!7cm^inches^below surface, variations in the depth ofthe transition wererelated to position 
relative to the bulldozed areas along the margins ofthe woodlot. shovel probes within the graded areas exhibited 
signlficantlymore shallow A-hori^ons^whlleprobes within soil and debris spoil piles had deepen artificial topsoil 
horizons. Asaresult thesedepth anomalies were notconsldered culturally signihcantandnofurtherarchaeological 
investigations wereconducted. The E-hori^on soils wereconsiderablymore varied. Although they consisted 
predominantly ofan often firm silt loam^ areas ofrocl^y silt loam and gravel fill were also identified, colors ranged 
from grayto browns to darl^yellowish browns to very darlĉ  grayish brown. Isolated areas of olive gray and olive brown 
soils were also identified. Oepth of excavation within the subsoil rangedfromloto 51 cm^oto 20 inches^below 
surh^ce. Although this range of variation is unusual fbranatural soil profile within this regions these variations were 
found to be related to me distribution ofprevious significant disturbance along the margins ofthe woodlot. Asa 
results thesedepthcolorandte^mreanomalieswerenotconsideredculturallysignificantandnofurtherarchaeological 
investigations were conducted. 

Althoughawide variety ofhistoric cultural materials were identified during the shovel probe evaluation 
^TablelO^ all ofthesematerialswererecoveredfromsecondaryfilldepositsthathadbeendepositedatthe location by 
heavymachinery^mostlil^elyabulldo^er. All ofthese materials were also thoroughlymi^edwithlate 20^ century 
garbage. No indications ofprimaryconte^tculturalmaterials or cultural features were identified^ andno foundations 
were noted. Eil̂ ewise^ no areas ofsurface indentations or staining suggestive of subsurface features were present. 
All ofthe recoveredmaterials were identifiedfromthedisturbed portions ofthepro^ectareaalongthe margins ofthe 
woodlot ^Figure 25^. ^oilandspoil debris piles had beenmoved to these locations^ perhaps during demolition ofthe 
stmctures which were oncepresentwithin me scrub grass area in thepro^ect^snorthwestcorner^figures^through9^. 
The material scatterwithin the western portion ofthe woodlot also most lively contains materials related to the 
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Figure 26. Representative illustrations ofall cultural materials recovered from the narrow woodlot portion 
ofthe 85-acre soil borrow project area. 



occupation ofthee^tanthomestead to the west. All ofthe recovered materials are listed in Table lObelow. 

Table 10: 
Cultural Materials Recovered During Shovel Testing ofthe Narrow Woodlot Within the 

85-acre Soil Borrow Project Area 
Western Spoil Area 

s% 
Identification 

2/2 i milk glass body 

2/2E 

2%S 

3/1E 

3/1W 

3/3S 

3/3W 

3/3W 

4/1W 

4/1W 

5/5 

container glass 
shoulder sherd 
aluminum foil 

fragments 
plastic fragments 

metal wire fragment 
cut square nail 
container glass 

body sherd 
cut square nail 
container glass 

body sherd 
cut square nail 

metal wire fragment 
plastic milk jugs 

fragments buried on 
surface 

container glass 
body sherd 

plastic milk jug on 
surface 

plastic garbage bag 
fragments 

string fragments 
metal bolt 

flat glass sherd 
plastic fragments 

metal wire fragment 
flat glass sherd 
flat glass sherd 

barbed wire 
fragment 

flat glass sherd 
container glass 

body sherd 
metal spike 

flat glass sherd 
coal fragment 

flat metal fragment 
concrete fragment 
modern trash pile 

on surface 
metal spike fragment 

flat glass sherd 
metal wire fragment 

Sherds 

1 

1 

NA 

1 

1 

NA 

1 

1 

NA 

1 

1 

NA 

Vessels 

1 

1 

NA 

1 

1 

NA 

1 

1 

NA 

NA 

1 

NA 

Decoration 

blue paint on 
exterior surface 
parallel circular 

ridges 
NA 

undecorated 
corroded 
corroded 

undecorated 

corroded 
undecorated 

corroded 
corroded 

undecorated 

undecorated 

undecorated 

undecorated 

corroded 
crazed 

undecorated 
Corroded 

corroded 

undecorated 

corroded 

corroded 

NA 

corroded 

corroded 

Color 

white 

aqua 

NA 

opaque 

clear 

clear 

white 

clear 

white 

black 

NA 

brown 

NA 

Production Range/Median 
Date (A.D.) 

