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ABSTRACT

Site  examination  testing  was  conducted  at  the  Samuel  Fuller  Homesite  prior  to  residential 
subdivision development in Kingston, Massachusetts. The site is one of three contemporaneously 
occupied  homesites  dating  to  the  middle  to  late  nineteenth  century and  situated  within  the 
proposed subdivision development area that were identified during and Intensive Survey of the 
area. The intensive survey was conducted in the undisturbed sections of the project area by MAP 
personnel under permit No. 2865 issued by the State Archaeologist. As a result of the survey, 153 
test pits (142 test pits placed in six transects, seven judgmental test pits and four array test pits) 
were  excavated,  1,018  artifacts  (24  prehistoric  and  995  historic)  were  recovered,  and  two 
prehistoric and six historic sites were identified. Three historic cellar holes associated with the 
Fuller  brothers  (Samuel,  Smith  and  Daniel)  were  identified  as  being  potentially  eligible  for 
inclusion  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  and  were  recommended  for  site-
examination testing. Two of the cellar holes, those of Smith and Daniel, were determined to be 
located in areas that could be protected from further development and were thus preserved in 
situ.  The cellar  hole associated with the Samuel Fuller family,  could not be avoided by the 
proposed development and was subjected to site-examination testing. Surface vegetation consists 
of developing hardwood scrub and forest with little underbrush.  The Samuel Fuller Homesite is 
situated on  a  small  rise  over  looking a  historic  road  and  in  close  proximity to  present  day 
cranberry bogs.

The testing strategies employed for the site examination consisted of the excavation of a series of 
50 cm square shovel excavated test pits placed in a grid pattern, followed by the excavation of 
three trenches (two in a cross-shaped pattern within the cellar hole and one across the width of a 
depression situated on the edge of the site boundary), and six one-meter-square excavation units. 
Excavation was carried out to a minimum of 50 cmbgs, well into the B2 subsoil. The site size, 
based on the presence of test pits with and without cultural material, was determined to be 25 
meters east to west by 45 meters north to south.  The western edge was defined by the cranberry 
bog road; the northern edge was defined by a low area of possible soil removal activities and 
sterile test pits, while the south and east boundaries were defined by two sterile test pits. The 
overall distribution of material appears to be in a roughly oval shape oriented north to south. 
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Prehistoric cultural material was recovered from several contexts, all believed to have come from 
one site with scattered material.  The prehistoric site was determined to be a low density lithic 
scatter likely resulting from short term occupation, possibly during the Middle Archaic period.  The 
location of the site  was determined to roughly parallel  that  of  the historic site with  prehistoric 
materials occurring in a more random and scattered fashion. 

Historic cultural material consisted of an appreciable assemblage of ceramics, faunal remains and 
household architectural material. No outbuildings were identified. Site examination testing found 
that the site possessed definite boundaries, with a yard scatter, subsurface features, and overall good 
integrity in the sense that the site has not been disturbed by subsequent post-occupation activities, 
and  a  high  research  potential.   The  high  research  potential  was  due  to  the  observed  spatial 
patterning of subsurface artifacts and features across the site. The site was found to possess definite 
boundaries, good integrity in the sense that the site has not been disturbed by subsequent post-
occupation activities, and high research potential. While it was difficult to attribute various deposits 
to time periods, there appears to be spatial patterning of subsurface artifacts and features across the 
site. Archaeological investigations identified deposits dating to the occupation of the site by the 
Fullers, as well as occupation of the site immediately after, possibly by Kingston’s famed hermit, 
Daniel Fuller.

