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ARTIFACT CATALOGUE



SUPPLEMENTARY PHASE IB ARTIFACT CATALOGUE

SECTOR A

x1 block core

x2 a) core b) block core c¢) block core
x3 block core

x4 block core w/cortex

x5 a) block fragment b) block core

X6 unfinished tool

x7 reduction flake

x8 a) block core b) fragment

x9 block fragment

x10 a) block core b) block core c) block core
x11 block core

x12 a) block core b) block core c¢) block core d) block fragment
x13 block core

x14 a) block flake b) block flake

x15 block core

x16 a) block fragment b) block fragment c) block fragment
x17 broken biface

x18 a)block flake b) block fragment
x19 block core

x20 reduction flake

x21 block core

x22 block core

x23 block core

x24 a) block core b) unfinished tool
x25 a) reduction flake b) block flake
X26 block fragment

x27 fragment w/cortex

x28 block core

x29 block flake

x30 block fragment

x31 reduction flake

x32 fragment

x33 a) block core b) block core

x34 block fragment

x35 a) block flake b) vblock fragment
x36 a) unfinished tool b) block core c) block core d) block core e) flake
x37 fragment

x38 a) flake b) block fragment

x39 core

x40 block core

x41 block fragment’



x42 a) block core b) block core c) unfinished tool

x43 block fragment

x44 block core

x45 block core

x46 block core

x47 a) block core b) block core
x48 block core

x49 projectile point (V osburg)
SECTOR C

x1 block core

x2 biface

x3 block core

x4 reduction flake

x5 a) fragment b) block core
X6 block core

x7 a) reduction flake b) block core
x8 fragment

X9 a) fragment b) block core
x10 block fragment

x11 a) reduction flake b) block core
x12 block core

SECTOR E

x1 block core

x2 block core

X3 block fragment

x4 block core

x5 block core

X6 block fragment

x7 fragment

x8 fragment

x9 unfinished biface (scraper?)
x10 block fragment _
x11 block core

x12 a) reduction flake b)fragment
x13 a) fragment b) fragment
x14 block core

x15 block flake

x16 block fragment

x17 block fragment

x18 unfinished biface

x19 block fragment

x20 a) block fragment b) block fragment

x21 block fragment



x22 block fragment

x23 block core
x24 a) block fragment b) block fragment c) block fragment d) block fragment
x25 block core

X26 block core

x27 a) unfinished biface b) block fragment
x28 block fragment

SECTOR F

x1 block fragment

x2 not cultural

x3 uniface scraper

x4 reduction flake

x5 reduction flake

X6 reduction flake

x7 unfinished projectile point

x8 finishing flake

x9 a) reduction flake b) reduction flake
x10 reduction flake

x11 block core

x12 projectile point (V osburg)

x13 projectile point (V osburg)

x14 reduction flake

x15 reduction flake

x16 biface scraper

x17 utilized reduction flake



NUMBER

001
002
003
004-015
016
017-020
024-025
026
027
028-037
038-040
041
042-043
044
045
046-051
052-056
057-058
059
060-061
062
063-065
066-071
072
073-082
083-084
085-086
087-095
096-097
098-099
100-103
104
105-108
109
110
111
112
113

PHASE I ARTIFACT CATALOGUE

DESCRIPTION

projectile point (tip missing)
fragment w/cortex
ground stone tool
fragments w/cortex
reduction flake
fragments
fragments w/cortex
uniface tool (scraper)
unfinished tool
fragments w/cortex
fragments

cortex

fragments
hammerstone

core

block cores
fragments w/cortex
fragments

block core
fragments

core

fragments
fragment

reduction flake
fragments w/cortex
quartz flakes
reduction flakes
fragments w/cortex
fragments

block cores
fragments w/cortex
fragment
fragments

block core
fragment w/cortex
block core
unfinished tool
hammerstone

PROVENIENCE
Sector E Trl1 TP1 Level |

Unit E-3X Level 1

Unit E-3X Level 2(AB)
Unit E-2X Level 1

Unit E-2X Level 2(AB)
Unit E-1X Level 1

Unit E-1X Level 2(AB)

Unit A-1X Level 1

Unit A-2X Level 1

Unit A-3X Level 1



114
115
116-125
126-129
130-132
133
134-136
137-138
139
140-143
144
145-149
150-153
154
155-156
157-162
163-167
168
169-173
174
175-181
182
183-187
188-191
192
193
194-195
196
197-203
204-207
208-210
211
212-213
214
215
216-219
220-228
229-237
238-242
243-244
245-246
247
248

quartz flake

block core

light grey fragments w/cortex
light grey fragments
reduction flakes
unfinished tool

quartzite flakes

fragments w/cortex

flake w/cortex

fragments w/cortex
hammerstone

black reduction flakes
light grey reduction flakes
uniface scraper

finishing flakes

fragments w/cortex
fragments

net sinker ;
light grey reduction flakes
light grey fragment

dark grey fragments w/cortex
light grey fragment w/cortex
light grey reduction flakes
light grey finishing flakes
dark grey reduction flake
dark grey block core

dark grey fragments
uniface scraper

dark grey reduction flakes
dark grey finishing flakes
dark grey fragments

dark grey fragment

light grey reduction flakes
light grey finishing flake
black reduction flake
block cores

fragments w/cortex
fragments

block cores

cores

fragments w/ cortex

flake w/cortex

fragment

Unit A-3X Level 1

Unit A-3X Level 2(AB)