1869 to present 

19th to 20th century 

19th to 20'" century 

19"'to 20th century 
19m to 20th century 

1820-1900 
19m to 20th century 

1820-1900 
19th to 20th century 

1820-1900 
19m to 20th century 

20"' century 

19th to 20th century 

20th century 

20th century 

19th to 20th century 
19'" to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 

white plastic fragments 
19th to 20th century 
19,h to 20,h century 
19th to 20th century 
19th to 20,h century 

19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 

19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 
19m to 20'" century 

20th century 

19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 
19th to 20"'century 
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Figure 29, Representative illustrations of all cultural materials recovereofrom Investigation B^rea^l within 
the 92-acre lanofill expansion project area. 



dark yellowish brown were also noted. As these depth anomalies were not considered culturally significant, no further 
archaeological investigations were conducted. The B-horizon soils consisted of a predominantly brown to dark 
yellowish brown, firm silt loam with a high clay content. Minor color variations from brown to yellowish brown to 
dark brown were also noted. Depth ofexcavation within the subsoil ranged from 12 to 39 cm (5 to 15 inches) below 
surface, again depending on the extent of erosion. No cultural materials, features, or indications ofburied soil horizons 
were identified within the B-horizon. All identified soil profiles were also consistent with the mapped profiles for the 
region. Therefore, given that no discrete in situ locations of artifact concentration were identified, and the charcoal 
fragments are more consistent with historic burn than with precontact camp or activity areas, the potential for this area 
to provide additional information significant to our understanding ofthe precontact and early history ofthe region was 
considered very low, and no further archaeological investigations were conducted. 

The second area of artifact concentration was identified within and around the grass access road within the 
southern portion of Investigation Area #1 (Figure 28; Appendix A). These materials consisted of 2 clear glass 
container sherds, 1 exfoliated red brick fragment (less than 2 cm), 2 pieces of FCR and 2 unmodified flakes of 
Onondaga chert (Figure 29) (Table 12). Small (less than 1 cm) predominantly isolated fragments of charcoal were also 
recovered during the screening of excavated sediments from 20 shovel test probes (8 initial and 12 radial) (Figure 28). 
However, no areas of distinct charcoal concentration, high charcoal density, or frequent association with other types of 
cultural materials were identified. All ofthese materials were recovered from an approximately 91 by 55 meter (300 
by 180 foot) area, with the majority ofthe non-charcoal materials coming from an approximately 85 by 34 meter (280 
by 110 foot) area. This gives a conservative cultural material density of 1 artifact per 409 square meters (4,400 square 
feet). The glass sherds were recovered adjacent an area of recent dumping activity near the margins ofthe hay field. 
The small brick fragment was recovered as an historic isolate within an area of previous disturbance. The remainder of 
the materials were recovered from within and around areas disturbed during construction and maintenance ofthe grass 
access road (Appendix A). Numerous soil spoil piles and areas of cut trees were also present within the road. As a 
result, none ofthese materials appear to have been recovered in primary context. 

Table 12: 
Cultural Materials Recovered from Concentration #2 within Investigation Area #1 

s™ 
13/1 

13/1S 

14/4W 

Identification 

container glass 
body sherd 

charcoal fragment 
container glass 

body sherd 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
red brick fragment 
charcoal fragment 

charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
unmodified flake 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 

charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 

Sherds 

1 

Vessels 

1 

1 

Decoration/ 
Raw Material 
undecorated 

undecorated 

exfoliated 

Onondaga chert 

Color 

clear 

clear 

Production Range/Median 
Date (A.D.) 

19th to 20m century 

indeterminate 
19th to 20th century 

indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 

19th to 20th century 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 



16/25W 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 

Total Ceramic Sherd Count 
Maximum Ceramic Vessel Count 
Mean Ceramic Date (sherds/vessels) 

indeterminate 
indeterminate 

Total Artifact Count for Concentration #2 within Investigation Area #1 | 27 

Although two unmodified flakes were recovered from shovel test 2 west within Transect 14 (figures 28 and 
29), no other definitive cultural materials were identified in association. Neither were additional cultural materials 
identified within the adjacent portions ofthe hay field to the east (Figure 19) or the fallow field to the south (Figure 18). 
Although 1 piece of FCR was recovered approximately 30 meters (100 feet) to the west within shovel probe 4 east 
(Figure 28), this specimen, along with the scattered charcoal fragments, are most likely the result ofhistoric burn. The 
position ofthe FCR as an isolate (as opposed to a discrete cluster of FCR) also suggests either a natural or 
non-culturally significant origin. Therefore, given their extremely low density, isolated position, and recovery within 
a previously disturbed area, the area of flake recovery does not appear to have the potential to contain additional 
significant information. Therefore, given that no discrete in situ locations of artifact concentration were identified, 
and the charcoal fragments are more consistent with historic burn than with precontact camp or activity areas, the 
potential for this area to provide additional information significant to our understanding ofthe precontact and early 
history ofthe region was considered very low, and no further archaeological investigations were conducted. 