Extensive background research was conducted, principally focusing on census and tax records, in 
order to place the Fullers within a larger community context. It is felt that further investigations at 
the site have the potential to yield significant information regarding the lives of individuals living at 
a low economic level throughout much of the nineteenth century.  The site was found to possess 
definite boundaries, good integrity in the sense that the site has not been disturbed by subsequent 
post-occupation activities, and high research potential. While it  was difficult to attribute various 
deposits to time periods, there appears to be spatial patterning of subsurface artifacts and features 
across the site. Archaeological investigations identified deposits dating to the occupation of the site 
by the Fullers as well as occupation of the site immediately after, possibly by Kingston’s famed 
hermit,  Daniel  Fuller.   The Trench 1 and North Yard Midden deposits  are terminal deposits  of 
materials cleaned out of the house following Samuel's death.  As a result, they represent the artifacts 
that were present in the house at the time of his death, and that were determined by the cleaners to 
be worthless and disposable.  It is unknown what material may have been removed from the site by 
those who were cleaning out the house.  While the deposit  in  these contexts  seems to show an 
occupation by someone who saved old bottles and ate off of old plates, it may be a case of these 
being the artifacts that were not wanted by those who cleaned out the house.  In fact, they may have 
originally made up only a small portion of the actual material-culture assemblage. The Fullers may 
have had fine china and gold, but these materials could have been removed by the cleaners and thus 
did not present themselves archaeologically. However, by coupling the archaeological findings with 
extensive background research, it was determined that the Fullers were of a lower economic station 
and thus unlikely to own fine china.  The disposal of their possessions in an associated pit and a 
yard midden, indicates that they may not have had much that was worth anything at the time of 
Samuel’s death and thus many of their possessions were subsequently disposed of on-site. Further 
excavations could help clarify this issue. As a result, the site is considered eligible for listing on the 
National Register and avoidance of the site is recommended.                             
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CONCLUSIONS

A. Site Boundaries

In order to determine the boundaries of and activities occurring at the Samuel Fuller Homesite, the 
excavation of 50-x-50 -cm shovel test pits  in a five-meter grid pattern around and between the 
Intensive  Survey test  pits  extending out to the north,  south and west  from the cellar  hole was 
conducted.  This grid included Transect 4 test pits 6 to 10 and Judgmental Test Pits (JTPs) 1-3.  The 
grid lines ceased either after two sterile test pits were located in any direction or if topographical 
features clearly representing the edge of the site, such as the drop off to the cranberry bog road, 
were encountered. 

A total of fifty-four 50 x 50 cm square shovel test pits were excavated in the five-meter grid pattern 
around the cellar hole.  Half of these test pits contained historic cultural  material.  The site size, 
based on the presence of test  pits  with and without cultural material,  was determined to be 25 
meters east to west by 45 meters north to south.  The western edge was defined by the cranberry 
bog road; the northern edge was defined by a low area of possible soil removal activities and sterile 
test  pits,  while the south and east  boundaries were defined by two sterile test  pits.  The overall 
distribution of material appears to be in a roughly oval shape oriented north to south. 

Prehistoric cultural material was recovered from several contexts, all believed to have come from 
one site with scattered material.  The prehistoric site was determined to be a low density lithic 
scatter likely resulting from short term occupation, possibly during the Middle Archaic period.  The 
location of the site  was determined to roughly parallel  that  of  the historic site with  prehistoric 
materials occurring in a more random and scattered fashion. 

B. Integrity

For purposes of National Register eligibility, integrity describes “the level of preservation or quality 
of information contained within a district, site,  or excavated assemblage. A property with good 
archaeological integrity has archaeological deposits that are relatively intact and complete.” While 
archaeological properties may have some subsurface disturbance, integrity can be demonstrated by 
the presence of “spatial patterning of subsurface artifacts or features that represent differential uses 
or activities, spatial patterning of subsurface artifacts or features, or lack of serious disturbance to 
the property’s archaeological deposits” (Little et al 2000).

The site maintained a high degree of integrity, but prior to 1850, when Samuel appeared in the 
census records, and post 1892, when Samuel died, no historic records have been found to determine 
who lived at the site.  It appears that following the death of Samuel Fuller, the house was cleaned 
out, resulting in the creation of the deposits in Trench 1 and the North Yard Midden, after which the 
house may have been re-occupied for a short period.  Extensive faunal remains from around the 
hearth indicate that the occupant may have been Daniel Fuller who died in June of 1894, over two 
years after Samuel (January 1892). Even though the news article written about Daniel the Hermit 
was dated 1893, he may have been living in or using his brother’s house at some point between 
1892 and 1894. The structure eventually collapsed to the north and east and the bricks from the 
hearth and chimney may have been salvaged prior to the collapse. 