Unit F-1X Level 1

Unit F-2X Level 1

Unit F-3X Level 1

Unit F-1 Level 1

Unit F-1 Level 2
Unit F2 Level 1

Unit A-1 Level 1

Unit A-2 Level 1

Unit A-2 Level 2(AB)



249-251
252
253
255-256
257-258
259-261
262-264
265-270
271
272
273
274-275
276-279
280
281
282-283
284-285
286-287
288-290
291
292-293
294-296
297-298
299
300-302
303-347
348
349
350
351
352-353
354-357
358
359-360
361-374
375-378
379
380-390
391-400
401
402
403
404-405

fragments w/cortex
core

unfinished tool
fragments

quartz flakes
fragments w/cortex
block cores

fragments

core

hammerstone

core

block cores

fragments

reduction flake w/cortex
unfinished tool
fragments w/cortex
fragments

core

fragments w/cortex
quartz flake

block cores w/cortex
fragments

fragments

iron wire nail

large mammal bones
iron wire nails

iron bolt

copper tubing section
plastic cap
Rockinghamware
RW, unglazed

clear vessel glass
light aqua flat glass
light aqua vessel glass
miscellaneous iron
iron nails (unidentifiable)
large mammal tooth
RW, unglazed

PW, plain

WW, white side, pink side
amethyst bottle glass
clear bottle glass (neck)
dark aqua bottle glass

Unit A-3 Level 1

Unit E-1 Level 1

Unit E-2 Level 1

Unit E-2 Level 2(AB)
UnitI-1 Level 1
Unit I-1 Level 2

Unit I-1 Level 3



406-407
408-409
410412
413417
418
419435
436
437
438-439
440
441-443
444
445
446
447-448
449
450-464
465-466
467-469
470
471-473
474-475
476-479
480-488
489490
491-503
504
505
506-510
511
512
513-524
525
526
527-546
547552
553
554
555
556-560
561

light aqua bottle? glass (burned)
clear bottle glass (burned)
clear lantern glass

iron wire nails

iron machine cut nail
miscellaneous iron
wooden button mould
red bead

RW, unglazed

SGSW, buff (burned)
porcelain, plain
porcelain, painted

PW, blue transfer print
WW, hand-painted, blue
PW, plain

WW, gold band

WW, plain

kaolin pipe stems
mammal bones

bird bone

clear lantern glass
amethyst bottle glass
dark aqua bottle glass
light aqua flat glass
clear flat glass

clear bottle/vessel glass
clear bottle glass: ...LK...
brown slag glass

aqua vessel/bottle glass (burned)
aqua flat glass (burned)
lead candle holder

iron nail fragments

iron wire w/key

copper fitting w/spring
unidentifiable iron

RW, drain pipe

milk glass jar

blue glass rod

clear lantern glass

clear bottle glass

iron wire nail

Unit I-1 Level 3

Unit I-1 Level 4

Unit I-2 Level 1



562
563-565
566
567
568
569-570
571
572-580
581-582
583
584
585-587
588
589
590-592
593-595
596
597-598
599
600
601-603
604
605-608
609
610
611
612-614
615
616
617-622
623-625
627-630
631
632
633

SW, black interior/exterior Unit1-2 Level 2
RW, drain pipe

RW, clear glaze interior

RW, no glaze

kaolin pipe stem

iron nail fragments (unidentifiable)

iron cast hardware

unidentifiable iron

light aqua flat glass

light aqua bottle/vessel glass

clear vessel glass

clear bottle glass

clear plastic

large mammal bone (cut) UnitI-2 Level 3
clear flat glass

light aqua bottle/vessel glass

aqua bottle/vessel glass (burned)

clear flat glass (burned)

clear lantern glass

clear bottle glass

iron nails fragments

iron wire nail

WW, plain

Rockinghamw are

PW, plain

hard rubber gasket

iron wire nails Unit I-3 Level 1
copper tubing

aqua flat glass

clear flat glass

bitumenous shingle

iron wire

RW, unglazed

iron wire Unit I-3 Level 2
small mammal (rodent?) bone
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M anagement Summary

SHPO Project Review Number (if available): Current Project Review No. OPRHP 06PR04643 (previously
OPRHP 04PR01850 and OPRHP 00PR320)

Involved State and Federal Agencies (DEC, CORPS, FHWA, etc): DEC, DOH (Dept. of Health), DOT
Phase of Survey: Supplemental Phase 1B & Phase 2 Archaeological Investigation
Location Information:

Location: East Main Street Extension (CR 67)
Minor Civil Division: Town of Wallkill
County: Orange County

Survey Area (Metric & English)
Length: P1: 106.7m (350'), P2: 128m (420’), H1: 51m (167"), H2: 66m (217’), H3: 457m (1500')

Width: P1: 94.5m (310'), P2: 61m (200'), H1: 81.4m (267'), H2: 45.7m (150'), H3: 38.1m (125')
Number of Acres Surveyed: 9.67 Acres Total (3.9 Hectares)
Number of Square Meters & Feet Excavated (Phase 11, Phase 111 only): 9 Square Meters (96.88 Sq. Ft.)
Percentage of the Site Excavated (Phase |1, Phase 111 only):

USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle Map: Goshen, NY

Archaeological Survey Overview

Number & Interval of Shovel Tests: 1,314 STPs @ intervals of 5'(1.5m), 10'(3m), 25'(7.62),
50’ (15.24m)

Number & Size of Units: Nine (9) 1 x 1 Meter Units
Width of Plowed Strips:
Surface Survey Transect Interval:

Results of Archaeological Survey

Number & name of prehistoric sitesidentified: 2Two: Site 1 and Site 2

Number & name of historic sitesidentified: Two: The Hulse House Foundation Complex; The Henry
B. Hulse House Foundation Complex

Number & name of sites recommended for Phase IlI/Avoidance: Three: Prehistoric Sites1 & 2, The
Hulse House Foundation Complex

Results of Architectural Survey

Number of buildings/structures/cemeteries within project area: 0

Number of buildings/structures/cemeteries adjacent to project area: 0

Number of previously determined NR listed or eligible buildings/structures/cemeteries/districts. 0
Number of identified eligible buildings/structures/cemeteries/districts: 0

Report Author (s): Stephanie Roberg-Lopez M.A., R.P.A., Greg Korosec

Date of Report: June 2007
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Introduction

Between the months of October, 2006 and April 2007, CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants
completed a Supplemental Phase 1B/Phase 2 excavation of the Orange County Regional Medical Center (ORMC)
site, Town of Wallkill, Orange County, New York. (Map 1) Archaeological field work was supervised by
Stephanie Roberg-Lopez, M.A., R.P.A., Principa Investigator. Gregory Korosec was the Crew Chief on the
project. Field technicians included Jeanette LeClaire, Leah Redding, Kris Mierisch, Sam Brown, Adam Williams,
Ron Babcock, Jorge Lopez, Natasha Merritt, Kevin Van Kleek and James Shuford. Thomas Lake completed the
laboratory processing and analysis of the lithic material recovered from the site. Gail Guillet and Susan
Del_eonardo processed and analyzed the historic artifact collection. Gregory Korosec prepared the site maps and
detail illustrations. The final report was written by Stephanie Roberg-L opez and Greg Korosec, under Stephanie
Roberg-L opez's supervision. Photography was completed by Gail Guillet, Tom Lake, and Gregory Korosec.
Report production was completed by Beth Selig.

The site excavations were facilitated by the unusually warm weather during the fall and early winter of
2006. During the winter months, heavy insulating ground covers and tarpaulins designed to maintain the excavation
unitsin pristine condition for continuous excavation, were needed for only brief periods of time. Overall,
excavation conditions on the site were excellent. Cold weather curtailed work on the site in February and March;
work resumed on the sitein April 2007.

The Supplemental Phase 1B/2 excavation was undertaken at the request of Douglas Mackey, Program
Analyst for the New Y ork State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) to complete an
analysis of two (2) prehistoric and three (3) historic sites located on the Orange County Regional Medical Center
site, hereafter referred to asthe ORMC site. The project areaislocated on +52 acres (21 hectares) in the Town of
Wallkill on the north site of East Main Street Extension (County Route 67) near its intersection with New Y ork
State 17 and 1-84. The project areais bounded on the east side by Crystal Run, which flows along the eastern
boundary of the site and into the Wallkill River a short distance south of the ORMC site, on the west by commercial
structures and the Federal Land Bank Association of Middletown, on the north by [-84, and on the south by the
aforementioned East Main Street Extension. The Wallkill River islocated less than 1320/402.3 m south of the
project area.

Overall, the topography of the project areais gently sloping to moderately sloping, with a series of aluvial
benches overlooking the Wallkill River. Elevations range from 370 feet (112.776 m) above mean sealevel (AMSL)
in the extreme southeastern corner of the site along East Main Street Extension to 450 feet (140.2 m) AMSL in the
northeastern corner along 1-84. The land was once cultivated, but is now covered with weeds and dense brush, and
with regrowth forest along the edges of the property along Crystal Run. Soils on the site vary, but the mgjority are
moderately to somewhat excessively and excessively well-drained, containing a high percentage of sand and gravel.
There isawetland areain the northwestern corner of the site that drains southeast, extending into the center of the
site. There are a series of buildings, including an historic house and barn, associated with the Hulse family, located
on the site.

ormclb/2 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants



Supplemental Phase 1B & Phase 2 Archaeological Investigation. 3
Orange County Medical Center Site. East Main Street Extension (CR 67). Town of Wallkill. Orange County, New Y ork.

Background Information

Over the course of the last 15 years, the project area now known as the Orange County Regional Medical
Center has undergone three separate archaeological investigations. I1n 1992 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource
Consultants completed Phase 1A, 1B and Phase 2 studies on the property. The results of these studies, however,
were not submitted to OPRHP, athough the excavations identified two prehistoric sites on the property that dated,
based on the recovery of diagnostic Lamoka projectile points (c. 3500-2500 B.C.), to the Late Archaic period.

