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I. PHASE IB MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

Project Name: Phase IB Cultural Resource Investigations for the Proposed Developathotity of the North
Country (DANC) Landfill Expansion Project, Town of Rodman, Jefferson County, New York

Project Description: The proposed project encompasses the expansion of the existing landfill. Approximately 150
acres / 607,028 square meters within alarger 1,222 acre / 4,945,258 square meter parcel are slated for devel opment,
and are considered tieea of Potential Effect (APE) for these investigations.

Project Location: The proposed Project Areaislocated at #23400 NY S Route 177, east of County Route 97 within
the Town of Rodman, Jefferson County, New York (043° 48 46.74’N 075° 55 01.81"W). The APE can be
accessed via Dona Road.

County: Jefferson County
Minor Civil Division Number: 04517 (Town of Rodman)
USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle MapUSGS 7.5 Rodman, N.Y. Quadrangle 1959 (Photorevised 1980)

SEQR Review: Phase | Cultura Resource Investigations have been requested as part of a State Environmental
Quality Review (SEQRA).

Involved State and Federal AgenciesNYSDEC, Army Corps.

Survey Area

Acreage:150 acres / 607,028 square meters
Depth: Undetermined

Acres Surveyedl50 acres / 607,028 square meters

Archaeological Survey Overview

Number & Interval of Shovel Tests: 1,827: 1,803 atrib50Ht; 21 at 7.5m; 3 at 5m / 16t
Number &Size of Units: NA

Width of Plowed Strips: NA

Surface Survey Transect Interval: NA

Results of Archaeological Survey

Number & Name of prehistoric sites identified: O

Number & Name of historic sites identified0A517.000034 and P&T Jeffersffl (Refuse Satter Site I)
Number & Name of sites recommended for Phase Il/Avoidaihce

Closest Archaeological Site to the AREAZ517.000034 and P&T Jeffers6@1— Both Within APE

Native American Burials Less Than ¥4 Mile from the APE: 0

SRHP/NRHP Historical Review

Number of buildings/structures/cemeteries within APE: 0

Number of buildings/structures/cemeteries adjacent to: APE

Number of previously determined NR listed or eligible buildisgactures/cemeteries/districts: 0
Number of identified eligible building/fatctures/cemeteries/districts: 0

Recommendations of Phase IB Cultural Resource Investigations. These Cultural Resource Investigations were
performed only for APE required for the Proposed Development Authority of the North Country (DANC) Landfill
Expansiam Project, Town of Rodman, Jefferson County, New Y ork. Based upon the results of these investigations,
Powers & Teremy, LLC Cultural Resource Management Company recommends that the proposed project’s APE
does notrequire any additional archaeological exaizns.
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II. PHASE IB PROJECT DESCRIPTION

On March 16™, 2007 Powers & Teremy, LLC was contracted by the Development Authority of the North Country
(DANC), Solid Waste Management Facility to perform Phase IB Cultural Resource Investigations for the
Development Authority of the North Country (DANC) Landfill Expansion Project. The proposed Area of Potential
Effect (APE) is located at #23400 NY S Route 177, within the Town of Rodman, Jefferson County, New York. The
APE can be accessed via Dona Road. The proposed project encompasses the expansion of the existing landfill.
Approximately 150 acres / 607,028 square meters within a larger 1,222 acre / 4,945,258 sgquare meter parcel are
slated for development, and are considered the APE.

Previous Archaeologicallnvestigations

The entire 1,222 acre / 4,945,258 square meter DANC parcel, including the current 150 acre APE, has been subject
to numerous archaeological investigations between 1987 and 2008. Three surveys were conducted by Terrestrial
Environmental Specidlists, Inc. (TES) within the current 1,222 acre / 4,945,258 DANC parcel during 1987 and
1988, including a Phase IA, 1B and Phase Il. Phase |A investigations concluded “the landfill site as having low to
moderate potential for containing Native American occupation areas, while the likelihood of buried European
American structural remains and cultural features being present within the impact zone was considered very high”
(Oberon and LaFrance April 1988: 5). As a result, Phase IB shovel testing by TES was limited to areas that were
hypothesized to have a higher potential of supporting a Native American presence, “i.e., well-drained, high places
near water” (Oberon and LaFrance April 1988: 6). These areas included hilltops that were subsequently investigated
utilizing shovel test clusters consisting of tests placed at a 50-ft interval (Oberon and LaFrance April 1988: 6). No
cultural material was recovered in these areas by TES

In areas of known EurBmerican occupation a different Phase IB field strategy was emplyy€ES. Shoveltests
were placed in a series of eight transectsin aradial pattern extending outward from existing residences or structural
remains, utilizing arange from 10-ft / 3-m to 50-ft / 15-m intervals. Where historic dump sites were located, limited
shovel testing was conducted (Oberon and LaFrance April 1988 7-9). Twelve Euro-American residential sites
including standing residential structures and outbuildings, visible foundation remains, map documented structures
(MDS) and five historic refuse deposition sites were located and excavated (Oberon and LaFrance April 1988:3).
This includes one MDS location, site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex which is the only site
previously identified by TES that falls within the current Phase IB APE (Figure 3). All other sites identified by TES
were ouside of the APE fothese investigationg-igure 3).