Intact deposits were found in Trench 1 (late nineteenth century), EUs 1-3 (late nineteenth century, 
north  yard  midden),  EU 4 (possibly earlier  nineteenth century kitchen  midden),  EU 5 and  the 
southern half of Transect 3 (earlier nineteenth century Terrace fill), and in the cellar hole (nineteenth 
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century Fill layers 3-4). The site was not plowed and appears to have been undisturbed following 
abandonment. 

C. Research Potential and Significance

Nineteenth century rural sites,  such as the Samuel Fuller Homesite, are by far one of the most 
common historic archaeological sites encountered in the northeast during the course of CRM field 
work and with the multiplicity of sites encountered, not all can be considered equally significant. 
Essentially, there must be some redundant sites and sites that lack the integrity to make it likely that 
they have something important to add on a local, regional or national level. But, as Miller and Klein 
(2001-2002: 156) have outlined with regards to farmsteads, they are potentially significant areas for 
better understanding the culture and society in which they were created.  This is because they are 
generally isolated from their neighbors making it unlikely that they will have intrusive materials 
from  other  sites  or  occupations  present  to  confuse  the  archaeological  signature  of  the  site. 
Generally, rural homesites also may have higher levels of documentation than other sites and they 
were occupied by diverse social, economic, and ethnic groups ranging from wealthy farmers with 
large  estates  to  tenant  farmers  and  freed  slaves  (Miller  and  Klein  2001-2002:  156).  Various 
archaeologists  have  posited  ways  to  determine  site  significance  and  research  potential.  Some 
archaeologists see the oldest sites and those with the least amount of historical documentation as 
having the most potential to provide information that would represent a significant loss if the site 
was destroyed (Miller and Klein 2001-2002: 156).But documents do not directly equate to the data 
gained from archaeological excavation and so the two are not mutually exclusive. Others see only 
those sites  that  can help answer broader  research questions as  being the most important,  while 
another group of archaeologists see all sites as important because we don’t know what questions 
will gain importance in the future (Smith 1990: 34). 

In the 1990s, archaeologists began to develop ways to rank the numerous farmsteads so that not 
every site would need to be excavated, only those that had good potential for providing potentially 
significant information (Hinks, et al 1998; Moore et al 1997, Miller and Klein 2001-2002). All of 
these  ranking  systems  considered  the  following  aspects  of  the  farmstead  under  review  to  be 
important: length and period of occupation, historical significance of occupants, number of families 
occupying the  site,  farm type,  refuse  disposal  patterns,  extent  of  site  disturbances,  quality  and 
quantity  of  historical  documentation,  potential  to  provide  information  on  poorly  documented 
groups, and the proposed level of impact by the project. 

At the most essential level, rural sites can be considered significant if they have intact, spatially and 
temporally distinct features; their superstructures were destroyed in a catastrophic versus organized 
dismantlement or abandonment fashion; and if there is a good documentary record of the occupants 
living  at  the  site  (Wilson  1990:  30).  Wilson  saw  the  best  sites  as  being  those  with  a  good 
documentary record because on of the keys to understanding the site lies in the examination of 
readily  available  primary  and  secondary  sources  and  then  placing  the  sites  within  a  broad 
geographical and socio-economic context  (Wilson 1990: 23). He also considered it important that a 
site was occupied for a period of less than 20 years because short-term occupations potentially have 
analytical clarity, although at the same time, because of the short-term occupation, they may have 
lower visibility and lower artifact counts (Wilson 1990: 30). A site with a high potential for being 
able to significantly answer questions at the local, regional and national levels (a “good “ site in 
Wilson’s discussion)would be one which had a rich documentary record, was occupied for a short 
period of time and was destroyed by a major catastrophe such as a fire.  A site with a low research 
potential  (a  “bad”  site  in  Wilson’s  discussion)  would  be  one  that  had  a  minimal  record  of 
occupation, evidence of major rebuilding at the same location, destruction through house cleaning 
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coupled with a complete removal of the house superstructure. 

Miller  and  Klein  (2001-2002)  went  the  farthest  in  developing  a  system  that  was  applicable 
throughout the eastern United States, which helps to make the investigations of the sites and the 
types of sites investigated, more significant at a regional and national level. The use of Miller and 
Klein’s ranking system results in the production of a “score” for the site under review (Table 1). 

Table 1. Miller and Klein’s ranking system for rural site significance.