In 2000-2001, Columbia Heritage Ltd. (Stephen Oberon) completed a second series of Phase 1A, Phase
1B, Supplemental Phase 1B, and Phase 2 investigations for a new owner identified as the Wallkill Distribution
Center with the project review number 00PR3203. In contrast with the methodology of the 1992 survey, which had
been limited to shovel tests, the 2000-2001 survey combined both shovel tests and the visual inspection of plowed
and rain washed fields. During the course of these studies, Oberon identified two prehistoric sites which correspond
precisely to the two prehistoric sites identified by CITY/SCAPE in 1992. CITY/SCAPE Cultural Resource
Consultants prehistoric sites 1 and 2 correspond exactly to prehistoric sites Area E and Area F documented by
Oberon in 200-2001. The Oberon Area E and Area F sites were reported to OPRHP, and are recorded in the
Archaeological Site Files maintained in that office. In addition to these two prehistoric sites, Columbia Heritage
had completed additional work on the historic Hulse house compound. It should be noted that the historic sites now
included in the APE were outside of the APE in 1992, and were therefore not tested at that time.

In 2006-2007, CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource consultants was contracted to complete a supplemental
Phase 1B/Phase 2 study on the site. Thiswas the result of Douglas Mackey’ s review of the 2000-2001 report
submitted by Columbia Heritage Ltd. In aletter dated January 10, 2003 Mr. Mackey stated that that OPRHP had no
concerns related to the Monkey Farm Bridge and Golf Links Road Improvement Areas located within the project
area. It was also his opinion, based on the information he had at the time, that the archaeological deposits identified
by Oberon as Area A, C, and E did not meet National Register eligibility requirements. He did, however, request
additional information for two areas: the prehistoric site located in Area F (Site 1 in the 1992 survey) and Areal, the
location of the Hulse house and barn site, which was not tested in 1992, but was investigated at the level of a Phase
1B and Phase 2 in 2000-2001.

In the 2003 letter, Mr. Mackey declared that the prehistoric site identified in Area F (Site 1 in 1992 survey)
was eligible for National Register listing, and recommended that, unless the area could be avoided, a mitigation plan
should be developed. However, he noted that before such a plan could be developed it would be necessary to define
the boundaries of the archaeological site on a project map. With respect to Areal, which formerly contained the
Hulse house, barn, and associated historic dump and midden deposits, Mr. Mackey wrote that "there may be
significant deposits associated with the historic archaeological sitein Sector I." For Areal he requested additional
information, specifically, the boundaries of the site, the potential for privies or wellsto be present, and the function
of the depositsidentified to date. He also requested that an assessment of these deposits be made that would place
them in relationship to the overall historic archaeological site. He stated that all of these items would be needed
before OPRHP could complete its review and, if necessary, provide recommendations for further work.

In addition to the Hulse House complex tested by Oberon in 2000-2001, a second Hulse house, identified
in the 1992 Phase 1A report as "Rosedale Farm”, was identified as requiring archaeological testing. This house was
demolished sometime in the last decade; however, the remains, likely containing well and privy features, are extant.

ormclb/2 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants



Supplemental Phase 1B & Phase 2 Archaeological Investigation. 4
Orange County Medical Center Site. East Main Street Extension (CR 67). Town of Wallkill. Orange County, New Y ork.

Once again, it should be noted that the Rosedal e Farm site was outside the 1992 project area, and was not subjected
to subsurface testing at that time. Columbia Heritage Ltd. did not test this locus was not tested in 2000-2001.

Finally, the 1992 Phase 1A also identified the remains of early dams and industrial activity along Crystal
Run, portions of which were reported to date the American Revolution. A property map by Gould & Moore dating
to 1859, identified as a Map of Orange County, shows the project area and the land to the east as far asthe stream as
owned by B. Hulse. The Gould & Moore map indicates the general location of amill pond on the stream that runs
along the eastern boundary of the project area. South of this mill pond is a structure, also identified as belonging to
B. Hulse. Thisareahad the potential to correspond with a breached stone-faced earthen dam and stone wall
enclosure located at the eastern boundary of the project area. Since the dams and potential artifacts associated with
the industrial activity were outside the 2000-2001 project area, their presence was noted, but, asin 1992, they were
not examined in any detail. The current OPRHP protocol requires that such exposed historic structures, even if
outside the APE, be included in the testing program. These resources were, therefore, included as a part of the
2006-2007 supplemental survey, since they will, as aresult of the ORMC development, be exposed to foot traffic,
pot hunters and other casual impacts.

During the course of the 2000-2001 investigations, Oberon identified additional areas of concentration in
the southwestern portion of the project area (Columbia Heritage Ltd. Areas A & B), which had had been shovel
tested by CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultantsin 1992, but where no prehistoric cultural material had been
recovered. Inthat area, Oberon's methodology of visual inspection of plowed and rain washed fields yielded a
V osburg projectile point (ca. 4780 years BP), along with ample evidence of the working of glacial material in the
form of debitage with cortex. Although several tools were recovered in this area, the locus was interpreted by
Oberon as an area where lithic procurement and the initial stages of lithic reduction took place. Area C and D were
also examined in 2000-2001, but the recovery of artifacts in those areas was sparse, and no further work was
recommended. In 1992 the portion of the project identified by Oberon as Area C had been shovel tested, but no
prehistoric material was recovered, while Area D had been ruled out as too steep. In 1992 Area G was shovel
tested, but no prehistoric material was recovered, while Area H was ruled out as disturbed. In 2000-2001 both areas
were shovel tested, but no prehistoric material was recovered.

