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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
SHPO Project Review Number: 15PR04253 
Involved State and Federal Agencies: NYS DEC and NYS DOT 
Phase of Survey: IB Addendum and II 

LOCATION INFORMATION 
Municipality: Poughkeepsie (59641) 
County: Dutchess 

SURVEY AREA 
Length: 1400 feet (426.7m) 
Width: 600 feet (182.9m) 
Acres: 19.3 acres (7.8 hectare) 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY OVERVIEW 
Number and Interval of Shovel Tests: 109 at 50-foot, 30 at 2.5 meters 
Number and Size of Units: 2 at 1x1 meter; 4 at 1x2 meter 
Linear Length of Mechanical Trench: 5 at 25-foot long 

RESULTS OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Number and Name of Precontact Sites Identified: Third Sprout Site 
Number and Name of Historic Sites Identified: none 
Number and Name of Sites Recommended for Phase III or Avoidance: none 

RESULTS OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE EVALUATION 
Site Name and Site Number: Third Sprout Site 
Cultural Affiliation: Precontact, Middle and Late Archaic 
Site Size: 7159.25 square feet (665 sq m) 
Number of Shovel Tests: 30 
Number of Units Excavated: 6 
Total Area Excavated: 10 square meters in units, 3.6 square meters in stps 
Number of Sites Recommended Eligible for National Register: none 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Third Sprout Site is not considered to be National Register eligible due to lack of research potential and 
some lack of integrity.  No further archeological work is recommended.  
 
Report Authors: Matt J. Kirk, M.A., Shannon Wright, M.A. 
Date of Report: April 2016 
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ABSTRACT 

An archeological investigation of the proposed Hudson Heritage Project was initiated in 2004 by the Louis 
Berger Group.  The Phase IB fieldwork was based on information gathered from several iterations of Phase IA 
background research conducted by Greenhouse Consultants, Inc. (2000) and Higgins and Quasebarth (2005).  
The Phase IA research covered the entirety of the former Hudson River State Hospital complex totaling 290 
acres.  The Phase IB largely focused on areas of proposed development at the time, but included the vast 
majority of the 290 acres.  The work identified one small precontact site called the Third Sprout site.  
Recommendations for additional Phase II and Phase IB trenching was presented in an end-of-field work letter 
by Berger.  The current study follows those recommendations and includes new areas of testing primarily along 
the west edge of the parcel parallel to Route 9 that was not previously investigated.   

With a revised project plan, Hartgen was retained in 2016 to complete addendum Phase IB archeological work 
in the vicinity of an identified site (Third Sprout Site) and Phase II work to assess the stratigraphic integrity, 
boundary and potential research questions.  In all, 109 stps were excavated as part of the Phase IB.  A scatter 
of historic materials was encountered, which relate to a documented historic property outside of the APE and 
is thus not considered a significant or intact archeological site.  The boundaries for the precontact site, Third 
Sprout Site, was identified in the southern portion of the 2016 APE.   

Close-interval tests (n=30) were excavated near the positive precontact Phase IB tests, which then informed 
the placement of six excavation units totaling 10 square meters.  No precontact features were identified.  
Although portions of the site were clearly disrobed by grading and excavation (perhaps for a nearby sewer line) 
undisturbed precontact deposits were identified.  The relatively small assemblage contained most debitage (the 
waste material from stone tool production), several diagnostic tools such as projectile points dating from the 
Middle and Late Archaic periods, hammerstone, rough stone tool, nutting stones, bifaces, and a scraper, as well 
fire-cracked rock (FCR).  The site is not consider to be eligible for the National Register due to lack of overall 
integrity, the limited artifact assemblage, and lack of data rich features such as hearths, storage pits, and the like.  
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PHASE I CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY 

1 Introduction 

Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. (Hartgen) conducted a Phase IB Addendum archeological investigation 
for the proposed Hudson Heritage Project (Project) located in the City of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess County, 
New York.  The Project requires approvals by the local Planning Board (SEQRA), as well as state agencies 
(DEC and DOT).     

This investigation was conducted to comply with Section 14.09 of the State Historic Preservation Act and will 
be reviewed by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP).  The 
investigation was conducted according to the New York Archaeological Council’s Standards for Cultural Resource 
Investigations and the Curation of Archaeological Collections (1994), which are endorsed by OPRHP. This report has 
been prepared according to OPRHP’s State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Phase I Archaeological Report Format 
Requirements (2005). 

2 Project Information 

The Project will entail the demolition of standing buildings associated with the Hudson River State Hospital, 
and the construction of mixed commercial, residential, and related infrastructure. Five of the 55 buildings now 
on the property will be preserved as well as the “Great Lawn” in the northern portion of the parcel.  Prior work 
conducted on the property and reviewed by SHPO has included an architectural survey, a Phase IA survey, and 
Phase IB survey.   

2.1 Project Location 

The project is located between Winslow Gate Drive and Hudson View Drive, east of US-9 in the north end of 
Poughkeepsie.  Notably, the project borders are within 200 feet of a small creek to the south, 400 feet from a 
creek to the north, and 1,300 feet of the Hudson River to the west (Map 1). 

2.2 Description of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

The area of potential effects (APE) includes all portions of the property that will be directly altered by the 
proposed undertaking. The APE encompasses approximately 100 acres of the 156-acre property.  

3 Archeological Survey 

The portion of the project which had previously identified a site and new project impact areas was subjected to 
shovel testing at 50-foot intervals (Photo 1 and 2).  Additional close-interval tests and units were excavated near 
possible site locations to define the integrity.  In addition, five backhoe trenches were excavated in paved areas, 
to identify the assess soil conditions, to determine the presence or absence of cultural deposits, and better 
understand the soil development of the project area.  Precontact deposits were further investigated with 
excavation units varying in size from one meters square to 1 by 2 meters in size. 

3.1 Methodology 

3.1.1 Shovel Testing 

Shovel tests were excavated at a standard interval of 15 meters (50 ft).   

Each shovel test was 40 centimeters (16 in) in diameter. All excavated soil was passed through 0.25-inch 
hardware mesh and examined for both precontact (Native American) and historic artifacts. The stratigraphy of 
each test was recorded including the depth, Munsell color, soil description, and artifact content (Munsell Color 
2000). The location of each shovel test was plotted on the project map. Test excavation was photographed.  
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In all, 109 Phase IB shovel tests were excavated 50-foot intervals, the results of which informed the Phase II 
investigation. 

3.1.2 Mechanical Trenching 

Backhoe trench excavation was directed by the archeological crew. Trenches were excavated stratigraphically 
and soils were piled next to each trench and investigated for artifacts. Selected soils were screened through 
0.25-inch hardware mesh and examined for both precontact (Native American) and historic artifacts. Trench 
walls were cleaned and examined for artifacts in trenches that were less than four feet deep, and the walls were 
profiled and photographed. Trenches greater than four feet deep were documented from the surface. Trench 
locations were mapped with a Trimble GeoXH GPS unit and plotted on the project map.  

Five, twenty five-foot long trenches were excavated in both north-south and east-west configurations in paved 
areas where hand-excavation was not feasible.  

3.1.3 Artifacts and Laboratory 

All precontact (Native American) cultural material identified during the fieldwork was collected. Significant 
historic artifacts such as glass, ceramics, food remains, hardware, and miscellaneous items were collected. Coal, 
ash, cinder, brick, and modern materials were noted. Artifacts collected were placed in paper or plastic bags 
labeled by provenience and inventoried in a bag list.  Bags were numbered in the field and transported to the 
Hartgen laboratory in the Town of North Greenbush, Rensselaer County, New York, for processing. 