Subsequently, Phase Il investigations were pursued by TES on four of the 12 structures identified, including MDS
site 04517.000034. A combination®ft x 5-ft / 1.5m x1.5m and 3ft x 3-ft / 1-m x 1-m test units were excavated
(Oberon and LaFrance May 1988: 5-6, Powers & Teremy, LLC 2007:Appendix V). Phase Il investigations
concluded that “the quality, integrity and diversity of cultural resources present on al of these properties (including
site 04517.000034) appear insufficient for any to meet National Register eligibility criteria....it is considered
unlikely that further excavation on any of these four properties would produce more significant archaeological
information” (Oberon and LaFrance May 1988:1). In December of 1988, the NY SOPRHP concluded that “no
archaeological sites are located within the impact zone of this project which satisfies the criteria of the State
Register/National Register bfistoric Places” (Powers & Teremy, LLC 2007: Appenidiy.

In October of 2007, Powers & Teremy, LLC conducted a Phase IA investigation of the 1,222 acre / 4,945,258
square meter DANC parcel, as the original Phase |A did not reflect the 2005 NY SOPRHP report standards. Sixteen
structures were documented within the Phase |A project area between 1864 and 1980, primarily along Dona Road
(Powers & Teremy, LLC 2007: 17). Four of these structures were not documented during previous Cultural
Resource investigations. NY SOPRHP site files list six of these structures as sites, including site 04517.000034
(Powers & Teremy, LLC 20074). Structuresthat were extant in 1988 were removed pursuant to receiving the letter
of effect from the NYSOPRHP in 1988 (Powers & Teremy, LLC 2007: 17-19). Previous Phase 1A, 1B, and Il
investigationsalsoreveaed the presence of 5 historic dump sites, previously recorded by TES, within the Phase A
project area. Field reconnaissance by Powers & Teremy, LLC revealed a sixth historic dumpsite within the Phase
IA project area (Figure 3). The site was identified by visible surface historical materiab. As a result, one known
historic site (04517.000034) and asditionalhistoricdump site vasdocumented within thAPE for this Phase 1B
investigation(Figure 3). In addition, no known prehistoric sites were identified during a site file check at the
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NYSOPRHR and the NYSOPRHP GIS map documenting archaeologicaly sensitive areas demonstrated that a
majority of the current 150 acre APE is not within an archaeologicaly sensitive area (Powers & Teremy, LLC
2007:14). As a result of the 2007 Phase |A investigation, previous investigations, correspondences with the
NY SOPRHP, and current accepted standards proffered by the NY SOPRHP, Powers & Teremy LLC undertook
Phase IB archaeological investigations within the current 150 acre APE. This included Phase IB investigations at

site 04517.000034 tconfirm site boundaries

°Powers & Teremy, LLC 4 Jylgaes
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Phase IA Limits

Area of Potential Effect

Figure 2. Area of Potential Effect on the USGS 7.5’ Rodman, @uadrangle 195%hotorevised 980)




Area of Potential Effect

Figure 3. Documented Structures and Historical Dump Sites viiteiAPE and vicinity on the
USGS 7.5 Rodman, N.Y. Quadrangle 198hd¢torevised 980)




[ll. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

Topography and Geology
The proposed APE is located in the southeast section of Jefferson County, New Y ork. The proposed APE is located
in the Tug Hill Plain Region. Elevations within Jefferson County range from a high of 1,700 feet AMSL in the Tug

Relief within the APE itself is drastic, with elevation ranging between 1,041 ft AMSL to 1,184 ft AMSL traveling
through the APE from west to east.

The topography of this area had been cut by streams since the time the region was invaded by glacial ice from the
north. During the Wisconsin glaciation of the Pleistocene epoch, ice blanketed the entire area of Neat&.ddeSt
erosion on this landscape rounded the existing hills, deepened the valleys, and steepened the valley walls in the
southern parts of the area. Glacia deposits added the drumlins and kame moraines. The rock formations beneath
Jefferson County are the source of the parent material for the soils. Jefferson County is underlain by lake laid clays
and glacial outwash deposits covering limestone or sandstoneH®atey;, Ketterings, and Krol, 2007:1).

Soils

Soils in Jefferson County have developed in the period since glaciation and formed through the interaction of
climate, living organisms, parent materials, topography, and time. The soils in Jefferson County were formed under
a cool-humid climate, aiding in the organic growth found in the surface layer. Most of the organic matter was
provided by the extensive forests that once covered the region. Differences among soils in Jefferson County are the
result of variation in parent materials and topograpime parent materials that created the soileffedson County
are glacial till, glacial outwash, and organic materials.

Alluvia land/soil are sections of nearly level, recent unconsolidated deposits on flood plains. The deposits are
generally stratified and range in matrix texture from gravel to sand and clay. Drainage commonly encountered in

alluvial soils is generally poor to very poor in nature. Colluvium consisting of soil and/or rock travels down slope by
gravity. This “slope wash” may, in some cases bury an A Horizon, a culturally richyssil la

There are seven soil types found within the APE, from the Gulf (33%), Bice (21%), Lagross (17%), Ensley(12%),
Darien (8%), Danley (6%), and Manilus (3%) soil series. These soils were primarily formed from Glacio-Fluvial
Deposits and Glacial Tilkespectivelyandrange from excessively wetlrained to very poorly drained soils (Figure
4 and Table 1). The proposed APE for these cultural investigations does not contain either aluvial soils or colluvial
soils.