The soils within the second area of artifact concentration were also remarkably homogenous, and provided no 
evidence of cultural features or buried cultural horizons. A typical profile (Appendix D, portions of Transects 13 
through 16) consisted of a predominantly very dark grayish brown to dark brown silt loam A-horizon that ranged in 
depth from 7 to 32 cm (3 to 13 inches) below the current ground surface. The average depth was 20 cm (8 inches) 
below surface. The more shallow A-horizon soils were identified within the graded portions ofthe grass access road. 
Minor color variations from brown to dark grayish brown to dark yellowish brown were also noted. As these minor 
variations were not considered culturally significant, no further archaeological investigations were conducted. The 
B-horizon soils consisted of a predominantly dark yellowish brown, firm silt loam with a high clay content. Minor 
color variations from brown to dark brown to yellowish brown were also noted. Depth of excavation within the 
subsoil ranged from 22 to 37 cm (9 to 15 inches) below surface, again depending on the extent of previous disturbance. 
No cultural materials, features, or indications ofburied soil horizons were identified within the B-horizon. All 
identified soil profiles were also consistent with the mapped profiles for the region. Therefore, given that no discrete 
in situ locations of artifact concentration were identified, and the charcoal fragments are more consistent with historic 
burn than with precontact camp or activity areas, the potential for this area to provide additional information significant 
to our understanding ofthe precontact and early history ofthe region was considered very low, and no further 
archaeological investigations were conducted. 

The remaining soils within Investigation Area #1 consisted ofa predominantly very dark grayish brown to 
dark brown silt loam A-horizon that ranged in depth from 6 to 39 cm (2 to 15 inches) below the current ground surface 
(Appendix D). The average depth was 17 cm (7 inches) below surface. The more shallow A-horizon soils were 
identified within the graded and eroded portions ofthe investigation area. Minor color variations from brown to very 
dark brown to dark grayish brown to dark yellowish brown were also noted. As these minor variations were not 
considered culturally significant, no further archaeological investigations were conducted. The B-horizon soils 
consisted ofa predominantly dark yellowish brown, firm silt loam with a high clay content. Minor color variations 
from brown to dark yellowish brown to yellowish brown were also noted. Depth of excavation within the subsoil 
ranged from 16 to 43 cm (6 to 17 inches) below surface, again depending on the extent of previous disturbance and/or 
erosion. No cultural materials, features, or indications ofburied soil horizons were identified within the B-horizon. 
All identified soil profiles were also consistent with the mapped profiles for the region. As a result, the potential for 
this area to provide information significant to our understanding ofthe precontact and early history ofthe region was 
considered very low, and no further archaeological investigations were conducted. 

Investigation Area #2 

Investigation Area #2 was identified in the central northern portion ofthe overall landfill expansion project 
area (figures 27 and 30). This area was bordered to the east by Investigation Area #1, by fallow agricultural fields in 
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scrub grassandtheexisting landfill grounds to thesouth,byasteep-sided tributary sidedrainage to EimestoneCreek to 
the west, and byasteep slope overlooking Limestone Creek and its associated floodplain to the north. This area is 
separated from Area^l by another steep-sided, tributary drainage. Portions ofthis area contained modern, wind 
blown garbageonthesurface, and isolatedareasofprevious significant disturbance(excavatedand filled gravel access 
roads and excavated test wells)were also identified(AppendixA). However, the location ofall shovel tests within 
these areas were modified as needed in orderto avoid locations ofprevious ground modification. 