Shovel test records and other provenience information were entered into a Microsoft Access database (Appendix 
1). Artifacts were cleaned and cataloged.  Cataloging entailed entering artifact provenience information, counts, 
weights, and descriptive information into the database (Appendix 2). 

3.2 Results 

The Phase IB and Phase II Site Evaluation was conducted between February 23 and March 7, 2016.  Field crew 
consisted of John Ham, Elizabeth Horner, Kelli Smith, Jamie Penk, Joel Ehrlich, and Amy Wilson under the 
supervision of Principal Investigator Matthew Kirk.  Weather was seasonably cold, but the ground was only 
minimally frozen in certain shelters areas less than one inch in depth. 

3.2.1 Shovel Testing  

The Phase IB entailed the excavation of 109 shovel tests distributed at 50-foot intervals.  Fire principal transects 
of tests were deployed at the southern end of the project between the former nurses homes and Route 9 in an 
open area.  Within this area a large sanitary sewer line was installed, buried electrical conduits were evidenced, 
and buried gas lines likely.  Along Winslow Gate road and its intersection with Route 9, there was evidence of 
disturbance from a storm water basin, the channelization and culverting of a nearby creek, and general leveling 
and grading of the landscape.  Grading was particularly evident along the east side of the nurse homes, also 
numerous sidewalks and paved driveways and parking lots were noted in this area.  As a result, no testing was 
conducted east of the houses to Winslow Gate Road.  

Due to the historic disturbances, mostly from the development of the parcel by the psychiatric hospital in the 
mid-20th century, the stratigraphy of the tests were highly variable in the southern portion of the parcel.  As the 
testing proceeded to the north, the test stratigraphy became increasingly consistent, except from the area around 
the two structures.  The topography to the north becomes more sloping, trending east to west.  Several areas 
were not tested due to slope.   

In general, the Phase IB testing encountered a light scatter of historic and precontact artifacts (see Table 1).  In 
all, 51 artifacts were recovered from 22 proveniences.  Precontact artifacts clustered tightly in a small area on 
the south end of the study area and the historic artifacts  
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The historic artifacts included a carbon rod (from an early lighting system), four small pieces of creamware, a 
small fragment of pearlware, yelloware, flowerpot fragments, vessel and window glass fragments, tobacco pipe 
fragments, and various iron hardware.   

The majority of the Phase IB artifacts are historic in nature and relate to the long-standing historic occupation 
of the property.  These deposits are a diffuse scatter and given the location of the identified historic occupations 
of the property, these within this scope of work do not constitute an intact or significant archeological deposit. 

For precontact artifacts, three specimens were recovered from the Phase IB shovel testing program, all from 
the southernmost portion of the APE.  These are part of the previously identified Third Sprout Site (aka, NYSM 
Site 3162) and served as the focus for the Phase II excavations, discussed below. 

Table 1. Results from Phase IB testing 

STP#  6  7  9  13 14  15  17  24 28 30 33 36 58 61 66 76 84  88  96  109 101 102 ∑ 

historic  2  2  1  2  2  2  1  4  2  6  1  6  1  1  5  1  1  1  1  10  1  48 

precontact      2  1                         3 

Total  2  2  3  1  2  2  2  1  4  2  6  1  6  1  1  5  1  1  1  1  10  1  51 

3.2.2 Backhoe Trenches 

In all, five backhoe trenches were excavated in three discrete locations on the parcel following the 
recommendations of the Berger end-of-fieldwork letter.  The first is located at the southern end of the parcel 
just east of Winslow Gate Road in a large parking lot east of the nurse’s homes.  This area could not be 
previously tested with hand-excavated shovel tests.  Trenches 1 and 2 were located in this area.  Each trench 
was 25 feet in length.  

Trench 1 was oriented north to south and excavated in the northern extent of the parking lot (Photos 3 and 4). 
It was excavated to a maximum depth of 110 cm, as excavation was limited due to bedrock that appeared in 
the central portion of the trench at a depth of around 50 cm.  Three stratigraphic levels were encountered, 
below the pavement.  Stratum 1 was a relatively thin layer of sand and gravel (likely bedding for the asphalt).  
Beneath this was layer of yellow brown fine silty sand (likely the original subsoil), and beneath that was deposit 
of sand and gravel (glacially derived).  No artifacts or features were encountered that the excavation suggest the 
area was graded and leveled before paving.   

Trench 2 was oriented east to west and excavated along the edge of the eastern extent of the paved area into 
the parking lot itself (Photo 5). Three stratigraphic levels were encountered, below the pavement.  Stratum 1 
was a relatively thin layer of sand and gravel (likely bedding for the asphalt).  Beneath this was layer of yellow 
brown fine silty sand (likely the original subsoil), and beneath that was deposit of sand and gravel (glacially 
derived).  No artifacts or features were encountered that the excavation suggest the area was graded and leveled 
before paving.   

Trench 3 was situated immediately behind a brick two-story dwelling dating from approximately 1867 (Photo 
6).  It was oriented north to south.  Three stratigraphic levels were encountered, below the pavement.  Stratum 
1 was a relatively thin layer of crushed rock and stone (likely bedding for the asphalt).  Beneath this was a layer 
of yellow brown fine silty sand (likely the original subsoil) approximately 25 cm in thickness.  Stratum 3 was 
sand and gravel, glacially derived.  No artifacts or features were encountered that the excavation suggest the 
area was graded and leveled before paving, removing all culture bearing soils.  

Trench 4 was sited to the north side of the house along the edge of a paved area extending into the paved area, 
starting at the west end and proceeding easterly (Photo 7).  The first layer below the asphalt was a thin deposit 
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of crushed rock.  A utility line was noted in the east end of the trench, extending north to south (likely electricity 
for the lights in the parking lot). The second level was a fine silty sand over a sand and gravel deposit.  

Trench 5 was located near the former hospital power plant to the northwest and within a former tennis court 
(Photo 8).  The trench was excavated through the asphalt hard court starting at the west end and proceeding 
easterly.  The soils in the trench were all fill deposits extending to over 220 cm in depth.  The fill was most coal 
ash and slag, likely from the nearby power plant.   No artifact s or features were identified.  

In all, five trenches were excavated across the site.  Trenches 1 through 4 in the southern portion of the parcel 
were allocated in paved areas that had been graded and leveled.  No natural topsoil or buried deposits were 
noted in any of the trenches.  Trench 5 was located in a former tennis court and appears to have been placed 
over fill deposits associated with the hospital power plant to the southeast.   

3.3 Summary 

The shovel testing identified one, small area where several precontact artifacts were recovered.  This site was 
previously identified by Berger and called the Third Sprout Site. More intensive shovel testing program was 
initiated around the original finds and excavations units placed in areas of artifact concentrations.  
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PHASE II ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE EVALUATION 

4 Third Sprout Site 

4.1 Geomorphological Context 

This area of Poughkeepsie lies between two glacial ice margins that developed at the end of the last ice age:  the 
Hyde Park and Poughkeepsie Moraines (c. 17,000 years before present).  The moraines resulted in various 
stratified deposits of glacial outwash.  These deposits are evident in the deeper portions of several of the 
trenches, and consists of well sorted sand and gravels.  Above these deposits are shallow silt deposits that were 
laid down in deltas that formed in along the margins of glacial Lake Albany.  This pro-glacial lake likely existed 
between 16,000 and 14,000 years before present. It formed after the glaciers receded farther northward and the 
resulting water was impounded within the Hudson Valley.  The glacial lake was relatively short-lived in this 
section of the valley, and perhaps persisted for less than 500 years.  Afterwards isostatic rebound raided the 
landscape above the melt water (Connally and Sirkin 1986:50-73).  The project area has been relatively stable 
in geological terms throughout the remainder of Holocene.  The small creek to the south likely carved itself 
increasingly downward through the delta and drift deposits largely assuming the shape it has today.  Over the 
past few hundred years the creek has been altered by development in and around its banks (see Photo 11).  
Today, much of the creek is hidden under fill deposits and is carried through a culvert under Route 9 and 
towards its outflow into the Hudson River.  There are no alluvial deposits apparent in the project area from 
this small creek.  

