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Background

Wellington City Council (WC@anagethe Halfway House &lensideas an historieeserve
WCC are currently undertaking conservation and restoration wioekhanise and its grounds,
to give it a function and ensure its viability and future.

WCC have developed a planting plan for the grounds of the house to complement the
conservation work. As this work had the potential to impacigoound an archaeologl

authority tamodifyor destroy archaeological features was sought and gained form Heritage New
Zealand.

Theauthorityis2015/719. Condition 7 of this authority requires the completion of a report on
the work undertaken and information gaineslyémort fulfils that condition.

The full history of Halfway House is set out

WCCprepared landscape plan for the grounds in 2014, but was aware that there may be
unknown and unidentified archaeolodeatlres in the grounds, ahds gained the
archaeological authority from Heritage New Zealand.

Given the nature of the historic occupation, it was considered unlikely that sigrsftaant in
archaeological evidence would be found across the entire property but rdibergihateas of

historic activity such as rubbish disposal, outbuildings and other ancillary structures, and possibly
gardens and an orchard may be evidenced in the archaeological record.

The objective of the proposed archaeological investigationall@gate unnecessary future
damage to significantsitu archaeological deposits by identifying them in advance for
conservationThe draft landscape plan (Figure 1) was to remain flexible enough to incorporate
archaeological features to be conseintetpreted or even recreated where appropriate.
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Figure 1. Proposed Landscape Plan

The archaeologist developed a methodology for investigation to examine the possibility of in

ground archaeological features in the grounds bbtise.

Such features could include:

1 Functional features associated with the house such as rubbish pits, pipework or outbuilding

foundations

1 Individual artefacts or objects dropped by accident and subsequently buried
1 Functional landscape features sugitc®en gardens or orchards
1 Decorative landscape features such as garden beds or paths

The purpose of the work is to:
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may be released to the volunteers and oaityrior planting projects, with no fear of
disturbing archaeological features or fabric

1 Locate and identify extantground features

1 Inform the proposed landscape plan, for areas that may need to be avoided, or
archaeological features that could bepocated into the plan
1 To identify previous landscaping features that could be incorporated into the current design
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The work was undertaken on 24 & 25 March 2015. The archaeologist was accompanied by
Amber Bill and Vanessa Tanner, Wi@&tt Robertson, PaRanger; and Tony Stoddasl 20

tonne diggeand operatowas supplied by Dirdunlop.
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Methodology

Under the archaeologistds direction, the
to reveal the substrate, to check for the preséfeaturesn the ground surface. Deeper

trenches were also dug to understand the stratigraphic history and relationships of the site.

Revealed sections were drawn by hand. Artefacts were picked up and bagged by area.

Trenches and results

Detailsof the stratigraphy of each trenchiackided in appendix 1 to this report.

A total of 13 areaw featuresvere scraped and/or trenchdghcations are shovim Figure2.

Figure 2: Location of test areas
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None of the trenches in the grassed area to the west of the houseinesiaaldtlral
features.

Trenches 1 and 2, located west of the house, contained fill over fine silty alluvial clay. The fill
was deeper upslope (trench 2) than downslope, and is interprepeditadfill, possiblyrom

thecreation of thélat area for the adjacegardeningentre carpark, whichas alower

elevatiorthan the house ground$he silty alluvial clay is interpreted as material deposited by

the adjacent stream. Sparse unprovenanced artefacts were found in the fill layer of trench 2 (one
piece of roof slate amae piece of plain white glazed ceramic).

Trenches 3 and 4 were also west of the house, but closer to it than trencheSrercid 2.

showed the original fall of slope. Trench 4 appeared to show recent material that had been
deposited over an earliepsoil, seen by the presence of an older style of black beer bottle in the
layer below the probable buried topsoil.

Trench 5 revealed particularly interesting information about the construction of the platform on
which the house sit#t appears thahe house is located on an already existing natural platform

at the base of the spur behind and to the north of the house, which was modified and enlarged.
This platform was flattened and extended by cutting off the end of the spur to extend the
availabléand to the north, plus also levelling out the top of the natural platform and spreading
the material either side to widen the area of the now flattened platform.




Figure 3: Trench 5, showing buried topsoil beneath fill




Figure 4: Detail of trench 5















































