________________________________________________________________________
Site Type

Unknown 0
Country Estate 1
Owner-occupied farm or rural site 2
Tenant farm/Rented site 3
Tenant farm or rented site 
     where name of tenant is known 4
Enslaved African-American site 4
(Ethnic minority or African-American add 2 pts)

Structural Evidence 

          No visible structural information                       0
Ruins with discernible orientation of buildings 2
House standing 3
House and out-building standing 5

Archaeological Evidence

No intact features -4
Field scatter, high concentration of domestic

 and architectural artifacts                           1
Unplowed Site 2
Sheet trash clustered near buildings 3
Discreet deposits and/or assemblages that 

are not feature deposits               4
Intact features with primary deposits 6

Documents

Tax Records 1
Write up in county history 1
Deeds (depending on the level of detail) 1-3
Probate records depending on detail 2-3
Insurance records 3
Diaries 4
Account records 
    (depending on detail and length of time)          2-4
Photos of site 
    (depending on how much they document)           2-4

Oral History

Knowledgeable local historian 1
Old neighbors of the site 2
Long term occupants of the site 3

Occupation Period

Between WWI and WWII 1
1880-WWI 2
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1861-1880 3
1815-1861 4

Length of Occupation

More than 20 years 0
Burnt site, fire date unknown 2
Known catastrophe end date to site 3
Less than 20 years 3
Less than 10 years 5

________________________________________________________________________

According to Miller and Klein, generally, sites with higher scores can be considered to be ones with 
good research potential and sites with scores below 18 for the 1815-1861 period, 19 for the 1861-
1880 period, 19 for the 1880-World War I period, and 27 for the World War I to World War II 
period, could be considered as having less potential and probably would not be considered the best 
sites to excavate (Miller and Klein 2001-2002: 164).  This ranking system should not, of course, be 
considered  the  only criteria  to  base  a  site’s  significance  and research  potential  on,  but  it  does 
provide a number of good site specifics that need to be considered when deciding whether a site is 
worth the effort and expenditure needed to mitigate it prior to the construction phase of a CRM 
project. 

Using Miller and Klein’s ranking system, the Samuel Fuller Site would receive a score of 26 if we 
rely only on what we know from the Intensive Survey (Table 2).

Table 2. Application of Miller and Klein’s ranking system for farmstead site significance 

at the Samuel Fuller site for all time periods.

________________________________________________________________________
Site Type

Owner-occupied Site 2
Structural Evidence 

Ruins with discernible orientation of buildings 2
Archaeological Evidence

Unplowed Site 2
Sheet trash clustered near buildings 3
Intact features with primary deposits 6

Documents

Tax Records 1
Write up in county history 1

Occupation Period

1880-WWI 2
1861-1880 3
1815-1861 4

Length of Occupation

More than 20 years 0
Score                   26

________________________________________________________________________

Therefore,  according  to  the  results  of  the  intensive  survey  the  site  would  prove  especially 
significant  if  discrete deposits  attributable  to  specific  periods  in  the site’s  occupation could be 
identified during the Site Examination.  This would allow for a focused examination of the change 
in lifeways by the site’s inhabitants over time. The Site Examination documentary research had the 
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potential to increase the Miller and Klein rank in terms of the kinds of documentary evidence that 
may be found at the Massachusetts State Archives, in Plymouth County Deeds, Plymouth County 
Probate Records,  and the Kingston Town Records,  while  the field investigation could have the 
potential to increase the site’s research potential if it was found that the site had burned or was 
destroyed from some other catastrophic event. 

Site examination research and field testing confirmed the findings of  the intensive survey.  One 
intact deposit was identified during the intensive survey (JTP-3/ Trench 1) and a minimum of five 
more were identified during site examination testing (north yard midden, hearth, cellar hole, terrace, 
west yard) and areas of yard scatter around the structure were investigated. Deed research was able 
to generally trace the purchase and potential ownership of the property but failed to identify what 
happened to the property after Samuel Fuller’s death in 1892. An exhaustive study of census records 
traced Samuel  and  Maria  Fuller  and their  household throughout  the century,  and  into the next 
century in  the  case  of  Maria  Fuller.   Census  records  also  provided  an unprecedented  level  of 
comparison of the Fullers and their neighbors in terms of socioeconomic rank and the changing 
nature of trades and occupations in Kingston during the industrial period. Applying site examination 
findings to the Miler and Klein ranking system resulted in an increase of only one point (Table 3). 
Unfortunately Miller and Klein’s ranking

Table 3. Application of Miller and Klein’s ranking system for farmstead site significance 

at the Samuel Fuller site for all time periods following the site examination.