5 Archeological Site Evaluation 

5.1 Methodology 

5.1.1 Shovel Testing 

The shovel tests excavated for the Phase II were excavated at 2.5 meter intervals near the positive precontact 
Phase IB tests, totaling 30 additional tests (Photo 9).  Each shovel test was 40 centimeters (16 in) in diameter. 
All excavated soil was passed through 0.25-inch hardware mesh and examined for both precontact (Native 
American) and historic artifacts. The stratigraphy of each test was recorded including the depth, Munsell color, 
soil description, and artifact content (Munsell Color 2000). The location of each shovel test was plotted on the 
project map. Test excavations were photographed.  Tests for the Phase II were numbered 110 to 140.  

5.1.2 Unit Excavation 

A total of six units, comprising 10 square meters, were excavated in the vicinity of the identified precontact 
resources to assess stratigraphic integrity, distribution, and to assess the presence of features (Photo 10).   

Units were rectangular with dimensions of 1-by-1 or 1-by-2 meters (3.3 by 3.3 or 3.3 by 6.6 m). Soil levels were 
excavated separately, and all excavated soil was passed through 0.25-inch hardware mesh and examined for 
both precontact (Native American) and historic artifacts. Soil depths, Munsell colors, textures, artifact content, 
and other relevant observations were recorded (Munsell Color 2000). Profiles and plan views were drawn when 
appropriate. The location of each unit was mapped with a Trimble GeoXH and plotted on the project map. 
Unit excavation fieldwork and unit wall stratigraphy was photographed. 

5.1.3 Artifacts and Laboratory 

All precontact (Native American) cultural material identified during the fieldwork was collected. Significant 
historic artifacts such as glass, ceramics, food remains, hardware, and miscellaneous items were collected. Coal, 
ash, cinder, brick, and modern materials were noted. Artifacts collected were placed in paper or plastic bags 
labeled by provenience and inventoried in a bag list.  Bags were numbered in the field and transported to the 
Hartgen laboratory in the Town of North Greenbush, Rensselaer County, New York, for processing. 
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Shovel test records and other provenience information were entered into a Microsoft Access database (Appendix 
12). Artifacts were cleaned and cataloged.  Cataloging entailed entering artifact provenience information, 
counts, weights, and descriptive information into the database (Appendix 3). 

5.2 Results 

The Phase II investigation identified a continued scatter of historic artifacts which are summarized below but 
excluded from discussion as they do not represent an intact or significant archeological deposit.  In all, the 
Phase II recovered 435 additional artifacts, including historic, precontact, and indeterminate materials.  The 
precontact artifacts representing the Third Sprout Site totaled 297 additional specimens. 

5.2.1 Shovel Tests 

Reduced interval tests were excavated around Phase IB Tests 9 and 13.  Sixteen tests were excavated around 
Test 9, and 14 around Test 13.  Tests extended east from Test 9 as additional material was located.  A ring of 
negative test around Test 13 suggest it was a separate small locus of activity.  The boundaries of the locus 
surrounding Test 9 were based on the negative Phase IB tests and diminishing densities of material in the Phase 
II tests.  

In general, no more than four precontact artifacts were found in each of the Phase II tests.  Test 126, southwest 
of Test 13 produced a quartzite projectile point.  The find spurred the excavation of Unit 1 immediately to the 
east.  Test 114, just west of Test 9 produced a two rough stone tools and provided the impetus for the 
excavation of Unit 3.  Four artifacts were recovered from Test 135, and it was the rationale for the excavation 
of Unit 6.  Unit 5 was situated based on the overall results of the shovel tests and earlier unit excavations.  

Table 2. Summary of Phase II field investigations 
Field method Qty/Area Rationale Results
Shovel tests 30 tests 2.5 meter near positive Ph IB tests 29 artifacts (19 Precontact) 
Units 6 Areas of relatively higher density of 

materials and near diagnostic finds.  
398 artifacts (278 Precontact) 

 

Table 3. Phase II Artifact Results 
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historic  1  2       2    2  3      11  10  27  7  32  21    118 

precontact    2  1  2  1  1  3  1  1    4  2  1  16  1  174  32  39  14  2  297 

indeterminate                  1      1  2 

noncultural                  8  2      10 

Grand Total  1  4  1  2  1  1  5  1  3  3  4  2  1  27  11  210  41  71  35  3  427 

5.2.2 Units 1 and 2 

Two, 1 by 1 meter tests were excavated in the vicinity Test 13.  Unit 1 had two levels a topsoil (about 30 cm 
deep) and subsoil (Photo 12).  All of the artifacts were recovered from the topsoil.  The unit was excavated to 
a depth of 43 cm below the surface. In all, 16 precontact artifacts were recovered.  A chert biface (a small stone 
tool) was recovered along with debitage (the waste material from stone tool production).   

Unit 2 was different in terms of stratigraphy.  There was no clear topsoil (Photo 13).  The excavation was taken 
to 75 cm in the southwest corner of the unit and there was no distinction in the soil. This appears to demonstrate 
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disturbance (perhaps from the nearby sanitary sewer lines).  Only one precontact artifact was recovered but it 
is unlikely that it was in situ.  

5.2.3 Units 3-6 

The locus of material to the east centered on Phase IB Test 9.  Unit 3 was placed immediately north of Test 9 
(Photo 14).  This was the most productive unit of any in the Phase II study.  In all, 174 precontact artifacts 
were recovered. This included two projectile points (arrow or spear tips), three bifaces (stone tool), a chert 
scraper, a nutting stone and numerous fragments of chert debitage.  There was also a small assemblage of fire 
cracked rock, likely from a small hearth or campfire that was plowed and dispersed across the unit.   

The unit, 1 by 2 meters in size, exhibited four distinct soil levels.  Level 1 may have been a redeposited topsoil 
approximately 30 cm, in thickness, perhaps from grading or filling.  Level 2 was likely a natural topsoil buried 
by fill.  Levels 3 and 4 were arbitrary divisions within the subsoil.  A small amount of material was introduced 
into the subsoil by bioturbation (likely the numerous rodent holes in the vicinity).  

Unit 4, also 1 x 2 meters in size, was excavated in two levels: a topsoil and subsoil (Photo 15).  The topsoil, 
approximately 28 cm in depth, contained the majority of the precontact materials.  In all, Unit 4 contained just 
32 artifacts.  This included a Levanna (Late Woodland –circa A.D. 1000-1600) style projectile point, and one 
small biface.  The remainder of the precontact material was debitage and one small fragment of cracked rock.  
The unit was excavated to a depth of 65 cm below the surface.  

Unit 5 was placed immediately north of Test 136 (Photo 16).  It was a 1 x 2 meter unit excavated in two levels: 
topsoil and subsoil.  In total, only 39 precontact artifacts were recovered.  The topsoil measured approximately 
30 cm in thickness.  The unit was excavated to a maximum depth of 42 cm below the surface.  In the southwest 
corner of the unit (along the western wall) a small, shallow stain was noted in the subsoil and named Feature 1.  
Upon excavation of the portion within the unit, a cut sheep bone and two chert flakes were recovered.  The 
feature was likely historic in nature perhaps a fence post.  No further excavation or examination of the feature 
was warranted and the unit was terminated.  