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Phase IA Limits

Area of Potential Effect

Figure 4. Area of Potential Effect on the NRCS Web Soil Suf2@98)




Table 1. SUMMARY OF SOILS WITHIN THE APE

. Soil Horizon . Soil Texture Slope -
Soil Name Depth cm (in) Soil Color Inclusions Percent Drainage | Landform
A0to5in(0-12cm) |V Dk GBm Salo Eﬁfr']‘z' ch':'n
Ensley Silt EB 5 to 10 in(12-25 cm) Dk GBrn Salo Very Ground
Loam Bwl 10 to 14 in(25-35 cm) GBrn SaClLo 0-1 Poorly Moraines &
(En) Bw2 14 to 18 in(35-45 cm) Brn Salo Drained Wave Cut
C 1810 60 in(45-152 cm) Brn Salo T
erraces
Ap 0 to 6 in(0-15 cm) Dk GBrn F Sa Lo
Bice Fine Sand Bw 6 to 18 in(15-45 cm) YBrn SalLO Well
Loam BC 18 to 26 in(45-66 cm) Brn Grl Sa Lo 0-15 Drained Glacial Till
(BhC, BhD) | C126 to 40 in(66-101 cm) | Dk GBrn Grl Sa LO
C240to 72in(101-182 cm) GBrn Grl Sa Lo
Ap 0to 9in(0-22 cm) V Dk GBrn SiLo
: E9to 12in(22-30 cm) Brn SiLo :
paniey St | BE1210163040cm) | OBm | ChanneryCllo| , ¢ well | Steep Sols
(DcB) Btl 16 to 22 in(40-55cm) O Brn Channery Cl Lo Drained Till Pl?ains
Bt2 22 to 36 in(55-91 cm) Dk GBrn |Channery Si Cl Lo
C361to 72in(91-182 cm) O Gry |Channery SiCl Lo
Ap 0to 7in(0-17 cm) V Dk Gry SiLo Outwash
Gulf Silt Bg 7 to 12 in(17-30 cm) GBrn SiLo Very Plains,
Loam Bw 12 to 26 in(30-66 cm) Pale Brn SiCl Lo 0-3 Poorly Terraces &
(Gw) 2C126t0 40 in(66-101 cm) | Dk GBrn Grl Lo Drained |KameKettle
2CZz40to 60 in(101-152 cm) GBrn Grl Lo Landforms
Lagross Ap 0 to 8 in(0-20 cm) Dk Brn Channery S! Lo
. . Channery Si Lo Level and
Haights Bw 18 to 14 in(20-35 cm) Brn . Moderately
. V Channery SiLg 0-25 : Fan Shaped
Complex Bw?2 14 to 36 in 8591 cm) Brn V Channerv Si Ld Well Drained Areas
(LaB, LaC) | C361t060in(91-152cm) | Dk Bm y
Manlius Ap 0 to 6 in(0-15 cm) DkB(?rI]Brn Channery Si Lo Convex
Channer Bw1l 6 to 9 in(15-22 cm) YBrn V Channery Si Ld Well to Areas on
) y Bw2 9 to 18 in(22-72 cm) V Channery SiLg 3-50 Excessively Slope and
Silt Loam : Dk YBrn ; ; i
(MnB) C18to 30_ in(72-76 cm) DKk GBM Channery Si Lo Drained Low ridge
2R 30+ in(76+ cm) Shale Bedrock in Uplands
Ap 0to 9in(0-22 cm) V Dk GBrn SiLo
Darien Silt Bt19to 19 in(22-48 cm) O Brn ClLo Somewhat | Till Plains,
Loam Btg2 19 to 32in(48-81 cm) | Dk GBrn SiCl Lo 0-15 Poorly | Drumlins &
(DdB) BC 32 to 44 in(81-111 cm) O Gry SiCl Lo Drained Moraines
C441t072in111:182 cm) O Brn SiCl Lo
KEY: Shade:Lt-Light, Dk-Dark, V-Very
Color: Brn-Brown, Blk-Black, GryGray, GBraGray Brown, QOlive, StrBrirStrong Brown,
RBrn-Red Brown, YBrrYellow Brown, RPale, PkPink
Soils: CI-Clay, LoLoam, SiSilt, SaSand. FFine, ShSheet
Other: / Mottled, GrtGravel, CbsCobbles, Pb&ebblesRts-Roots
Jylgaes
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IV. PHASE IB ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS

Archaeological Survey Team/Date

Powers & Teremy, LLC archaeological field team consisted of Paul Powers, Field Supervisor, Ms. Rebecca Swank,
Ms. Shastin Swank, Mr. James Smith, Mr. Andrew Nelson and Mr. Frank Mt. Pleasant conducted all of the
subsurface investigation&xcavations were undertaken from December 2007 through May of 2008.

