








6% Ibs. {3kg] flour—half made up of ground rice.
2 1bs. [0.9kg]| sugar —good-tasted brown.

Yy Ib. [0.1kg| tea—inferior.

Y4 1b. [0.1kg] soap—not enough to wash our hands.
2 figs of tobacco—useless to me.

This was what we had to live upon, and notaleaf of a
vegetable or a drop of milk beyond this. For the first
four months we had no other bed than a sheet of bark
off a box tree, and an old door, laid on two cross pieces
of wood, covered over with a few articles of clothing.
The hut appointed for us to live in was a very poor one.
The morning sunshine, the noontide shower, and the
white moonlight of midnight, gushed in upon us alike.
You will, perhaps, think had you been with us, you
would have had a few vegetables at any rate, for you
would have made a bit of garden, and cultivated them
for yourselves; but you would have done no such thing!
The slave-masters of New South Wales require their
servants to work for them from sunrise till sunset, and
will not allow them to have gardens, lest they should
steal a half-hour's time to work in them.'#

Clearly, Jamison’s experiences in the Royal Navy of the
Napoleonic War and subsequently as an employer of convict
labour, had made him a hard man to work for. He was also
nearing the end of his life, dying in 1844 in somewhat reduced
circumstances. A few years later, sometime between 1846
and 1851, Lieutenant-Colonel Mundy found Regentville in a
state of decay, leading Brian Fletcher to suggest that such
deterioration had presumably already commenced during the
last years of Jamison’s lifetime.” Mundy had the following to
say:

‘From Fernhill [ rode one day to Regentville. There are
SEermois in its stones, in its gardens and vineries ruined
and run to waste, its cattle-trampled pleasure grounds,
its silent echoes. My foot sank through the floor where
many a joyous measure had been trod. The rafters
were rotting that had ofttimes rung to the merriment of
host and guest; and. if rumour lies not, there were “sad
doings” as well as merry ones at Regentville in the days
of its prosperity !’

In 1847 the Regentville estate was put up for sale and the
sale notice that appeared in the Svdney Morning Herald is
particularly informative about the house and its outbuildings:

‘First,
"REGENTVILLE HOUSE,”
substantially built of stone, with a tasteful Colonnade in
front and on each side. surmounted with an Iron Balcony
from which there is a delightful prospect of the adjacent

country.
It contains an Entrance Hall and {5 Rooms, viz.: —
2 Drawing-rooms I Dining ditto
I Breakfast ditto 1 study
I Library and Cabinet 9 Bed-rooms

The principal stair-case is also stone built and circular.
A wash-house and laundry are attached. and there
are spacious cellars under the House.

THE RIGHT WING
consists of an immense coach-house, with store above:

THE LEFT WING
contains the Billiard-room.

THE OUT-OFFICES
are also stone-built, and consist of two kitchens and a
bake-house, communicating with the house by a covered
way, a servants’ hall and seven bed-rooms adjoining;
the whole being under one roof.

All the above offices are contained within an area of
180 feet |55m] square, enclosed by a substantial stone
wall about 10 feet [3m| high.

In the rear of the foregoing. adjoining the wall, are
the HANDSOME STONE STABLES, which consist of
one ten-stall and one four-stall, with three large boxes
and two harness-rooms. —The lofts are over the whole
of the above stabling. and are about 160 feet [49m] in
length by 15 feet [4.5m] breadth. The stable yard is
enclosed by a paling, and contains also three loose
boxes, slab built, with loft over them.

Adjoining the stable-yard at the back lies the
GARDEN, covering about

FOUR ACRES [1.6ha
full of choice fruit trees, vegetables, &c.. and containing
the gardener’s house.

In the rear of the garden, a shed is partitioned off,
and railed in to accommodate about thirty colts; it is
well secured by a substantial fence, and has a paddock
attached, which contains stock-yards and draughting-
vards.™
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Fig. 3. The ruins of the Regentville mansion in 1928, Photographed

by C.H. Bertie. Reproduced by courtesy of the Mitchell Library.
State Library of New South Wales.