Unit 6 was placed immediately north of Test 135 (Photo 17).  This unit was also 1 x 2 meters in size.  It was 
excavated in two levels.  Level 1 was a topsoil, approximately 30 cm in depth.  Level 2 was subsoil, excavated 
to a depth of approximately 50 cm below the surface. Only 14 precontact artifacts were recovered from the 
excavations.  Aside from one rough stone tool (perhaps a hammerstone) all the material was either debitage 
(except for one small piece of cracked rock).  

5.2.4 Summary 

Of the 300 precontact materials recovered from the Third Sprout Site in both the Phase IB and II of the current 
project, most were debitage (78%).  The debitage was largely secondary and tertiary flakes suggesting tool 
working was not the major activity at this site, instead the occupants were modifying or finishing tools for 
expedient use.  Also, based on the distribution, era of the diagnostic tools, and the lack of FCR, it is apparent 
the site was not used for long-term encampments but instead focused on the retrieval and initial processing of 
animal and vegetal resources, suggestive of a seasonal camp. 
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Figure 1. Precontact Artifacts from 2016 Investigation. 

5.2.5 Site boundaries within APE 

The site within the APE extends approximately 140 feet by 50 feet (42 by 15 m) or 7159.25 square feet (665 sq 
m), near the present northeast corner of where Winslow Gate Drive meets US Route 9 (Map 2) at the south 
end of the present APE.   

The unit excavations recovered material from up to 60cm bs.  Historic artifacts were recovered from most units 
up to 45 cm bs, consistent with a long-standing historic occupation which has undergone substantial 
modifications and may represent overburden from nearby basement, road, and parking lot landscape 
modifications.  Deeper levels were defined by intact soil levels containing precontact materials, and thus the 
site appears to have stratigraphic integrity in excess of 70cm bs.   

5.2.6 Site stratigraphy and chronology 

The shovel tests were excavated to an average depth of 57cm bs, terminating predominantly in subsoil.  Tests 
outside the site also terminated in roots, rocks, disturbance, asphalt and excessive depth indicative of 
disturbance, predominantly at the north end of the APE.  The units were excavated to sterile subsoil, ranging 
between 42 and 67 cm bs.  Unit 3 was the most complex, and was excavated in four stratigraphic levels with 
clear artifact differentiation between them.   

Level 1 in all units and tests were topsoil, with no evidence of plowzone, however most had nominal disturbance 
and overburden from extensive property use and landscape modification over the past 150 years.  The top 
levels of subsurface contained precontact materials, while deeper lenses as indicated in the mechanical trenches 
were naturally deposited glacial moraines with sorted silt, sand, and gravel.     

Diagnostic artifacts are identified in four projectile points: Brewerton, Vosburg, Bare Island, and Brewerton 
Corner Notched.  These date to the Middle and Archaic periods and suggests multiple occupations.  No 
diagnostic artifacts were recovered from the prior work by Louis Berger Associates.   
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5.2.7 Archeological features 

Table 4. Summary of archeological features 
Feature Function Date Integrity Artifact content Soil samples
1 Possible historic midden  Partially 

excavated 
Sheep bone, debitage n\a 

No precontact features were identified.  The one apparent soil feature is historic in nature, and not integral to 
the Third Sprout Site. 

5.2.8 Artifact analysis 

The precontact artifacts recovered from the Third Sprout Site reveal the nature of the occupation as a multi-
component, multi-season and low-impact occupation during the Late Archaic (circa 5000 to 1500 BC) period 
to Late Woodland (Photos 18 and 19).    

The projectile points are varied in size, including a Vosburg point which has been worked down to an extremely 
small size of 2.2 cm long which may indicate small mammal or bird hunting purposes.  A Bare Island projectile 
point was fashioned from quartzite, as is usual for the type.  Few quartz flakes were recovered from the site 
however.  The point is likely from the Late Archaic Period (circa 2500 BC).  Two Levanana points were also 
recovered.  These points are from the Late Woodland period (AD 1000 to 1600).  These were likely part of a 
bow and arrow complex (Photo 19).   

The preponderance of late-stage debitage indicates there was no nearby quarry or long-term occupation; instead 
tools would be worked or sharpened for immediate use.  Although FCR is present, it is low density and none 
were recovered from intact features.  Therefore, this was not a long-standing or large occupation and instead 
suggests the camp was ephemeral, with repeated occupations for food or vegetal procurement and preliminary 
processing.   

The remaining precontact artifacts were tools, including nutting stone (2)(Photo 18), rough stone tools (1), 
bifaces (6), a scraper (1), and a hammerstone (1).  One of the bifaces appears to be a reworked scraper. 

With this tool assemblage, the occupants of the Third Sprout Site likely hunted mammals and birds, scraped 
hides or vegetal fibers, work tools, and process nut resources that were likely present.  The proximity of the 
Hudson River, a creek to the south, and another further to the north, suggests the Third Sprout Site location 
had access to multiple ecological zones. 

The 38 shovel tests excavated in the site area showed a low density of cultural materials with between 1 and 4 
precontact artifacts recovered from the positive tests.  The units indicate that Unit 3 (centrally located in the 
site) had a relatively high density of material with 62% (n=174) of the precontact materials from the units.    

6 Interpretation 

The Third Sprout Site, first identified in 1922 by Arthur Parker as NYSM Site 3162, has been investigated in 
two field seasons—by Louis Berger in 2004 and by Hartgen in 2016.  It has been defined as an intermittent, 
seasonal occupation from the Late Archaic to Late Woodland periods, and likely fall or winter encampment 
with nut processing.   
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Table 5. Summary of archeological site information collected during the Phase I and II studies 
Characteristic Site information Source of information
OPRHP Site No.  
Site Name Third Sprout Site (NSYM 3162) Berger Phase IB, Hartgen Phase IB and Phase II
Description Seasonal, intermittent resource procurement 

camp  
Artifact assemblage 

Date Late Archaic to Late Woodland Four diagnostic points 
Function Seasonal resource procurement camp Artifact assemblage 
Size 7159.25 square feet (665 sq meters) Shovel test distribution pattern  
Location NAD 83, UTM Zone 18,  

588845.5 Easting, 4620108.3 Northing 

7 Significance Assessment 

The significance of the Third Sprout Site is assessed according to the National Park Service’s Guidelines for 
Registering and Evaluating Archeological Properties (Little, et al. 2000). The site does not meet eligibility Criterion D 
for the National Register having “yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history.”   The site lacks overall integrity, lacks data-rich features such as hearths or storage pits, and includes a 
relatively low density of materials.   

8 Recommendations 

As a result, no further archeological work is recommended for the Third Sprout Site.  The additional Phase IB 
work in the form of shovel tests and trenches did not identify any additional archeological deposits or features.  
Hartgen recommends that no further reconnaissance work is necessary for the State Hospital parcel, based on 
the current development plans.    
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Photo 1. View southeast of the Phase IB testing in the middle portion of the APE, in the vicinity of Test 60.  Note the 
standing brick residence in the background. 

 
Photo 2. View south of the testing conducted in the northern portion of the site, near Test 95.  Most of the historic 
materials were recovered in this vicinity. 
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Photo 3  View north of Trench 1 within the Winslow Gate parking lot.  
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Photo 4  Detail of the stratigraphy in Trench 1 at the north end.  
 

 
Photo 5  Detail of a similar stratigraphic profile in the center portion of Trench 2.  
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Photo 6  Trench 3 as viewed to the north.  
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Photo 7  View to the west of Trench 4, note the utility line that was exposed at the eastern end of the trench.   
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Photo 8  Trench 5 as viewed to the east, with the former power plant in the background.  
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Photo 9. View east of the small creek south of the Third Sprout Site that would have offered resources to precontact 
visitors.  The natural flow of this creek has been heavily modified by historic and modern changes to the local 
landforms, including a large culvert to the west that carries the creek under US Route 9.  
 