________________________________________________________________________
Site Type

Owner-occupied Site 2
Structural Evidence 

Ruins with discernible orientation of buildings 2
Archaeological Evidence

Unplowed Site 2
Sheet trash clustered near buildings 3
Intact features with primary deposits 6

Documents

Tax Records 1
Write up in county history 1
Deeds (depending on the level of detail) 1-3

Occupation Period

1880-WWI 2
1861-1880 3
1815-1861 4

Length of Occupation

More than 20 years 0
Score                   27

________________________________________________________________________

did not take into account census records or the overall number of intact deposits identified. A site 
with a greater number of intact deposits spanning multiple periods of the site occupation should 
have a higher ranking than a similar site with only one intact deposit identified. Also, Miller and 
Klein’s system does not take into account the classes of material recovered and their potential to 
contribute to the study of rural lifeways. Site Examination testing at the Samuel Fuller homesite 
yielded multiple potentially informative classes of artifacts such as faunal remains, ceramics, glass, 
and personal items. 
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But it does have to be pointed out that the documentary research for the site examination called into 
question who was at the site prior to Samuel being there in 1850. The date of Consider’s will when 
compared with the ages of his children show that the children from his first marriage ranged in age 
from his eldest son, Ezra, at 38 to his youngest son, John, at 28. All of those children received $5.00 
from the estate. The children from his second marriage who received the $5.00 were the oldest son 
Nathan age 22, Daniel W. age 17, Samuel age 15 and his youngest daughter Hannah age 10.  The 
estate was then divided between Smith who was 20 and Waldo who was 8 with the caveat that both 
of the sons would take care of his wife/their mother, Hannah, as long as she remained a widow. 
Hannah was 59 when Consider died, so if she lived at least twenty years longer and Smith for some 
reason preceded her in death, she would be taken care of by their youngest son assuming he was 
still  alive.  As  Hannah  was  still  alive,  there  probably  would  be  no  reason  to  place  Waldo’s 
inheritance in a guardianship until he came of age. As Nathan was given $5.00 he may have been on 
his own at the time of his father’s death and it is likely all the other children born to Consider and 
Hannah were living at the homestead that ended up being Smith’s property. Exactly who if any one, 
was living at the “small dwelling” Waldo inherited that appears to be the location of the dwelling 
that Samuel ended up living in is unknown.  Archaeologically, it was found that someone must have 
been living there though and through census records, it is known that the only siblings who were 
consistently living in close proximity to each other  were Samuel,  Smith and Daniel,  making it 
likely, but presently unprovable,  that Samuel was living at the site.  The 1832 map of Kingston 
shows two structures in close proximity to each other within the project area.  These structures may 
be the family homestead (Smith’s house) and the “small house” left to Waldo. Future documentary 
research could be directed at further identifying the occupants of the house and possibly locating 
missing deeds such as the deed from Consider Fuller to Levi Wright and any transferences from 
Waldo to Samuel. 

In  conclusion,  using  Miller  and  Klein’s  ranking  system  the  Samuel  Fuller  homesite  can  be 
considered to be one with good research potential as it scored 27, a full eight to nine points higher 
than their minimum of 18-19 for similar sites. When the other data discussed above, the number of 
intact  deposits,  the  extensive  census  data  and  census  comparisons,  and  the  classes  of  material 
culture present, this site should receive an even higher score. 

Rural Home Site Studies

Research questions for large scale farmstead archaeology seeks to delineate both patterns of farm 
development;  the  variety  of  farm  sizes,  buildings,  dates  of  construction  and  arrangement  of 
buildings; typicality in terms of size, wealth, and resources of each farm; the incremental fashion in 

which most farms achieved this organization; the prevalence in the 19th-century of a rearrangement 
of farm buildings; and the recurring patterns of spatial organization and activity usage (Beaudry 
2001-2002:  130).  At  rural  homesites  where  farming  does  not  appear  to  have  been  the  main 
economic focus, focus can be placed on landscape archaeology research questions as well, such as 
those proposed by Adams (1990). These include studying such things as when and if forests were 
cleared, why and where were roads built, what subsistence farming practices, if any, were used, 
were draft animals used for manual labor, what changes to the woodlots of the farm occurred once 
coal and oil became widely used, and what crops were planted (Adams 1990: 93). 