The subsequent history of Regentville house lacked the
grandeur of its earlier days. Brian Fletcher records that in
1856 it was in use as a private lunatic asylum and continued in
this role until 1863, It was then converted into Abels Family
Hotel. and was still being used in this way when it was burnt
down in the early hours of 22 May 18692 [t was not rebuilt
(Fig. 3).

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL REALITY

So much for the historical reality of Sir John Jamison's
mansion at Regentville. Potentially, the site of this house
should be able to supplement our knowledge of Jamison’s fife.
Archaeological evidence should also be able to throw light on
the widely varying life-styles of the inhabitants of a large
agricultural estate, in New South Wales, during the early part
of the anineteenth century. At the one end of the socio-
economic scale would have been Jamison himself and at the
other end the convict labourers. It was primarily to explore
such archaeological possibilities that excavations were carried
out in 1985. It was also hoped that the work might form the
initial stage of a long-term. ongoing excavation and field
survey project, that could examine various aspects of life and
labour on this early estate: investigating not only the site of
the house itself but also those of its associated outbuildings,
and the sites or surviving remains of the vineyard, the winery,
the dam, the mill, the cottages adjacent to the mill, the
windmill, the earlier Jamison house, and the school and
church. It was recognized that with the rapid growth of
modern settlement in the Penrith district, such a project
might not be possible for much longer. In addition. the 1985

Regentville excavation was intended to provide excavation
training for a large number of university students and other
interested members of the public.

The site of the Regentville mansion lies on top of a low hill
of a little more than 60 metres in height, overlooking the
eastern side of the Nepean River (Fig. 1). It is situated on the
south-western outskirts of Penrith, on the edge of the built-up
area known as Regentville. The site lies in a grass paddock, at
present used for grazing horses but there are a number of
trees and bushes in the vicinity, some of them growing on the
house-site itself (Fig. 4). The site is at present owned by the
Land Commission of New South Wales and low-density housing
is gradually encroaching on it. Archaeological surface features
are limited to a large part of the cellars of the house,
apparently cleared out as an historical attraction by the
developer of an amusement park on the site in about the
1960s, and several slight mounds and depressions which
indicate the presence of structures and of robbed walls. In
1982 Andrew Wilson made a detailed study of the surface
traces on both this and the other local Jamison sites. This
work was carried out as part of the research for his B.A.
Honours thesis for the University of Sydney.” The plan of the
mansion site shown here (Fig. 5) is redrawn from the plan that
he produced at that time by plotting all the standing remains
and the mounds and depressions. together with walls that

Fig. 4: Aerial photograph of the site of the Regentville mansion
during the 1955 excavations. The Area Il excavation is near the
centre of the photograph and the Area I excavation, covered by
white sheets and adjacent to a large concrete slab. is partly obscured
by trees. Photograph from south-east by Graham Connah, 10.06
a.m., 12 May 1985,
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were partly visible, though buried. By conjecturing the rest of
the details, he was able to produce a highly satisfactory and
informative plan that is in general agreement with the historical
accounts. Perusal of this plan suggests that archaeological
excavation should be able o supplement substantially the
available details, as well as confirming some of its basic
features.

This was apparently the intention of a brief test excavation
carried out in 1977.% This excavation was conducted by a
group of people from the University of Sydney but it is
uncertain who was responsible for its overall direction. It
seems to have lasted for only one week and no published
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Fig. 5: Archaeological plan of the site of the Regentville mansion.
Based on Wilson 1952 with additions from the 1985 excaverions.
Standing or excavated structures are shown in black, walls thar are
partly visible though buried are shown in outline. conjectured
features are indicated by broken lines. A dot in a circle marks a
spot-height, given in metres. Numbers are as follows: - Carriageway.
2: Verandah. 3: Main block of house (cellars beneath eastern end).
4: Billiard room. 5: Site of wash-house and laundry. 6. Coach house.
7: Drain. 8: Site of outbuilding containing kitchens etc. 9: Stable.