 
Photo 10. View north of the Third Sprout Site location at the time of Phase II reduced-interval shovel testing. 
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Photo 11.  View north/northeast of the Third Sprout Site while unit excavations are proceeding.  

 
Photo 12  A view to the West of Unit 1 at the end of excavation.  The topsoil and subsoil are clearly evident in the unit 
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Photo 13.  View west of Unit 2.  This unit was unlike the remaining stratigraphy of the rest of the site with no 
stratigraphic change.  Based on the paucity of precontact materials, and the proximity of this unit at the northwest 
corner of the Third Sprout Site, it is likely the natural topsoil was removed or modified during the historic and modern 
periods. 

 
Photo 14. View of east profile of Unit 3.  Unit 3 had the most precontact material. 
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Photo 15  A view of the east wall of Unit 4.  

 
Photo 16. View west of Feature 1 in Unit 5.  With the presence of sawn, historic bone in the feature, this was 
subsequently determined to be a historic feature. 
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Photo 17. View east wall of Unit 6 after excavation. Unit 6 is at the southwest corner of the Third Sprout Site, and is 
largely representative of the observed stratigraphy of a deep plowzone and topsoil over a sterile subsoil.  

 
Photo 18. Nutting stone recovered from Unit 3. 

Level 1 

Level 2
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Photo 19. Projectile points recovered from the excavations. From left: A much-overworked Vosburg point and 
Levanna point from Unit 3, both of Onondaga chert. A Bare Island quartzite point from STP 126.  A Levanna Point 
made from Mount Merino chert recovered in Unit 4.  
 
 



Hudson Heritage Project, Hudson View Drive, Poughkeepsie, New York 
Phase IB Archeological Addendum and Phase II Site Evaluation 

 

Appendix 1: Previous Archeological Studies: Greenhouse Consultants 2001, Higgins and 
Quasebarth 2005, Louis Berger 2004.  

 

















































































































Hudson Heritage Project, Hudson View Drive, Poughkeepsie, New York 
Phase IB Archeological Addendum and Phase II Site Evaluation 

 

Appendix 2: Shovel Test Records 
 



472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

1 loamy sand roots dark grayish brown0 - 31 2.5Y 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil31 - 49 10YR 5/4

2 sandy silt yellowish brown depth0 - 70 10YR 5/4

3 silty sandy loam brown0 - 20 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil20 - 92 10YR 4/4

4 silty loam gravel brown asphalt0 - 19 10YR 4/3

5 silty loam gravel brown0 - 28 10YR 5/3

silty sand gravel brownish yellow subsoil28 - 43 10YR 6/6

6 silty loam gravel brown0 - 32 10YR 5/3

silty sand gravel brownish yellow subsoil32 - 48 10YR 6/6

7 sandy loam brown0 - 31 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown depth31 - 75 10YR 4/6

8 silty loam yellowish brown0 - 36 10YR 5/4

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil36 - 64 10YR 5/6

9 sandy silt yellowish brown0 - 48 10YR 5/4

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil48 - 65 10YR 4/6

10 sand yellowish brown subsoil0 - 70 10YR 5/4

11 loamy sand dark grayish brown0 - 32 2.5Y 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil32 - 58 10YR 5/4

12 sandy silt yellowish brown0 - 21 10YR 5/4

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil21 - 36 10YR 4/6

13 silty loam yellowish brown0 - 39 10YR 5/4

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil39 - 70 10YR 5/6

14 sandy loam brown0 - 32 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown depth32 - 73 10YR 4/6

15 sandy loam gravel grayish brown0 - 35 10YR 5/2

sand gravel yellowish brown subsoil35 - 40 10YR 5/6

16 sandy loam gravel light yellowish brown0 - 24 2.5Y 6/3

silty sand gravel brown subsoil24 - 42 10YR 5/3

17 sandy loam brown0 - 32 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown depth32 - 73 10YR 4/6

18 silty loam yellowish brown0 - 34 10YR 5/4

compact silty sand yellowish brown subsoil34 - 70 10YR 5/6

4/11/2016Hartgen Archeological Associates, Inc. Page 1 of 9



472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

19 sandy silt brown0 - 40 10YR 4/3

silty sand gravel and cobbles dark yellowish brown subsoil40 - 57 10YR 4/6

20 loamy sand dark grayish brown0 - 41 2.5Y 4/2

sand light olive brown subsoil41 - 59 2.5Y 5/6

21 sandy silt brown0 - 41 10YR 4/3

clayey sand cobbles strong brown subsoil41 - 56 7.5YR 4/6

22 sand dark grayish brown0 - 42 10YR 4/2

sand gravel yellowish brown subsoil42 - 60 10YR 5/6

23 silt brown0 - 34 10YR 4/3

compact silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil34 - 60 10YR 4/6

24 silty loam dark yellowish brown0 - 49 10YR 4/4

sandy loam dark yellowish brown rock49 - 72 10YR 4/6

25 sandy loam gravel light yellowish brown0 - 32 2.5Y 6/3

silty sand yellow subsoil32 - 48 2.5Y 7/6

26 sandy loam gravel brown0 - 65 10YR 5/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil65 - 80 10YR 5/8

27 silty loam dark yellowish brown depth0 - 85 10YR 4/4

28 silty loam brown0 - 43 10YR 4/3

compact silty sand yellowish brown subsoil43 - 75 10YR 5/6

29 sandy silt brown0 - 30 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil30 - 44 10YR 4/6

30 sand dark gray0 - 40 10YR 4/1

sand yellowish brown subsoil40 - 58 10YR 5/4

31 loamy sand dark gray0 - 33 10YR 4/1

coarse sand coal ash very dark gray33 - 40 10YR 3/1

compact silty sand brown compact soil40 - 60 10YR 5/3

32 sandy silt brown0 - 28 10YR 4/3

clayey sand strong brown subsoil28 - 46 7.5YR 4/6

33 silty loam brown0 - 59 10YR 4/3

silt yellowish brown subsoil59 - 73 10YR 5/6

34 silty loam brown0 - 29 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown29 - 41 10YR 4/6

silty sand brown depth41 - 75 10YR 4/3

35 sandy loam gravel brown0 - 36 10YR 4/3

sandy loam gravel grayish brown36 - 54 10YR 5/2

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil54 - 70 10YR 5/4
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

36 sandy loam gravel brown0 - 24 10YR 5/3

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil24 - 42 10YR 6/6

37 sandy loam dark yellowish brown0 - 49 10YR 3/4

silty sand yellowish brown depth49 - 74 10YR 5/6

38 silty loam brown0 - 36 10YR 4/3

silt yellowish brown subsoil36 - 76 10YR 5/6

39 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 26 10YR 4/2

sand gravel and cobbles yellowish brown subsoil26 - 43 10YR 5/6

40 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 32 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil32 - 48 10YR 5/6

41 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 30 10YR 4/2

sand gravel and cobbles yellowish brown subsoil30 - 50 10YR 5/4

42 sandy silt olive brown0 - 30 2.5Y 4/3

sandy clayey loam dark yellowish brown subsoil30 - 48 10YR 4/6

43 silty loam brown0 - 23 10YR 4/3

silt yellowish brown subsoil23 - 70 10YR 5/6

44 sandy loam brown0 - 25 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil25 - 45 10YR 5/4

45 sandy loam grayish brown0 - 20 10YR 5/2

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil20 - 38 10YR 6/6

46 silty loam light olive brown0 - 13 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand brownish yellow13 - 23 10YR 6/6

compact sand gravel dark gray rock23 - 35 2.5Y 4/1

47 sandy loam brown0 - 15 10YR 4/3

silty sand loam brown subsoil15 - 50 10YR 4/3

silty sand loam yellowish brown subsoil10YR 5/4

48 buried cable0 - 0

49 sandy silt olive brown0 - 25 2.5Y 4/3

sandy clayey loam dark yellowish brown subsoil25 - 45 10YR 4/6

50 silty sand grayish brown0 - 30 10YR 5/2

sand gravel brownish yellow subsoil30 - 50 10YR 6/6

51 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 40 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil40 - 60 10YR 5/6