Atotalof76 shovel tests(60 initial plus 16radial)were excavated within Investigation Area ^2(Figure 30) 
(AppendixD). Fourofthese initial probes were positiveforpotential cultural materials, all from within theA-horizon 
(Table 13). These materials were dispersed across the investigation area, and consisted exclusively of6small (less 
than lcm)predominantly isolated fragments of charcoal from6shovel test probes(4initia!and2radial) (Figure 30). 
However, no areas of distinct charcoal concentration, high charcoal density,or association with othertypes of cultural 
materials were identified. All ofthese materials were recovered from an approximately 107 by 40 meter (350 by 130 
foot)area,givingacultural material density oflcharcoal fragment per 704 square meters(7,583squarefeet). 
Although radial shovel probes were excavated around each fragment, no additional, definitive cultural materials were 
identified. In addition, the charcoal fragments recovered within shovel test 12(and associated radials), and within 
Transect 14and shovel test20withinTransect!3(Figure 301, were identified along the slopes of drainages, indicating 
that their position is most likely secondary,nerhaps as the result of sheet wash. Therefore given that no definitive 
cultural materials were identified, and no areas ofdistinct charcoal concentration or high charcoal density were noted, 
Investigation Area ^2 was considered to haveavery low potential to contain information significant to our 
understanding ofthe precontact or early history ofthe region, and no further archaeological investigations were 
conducted. 

Tab le t s 
Cultural Materials Recovered fron^ Investigation Area ŷ 2 

S ^ 
Identification 

charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 
charcoal fragment 

Sherds 

Total Ceramic Sherd Count 
Maximum Ceramic Vessel Count 
Mean Ceranuc Date (sherds/vessels) 

Vessels 
Decoration/ 

Raw Material 
Color Production Range/Median 

Date(A,D,) 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 
indeterminate 

Total Artifact CountforConcentration^2 within Investigation Area ŷ l ^ 

The soils within Investigation Area ^2 consisted ofapredominantly very dark grayish brown to dark brown 
silt loamA-horizon that ranged in depth from2to 23 cm(0.7to9inches)below the current ground surface(Ap^endix 
D). The average depth was I0cm(4inches)below surface. The most shallow A-horizon was identified within 
transects 16, 17andl8(Figure 30), where previous earth-moving had mixed the topsoil with modem garbage and 
debris. Minor colorvariations from brown to dark yellowish brown to very dark brown were also noted. As these 
minor variations were not considered culturally significant, no further archaeological investigations were conducted. 
The B-horizon soils consisted ofapredominantly dark yellowish brown, firm silt loam withahigh clay content 
(AppendixD). Minor color variations from brown to dark brown to dark yellowish brown to yellowish brown were 
also noted. Depth of excavation within the subsoil ranged from 13 to 40 cm(5toI6inches)belowsurlace, again 
depending on theextentofprevious disturbance. Noculturalmaterials,features,orindicationsofburied soil horizons 
were identified within the B-horizon. All identified soil profiles were also consistent with the mapped profilesforthe 
region. Asaresult, the potentialforthis area to provide intormation significant to ourunderstanding ofthe precontact 
and early history ofthe region was considered very Iow,and no further archaeological investigations were conducted. 

/ ^ v ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ B l ^ ^ ^ 

Investigation Area ̂ 3 was identified in the northcentral portion ofthe overall landfill expansion project area 
(figures27and31)(AppendixAl. Thisareawasbordered to theeastbytheexisting landfill grounds, by Investigation 
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Figure 33. Representative illustrations ofall cultural materials recovered during the shovel test evaluation 
ofthe Late Woodland Tuttle site, recorded within Investigation Area #3 ofthe 92-acre landfill expansion 

project area. 



Figure 3̂ 1. Representative illustrations ofall cultural materials recovered during the surface evaluation of 
the LateWoodlandTuttle site, recorded within Investigation Area ^3 ofthe 92-acre landfill expansion 

projectarea. 



container sherd, 1 barbed wire fragment, 1 metal crow bar fragment, 1 iron horseshoe and 1 clear molded glass bottle. 
Precontact cultural materials recovered from the surface ofthe site consisted of 4 Madison projectile points, 1 
spoke-shave, 5 non-diagnostic biface fragments, 5 edge-modified flakes, 131 unmodified flakes, 18 block flakes, 35 
cores, 9 pieces of FCR, 4 plain-surfaced, grit-tempered body sherds, 1 plain-surfaced, grit-tempered neck sherd, 1 
exfoliated, grit-tempered body sherd, 1 incised grit-tempered body sherd and 1 charcoal fragment. One unmodified 
flake, one block flake, and three grit-tempered sherds were also recovered from the surface of Feature 2 (Figure 32). 
With the exception ofthe FCR, all ofthe recovered lithic materials were manufactured from the locally available, 
Onondaga chert. Although the majority ofthese items are non-diagnostic, the Madison projectile points indicate a late 
precontact date of manufacture and use consistent with the reported 15th century date of occupation for the site. The 
plain surfaced, grit-tempered sherds also support this temporal placement. 