10: Stable. Redrawn by Douglas Hobbs.




report exists. Furthermore, the excavation records and the
recovered artefacts are said to have got into different hands
and it now seems unlikely that the work will ever be published.
Nevertheless, the excavation was a particularly valuable one,
producing information that was of considerable assistance to
the 1985 excavators. I was fortunate in being able to examine
some of the field records for the discontinuous trench
(designated A1-A8) that was cut across the greater part of the
site (Fig. 5). For the most part, this was done in such a way as
to ensure minimum destruction of the archaeological resource.
That is to say, the tops of structures were exposed but the
surrounding deposits were usually left unexcavated. Also, all
the cuttings were carefully backfilled. The result was to
provide structural information on the south-west part of the
house, on a adjacent drain, on the outbuilding that stood in
the centre of the vard, and on the stables that enclosed that
yard to the south. Some stratigraphic information was also
forthcoming from the 1977 excavation: clearly the deposits
were generally shallow and consisted, in the main, of con-
structional rubble and demolition rubble.

Having regard for the different socio-economic levels of
the people who worked and lived at this site in Jamison’s
time, the 1985 excavations concentrated on two suitably
contrasting areas of the site (Fig. 5). The first of these,
designated Area 1, was an undisturbed part of the imposing
stone house in which Jamison had lived. The second, designated
Area lI, was a sarnple half of the adjacent domestic outbuilding,
which housed (according to the 1847 sale notice) two kitchens,
a bakehouse. a servants’ hall and seven bedrooms which were
presumably for the servants’ use. It was hoped to be able to
compare and contrast the structures, the building materials,
and the cultural artefacts excavated in the two areas.
Deliberately contrasting excavation approaches were used
for the two areas. having in mind the present debate in Aus-
tralian historical archaeology about the appropriateness of

Fig. 6: Area [ from west. Excavation completed. Note the robbing of
the wall to the right. Standing walls at left were partly reconstrucied
in the 1960s. Scale of | metre, divided in half. Photograph by
Andrew Wilson.

area excavation as compared with traditional trench or grid
excavation.” Area I was investigated by means of four 3 x 3-
metre squares, designated A, B, C, and D, set in a grid with
S0-centimetre baulks; Area Il was examined by means of a 12
x I2-metre area excavation. Adjacent to Area I, two of the
trenches from the 1977 excavation {Trenches Al and A2: Fig.
5) were re-excavated, together with their intervening baulk.
and lengthened slightly. This piece of excavation was
designated Trench IE. and gave us a stratigraphic control to
assist our work in the rest of Area [. Although the excavation
approach differed in Area II from that in Area I, both areas
were excavated using the unit-recording system and drawing
frequent control plans of excavated surfaces of identified
units. Numerous sections were also recorded: in Area | by
means of traditional baulk-section drawing, in Area II by
cumulative section drawing based on repeated levellings over
the surface of each unit. In addition, the entire surface of
Area Il was surveyed and contoured before excavation was
commenced. A detailed photographic record was also made
of the excavation as it progressed. A small sample of the
more important drawings and photographs are reproduced in
this paper.