The results of the Oberon Phase 2 focused primarily on the two areas of prehistoric artifact concentration
that correspond to Site 1 and Site 2 in the 1992 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants survey. The 1992
Phase 2 on Site 1 and Site 2 recovered additional Lamoka points, knives, including a ground slate knife, side
scrapers, chopper, hammerstones, graver/spokeshaves, anvils, and a quartz crystal nodule. The Oberon Phase 1B
and Phase 2 in the same area yielded two V osburg projectile points and a number of unidentified points, some of
which may include those described as "Lamoka varieties, as well as scrapers, choppers, hammerstone, and other tool
types’, but, asin the earlier investigation, no features or evidence of long term use. The recovery of a Poplar Island
projectile point, dated to the Terminal Archaic period, is reported in the text of the Oberon Phase 1B report, but no
such point isidentified in the artifact catalogue. If thispoint is part of the artifact assemblage, then the prehistoric
site would be characterized as multi-component, but, given that it seems uncertain whether this point was actually
recovered on the site, it is most probable that the site is a single component site dating to the Late Archaic.

The historic site investigated by Oberon in 2000-2001 was not subjected to Phase 1B testing in 1992, since,
as stated above, it was outside the project area. However, the 1992 Phase 1A indicated that the houses had been
owned from the mid-19" century by the Hulse family, who had lived in the Town of Wallkill prior to the American
Revolution. The precise nature of the historic resource described by Oberon is not entirely clear, since the

ormclb/2 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants



Supplemental Phase 1B & Phase 2 Archaeological Investigation. 5
Orange County Medical Center Site. East Main Street Extension (CR 67). Town of Wallkill. Orange County, New Y ork.

photograph provided in the 2000-2001 Phase 1A report appears to be the house occupied by the miller, who
operated the Hulse grist mill, rather than the Hulse house itself. However, Oberon discusses refuse deposits
identified around the house foundation and associated with the barn. The artifact catalogue identified redware,
yellowware, stoneware, Rockinghamware, whiteware, pearlware, transfer printed pearlware and whiteware,
porcelain, bottle glass and flat glass, kaolin pipe fragments, some faunal material, and architectural artifacts,
principally iron nails.

While we have outlined the materials recovered from the 1992 and 2000-2001 surveys of the ORMC site,
the breakdown of the artifacts below will provide the basis for the analysis and recommendations.
Analysis of the Material Recovered on the Site in the 1992 and 2000-2001 Surveys

AreaA

The materials recovered in 2000-2001 in Area A, the field located in the southwestern corner of the site,
reportedly included a V osburg and untyped projectile points, some of which may have been identified as "L amoka
varieties," but without the artifacts or photos of the artifactsit isimpossible to ascertain if these identifications are
accurate. There was also a utilized flake fragment, two woodworking tool fragments, a sandstone tool (not further
characterized), a broken biface, and severa artifacts described as "unfinished tools." The vast mgority of the
material from Area A was debitage, principally block cores with cortex (34) and block cores, where the presence of
cortex was not noted (36). The material was widely distributed across Area A, but a preponderance of the material
was concentrated in the western half of thefield. 1n 1992 two (2) transects containing atotal of 12 shovel tests were
excavated in thisarea. No prehistoric cultural material was recovered in the 1992 excavations. Although no map of
the Phase 2 excavations was provided by Columbia Heritage Ltd., it appears that one unit was placed in Area A.
That unit yielded unfinished tools and a hammerstone, as well as debitage and reduction flakes of chert. There were
also an unspecified number of flakes of quartz and quartzite reported from this unit.

AreaB

AreaB, thefield north of Area A on the western edge of the property, contained a light scatter of
prehistoric material, including a unifacial biface, an unfinished tool, and two (2) hammerstones, all of which were
recovered in the Phase 1B survey of plowed and rain washed transects. Debitage was sparse, consisting of 15
pieces of chert. No additional material was recovered in the 2000-2001 Supplemental Phase 1B, and no work was
doneinthisareain the Phase 2. 1n 1992 Area B was tested by a single transect containing 7 shovel tests. No
prehistoric cultural material was recovered at that time from AreaB.

AreaC

In 2000-2001, Area C, alarge field north of the house site, yielded a scatter of debitage and, in the
Supplemental Phase 1B, asingle biface. No further investigation of Area C was undertaken in the 2000-2001
survey. No prehistoric material was recovered from Area C in the 1992 survey.
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AreaD, the field to the northeast of Area C, isrelatively steep. Here, too, only alight scatter of artifacts
was recovered in 2000-2001 from plowed and rain washed furrows. Tools included a polishing tool and a
stoneworking tool, along with a broken biface. Fourteen (14) pieces of debitage were recovered. No further
investigation of Area D was undertaken. Area D was not examined in the 1992 survey, the area being considered
tobe sloped in excess of 15%.

Area E (CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resour ce Consultants Site 2)

Area E, which corresponds with Site 2 in the 1992 reports, is atriangular shaped field, with a base that
spans Area B and C. The center of this area contains a portion of the wetland that occupies the northern portion of
the property. Debitage was recovered along the eastern edge of the wetland in the 2000-2001 survey. No tools
were recovered in the Phase 1B, but the Supplemental Phase 1B yielded a bifacia scraper and an unfinished biface,
aswell asdebitage. The Phase 2 investigation of this area yielded an untyped projectile point with a broken tip, two
(2) ground stone tools, an unfinished tool, and two (2) hammerstones, as well as debitage that included block cores
with cortex (3), fragments with cortex (27), fragments, presumably without cortex (28), cores (4) and asingle
reduction flake with cortex. Asinthe case of Area A, it isnot possible to place the Phase 2 unit with specificity,
since there is no map included in the Phase 2 report. In 1992 Area E was tested with a single transect containing six
(6) shovel tests along the eastern edge of the wetland at an elevation of 450 feet (137.16 m) AMSL. Like the 2000-
2001 survey, the 1992 Phase 1B yielded only a light scatter of debitage, in this case concentrated around STP 52-57.
Seventeen (17) smokey gray chert flakes were the only artifacts recovered. The 1992 Phase 2 excavations,
however, were more productive, yielding a Lamoka projectile point, two (2) knives (or utilized flakes), a utilized
flake, two (2) side scrapers, a chopper, four (4) hammerstones, and a broken biface. Debitage was also recovered,
but this material was analyzed for the Phase 2, rather than for the individual units.