Table 15: 
Cultural Materials Recovered from the Surface Evaluation ofthe Late Woodland Tuttle Site 

Historic 
FS# 

436 

503 

Identification 

container glass 
body sherd 

barbed wire fragment 
metal crow 

bar fragment 
iron horse shoe 

molded glass bottle 

Sherds 

1 

1 

Total Ceramic Sherd Count 
Maximum Ceramic Vessel Count 
Mean Ceramic Date (sherds/vessels) 

Vessels 

1 

1 

Decoration/ 
Raw Material 
undecorated 

corroded 
corroded 

corroded 
"Warranted Flask" 

Color 

aqua 

NA 

Production Range/Median 
Date (AD.) 

19th to 20th century 

19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 

19th to 20th century 
19th to 20th century 

Total Historic Artifact Count from the STP ofthe Late Woodland Tuttle Site 
Precontact 
FS# 

445 

Identification 

unmodified flake 
medial biface fragment 

unmodified flake 
edge-modified flake 

unmodified flake 

spokeshave 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
medial biface fragment 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

block flake 

unmodified flake 

block flake 
Madison point, medial 

and basal fragment 

Sherds yessels 

1 

Decoration/ 
Raw Material 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 

Color 

NA 

Production Range/Median 
Date (A.D.) 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

Late Woodland 



478 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

block flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 

blockflake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

blockflake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

blockflake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
blockflake 

edge-modified fiake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

.unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

blockflake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake with 
large hinge fracture 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

^ 
NA 

Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondagachert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert . 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

NA 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
Indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
Indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 



502 

701 

711 

717 

725 

737 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
blockflake 

medial biface fragment 
blockflake 

Madison point 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

unmodified flake 
blockflake 

unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
neck sherd 

unmodified flake 
Madison point 

blockflake 
unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

unmodified flake 

^ 

^ 

^ 

^ 

^ 

^ 

nlain 

Onondagachert 

plain 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

exfoliated 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

plain 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

plain 

Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 
Onondagachert 

incised 

Onondagachert 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

LateWoodland 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
Indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

LateWoodland 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
LateWoodland 

indeterminate precontact 



751 

758 

Fea2 

Fea2 

Fea2 

Fea2 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

medial biface fragment 

Madison point 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

block flake 
unmodified flake 

edge-modified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

edge-modified flake 
unmodified flake 

edge-modified flake 
medial biface fragment 

unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake 

medial biface fragment 

unmodified flake 
unmodified flake with 

hinge fracture 
block flake 

grit-tempered 
body sherd 

grit-tempered 
shoulder sherd 
grit-tempered 
body sherd 

Total Ceramic Sherd Count 
Maximum Ceramic Vessel Count 
Total Diagnostic PointCount 

1 

NA 

NA 

1 

1 

1 

Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 

plain 

Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 

Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert, 
heat-damaged 

Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 
Onondaga chert 

Onondaga chert 
plain 

plain 

exfoliated 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

Late Woodland 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate 
Late Woodland 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate precontact 

indeterminate precontact 
indeterminate 

Late Woodland 
indeterminate 

Late Woodland 
indeterminate 

Late Woodland 

Total Precontact Artifact Count from the STP of the Late Woodland Tuttle Site | 219 

Historic materials recovered during the surface inspection consisted of 1 aqua glass container sherd, 1 barbed 
wire fragment, 1 rusted metal crow bar fragment, 1 rusted iron horseshoe and 1 clear molded glass bottle (Figure 34). 
When combined with the results ofthe shovel test inspection, the historic artifact count for the Late Woodland Tuttle 
site therefore increases to nine: 1 clear glass container handle fragment, 1 clear molded glass bottle, 2 clear glass 
container sherds, 1 aqua glass container sherd, 1 aqua flat glass sherd, 1 barbed wire fragment, 1 crow bar fragment and 
1 iron horseshoe. All ofthese materials are consistent with a late 19* to early 20th century date of manufacture and 
use. However, as all ofthe identified historic remains were widely scattered across the site area (Figure 32), their 
presence within the collection is most consistent with random, opportunistic historic discard, perhaps during 
agricultural activities. No indications that these materials represent part ofa larger historic midden were identified. 