Area I

Excavation of Area I (Figs 6-7) revealed the foundation
courses of sandstone walls comprising a substantial portion of
the south-western part of the house. These foundations
indicated the existence of six small rooms. Looking at the
1847 sale notice, one might guess at their most likely use by a
process of elimination. The bedrooms were presumably in
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the upper storey and the two drawing rooms and the dining
room must have been the large rooms occupying the north-
western, north-eastern, and south-eastern portions of the
ground floor of the house. The entrance hall was apparently
in the centre of the northern side. This leaves a breakfast
room, a study, and a ‘library and cabinet’. By ‘cabinet’ was
probably meant a ‘small private room™ and the impression
given in the sale notice is that the library and cabinet were
one and the same room. These three rooms must have been
in the part of the house excavated in Area | but what about
the three remaining rooms uncovered in the excavation? Two
of them probably formed a central corridor running from
west to east that made an L-shape with the entrance hall (Fig.
5). The two walls that crossed the corridor and entrance hall
could have been load-bearing walls for the upper storey, that
were broken by archways on the ground floor. A third such
wall deduced by Andrew Wilson was found by excavation not
to exist.” The remaining ‘room’, immediately south of the
entrance hall, may have been the location of the circular
stone-built staircase mentioned in the sale notice, although
Andrew Wilson thought that the staircase would have been
more likely to have projected behind the main block of the
house ™
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Fig. 7: Plan of Area I, excluding southern part of Trench IE. This
shows the area after excavation had been completed. Stippling
indicates surviving masonry structures. Rubble is shown in outline.
The edges of foundation trenches, where detected, are indicated by
a dotted line. A-E are excavation square or trench designations.
W-X, Y-Z indicate the locations of sections shown in Fig. 8.

The sandstone foundations of these walls had been laid
with a lime mortar and it was noticeable that the east-west
walls were wider than the north-south ones (Fig. 7). The east-
west walls also seemed to have been constructed on the
bedrock surface, whereas the north-south ones were allowed
to stand on the natural clay which overlay the bedrock.
Clearly, it was the east-west walls that were intended to take
the greater part of the load of the upper storey. However,
little else could be deduced about the structure of the house,
because the walls nowhere rose above ground-floor height
(Fig. 8) and therefore no evidence survived for the location
and character of the doorways and window apertures. It is
apparent, nevertheless, that the floors must have consisted of
suspended timberwork. Also, running from the back wall of
the house in Square IC was a brick and stone drain (Fig. 6),
that led into a stone-based, wooden box-drain that was
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examined in Trench IE (Fig. 9). It seems fairly certain that
this drain emptied into the major drain that ran west-south-
west out of the yard and a very slight depression in the
ground surface indicated the route that the house drain
probably took (Fig. 5). The major drain was presumably
intended to carry waste water from the wash-house and
laundry behind the main house and the smaller drain from the
house may have been intended to carry water from a roof
downspout. At the time of the excavation, however, I assumed
that this drain must have led from a scullery sink within the
house itself, because in both Trench IE and Square IC it was
found to contain a dark brown sediment in which were
fragments of bone, fine china, and glass. Such evidence would
suggest dish-washing rather than rainwater but. as has been
shown above, it seems unlikely that there was anywhere
within the house where such an activity took place. The only
other structural detail provided by the excavated evidence
was that the interior of the house, as might be expected, was
lime-plastered and parts of the plasterwork were painted.
Plaster fragments were recovered from a number of places in
Area I but came particularly from the demolition rubble in
the wall-robbing trench in Square IC and Trench IE (Fig. 7).
Most of these pieces were of plain white plaster but some of
this was decorated with raised bands and some pieces were
painted grey or dark red.

The excavation of Area I also provided a little information
on a structure that seems to have been attached to the back
wall of the house. In the south-west part of Square ID were
two sleeper trenches at right-angles to one another (Figs 7 &
10). Between them and the back wall of the house was a
spread of vellow clay which extended also across much of the
southern part of Square IC. This clay appeared to be foreign
to the immediate site and could have been part of a laid floor.
Adjacent to the sleeper trenches. the sandstone foundations
of the back wall were appreciably wider than elsewhere.
suggesting that there may have been a step in this position,
located near a back doorway of the house. The overall
evidence suggested the existence of a timber structure, possibly
with a clay floor. that was attached to the back of the house
and could be entered from a back door of the house. The
1847 sale notice specifically stated that a wash-house and

[&2] construction rubble [*. -] Charcoal

3] Sandstone rubble

T sandy clay (natural)

[ Heavy clay (natural)
oH BB

Fig. 8: Sections of Area I. Locations shown in Fig. 7.

laundry were attached to the house and that the outbuilding,
that contained the kitchens and other domestic facilities,
communicated with the house ‘by a covered way'. It seems
likely. therefore, that the excavated evidence referred to
here, belonged to one or the other, or possibly both. of these
structures.