Area F (CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants Site 1)

AreaFisasmall field directly east of AreaE. AreaF and E are separated by a wetland swale, stonewall
and hedgerow. The 2000-2001 Phase 1B survey recovered a unifacial scraper and alight scatter of debitage from
AreaF. The Supplemental Phase 1B recovered additional material, including two (2) Vosburg projectile points, an
unfinished projectile point, a bifacial and a unifacial scraper, and a utilized flake. Debitage was extremely sparsein
the Supplemental Phase 1B testing, consisting of a block fragment, eight (8) reduction flakes, and a finishing flake.
The Phase 2 produced no tools and relatively little in the way of debitage, however 31 reduction flakes were among
the artifacts reported, which suggests that tool finishing may have been taking place at thislocation. The 1992
Phase 1B recovered a Lamoka projectile point, a side scraper, and a hammerstonein Site 1 (Area F in the 2000-
2001 reports), as well as debitage, consisting of 54 flakes concentrated around STP 41. The 1992 Phase 2 was,
again, more productive, producing two (2) scrapers, a side scraper, a ground slate knife, a knife, a chopper, two (2)
graver/spokeshaves, two (2) anvils, a hammerstone and a crystal nodule. Debitage was recovered, but, as was the
case with Site 2 (Area E), it was analyzed in the Phase 2 by flake type and material, rather than by unit.

Aswasthe case on Area E, the material recovered on Area F was located just off the crest of the knoll
along the 450 foot (137.16 m) elevation. The identification of prehistoric sites just below the crest of a hill has been
observed on sitesin the Wallkill Valley and surrounding areas, including Snowden Estates in the Town of
Hamptonburgh and Shire Meadow Subdivision in the Town of Wawayanda, to cite but two examples

ormclb/2 CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants



Supplemental Phase 1B & Phase 2 Archaeological Investigation. 7
Orange County Medical Center Site. East Main Street Extension (CR 67). Town of Wallkill. Orange County, New Y ork.

(CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants 2003 & 2005). It can be surmised that this type of local provided
protection from the wind, but it is possible that there were other factors at work that are not now apparent.

AreaG & H

In 2000-2001, Area G and H were shovel tested, but no prehistoric cultural material was recovered in
either area. Area G islocated north of the wetland along the northern boundary of the site. Area G was shovel
tested in 1992, but no prehistoric material was recovered. AreaH isasteep areain the southeastern corner of the
property that in 1992 was judged to be disturbed.

Areal

For the reasons stated above, the portion of the site identified as Area | in the 2000-2001 reports was not
tested in the 1992 survey. Areal islocated in the southern part of the site along East Main Street Extension (CR
67). Asdescribed by Oberon, Areal was limited to the smaller of the two Hulse houses, aframe barn, aframe
shed, and ametal clad building used as a stable and riding ring. At the time of the most recent survey all of the
structuresin Areal had been removed. In 2000-2001, Oberon tested the Hulse house and barn area with a series of
shovel tests and units. Thisareaisidentified in 2006-2007 as Historic Site 2 (H2).

In addition to the small house and yard tested by Oberon in 2000-2001, Area | also contains ancther, larger
Hulse house (H1), located across the highway from the site of the old gristmill and its dam. This house and farm
complex is referred to as "Rosedal e Farm," which was owned by Henry B. Hulse, and subsequently by a Miss
Gertrude B. Hulse, his daughter. Although separate from the small Hulse house (H2), for the purpose of the 2006-
2007 investigation, "Rosedale Farm" is considered a part of Areal. At thetime of the 1992 survey, the "Roseda e
Farm" house was still standing. There had a so been a carriage house and large barn, but these were no longer
extant in 1992. The house on the "Rosedale Farm™" complex was demolished sometime after 2004. Based on a
visual analysis and photographs taken by CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource Consultants in 1992, as well as historic
lithographs, the dwelling house was originally built as a 5-bay farmhouse, probably dating from the late 18" century
or very early 19" century. At some point the building was remodeled, and, based on stylistic considerations, it is
assumed that this remodeling took place in about 1865. At that time the house was enlarged, gables were added,
and a verandah built on the south and west sides of the house. The roof line of the house and the verandah was
given an ltalianate cornice, and the columns supporting the verandah were decorated with tracery in a corresponding
style. To therear of the main structure was a box wing that may have contained the kitchen that was also in the
Italianate style. In historic lithographs a “lean-to-type” structure, perhaps a woodshed, is seen behind the house. At
the time of the remodeling, alattice work base was built under the verandah to unify the new construction and tie it
to the landscape surrounding the house. Although the structure no longer exist, our previous documentation allows
us to interpret the remaining foundations and ruins with some degree of accuracy. 1n 2000-2001, Oberon did not
test the area surrounding the "Rosedale Farm" house and associated yard, because it was not to be impacted by the
proposed development.