Disturbance/Ground Conditions

Presently, the APE consists of tertiary forest and wetland. An environmental study concluded “There are... large
areas of scrub-shrub vegetation, evergreen plantation, deciduous forest, evergreen forest, and mixed forest areas
have been subject to timber and brush cuts to encourage the growth of shrub vegetation as deer forage. Wetland
cover types identified on site include: forested wetland, scrub-shrub wetlands, emergent wetlands, and wet
meadows/ herbaceousBdrton & Loguidice P.C2004, & Figure 10).

Field Methodology

A site visit included a visual examination of the project area to ascertain whether any sections showed evidence of

prior disturbance or excessive slope. Based upon observed conditions and recommendations proffered during
Powers & Teremy’s Phase IA investigations, the APE wamseéd testable using standard Phase IB testing methods.
The Phase IB field investigations strategy for this project consisted of shovel testing the 150-acre / 607,028-square
meterAPE (Appendix 1). Shovel test placement was determined using project maps provided to Powers & Teremy,

LLC, recommendations proffered during previous Phase |A investigations, comments from the NY SOPRHP, and
conditions observed during a field inspection.

A majority of the APE was shovel tested utilizing a 15-m / 50-ft interval. Shovel testing was conducted at a
minimum of 7.5-m / 25-ft intervals surrounding the previously documented historic site in order to confirm site
boundaries. A 5-m/ 16-ft interval was utilized with the undocumented dump site due to its small size (Appendix ).
In addition to shovel testing, a surface collection was conducted in the location of an additionalhistoric dump site.
Areas of extreme slope (exceeding 15%) or consisting of standing water were omitted from shovel testing, resulting
in approximately 90% of the APE being deemed testable. Where wetlands are documented, testing was pursued
where possible, including higher ground and in areas where ground saturation levels were minimal. Transects were
oriented with a magnetic compass and paced out depending on the project area field conditions. A hand-held GPS
unit was used to document the locatiorsité 04517.000034he additionalhistoricdump siteas well as a sampling
of shovel test locations to ensure mapping accuracy.

Shovel tests were excavated by hand, and measured 30-cm x 30-cm / 1 ft x 1 ft. Each test was excavated to sterile
subsoil or until evidence of disturbance was adequately documented to depths of at least 50 cm. All soils excavated
were screened through-i#ich metal mesh to recoveryaaultural material that may have been present. All soil types
and textures were recorded in field notebooks. Documentation of existing conditions within the APE as well as that

of general vicinity was accomplished through photography (Appendix I1).

Arti fact Descriptions

There were a total of 61 artifacts recovered from surface investigations, as well as 5 of the excavated shovel tests
(Appendix I). Artifacts recovered belong to four separate functional groups, including Kitchen (72%), Architectural
(20%), Personal (7%) and Modern Trash (1%).

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Table 2. Artifacts Recovered from the DANC Phase | Excavation

Transect
Number &
Shovel Test

Number

Provenience
Layer/Level

Number
of
Artifacts

Description

Functional
Group

STP 11.3

LI 0-20 cmbs
(0-8inches)

3

3 pcs. window glass (Y9& 20" Century)

Kitchen (5%)

STP 121

LI 0-26 cmbs
(0-10 inches)

1

1 pc. plain undecorated glazed whiteware
(1820—1900+)

Kitchen (2%)

STP 12.2

LI 0-28 cmbs
(0-11 inches)

2 pc. plain undecorated glazed whiteware
(1820—1900+)

Kitchen (3%)

Surface
Collection

P&T
Jefferson 001

14

1 pc. plain undecorated glazed ironstone
(19" Century)

1 clear glass mason jar {1& 20" Century)

1 brown glass molded bottle 8"h. 4"w.
embossed “one pint” and “Federal Law Fork
Sak or Reuse of this Bottle” (2aCentury)

1 clear pint glass bottle (molded) embossed
“Federal Law Forbid Sale or Reuse of this
Bottle” and “Three Feathers”

1 brown molded glass jar

(19" & 20" Century)

1 clear glass molded bottle (not screw top)
1 clea glass jar (molded) 51/2" h. 2"w

1 clear glass jar (molded) 6” h. 21/2"w

1 aqua glass jar rim and neck

(possible mason jar) (2Century)

1 green glass jar molded 312°h 11/2'w

1 brown glass jug handle, neck and body
fragment embossed letters “ROY” (lyojar?)
1 large brown glass jug base bottom embos
with “Clorox” (20" Century)

1 high voltage coil for a Ford Automobile
1 light bulb ceramic wall socket

d

D

Kitchen (16%)
Personal (7%)

sed

101.B

0-29 cmbs
(0-11 inches)

17

1 pc. milk glass

2 pcs. clear curvebottle glass

7 pcs. chimney glass (1% 20™ Century)
1 pc. ferrous metal (20th Century)

5 pcs. window glass (Y& 20" Century)
1 candy bar wrapper (2Century)

Kitchen (16%)
Architecture (10%)
Modern Trash (1%)

101.C

0-32 cmbs

(0-13 inches)

24

17 pcs. clear curved bottle glass fragments
1 pc. curved brown glass (18 20" Century)

Kitchen (30%)
Architecture (10%)

6 pcs. window glass (19 20" Century)