52 sandy silt olive brown0 - 23 2.5Y 4/3

sandy loam dark yellowish brown subsoil23 - 35 2.5Y 4/6
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

53 sandy silt brown0 - 20 10YR 4/3

sandy silt dark yellowish brown subsoil20 - 60 10YR 4/6

54 sandy loam cobbles brown asphalt0 - 22 10YR 4/3

55 sandy loam dark grayish brown0 - 26 10YR 4/2

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil26 - 42 10YR 6/6

56 sandy loam light olive brown0 - 20 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil20 - 38 10YR 6/6

57 silty loam very dark grayish brown0 - 18 10YR 3/2

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil18 - 50 10YR 5/4

58 sandy silt brown0 - 10 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown10 - 17 10YR 5/6

sandy silt brown asphalt17 - 26 10YR 4/3

59 sandy silt brown0 - 34 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil34 - 62 10YR 5/6

60 sandy loam dark brown0 - 23 10YR 3/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil23 - 57 10YR 5/4

61 sandy loam grayish brown0 - 26 2.5Y 5/2

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil and rock26 - 40 10YR 5/6

62 sandy loam light olive brown0 - 27 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil27 - 43 10YR 6/6

63 sandy loam dark brown0 - 18 10YR 3/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil18 - 52 10YR 5/4

64 sandy silty loam brown roots and rock0 - 35 10YR 4/3

65 sandy silt brown0 - 40 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil40 - 62 10YR 5/6

66 sandy loam dark brown0 - 20 10YR 3/3

silty sand yellowish brown20 - 54 10YR 5/4

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil54 - 70 10YR 4/6

67 sandy loam light olive brown0 - 20 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand yellowish brown20 - 34 10YR 5/4

sand yellow subsoil34 - 48 2.5Y 7/6

68 sandy silty loam brown0 - 25 10YR 4/3

sandy silt gravel yellowish brown subsoil25 - 45 10YR 5/6

69 sandy silty loam brown0 - 29 10YR 4/3

sandy loam gravel yellowish brown subsoil29 - 55 10YR 5/6
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

70 sandy loam grayish brown0 - 32 2.5Y 5/2

silty sand brownish yellow subsoil32 - 48 10YR 6/6

71 silty loam dark brown0 - 15 10YR 3/3

silty sand gravel dark gray compact fill15 - 25 10YR 4/1

72 sandy silt brown0 - 40 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil40 - 67 10YR 5/6

73 sandy loam rock and gravel brown rock0 - 26 10YR 4/3

74 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 28 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil28 - 48 10YR 5/6

75 sandy loam gravel brown0 - 30 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam gravel and rock dark yellowish brown subsoil30 - 41 10YR 4/6

76 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 27 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil27 - 48 10YR 5/6

77 silty clayey loam dark grayish brown0 - 27 10YR 4/2

coal ash27 - 35

sandy clayey loam yellowish brown subsoil35 - 52 10YR 5/6

78 silt dark grayish brown0 - 11 10YR 4/2

silt yellowish brown11 - 18 10YR 5/6

coal ash white18 - 66 10YR 8/1

coal ash gray10YR 5/1

silt yellowish brown subsoil66 - 92 10YR 5/6

79 sandy silt rock brown roots and rock0 - 29 10YR 4/3

80 sandy loam brown0 - 23 10YR 4/3

ash light gray23 - 65 10YR 7/1

ash very dark gray10YR 3/1

ash gray10YR 5/1

compact sand dark yellowish brown subsoil65 - 75 10YR 4/6

81 silty loam very dark grayish brown0 - 9 10YR 3/2

silty sand gravel black9 - 20 10YR 2/1

sandy silt gravel dark gray20 - 29 10YR 4/1

sandy silt gravel grayish brown10YR 5/2

sandy clay gravel grayish brown29 - 41 10YR 5/2

sandy clay gravel gray10YR 5/1

sandy silt dark yellowish brown41 - 51 10YR 4/6

silty sand gravel dark yellowish brown depth51 - 80 10YR 4/6

silty sand gravel very dark gray depth10YR 3/1

silty sand gravel white depth10YR 8/1
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

82 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 29 10YR 4/2

compact sand gravel yellowish brown subsoil29 - 58 10YR 5/6

83 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 26 10YR 4/2

sand gravel brown26 - 42 10YR 5/3

sand yellowish brown subsoil42 - 62 10YR 5/6

84 sandy silt brown0 - 28 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown28 - 38 10YR 5/4

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil38 - 58 10YR 5/6

85 sandy silt brown0 - 23 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown23 - 35 10YR 5/4

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil35 - 62 10YR 5/6

86 silty loam dark brown0 - 15 10YR 3/3

silty sand cobbles yellowish brown15 - 35 10YR 5/4

silty sand cobbles dark yellowish brown rock35 - 42 10YR 4/4

87 silty loam very dark grayish brown0 - 14 10YR 3/2

silt brown rock14 - 44 10YR 4/3

88 sandy loam light olive brown0 - 28 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand loam yellowish brown subsoil28 - 46 10YR 5/6

silty sand loam pale yellow subsoil5Y 8/4

89 sandy loam light olive brown0 - 37 2.5Y 5/3

silty sand rock yellow subsoil37 - 52 2.5Y 7/6

90 sandy loam dark yellowish brown0 - 14 10YR 4/6

sandy loam brown10YR 4/3

silty sand gravel and cobbles brown fill14 - 50 10YR 4/3

silty sand gravel and cobbles dark yellowish brown fill10YR 4/6

91 sand gravel and rock very dark gray rock0 - 26 10YR 3/1

92 sandy silty loam olive brown0 - 35 2.5Y 4/3

silty sand olive brown buried cable35 - 54 2.5Y 4/3

93 silty clayey loam brown0 - 31 10YR 4/3

silty clay dark yellowish brown31 - 60 10YR 4/4

coal ash gray60 - 86 10YR 5/1

coal ash white10YR 8/1

silt yellowish brown subsoil86 - 100 10YR 5/6

94 loamy sand fill dark gray0 - 20 10YR 4/1

sand coal ash black compact soil20 - 48 10YR 2/1

95 sandy silty loam brown0 - 36 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam dark yellowish brown subsoil36 - 51 10YR 4/6
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

96 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 28 10YR 4/2

compact sand gravel yellowish brown subsoil28 - 46 10YR 5/6

97 silty clayey loam brown0 - 26 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam dark yellowish brown subsoil26 - 40 10YR 4/6

98 sandy loam brown0 - 20 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam gravel and fill dark olive brown fill20 - 40 2.5Y 3/3

99 sandy loam gravel brown rock0 - 62 10YR 4/3

100 silty loam cobbles brown0 - 18 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown rock18 - 34 10YR 5/6

101 silty loam brown0 - 17 10YR 4/3

sandy loam dark yellowish brown17 - 45 10YR 4/4

sandy loam dark brown10YR 3/3

loamy silt dark brown depth45 - 75 10YR 3/3

102 sandy silty loam brown0 - 27 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil27 - 65 10YR 5/6

103 sandy loam brown0 - 22 10YR 4/3

loamy sand yellowish brown subsoil22 - 64 10YR 5/4

104 sandy silt brown0 - 16 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil16 - 67 10YR 5/6

105 sandy loam gravel grayish brown0 - 30 2.5Y 5/2

sandy loam gravel light olive brown subsoil30 - 46 2.5Y 5/4

106 silty clayey loam brown0 - 20 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam gravel dark yellowish brown subsoil20 - 38 10YR 4/6