The stratification of Area I consisted of the sandstone wall
foundations packed around with construction rubble, and
partly covered by a thin layer of demolition rubble, above
which was a shallow topsoil and turf (Fig. 8). The wall
foundations sat on the natural rock or clay surface, as
discussed above, and it appeared likely that the upper part of
the soil profile had been removed prior to the commence-
ment of building. This was most probably done in the process
of levelling the site and pegging out the plan of the house that
was to be constructed. The bedrock of the site consists of a
soft red sandstone. which can be seen exposed as an un-
excavated ‘bench’ at the western end of the northern cellar
(Fig. 5). The surface of the bedrock is covered by clay, sand
and gravel, and humus, and the builders of the house had dug
their wall foundation trenches into or through those parts of
these deposits that remained after the levelling of the house-
site. In some places the edges of the foundation trenches
could be identified (Fig. 7) but in most instances they were
either absent or not detected in excavation. The construction
rubble consisted of a mixture of clays and sandy clays. in
which there were frequent irregular lumps and fragments of
sandstone. It seems likely that it was an intentional packing,
made up of waste building material and spoil from foundation-
trench digging and site-levelling. Some of it might even have
been part of the spoil from the digging of the cellars. It was
noticeable that artefactual material was virtually absent from
the construction rubble but locally dense in some parts of the
demolition rubble. The demolition rubble was also distinguish-
able from the construction rubble by its more sandy consistency
and by the presence of fragments of mortar and broken red
brick. as well as lumps of sandstone. The most remarkable
thing about the demolition rubble. however, was that there
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Fig. 9: Vertical views of drain in Trench IE. (a} As first exposed.
showing the black soil that had replaced the wooden cover.

(b} Partly excavated, showing drain filling and slots from which the
black soil replacing the wooden sides has been removed.

(¢} Completely excavated. showing stone base and soil and rubble
that had been packed between the wooden sides and the sides of the
drain trench. Scales of 1 metre. divided in half. Photographs by
Andrew Wilson.

was so very little of it. Indeed, in some places it was absent
altogether. It seemed curious that the destruction by fire and
subsequent demolition of a two-storeved stone building could
have produced so little debris. It was equally curious that the
thin layer of topsoil, that lay over the demolition rubble,
should contain so much artefactual material. much of it
fragmentary. These aspects of the stratification of Area I
raise important questions about site formation processes, to
which we shall return.

The artefacts recovered from Area I, as from Area I also,
are still in the process of analysis at Sydney University.
Nevertheless, some general comments can be made. As
already indicated, most of them came from the thin layer of
demolition rubble and from the shallow iopsoil, locations
tnat were stratigraphically superficial. The only important
exceptions to this were artefacts found in the demolition
rubble in the wall-robbing trench in Square IC and Trench IE

Fig. 10: Southern part of Area I from west at an advanced stage of
excavation. The extent of wall-robbing should be noted: the

foundations of the back wall of the house are intact in Square ID

but have been replaced by rubble backfill in Square IC. which has
been sectioned by excavation in Trench IE. Note also the inverted L
of sleeper trenches, filled with dark material, in the bottom
righthand corner of Square ID. Scale of I metre. divided in half.
Photograph by Andrew Wilson.

and in the filling of the drain excavated in the same two
cuttings. Most of the artefactual material was fragmentary
and most of the fragments were small. Pieces of glass pre-
dominated, in many cases seemingly pieces of window glass
rather than pieces of bottles or other containers. Partial
melting and distortion of many of the glass fragments was the
only obvious evidence of the fire that destroyed the house in
1869. Fragments of china were fairly common also. and the
rest of the material included iron nails. an occasional iron
nut, bolt, screw. or piece of wire. various other fragments of
metal, bone fragments, the odd bution, and fragments of
charcoal and charred wood that might also have come from
the 1869 fire. There were. in addition, a small number of fine
brass fittings from the doors and windows of the house. The
only other items that hinted at the status of the house were
some fragments of wine glasses. The stratigraphic superficiality
of most of the artefactual material was emphasized by the
presence amongst it of one or two fragments of plastic.