Table 3. ComprehensiveSummary of Artifact Functional Groups from the DANC Phase | Excaation

Functional Group

Number of Artifacts

44

Kitchen (72%)
Architectural (20%)
Personal (7%)
Modern Trash (1%)

12
4
1

°Powers & Teremy, LLC
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Site Descriptions

Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex

Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, a circa.1866 farmstead is situated within the northwestern
corner of the APE, located adjacent to the western edge of Dona Road (043° 48’ 52.08"N 075° 55’ 23.97"W). The
site is measures approximately 25,000 square feet / 2,323 square meters. Artifacts were recovered as deep as 28
cmbs (STP 12.3). A barn and cellar hole was identified by TES during Phase | and Il investigations carried out in
1987 and 1988. Given this site was excavated at both a Phase | and Il level by TES, the intent of Phase IB tested
conductedby Powers & Teremy, LLC was to further delineate / confirm the site boundaries set, utilizing standards
put forth by the NYSOPRHP in 2005, rather than determine National Register Eligibility. Shovel tests were
excavated at a 7.5-m / 25-ft intervals surrounding the site to further delineate site boundaries (Appendix I). Current
conditions within the site and surrounding vicinity were documented via photography (Photographs 17-25).
Twenty-one shovel tests were excavated within and adjacent to the site, of which, only 3 were positive (Appendix
). Current excavations did not revea any information that would alter site boundaries previously established by
TES or add to the historic context of the site. It should be noted that structural remains present in 198788 are no
longer visible on the surface.

Given that Phase | and Il archaeological investigations were completed in the 1980's and additional Phase IB
investigations were undertaken by Powers & Teremy, LLC, it is recommended that additional Phase Il or Phase 11l
excavations at this site would hold a limited potential of yielding any additional significant information. While there
is the possibility of encountering in situ cultural deposits relating to rural farm life from the time prior to 1866
through 1888, previous and current excavations reveal that artifacts are concentrated at structure locations, which
have aready been subject to shovel testing and test units (Appendix 1). Previous evaluation by the NY SOPRHP in
1988concluded that all the historic sites including site 04517.000034 do not satisfy the criteria for State or National
Register of Historic Places, and that further archaeological work in this location will not yield any future research
potential or information of historical value.

There were a total of 6 artifacts recovered from 3 positive STPs excavated within site 04517.000034, Green
House/Green House Complex. Artifacts recovered from 04517.0000340elong to the Kitchen (100%) functional
group. Table 4 reflects all positive shovel tests associated with the 04517.000034ite, artifacts encountered, and
functional grouprepresented within the site boundaries.

Table 4. Artifacts Recovered from04517.000034, Green House/Green House Compleixe

SL?S;E‘%:{ # Provenience Arfh‘g:ts Description Functional Group
STP 11.3 L(I0082"(3C?1r22)s 3 3 pcs. window glass (9 20" Century) Kitchen (50%)
STP 12.1 I(_(I)(iOZIESn grr?ebss), 1 (112(2:0 pilaligo%rl(;ecorated glazed whiteware Kitchen (17%)
TP 122 I(‘(;g lz?n (C:E]egs) , (Zlggo piIzTgo%rlc;ecorated glazed whiteware itchen (33%)

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes

13



STP12.1, 1 pc. plain undecorated glazed whiteware

P&T Jefferson 001 (Refuse Scatter Site I)

P&T Jefferson 001is situated near the eastern boundary of the APE (043° 48 52.95”N 075° 54’ 38.98"W). The site
measuresapproximately 1,500 square feet / 139 square meters and is located in a forested area (Appendix I,
Photograph&0-52). The site is a surface scatter of materials that date from the 19™ century to the modern era with
the majority of materials dating to the 20" century. Most of the artifacts in this refuse scatter are glass bottles. A
representative sample of materials was collected to assess the temporal cultural period, integrity and historical
significance of the site. This site consists primarily of a surface scatter, though cultural material was recovered from
two of the three shovel tests excavated within the dump site (Table 5, Appendix |). Due to the small size of the
surface scatter, shovel tests were placed at 5-m / 16-ft intervals. Artifacts were recovered as deep as 32 cmbs. It
should be noted that modern trash was recovered from one of the shovel tests excavated. While the site does contain

a considerable number of artifactnany of these artifacts are from th& 28ntury. Powers & Teremy, LLC believe
that further archaeological investigations at this location would not yield any additional significant information.

There were a total of 55 artifacts recovered from the surface collection and shovel testing at P& T Jefferson 001
(Refuse Scatter Site 1). Artifacts recovered from P& T Jefferson 001 belong to four separate functional groups,
Kitchen (69%), Architectural (22%), Personal (7%), and Modern Trash (2%). The following tables (Tables 5 & 6)
outline artifacts encountered and functional groups represented within P&T Je€f@ison

Table 5. Artifacts Recovered from P&T JeffersorD01 (Refuse Scatter Site 1)

Transect

Number & | Provenience T ioEs o Functional
of Description
Shovel Test| Layer/Level . Group
Artifacts
Number
1 pc. plain undecorated glazed ironstone
(19" Century)
1 clear glass mason jar {18& 20" Century)
1 brown glass molded bottle 8"h. 4"w.
embossed “one pint” and “Federal L&werbid
Sale or Reuse of this Bottle” (2@entury)
Surface N/A 14 1 clear pint glass bottle (molded) embossed Kitchen (18%)