As noted above, a shovel test pattern and several units were excavated by Oberon around the smaller Hulse
house (H2) site and yard. The shovel test pattern excavated in 2001-2002 is recorded on the Phase 1B map
provided with that report, but the location of the units, like those that tested the prehistoric sites, is unknown,
because no Phase 2 map was included with that report. The artifact catalogue provides no dates or detailed
descriptions of the materia recovered, however, based on the materials reported, which includes pearlware and
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transfer print whiteware, the collection dates from the first half of the 19" century (c. 1830-1850) to the recent past
(bituminous shingle and plastic). These dates would be consistent with the known occupation of the house, which
dates, based on map research undertaken in 1992, to some time before 1850. Architectural materials are the
predominant artifact reported, consisting principally of nails and flat glass. Some glass bottles are present, asis
lamp (chimney) glass. Thereis some faunal material, consisting of bone. There are ceramics, representing food
storage, preparation, and service. Thereislittlein the way of personal items, but there are several fragments of
kaolin pipe stems and bowls. The deposits seem consistent with dump sites and sheet refuse often associated with
19" century farmsteads, but without the artifacts, which were not made available for examination, it is not possible
to further characterize the deposits.

Mr. Mackey requested that, using his letter as a framework, some conclusions be provided from the
analysis of the two surveys of the ORMC site. Having presented the material above, it was concluded that Area A,
while it contained a concentration of material, lacks evidence that further investigation will provide significant
information concerning the occupation of the site or the activities carried out there. Aso concluded wasthat Area B,
C and D lack sufficient material to add to our interpretation of the site. Area G and H contained no significant
prehistoric artifacts and required no additional investigation. It was recommended further investigation of both
AreaF (Site 1) and Area E (Site 2) be undertaken to determine if they constitute one site or two separate loci, to
identify features, if present, that might enhance our interpretation of the sites, and to determine whether the two loci
constitute a single component or multi-component site or sites.

Based on the materials recovered in the 1992 and 2000-2001 surveys, we consider that both Site 1 (Area F)
and Site 2 (AreaE) are eligible for National Register nomination. The hedgerow that divides these two areasis, as
noted above, a modern construct, but the wetland swale may have served to segregate the two areas from one
another, suggesting that there were two activity areas or loci. Ground slate tools were recovered in both areasin
2000-2001, while a ground slate knife was recovered from Area F (Site 1) in1992. Also recovered were knives,
side scrapers, utilized flakes, choppers, and hammerstones. Area F (Site 1) appearsricher in artifact type, having
yielded anvils, graver/spokeshaves, and a crystal nodule. However, in determining the boundaries of the site on
AreaF, it was necessary to extend the exploration to include the site on Area E. Shovel testing to determine
boundaries ultimately confirmed that they are, indeed, one site or, less probably, that thereisalarger locus (Site
1/Area F) with a satellite locus to the west. 1n both the 2000-2001 and 1992 surveys, the Phase 2 Archaeological
Investigations were significantly more productive than the Phase 1B surveys, and it seems quite possible that
additional unit excavation in this area might expand the artifact categories and activities. The paucity of fire
cracked rock may be a clue that features are not be present, but additional investigation appears warranted in both
Area E (Site 2) and Area F (Site 1).

With respect to the historic site (Areal), although a request was made to Steve Oberon by the present
client's representative, the artifacts associated with the smaller Hulse house (referred to in the 2006-2007 fieldwork
as Historic House 2 (H2)) were not be made available for analysis. It was, therefore, determined that the Hulse
house (H1) would be tested again to obtain a new sample for analysis. Thiswould involve, asit had in the 2000-
2001 survey, a series of shovel tests and the excavation of several units around the house and frame barn. This
work would also serve to delineate the boundaries of the Hulse house site (H2). In addition, this testing pattern
served to maximize the potential to identify areas where buildings may have formerly stood that should also be
tested, including, perhaps, the location of a privy or well. Analysis of the new artifact collection would allow us to
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place the deposits in relationship to the overall historic archaeological site. This additional testing would allow Mr.
Mackey to make a determination concerning the value of the historic resources on the site.

With respect to the "Rosedale Farm™ site, this area had not been included in either the 1992 or the 2000-
2001 testing, since in both cases it was outside the area of potential effect (APE). 1n 2006-2007, however, the
layout of the parking areas on the southeastern part of the site had the potential to impact thisarea, and it was
determined that the "Rosedale Farm" house site, the carriage house site and the small outbuilding, as well asthe
yard arearequired investigation. The "Rosedale Farm" complex isreferred to in the 2006-2007 fieldwork as
Historic House 1 (H1).

In addition, after the testing of the prehistoric sites (P1 & P2) and the two historic house sites (H1 & H2)
had been completed, it was determined that OPRHP would also require testing of the stream corridor along the
eastern boundary of the siteto rule out the possibility that the area contained evidence of a Revolutionary War
powder mill. Therationale for this was that, as Douglas Mackey stated, the development of the ORMC site would
expose this area to pedestrian traffic, pot hunters, and other potentially destructive impacts. The area aong the
stream corridor is referred to as H3.