Reflecting on this assortment of artefactual material. it is
apparent that it generally consisted of residual fragments in
stratigraphically secondary locations. As was the case with
the stratification of Area I, this observation has important
implications for the site formation processes involved. The
artefactual evidence seems to have less to tell us of the
activities within Sir John Jamison's house, than it does of what
happened to the house after the disastrous fire that
destroved it.




Area I
The excavation of Area II, unlike that of Area I, remained
incomplete at the end of the 1985 excavations. The removal
of deposit from the 12 x 12-metre area was carried out in
1-metre squares. These 144 squares were each identified by a
fetter and numeral code: letters A-M from east to west, and
numerals 1-12 from north to south. To avoid confusion, letter
1 was not used. Following a contour survey of the surface of
Area 11, the turf was removed and the topsoil entirely
excavated. The backfilling of 1977 excavation trenches was
also removed. As already indicated, sectional control of this
huge area excavation was maintained by cumulative section
drawing. There was some time lost to bad weather during the
1985 excavations and this, combined with greater topsoil
depth than had been expected, severely limited the overall
progress with this area. In the end, the low mound of demolition
debris that marks the site of the domestic outbuilding was
successfully exposed. as was the natural pale brown sand to
the south of that mound (Figs {1 & 12). Several minor
structures located on the natural surface to the south of the
building mound were also investigated. The mound of rubble
itself, however, was not excavated, except where the 1977
work had cut into it. Finally, Area IT was entirely shrouded in
heavy duty black plastic sheeting and backfilled, so that any
subsequent excavation could resume exactly where we had
left off. Identical plastic was also laid over the bottom of
those parts of the cuttings in Area I that are towards the back
of the house, so that any subsequent excavation to the south
of that area can correlate its stratigraphy with that of 1985,
The building represented by the rubble mound uncovered
in Area II (Fig. 5) was probably about twice the size of the
part that was investigated. Surface indications would seem to
suggest this. That would mean a building of some 18 x §
metres. A building of such size and in this position, must be
the outbuilding described in the 1847 sale notice as being
stone-built and consisting of two kitchens, a bakehouse. a
servants” hall, and seven bedrooms. Clearly, this was a large
and important building. The excavated evidence, however,

Fig. 11: Area I at its most advanced stage of excavation, showing
northern and central parts from west. Note the depression marking
the robbed northern and western walls of the outbuilding. The

Jfoundations of internal partition walls of brick and of the stone

southern outside wall, are visible in the 1977 excavation trench.
Scale of 1 metre, divided in half. Photograph by Andrew Wilson.

consisted of only a low mound of rubble, most of it being
broken brick. Where the 1977 trenches had crossed this
mound, it was possible to see that the building had been of
stone with internal partition walls of brick and there were
also some minor remains of wooden structural components.
However, extensive parts of the outer wall had been robbed
(Fig. 1) and the resultant depression was visible on the
surface and is shown on the site plan (Fig. 5). Some fragments
of the foundations of the southern wall have probably survived,
nevertheless, and part of them was certainly visible in the
1977 trenches. Also. slight irregularities in the surface of the
rubble mound, suggested that further excavation might weil
reveal some of the internal structural features of the building.
Furthermore, south of the rubble mound were two elongated
areas of waterworn cobbles that were obviously structural
features (Fig. 12). Without excavating the adjacent building
traces, it is difficult to interpret these cobble spreads but a
reasonable guess is that they may have been placed along the
drip-lines of the eaves of a verandah, attached to the southern
side of the outbuilding. Thus, their function may have been
to prevent erosion and to facilitate drainage.