Collection “Federal Law Forbid Sale or Reuse of this| Personal (7%)
Bottle” and “Three Feathers”

1 brown molded glass jar

(19" & 20" Century)

1 clear glass molded bottle (screw top)
1 clear glass jar (molded) 51/2” h. 2"w
1 clear glass jar (molded) 6” h. 21/2"w

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Table 5. Artifacts Recovered from P&T Jefferson 001 (Refuse Scatter Site 1) (cont)

Transect
Number &
Shovel Test

Number

Provenience
Layer/Level

Number
of
Artifacts

Description

Functional
Group

1 aqua glass jar rim and neck

(possible mason jar) (2@Century)

1 green glass jar molded 312”h 11/2'w

1 brown glass jug handle, neck and body
fragment embossed letters “ROY” (lvory jar
1 large bown glass jug base bottom embos;
with “Clorox” (20" Century)

1 high voltage coil for a Ford Automobile

1 light bulb ceramic wall socket

?)

sed

STP 101.B

LI 0-29 cmbs
(0-11 inches)

17

1 pc. milk glass

2 pcs. clear curved bottle glass

7 pcs. chimney glass €1 & 20" Century)
1 pc. ferrous metal (20th Century)

5 pcs. window glass (198 20" Century)
1 candy bar wrapper (2Century)

Kitchen (18%)
Architecture (11%)
Modern Trash (2%

STP 101.C

LI 0-32 cmbs
(0-13 inches)

24

17 pcs. clear curved bottle gtasagments
1 pc. curved brown glass (18 20" Century)

Kitchen (33%)
Architecture (11%

6 pcs. window glass (9 20" Century)

Table 6. Summary of Artifact Functional Groups

Functional Group Number of Artifacts
Kitchen (69%) 38
Architectural (226) 12
Personal (7%) 4
Modern Trash (2%) 1

Surface Find: 1 large brown glass jug base bottom embossed with “Clorox”,
and 1 clear glass molded bottle (screw top)

°Powers & Teremy, LLC
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Problems Encountered
Heavy snowfall in the month of Dember2007 suspended excavations until April 2008.

Results

An estimated 90% of the approximate 150 acre / 607,028 square meter APE was subjected to subsurface testing as
part of these Phase IB investigations. Approximately 10% of the APE was not excavated, due to slope exceeding
15% or the presence of standing water. 105 transects were placed within the APE, containing atotal of 1,827 shovel
tests (Appendices | and I11). Testing was omitted from approximately 10% of the APE, due to standing water within
wetlands, or slopes exceeding 15%. While testing the proposed APE, 1,669 (91%) of the 1,827 shovel tests
excavated reached a second layer. A third layer was reached in 209 (11%) of the shovel tests excavated.
Excavations of 158 (9%) of the shovel test were aborted before reaching subsoil for either the excavation having
filled with water, stopped by rocks, or the excavation exceeded 50 cmbs (Appendix 111). Soils encountered in the
STPs were the expected as outlined as a typical profile (§aih&urveyof Jefferson CountflUSDA/NRCS 2008).
There was evidence of disturbance in 1 (<1%) of the shovel tests excavated, consisting of grayetéitlf to
DonaRoad

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Layer |

Layer | averaged 23 cmbs / 9 inches in depth, with a maximum depth of 61 cmbshe&strecorded. Variations in
soil color may be the result of a mixed A and B horizons or varying moisture levels within the soil. The following
tables summarize soil color and consistency within Layer | (T&tdesi8).

Table 7. Layer | Soil Colors

10YR 3/3 Dark Brown | 43.40% Layer | Soil Colors
10YR 4/3 Brown 28.35%
10YR 4/; Dark Grayish 12.10%
rown @ 10YR 3/3 Dark Brown
10YR 5/2 Grayish Brown | 5.36% B 10YR 4/3 Brown
10YR 2/1 Black 4.82% 0O 10YR 4/2 Dark Grayish Brown
0 10YR 5/2 Grayish Brown
1oé$a§{szhvl3€:gwljrwark 3.45% ® 10YR 2/1 Black
10YR 5/1 Gray 0.82% @ 10YR 32 Very Dark Grayish Brown
10YR 5/4 Yellowish o ® 10YRS1 Gy
Brown 0.49% O 10YR 5/4 Yellowish Brown
10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish ® 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish Brown
Brown 0.44% B 5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown
5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown 0.27% 0 7.5YR6/4 Light Brown
7.5YR 6/4 Light Brown 0.22%

Table 8. Layer | Soil Matrices

Layer | Soil Matrices
Silt Loam 95.51%
Silty Clay Loam 1.81% ] ::t L;am )
| Sity Clay Loam
Clay Loam 1.37% O Glay Loam
Silty Clay 0.66% o Sity Clay
Silt 0.22% m Silt
Sandy Loam 0.22% @ Sandy Loam
Sandy Clay Loam 0.11% . ii“dy C:Iy Loam
X O Clayey St
Clayey Silt 0.05% u Snd

®Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Layer Il
Layer Il consisted of B horizon soils. The average depth of Layer Il was 38 cmbs/ 15 inches, with a maximum
depth reached of 65 cmbs / 26 inches. Layer Il consisted of B Horizon soils. The following tables summarize soil

color and consitency within Layer Il (Table8 and10).