107 sandy silt brown0 - 25 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil25 - 43 10YR 4/6

108 sandy loam dark brown0 - 10 10YR 3/3

silty sand gravel dark yellowish brown compact fill10 - 41 10YR 4/4

109 sandy silt brown0 - 18 10YR 4/3

silt yellowish brown18 - 39 10YR 5/4

silt yellowish brown subsoil39 - 64 10YR 5/6

110 sandy silt brown0 - 62 10YR 4/3

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil62 - 80 10YR 4/4

111 silty loam dark yellowish brown0 - 29 10YR 4/4

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil29 - 60 10YR 5/6

112 sandy silty loam brown0 - 15 10YR 4/3

sandy silt yellowish brown subsoil15 - 69 10YR 5/6
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

113 silty sand light olive brown0 - 62 2.5Y 5/6

silty sand light yellowish brown subsoil62 - 80 2.5Y 6/4

114 silty loam dark yellowish brown0 - 39 10YR 4/4

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil39 - 65 10YR 5/6

silty sand dark yellowish brown subsoil10YR 4/6

115 sand dark grayish brown0 - 60 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil60 - 80 10YR 5/4

116 silty sand light yellowish brown0 - 29 2.5Y 6/4

silty sand yellow subsoil29 - 47 2.5Y 7/6

117 silty clayey loam brown0 - 31 10YR 4/3

sandy clayey loam gravel strong brown subsoil31 - 46 7.5YR 4/6

118 sandy silty loam brown0 - 39 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil39 - 90 10YR 5/6

119 sandy silt brown depth0 - 80 10YR 4/3

120 sandy silty loam brown0 - 39 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil39 - 94 10YR 5/6

121 sandy loam brown0 - 32 10YR 5/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil32 - 58 10YR 5/6

122 loamy sand brown0 - 32 10YR 4/3

silty sand brown depth32 - 88 10YR 5/3

123 sand dark grayish brown0 - 54 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil54 - 70 10YR 5/4

124 silty sand light yellowish brown depth0 - 100 2.5Y 6/4

125 sandy silty loam brown0 - 30 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil30 - 80 10YR 5/6

126 sandy loam brown0 - 35 10YR 5/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil35 - 60 10YR 5/6

128 silty sand dark grayish brown0 - 53 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil53 - 70 10YR 5/4

129 sandy silt brown depth0 - 60 10YR 4/3

130 loamy sand dark yellowish brown0 - 32 10YR 4/4

silty sand dark yellowish brown depth32 - 86 10YR 4/6

131 sand dark grayish brown0 - 40 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil40 - 80 10YR 5/6
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472421: Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

Shovel Test Records

Depth (cm) Munsell Color
Termination 

ReasonSoil Type Soil InclusionsTest

132 sandy silty loam brown0 - 29 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil29 - 72 10YR 5/6

133 sandy loam brown0 - 34 10YR 5/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil34 - 62 10YR 5/6

134 silty sandy loam dark yellowish brown0 - 25 10YR 4/6

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil and 
disturbed

25 - 54 10YR 5/6

135 silty sandy loam brown0 - 30 10YR 4/3

silty sand yellowish brown subsoil30 - 61 10YR 5/6

136  - 

sand dark grayish brown0 - 46 10YR 4/2

sand yellowish brown subsoil46 - 78 10YR 5/6

137 sand yellowish brown0 - 27 10YR 5/4

sand brownish yellow subsoil27 - 68 10YR 6/6

138 silty loam dark yellowish brown0 - 28 10YR 4/4

silty sand yellowish brown depth28 - 78 10YR 5/4

139 sand yellowish brown0 - 35 10YR 5/4

sand brownish yellow subsoil35 - 63 10YR 6/6
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Hudson Heritage Project, Hudson View Drive, Poughkeepsie, New York 
Phase IB Archeological Addendum and Phase II Site Evaluation 

 

Appendix 3: Artifact Inventory 



Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

1 1 1 3.4carbon rod carbon1  STP 6

1 2 1 3.1cotter pin iron alloy1  STP 6

2 1 1 0.3creamware refined earthenware1  STP 7

2 2 1 2.6nail iron alloy1  STP 7

3 1 2 1.1debitage chert1  STP 9

3 2 1 0.5creamware refined earthenware1  STP 9

4 1 1 0.3debitage chert1  STP 13

5 1 1 0.7unidentified glass1  STP 14

5 2 1 10.1nail iron alloy1  STP 14

6 1 1 26.3bottle glass1  STP 15

6 2 1 6.3unidentified hardware iron alloy1  STP 15

7 1 1 0.2vessel glass1  STP 17

7 2 1 2.2tobacco pipe ball clay-white1  STP 17

8 1 1 6.1nail iron alloy1  STP 24

9 1 1 17.8bottle glass1  STP 28

9 2 1 1.3drinking glass1  STP 28

9 3 1 119.9tool cast iron1  STP 28

9 4 1 38.0handle iron alloy1  STP 28
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

10 1 2 3.2whiteware refined earthenware1  STP 30

11 1 1 1.6whiteware refined earthenware1  STP 33

11 2 1 27.5unidentified cast iron1  STP 33

11 3 2 8.8nail iron alloy1  STP 33

11 4 2 6.4unidentified iron alloy1  STP 33

12 1 1 87.9faunal bone bone1  STP 36

13 1 6 54.2nail iron alloy3  STP 58

14 1 1 1.7creamware refined earthenware1  STP 61

15 1 1 1.5pearlware refined earthenware2  STP 66

16 1 4 74.7porcelain porcelain1  STP 76

16 2 1 27.8semi-porcelain refined earthenware1  STP 76

17 1 1 22.4unidentified glass2  STP 84

18 1 1 0.2creamware refined earthenware1  STP 88

19 1 1 5.4tobacco pipe ball clay-white1  STP 96

20 1 1 0.4redware coarse earthenware2  STP 101

20 2 1 1.9yellowware refined earthenware2  STP 101

20 3 1 1.1bottle glass2  STP 101

20 4 2 97.1brick brick2  STP 101
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

20 5 1 41.5tile coarse earthenware2  STP 101

20 6 2 11.5nail iron alloy2  STP 101

21 1 1 9.1buff/pink bodied stoneware3  STP 101

21 2 1 72.9hook iron alloy3  STP 101

22 1 1 0.8porcelain porcelain1  STP 102

23 1 1 1.7whiteware refined earthenware2  STP 109

24 1 1 4.6nail iron alloy1  STP 111

25 1 2 680.9rough stone tool quartzite1  STP 114

1.1 1 416.5rough stone tool, quartzite, L  8.3, W  7.0, T  5.5 cm
1.2 1 264.4rough stone tool, quartzite, fragment, L  8.5, W  6.4, T  4.0 cm

25 2 1 0.9creamware refined earthenware1  STP 114

25 3 1 1.7pearlware refined earthenware1  STP 114

26 1 1 1.1debitage chert1  STP 115

27 1 2 2.1debitage chert1  STP 116

28 1 1 3.8debitage chert2  STP 120

29 1 1 0.5debitage chert2  STP 125

30 1 1 13.4projectile point quartzite1  STP 126

1.1 1 13.4projectile point, Bare Island, nearly complete, quartzite, L  5.0, W  2.3, T  1.3 cm

30 2 2 1.3debitage chert1  STP 126
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