Resear ch Design and Excavation Plan
Prehistoric Sites (Area E/Site 2 and Area F/Site 1)

Based on the above information and at the request of Douglas Mackey, it was determined that the two
prehistoric sitesidentified in the 1992 survey and, essentially, rediscovered in 2000-2001, should be further
examined to 1) delineate the boundaries of each site, and 2) determine whether they constituted one site or two. To
answer this question, the archaeological team excavated a series of shovel tests using a 25' grid and radial
confirmation tests. Once this was completed, and the artifacts analyzed, conclusions were drawn concerning the
integrity of the sitesin Area E (Site 2) and Area F (Site 1) and their eligibility for National Register listing. Mr.
Mackey has suggested that Area F (Site 1) is National Register eligible, but that Area E (Site 2) wasnot. As
discussed above, he based this recommendation on incomplete information concerning the nature of and the artifacts
recovered from Area E (Site 2) in the course of the 1992 fieldwork. In the judgment of CITY/SCAPE: Cultural
Resource Consultants, both Area E (Site 2) and Area F (Site 1) meet the requirements for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places. Upon submission of this document, we would propose to consult with Mr. Mackey to
determine if he concurs with our conclusions concerning the eligibility of Area E (Site 2) for National Register
listing, and, assuming that he concurs with our recommendations that both area eligible for listing, to establish what
further work he will recommend. It isprobable, if the sites are determined to be National Register eligible, that
additional units will be requested and, the plow zone removed to identify any features that may be present.

With respect to the historic house sitesin Areall, the smaller Hulse house (H2) required a similar approach,
and a series of shovel tests were excavated to determine the boundaries of the historic site (H1). A 25' (7.5 m) grid
was imposed on the yard areaand a5' (1.5 m) interval transect of shovel tests was laid out around the foundations
of the historic structures. This testing program was designed to identify a builder’ strench, should it exist. The 25'
grid was designed to identify a privy or well associated with the Hulse house (H2). No privy was identified, but a
well, not mentioned in the 2000-2001 reports, was located in the southeastern corner of the front yard. (Appendix
B: Photo 9) Once the shovel testing was completed, three (3) 1 x 1 meter-square units were excavated to obtain an
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artifact sample for analysis. As stated above, this duplication of testing was necessary due to the fact that, at the
request of his client, the artifacts recovered by Steve Oberon in the Phase 1B and Phase 2 investigations of the
historic house site were not made available for our inspection and analysis. Since the sample already collected
represented only a percentage of the material on the site, we obtained an equally valid sample by means of the
second survey. Laboratory analysis of the materials recovered were processed by CITY/SCAPE: Cultural Resource
Consultants, allowing us to determine that, in our opinion, the material recovered from the Hulse house (H2)
represents an early and important historic cultural resource that meets the eligibility requirements for National
Register listing. In addition, as noted above, a capped well was identified, which, due to the heavy fraction of large
stones, could not be explored, but it appearsto befilled. It is not known if thefill isdirt or if historic cultural
material isalso present. It isour recommendation that the well be investigated using mechanical equipment to
remove the heavy stones. The information related to the Hulse house (H2) will be submitted to Mr. Mackey for his
assessment.

With respect to the "Rosedale Farm™ site (H1), despite a concerted effort, the testing pattern in the yard
failed to locate the privy, but it did identify awell in the front yard of the house. Like the well at the Hulse house
(H2), it was not possible to explore the well with hand excavation techniques, so we cannot state that the well
represents an important historic resource, but it is possible. The excavation of the 5' interval shovel tests around the
foundation of the house did not reveal a builder's trench. The excavation of a series of shovel tests around the
foundation of the carriage house did not yield significant historic artifacts. The testing around the small outbuilding
behind the house likewise failed to yield significant cultural material. Again, aswith the Hulse house (H2), a series
of units, in this case six (6), were dug to collect a sample of artifacts for analysis. In contrast with the Hulse house
(H2), the "Rosedale Farm" site (H1) has been impacted by the demolition of the house and the grading associated
with it. The grading has mixed materials, significantly reducing the information that can be gained from this site. It
is our opinion that, with the exception of the well, which requires further investigation, the "Rosedale Farm" site
lacks the potential to contribute substantially to our understanding of the site, and that it does not meet the criteria
for National Register listing. Again, with the exception of the well, which will require excavation to determine the
nature of the deposit present, if any, we recommend no further archaeological investigation of the "Rosedale Farm"
site.

Testing Strategy and Field M ethodology (2006-2007 Fieldwor k)

Prehistoric Site 1 (Area F) and Prehistoric Site 2 (Area E )

Fieldwork began with the re-establishment of the two datum points established in the 1992 survey, which
were located with the aid of the Field Reconnaissance Map produced for that initial survey. From each site-specific
datum point, 210" (3m) interval grid was imposed on the site, using north-south coordinates oriented to the datum.
The purpose of excavating such atight shovel test grid was to establish very precise site boundaries. This proved to
be an extremely successful strategy, as avery large percentage of these shovel tests proved to be positive, and the
absolute site boundaries are highly accurate. (Map 2 and 3) Soils were passed through a 0.25 inch (6 mm) steel
mesh screen and the materials remaining in the screens carefully examined for historic and prehistoric artifacts.
Items recovered from the screens were assigned to the stratum from which they were obtained. The stratigraphy of
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