Table 9. Layer Il Soil Colors

i Layer Il Soil Colors
10YR g/rtv\;ﬁllomsh 63.09% y
10YR 4/4 Dark
Yellowish Brown 15.52%
10YR 4/3 Brown 5.75%
10YR 5/2 Grayish 2.61% @ 10YR 5/4 Yellowish Brown
Brown i 0 B 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish Brown
7.5YR 6/4 Light Brown | 3.59% O 10YR 4/3 Brown
O 10YR 5/2 Grayish Brown
10YR 3/3 Dark Brown 2.52% = 7.5YR 6/4 Light Brown
10YR 5/1 Gray 1.86% @ 10YR 3/3 Dark Brown
5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown  1.20% W 10YR 15/1 G;zy .
" O 5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown
10YR 4/§rcl?va\}:]k Grayish 1.02% m 10YR 4/2 Dark Grayish Brown
i @ 10YR 6/4 Light Yellowish Brown
Yl eoll\c()\F/{vig:lBl‘_rlgvr\]/tr'n 0.42% O 10YR 2/1 Black
O 10YR 3/2 Very Dark Grayish Brown
10YR 2/1 Black 0.24%
10YR 3/2 Very Dark o
Grayish Brown 0.06%

Table 10. Layer Il Soil Matrices

Silt Loam 77.23% ) )
Clay Loam 5 57% Layer Il Soil Matrices Sl
Silt 5.45% m Clay Loam
Silty Clay 5.45% o it
Sandy Silt 2.52% O Slty Clay
Silty Clay Loam 1.74% : :::yci; Loam
Silty Sand 0.66% m Sity Snd
Clay 0.66% O Clay
Sandy Loam 0.36% B Sndy Loam
Loam 0.12% ® Loam
Sand 0.12% : ::jey .
Clayey Silt 0.06% & Sndy Clay Loam
Sandy Clay Loam 0.06%

®Powers & Teremy, LLC
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Layer 11l

Layer Il consisted of B horizon soils. The average depth of Layer 111 was 39 cmbs / 15 inches, with a maximum
depthreached of 57 cmbs/ 22 inches. The following tables summarize soil color and consistency within Layer 11
(Tables 1 and D).

Table 11. Layer Il Soil Colors

10YR 5/4 Yellowsh 42119 Layer 111 Soil Colors

Brown 70

10YR 5/2 Grayish Brown| 15.31%
10YR 5/1 Gray 12.92% O 10YR 5/4 Yellowish Brown
i B 10YR 5/2 Grayish Brown
1R 4/4BII’308\.I|\'II:1 Yellowish 11.48% 0O 10YR 5/1 Gray
10YR 4/3 Brown 6.22% O 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish Brown
10YR 6/4 Light Yellowish ® 10YR 4/3 Brown
4.78% ; .
Brown @ 10YR 6/4 Light Yellowish Brown

B 5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown

O 7.5YR 6/4 Light Brown

W 10YR 3/3 Dark Brown

B 10YR 4/2 Dark Grayish Brown

5YR 5/3 Reddish Brown | 3.35%
7.5YR 6/4 Light Brown 1.91%

10YR 3/3 Dark Brown 1.44%

10YR 4/2 Dark Grayish
Brown

0.48%

Table 12. Layer Il Soil Matrices

Layer 11l Soil Matrices
Silt Loam 67.46%
Silty Clay 10.53% 2SIt Loam
Silt 9.57% m Sity Clay
Clay Loam 4.78% O Silt
Silty Clay Loam 3.83% 0 Clay Loam
Clay 1.44% m dity Clay Loam
- . @ Clay
Sandy Silt 0.96% & Sndy Sit
Sllty Sand 0.48% o Sity Sand
Sandy Clay 0.48% m Sandy Clay
Sandy Loam 0.48% @ Sandy Loam
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Numerous tests exhibited depths below 50 cmbs/ 20 inches, for example, Layer | in STP 88.8 was excavated to 61
cmbs / 24 inches, Layer Il in STP 2.2 was excavated to 60 cmbs / 24 inches, and STP 69.4 reached 65 cmbs / 26
inches.As previoudly stated, there was evidence of disturbance in 1 (<1%) of the shovel tests excavated, consisting
of gravel fill, located adjacent to Dona Road. Of the 1,827 shovel tests excavated, 5 (<1%) resulted in the recovery
of cultural material.

No Native American sites were identified within the APE, therefore no prehistoricsites were designated. While the
physiographic context of the APE seems ideal, shovel testing yielded no evidence of prehistoric occupation. It is

possible that other nearby locales, consisting of highger ground, or with less dramatic terrain were better suited

for habitation or specialized land use during the prehistoric period. Two historic archaeological sites were identified
within the APE. The sites identified are 04517.000@4en House/GredAouse Complexand P&T Jeffersof01

(Refuse Scatter Site ).
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V. TESTING RECOMMENDATIONS

These Phase IB Cultural Resource Investigations were performed for the approximate 1&haesredhe APE
for the proposed Development Authority of the North Country (DANC) Landfill Expansion Project. All work was
conducted in the Town of Rodman, Jefferson County, New York.