The stratification of Area Il was very simple. The topsoil
overlay a shallow mound of rubble which, so far as could be
seen, overlay the natural sand. Nevertheless, there was some
variation within the topsoil itself. Over the rubble mound and
to its north and west, the soil was of a dark chocolate brown
colour. To the south of the mound, however, stretching right
across the excavated area from east to west, was a moist,
black loam with a strong smell. This material was deeper than
the topsoil over the rest of the area and had a pH of 85 in
Square Fi1l. A tendency to alkalinity seemed. indeed, to be
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general on the Regentville site. The natural sand beneath the
rubble mound in Area II (as exposed in Squares F3 and F4 by
the 1977 excavation) even gave a reading of pH 10. It seems
possible that this tendency results from the accidental
scattering of some of the considerable quantity of wood ash,
that would have been generated over many years by the
house, kitchen and wash-house fires. The most remarkable
aspect of the stratification of Area II. however. remains its
shallowness. even allowing for the unexcavated building
mound. As with the stratification of Area . these miserable
structural fragments and minimal deposits marking the site of
a substantial building. raise questions about the site formation
processes that have been at work here. Furthermore, it might
be relevant to remark at this point that it is only with a large
scale area excavation that one might hope to interpret and
fully understand such slight building traces as remain in Area
I Grid excavation would certainly limit comprehension and
trench excavation would virtually destroy it

The artefacts recovered from Area Il consist of an assort-
ment of fragmentary items comparable with that from Area L
Fragments of glass and china and iron nails were particularly
common. Although artefactual material was widely distributed
over the excavated area. it seemed most common in the
moist. black loam to the south of the rubble mound. Whereas
in Area I only selective sieving of excavated deposits was
carried out, in Area II fairly comprehensive sieving and
weighing of the excavated deposits was done. This should
enable artefact densities to be worked out eventually but the
subjective impression at the time of excavation was that
greater quantities of artefactual material had been deposited
at the back of the domestic outbuilding than elsewhere, Not
only could this be explained by the time-honoured practice of
throwing garbage out of the back door but some of this
material may have been intentionally dumped onto what was
very likely a rather muddy area in wet weather. Particularly
informative finds from Area 1l included a large iron hinge of
Y-shaped plan, that fitted into a recessed area cut into one of
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Fig. 12: Area Il at its most advanced stage of excavation, showing
southern and central parts from west. Note the southern edge of the
rubble mound and the adjecent areas of waterworn cobbles, possibly
marking the edge of a former verandah. Scale of | metre, divided in
half. Photograph by Andrew Wilson.

four sandstone blocks lying on the surface of the adjacent
stable site. This hinge must have been from one of the gate-
posts at the main entrance to the house yard (Fig. 5) and the
sandstone blocks must be remnants of those posts. The
gateway was situated at about the centre of the eastern side
of the vard. The hinge was excavated from superficial
demolition rubble lying over the cobbled area in the south-
east of Area II. It actually came from Square DI1. Other
useful artefacts included several wine bottle prunts from the
black loam and an iron hammer head from the northern side
of the area. Perhaps the most remarkable item recovered.
however, was an 1826 bronze coin of George IV,

The overall impression gained from the artefacts excavated
from Area II is similar to that gained from those recovered
from Area L It would appear that these items were residual
fragments deposited in secondary locations. They were more
informative about garbage disposal and the demolition of the
structure, then they were about the activities that went on
within it. Perhaps the most important point. however, is that a
superficial comparison showed no obvious socio-economic
contrasts between the artefacts from the house and those
from the domestic outbuilding. Admittedly these comments
are based on an incomplete analysis of an incomplete
excavation but again there would appear to be interesting
implications, about site formation processes. arising from the
artefactual evidence in Area I