As no historic map documented structures are shown within the vicinity,and no indications of tbundations or other 
kinds ofhistoric subsurface leatures were noted, these highly ephemeral historic materials do not appearto have the 
potential to contribute additional information significant to our understanding ofthe early history ofthe region. Asa 
result, no further archaeological evaluations ofthe historic component from the LateWoodlandTuttle site are 
recommended. 

precontact materials recovered from the LateWoodlandTuttle site therefore include7edge-modified flakes, 
169 unmodified flakes, 29 block flakes, 44 cores,6non-diagnostic biface fragments,lspokeshave,4Madison 
projectile noints,lgrooved stone, 29 pieces ofFCR, 12 plain grit-tempered sherds andlincised grit-tempered sherd. 
One unmodified flake, one block flake, and three grit-tempered sherds were also recovered from thesurfaceofFeature 
2(tablesl4andl5). Although no floral or faunal remains were identified, the majority ofthe materials were 
recovered from the surface ofan agricultural field where preservation ofthese more fragile remains was not as likely. 
Flowever, the presence ofthe four burned earthfeatures, one ofwhich (Feature2)produced grit-tempered sherds, does 
suggest that such remains are present. Overall, the recovered material collection suggests that lithic stone tool 
refurbishing and manulacture was an important site activity,and the dominance ofOnondaga chert within this 
collection suggests an almost exclusive reliance on the locally available raw material. 

^ ^ ^ y y ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ y ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

In conclusion, both the high density and the high diversity ofthe Late Woodland cultural material recovered 
from theTuttle site suggest that additional information directly relevant to our understanding ofthe Late Woodland 
occupation and useofthis region is present. The high artifact density and diversity also indicate thatthis site is highly 
likely to be able to provide statistically relevant answers to specific and/or detailed research questions. In addition, 
both the site^ssi^e and its position onahigh, well drained ridge overlookingawater source strongly support the 
interpretation suggested by the recovered material culture that theTuttle site represents the remains ofaI5* century 
A.O.Oneida village. The presence offour burned earth features also indicates t h a t ^ ^ ^ subplowzone deposits are 
still present within the site. Therefore, despite previous significant disturbance within and around this area, theTuttle 
site would appear to containahigh degree ofintegrity and research potential. This site would therefore appearto be 
eligible for nomination to the National Register ofHistoric places under CriterionOand further archaeological 
investigations are recommended. 

Ifphasellevel clearance is granted, directproject impacts will include the lossoftheportionoftheTuttle site 
within the92-acreA.^.y^.^lowever,given the evidence for subplowzone integrity and the density and diversity of 
cultural material remains, the potentialforthis portion ofthe site to produce additional inlbrmation significant to our 
understanding ofthe precontact history ofthe region was considered to be very high. The phaselinvestigation ofthe 
portion oftheTuttle site within the current 92-acre A.PL. therefore strongly suggests that data redundancy has not 
been achieved and that theTuttle site still retains the potential to answer, either in whole or in part, specific research 
questions related to the precontact history ofthe area. The phaselinvestigation indicated that the site has the 
characteristics which suggestahigh probability that it contains additional configurations of artifacts, soil strata, 
structural remains, or other natural and/or cultural leatures which will make it possible to test eithernew or existing 
hypotheses, and/or refine the local cultural-temporal sequence. 

As this site does therefore appear eligiblefor nomination to the State and/or National Registers ofHistoric 
places complete avoidance ofthe site by all earth-moving or ground disturbing activities is recommended. Ifthisis 
not possible, then phase II archaeological testing ofthe LateWoodlandTuttle site is recommended in order to gather 
the additional data needed to finalise its nomination eligibility. l^owever,as the current landfill expansion plans call 
for the complete avoidance ofthis site by all earth-moving activities, as well as the maintenance ofa30meter(I00 
foot)buflermarkedbyapermanentfencebetween the maximum siteedgeandtheareaofpronosed ground disturbance 
(Figure 32), the significant information preserved within this site will be retainedfor the future. 

Investigation Area ^4 was identified in the southcentral portion ofthe overall landfill expansion project area 
(figures27and35). Thisarea was bordered to theeastbytheexisting landfill grounds, by Investigation Area^5 to the 
south, byasteep slope leading down into Limestone Creek and its associated floodplain to the west, and by 
InvestigationArea^3tothenorth(AppendixA). Thisarea is separated from the LateWoodlandTuttle site by several 
negative transects (Figure 27). This area also contains the historic Wm.Tuttle(south)lfouse Site. 
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Figure 35. Location ofall identified cultural materials and subsurface testing within Investigation Area #4 ofthe 92-
acre A.P.E. (Adapted from a basemap provided by Barton & Loguidice, P.C.) 
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