Based upon the results of these and prior investigations, Powers & Teremy, LLC Cultural Resource Management
Company believe that no additional archaeological excavations are warranted. While there is the possibility of
encounteringn situ cultural deposits at 04517.000034¢lating to rural farm life from the time prior to 1866 through
1888, previous and current excavations revea that artifacts are concentrated in former structure locations, which
have already been thoroughly excavated (Appendix ). In accordance with recommendations proffered by the
NY SOPRHP in 1988, Powers & Teremy, LLC believe site 04517.000034 does not satisfy the criteria for State or
National Register of Historic Places, and that further archaeological work in this location will not yield any future
research potential or information of historical value. P& T Jefferson001 (Refuse Scatter Site 1) is a small surface
scatter with a limited subsurface component. While the site does contain a number of artifacts, many of these
artifacts are from the 20™ century. In addition, subsurface investigations at this site unearthed modern trash. Further
archaeological investigations at this location would not yield any additional significant information.

Given there are no structures within the view-shed of the APE, and the presence of the existing landfill to the north
of the APE, Powers & Teremy believe that the visual impact for the proposed North Country (DANC) Landfill
Expansion Project does nwarrantany further consideration.

°Powers & Teremy, LLC Jylgaes
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Appendix I
Project Maps












Appendix 11
Project Area Photographs



Photograph 1. APE from the northeast corner of the APE, looking southeast.

Photograph 2. APE from the northeast corner of the APE, looking southwest.




Photograph 3. Existing creek within the APE, looking southwest.

Photograph 4. Existing creek within the APE, looking northeast.




Photograph 5. APE in the northeast corner of the project area, looking southeast.

Photograph 6. APE from existing landfill access road, north of the APE, looking southwest.



Photograph 7. APE from existing landfill access road, north of the APE, looking southeast.

Photograph 8. Existing wetlands within the APE, looking south.



Photograph 9. Existing wetlands within the APE, looking southeast.

Photograph 10. Existing pond (man-made) within the APE, looking southeast.




Photograph 11. Wetlands adjacent to the APE, looking west / southwest.

Photograph 12. Wetlands within the APE, looking east.




Photograph 13. Wetlands within the APE, looking west.

Photograph 14. APE east of Dona Rd, adjacent to Site 04517.000034, looking west / southwest.



Photograph 15. Dona Road, looking south.

Photograph 16. Dona Road, looking north.




Photograph 17. Dona Road, looking north.

Photograph 18. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex from STP 12.1, looking south.



Photograph 19. Existing well, adjacent to STP 12.2, looking southwest.

Photograph 20. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, looking east.




Photograph 21. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, looking east.

Photograph 22. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, looking northeast.



Photograph 23. Vicinity west of Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, looking west.

Photograph 24. Vicinity west of Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, looking south.



Photograph 25. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, from Dona Road, looking east.

Photograph 26. Site 04517.000034, Green House/Green House Complex, from Dona Road, looking
northeast.



Photograph 27. APE from Transect 18, looking west / northwest.

Photograph 28. APE from the terminus of Transect 20, looking north / northwest.




Photograph 29. Wetland south of Transect 33, looking northwest.

Photograph 30. APE from the terminus of Transect 37, looking north.




Photograph 31. APE from Transect 41, looking east /northeast.

Photograph 32. Southern boundary of the APE from Transect 41, looking southeast.




Photograph 33. Existing wetland within the APE along Transect 42, looking east.

Photograph 34. APE and existing creek, looking south / southeast.




Photograph 35. Wetland from Transect 54, looking northeast.

Photograph 36. APE from STP 57.16, looking southwest.




Photograph 37. APE from Transect 58, looking south / southeast.

Photograph 38. Transect 100, looking southwest.




Photograph 39. Transect 100, looking northeast.

Photograph 40. Wetland south of Transect 100, looking southwest.




Photograph 41. Wetland south of Transect 100, looking northeast.

Photograph 42. APE looking northeast.




Photograph 43. APE from STP 84.3, looking east.

Photograph 44. APE from STP 84.3, looking south.




Photograph 45. APE from STP 83.20, looking south.

Photograph 46. APE north of Transect 100, looking northwest.




Photograph 47. APE from STP 90.5, looking south.

Photograph 48. APE from STP 90.5, looking east.




Photograph 49. APE along Transect 91, looking north.

Photograph 50. Refuse Scatter Site I from northeast of the site, looking southwest.




Photograph 51. Refuse Scatter Site I from southwest of the site, looking northeast.

Photograph 52. Refuse Scatter Site, looking north.




Photograph 53. Creek and existing wetland east of the APE, looking northeast.

Photograph 54. Creek within the APE, looking northwest.




Photograph 55. Existing wetland on Transect 56, looking southwest.

Photograph 56. Existing wetland within the APE from Transect 40, looking northeast.




Photograph 57. Wetland from Transect 67, looking southwest.
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