CONCLUSION

It is apparent that the archaeological reality of the Regent-
ville mansion is far removed from the historical realitv. From




the archaeological evidence alone we would, at best, be only
able to make generalized statements about the socio-economic
levels of the people who inhabited it. Although archaeological
excavation at the site of the house and its outbuildings can
inform the historian about details of plan, of building materials,
and of constructional techniques, there is little new information
that could not already have been obtained from the available
historical documentation. Comparison of the historical and
the archaeological evidence does, however, have a very real
value but it is for the archaeologist rather than for the
historian. What had been going on at this site to reduce two
substantial buildings to such inconsequential remnants,
sprinkled with shattered artefactual material? The archaeo-
logical evidence included only the last remnants of structures,
indeed wall-robbing trenches showed that even those had
been ripped out in places. Even the demolition rubble, that
one might have expected to have covered these last traces,
was minimal in the extreme. Archaeologically, it is quite clear
that almost everything of the slightest use had been removed
from this site. Turning to the history of the site since the 1869
fire, it is apparent that in 1879, when the land was sold., ‘the
stone and the remains of the house were excepted from the
sale . . . The buildings were demolished and the stone re-used
in a number of buildings in and around Penrith.”™ This was
not the end of the story, however, because as late as 1928 a
photograph was taken of the ruins of the house that showed
sandstone walls still standing over 2 metres in height and
heaps of rubble in the vicinity (Fig. 3). It seems likely that
removal of building materials continued to the middle of this
century and then in about the 1960s the site was developed as
an amusement park. As part of the attractions for the public,
a large section of the house cellars was cleared and, almost
certainly, the surface of the house site, at least, was tidied up
with a bulldozer. Evidence of such landscaping’ of this site
survives in the form of a ring of stones around one of the trees
on the house-site: clearly intended to form a garden feature
of some kind. A concrete slab was laid over the north-western
part of the house, reputedly as a floor to a building that
housed a display of old cars. Another similar slab was laid at
the south-eastern corner of the house yard (Fig. 5). The
amusement park is now long gone but its impact on the site
remains evident, particularly in the form of a double-decker
bus that is gradually disintegrating with rust in the north-
eastern part of the house yvard. That bus. indeed, provides a
vivid reminder that, when considering site-formation processes,
archaeologists need 1o understand the whole history of a site
not only during but also since the events that are of principal
interest.” Site taphonomy. the study of how the historical
reality is gradually transmuted into the archaeological reality,
is a subject to which Australian historical archaeology could
be making important and original contributions.
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NOTES

1. Deetz & Dethlefson 1978.

On site formation processes see for example Schiffer 1976;
Foley 1981.
3. Gillespie 1985.

S

4. Fletcher 1979: 1.
Evans 1929: 15 February, 760.
6. Fletcher 1979: 2 but compare Wilson 1982: Part 2.
Fletcher 1979: 3.
. ibid.: 3~4.
9. ibid.: 9.
10, ibid.: 10-11, 20.

11. ibid.: 21. Fletcher (p. 29, note 141) also refers to a portrait
supposedly of Jamison but of doubtful identification.

12, Fletcher 1979: 4-6: Wilson 1982: Parts 3.1--3.6.

13, Martens 1835,

{4, Wilson 1982: Parts 5 & 6.
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16.  Bougainville 1837: Vol. 1, 498. Translated by Jennifer Hatte of
Armidale.

17. Mackaness 1950, Part 1[: 82.

18, W.L. Havard 1940: 344-5.

19.  O. Havard 1943: 181

20. Maclehose 1977: 171.

21, Fletcher 1979: 6.

22, Parkes 1896: 88-9.

23, Fletcher 1979: 21

24, Mundy 1852: Vol 1, 151, It is sometimes assumed that Mundy's
visit was in 1846 but a careful reading of his account makes this
doubtful.

25, Svdney Morning Herald: 16/12/1847.

26. Fletcher 1979: 21: Wilson 1982: Part 3.1

27. Wilson 1982, The site plan referred to is Part 7.3.

28, Anom. 1977,

29, 1 am indebted to Andrew Wilson for arranging access to these
records.

30.  Higginbotham 1985,

31. Barker 1982,

32, Sykes 1985

33, Compare Wilson 1982: Part 7.3 with Fig. 5 in this paper.

24, Wilson 1982: Part 3.1.

35, ibid.

36.  As Binford 1983: 231 remarks: "even under the best of circum-
stances. the archaeological record represents a massive palimpsest
of derivatives from many separate episodes.”
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