30 3 1 11.4porcelain porcelain1  STP 126

30 4 1 7.6nail iron alloy1  STP 126

31 1 1 0.7debitage chert1  STP 129

38 1 1 0.2debitage chert1  STP 132

38 2 1 2.1creamware refined earthenware1  STP 132

38 3 1 2.5bottle glass1  STP 132

49 1 1 1.5tableware glass1  STP 133

49 2 1 0.9window glass1  STP 133

49 3 1 0.1lamp chimney glass1  STP 133

39 1 1 0.3debitage chert1  STP 135

39 2 3 1.4debitage siliceous shale1  STP 135

48 1 1 1.5debitage chert1  STP 136

48 2 1 1.9debitage siliceous shale1  STP 136

40 1 1 119.6fire-cracked rock unidentified stone1  STP 137

32 1 1 16.2biface chert1  U 1

1.1 1 16.2biface, chert, fragment, W  3.8 cm

32 2 8 3.7debitage chert1  U 1

32 3 7 17.0debitage chert1  U 1

32 4 1 1.7whiteware refined earthenware1  U 1

32 5 1 74.6spike iron alloy1  U 1
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

32 6 8 22.4nail iron alloy1  U 1

32 7 1 1.3unidentified iron alloy1  U 1

33 1 1 402.5nutting stone unidentified stone1  U 2

33 2 6 4.2whiteware refined earthenware1  U 2

33 3 1 0.6porcelain porcelain1  U 2

33 4 1 1.0window glass1  U 2

33 5 1 6.4barbed wire iron alloy1  U 2

33 6 1 15.0unidentified iron alloy1  U 2

34 1 2 4.5projectile point chert2  U 3

1.1 1 1.7projectile point, Vosburg, chert, L  2.2, W  1.8, T  0.5 cm
1.2 1 2.8projectile point, Levanna, chert, fragment, W  1.9, T  0.5 cm

34 2 2 10.8biface chert2  U 3

2.1 1 3.9biface, chert, L  2.4, W  1.7, T  0.7 cm
2.2 1 6.8biface, chert, fragment, L  4.9, T  0.9 cm

34 3 26 36.9debitage chert2  U 3

34 4 11 12.5debitage siliceous shale2  U 3

34 5 6 17.9debitage quartzite2  U 3

34 6 11 382.0fire-cracked rock unidentified stone2  U 3

34 7 1 0.4faunal bone bone2  U 3

35 1 1 1,317.7hammerstone quartzite3  U 3

1.1 1 1,317.7hammerstone, complete, quartzite, L  12.0, W  10.4, T  7.1 cm

35 2 1 3.3biface chert3  U 3

2.1 1 3.3biface, nearly complete, chert, L  3.4, W  1.5, T  0.5 cm

35 3 1 3.7scraper chert3  U 3

3.1 1 3.7scraper, chert, fragment, W  2.3, T  0.7 cm
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

35 4 11 4.1debitage chert3  U 3

35 5 4 2.8debitage siliceous shale3  U 3

35 6 1 3.1debitage quartzite3  U 3

35 7 3 168.0fire-cracked rock sandstone3  U 3

36 1 2 16.9debitage chert4  U 3

36 2 1 135.9nutting stone sandstone4  U 3

36 3 1 27.7fire-cracked rock quartzite4  U 3

37 1 1 8.7biface chert1  U 3

1.1 1 8.6biface, unfinished, chert, fragment, W  2.7, T  1.4 cm

37 2 1 1.3debitage jasper1  U 3

37 3 49 59.7debitage chert1  U 3

37 4 18 16.7debitage siliceous shale1  U 3

37 5 8 666.8fire-cracked rock quartzite1  U 3

37 6 13 453.4fire-cracked rock unidentified stone1  U 3

37 7 8 17.1mineral sample unidentified stone1  U 3

37 8 2 15.3redware coarse earthenware1  U 3

37 9 7 6.6whiteware refined earthenware1  U 3

37 10 2 2.6ironstone refined earthenware1  U 3

37 11 1 5.6buff/pink bodied stoneware1  U 3

37 12 2 8.1bottle glass1  U 3

37 13 2 0.4vessel glass1  U 3

37 14 2 1.5window glass1  U 3

37 15 1 1.7unidentified glass1  U 3
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Artifact Inventory, HAA# 4724-21
Provenience Level Feature Bag Item Count Artifact Description Weight (g)Material

Phase IB Archeological Investigation, Hudson Heritage Redevelopment

37 16 3 23.9coal coal1  U 3

37 17 2 7.8nail iron alloy1  U 3

37 18 3 21.5shell shell1  U 3

41 1 1 3.4projectile point siliceous shale1  U 4

1.1 1 3.4projectile point, Levanna, siliceous shale, fragment, W  1.5, T  0.7 cm

41 2 1 2.7biface chert1  U 4

2.1 1 2.7biface, finished, complete, chert, L  2.2, W  1.7, T  0.6 cm

41 3 10 10.5debitage chert1  U 4

41 4 12 13.4debitage siliceous shale1  U 4

41 5 1 15.1fire-cracked rock unidentified stone1  U 4

41 6 1 32.1mineral sample siliceous shale1  U 4

41 7 1 0.2window glass1  U 4

41 8 1 0.7coal coal1  U 4

41 9 1 15.5brick brick1  U 4

41 10 1 0.6plastic plastic1  U 4

41 11 1 2.1nail iron alloy1  U 4

41 12 1 6.8faunal bone bone1  U 4

42 1 4 2.6debitage chert2  U 4

42 2 3 59.8debitage siliceous shale2  U 4

42 3 1 2.5mineral sample siliceous shale2  U 4

42 4 1 0.2vessel glass2  U 4

43 1 8 5.0debitage chert1  U 5

43 2 16 9.4debitage siliceous shale1  U 5
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43 3 7 259.2fire-cracked rock unidentified stone1  U 5

43 4 1 8.7redware coarse earthenware1  U 5

43 5 6 25.7whiteware refined earthenware1  U 5

43 6 1 1.6ironstone refined earthenware1  U 5

43 7 8 10.8bottle glass1  U 5

43 8 4 2.8window glass1  U 5

43 9 1 2.2tobacco pipe ball clay-white1  U 5

43 10 1 6.9unidentified copper alloy1  U 5

43 11 3 11.8nail iron alloy1  U 5

43 12 2 7.0unidentified hardware iron alloy1  U 5

43 13 2 16.8shell shell1  U 5

44 1 3 0.4debitage chert2  U 5

44 2 1 0.8debitage siliceous shale2  U 5

44 3 2 58.2fire-cracked rock quartzite2  U 5

44 4 2 43.3fire-cracked rock unidentified stone2  U 5

44 5 1 7.7nail iron alloy2  U 5

44 6 1 4.3spring iron alloy2  U 5

44 7 1 22.9unidentified hardware iron alloy2  U 5

47 1 2 0.6debitage chert1 U 5

47 2 1 5.3faunal bone bone1 U 5

45 1 2 1.0debitage chert1  U 6

45 2 1 0.7debitage jasper1  U 6
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45 3 5 5.6debitage siliceous shale1  U 6

45 4 1 175.4fire-cracked rock unidentified stone1  U 6

45 5 1 0.8pearlware refined earthenware1  U 6

45 6 1 0.3creamware refined earthenware1  U 6

45 7 5 12.1whiteware refined earthenware1  U 6

45 8 3 17.9bottle glass1  U 6

45 9 3 3.9window glass1  U 6

45 10 1 0.8coal coal1  U 6

45 11 3 15.0nail iron alloy1  U 6

45 12 2 9.4shell shell1  U 6

46 1 1 409.6rough stone tool unidentified stone2  U 6

1.1 1 409.5rough stone tool, unidentified stone, fragment, L  14.3, W  7.3, T  3.3 cm

46 2 2 0.2debitage chert2  U 6

46 3 2 0.5debitage siliceous shale2  U 6

46 4 1 0.1vessel glass2  U 6

46 5 1 0.7unidentified hardware iron alloy2  U 6
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