Rural  homesite  archaeology  can  examine  the  larger  question  of  what  was  happening  at  rural 
homesites  in  an age  when agricultural  economics  was  being replaced  by industrial  economics, 
market dependence, and a potential decline in rural self-sufficiency. Homesites, like farmstead sites, 
represent the culmination of years of occupation, adaptation and change and should be thought of in 
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these terms (Catts 2001-2002: 145). Beaudry advocates a system where we stop thinking in terms of 
potsherds and start thinking in terms of landscapes, to not think of just individual features at a site, 
but to think of the entire feature system (Beaudry 2001-2002: 139). This view goes hand-in-hand 
with the views of other archaeologists such as Wade Catts who see nineteenth century rural places 
as needing to be examined for evidence of long-term change through the development of land use 
histories for the entire farm (Catts 2001-2002: 150).  One noticeable improvement to the Fuller 
dwelling was the construction of the terrace in front of the house, a similar landscape feature was 
identified and investigated at a rural home site in Hopkinton (Donohue et al 2000). In 1842 a book 
entitled Cottage Residences discussed the aesthetics of domestic architecture linking the design of a 
house to the economic circumstances, personal interests, and family life of its owners. Aside from 
urging the installation of items for convenience and comfort in the house, it also linked the house 
and its grounds through landscape features (Garvin 2001). One such feature was a terrace off the 
front of a house. The results of the field testing of the terrace fill in Trench 3 suggests that it was 
constructed sometime after 1840 due to the presence of flow blue ironstone (1840-1879) in the 
upper fill deposit. As Samuel and family were living in the house in 1850, it’s possible that they 
may have constructed the terrace. A structure like a terrace in front of a rather common central 
chimney house may have been an attempt to project an image of affluence greater than was in 
reality present. Beaudry stated that ideological factors resulted in the manipulation of the domestic 
landscape as a means of social display (Beaudry1986:38). The terrace would have visually set the 
house upon a pedestal, especially when viewed from the road running to the south of it and would 
have been just a form of social display. The presence of faux gemstone and imitation gold jewelry 
such as those recovered from the house, may also have been a way to exhibit a desired station 
versus ones real social station. 

Other important areas for research include looking at long term change within the rural homesite as 
a reflection of the changes that occurred within the larger society during the era of the Industrial 
Revolution;  examining ethnic  and  class  differences  of  the  occupants  within  the  context  of  the 
dynamics of rural society; examining the roots of modern communities in the past; and using sites 
to  create  micro-histories,  site  biographies  and  ethnographies  that  will  lead  to  a  broader 
understanding of rural and agricultural culture and society (Klein and Baugher 2001-2002: 167). 
Klein and Baugher came up with a potential  framework for identifying,  evaluating, testing and 
preserving nineteenth century farmstead sites, and their approach can be extended to any type of 
rural  homesite.  They advocate first  developing historic  contexts by identifying the theme,  time 
period, and geographic limits of the site, and defining the type of site. Archaeological investigations 
should involve survey and testing of all components of the site, excavating large areas within the 
entire site, using remote sensing within areas outside of the core, giving equal attention to areas 
with and without large artifact densities, and using the full range of historical sources, including 
literature,  paintings,  agricultural  journals and publications,  and oral  history (Klein and Baugher 
2001-2002: 168-169). The results of the documentary research for the Site Examination suggest that 
the Smith Fuller site, which has been left in situ and will be protected by a Preservation Restriction, 
may be more likely to reveal further insight into two generations of the Fuller family and long term 
change within this rural section of Kingston.

Examination of Self-Sufficiency

One of the research questions for this project involves the degree to which this family, which was 
living only a few miles outside of Kingston center, was involved with the local market economy. 
This  question  revolves  partially  around  the  Fuller’s  degree  of  self-sufficiency.  The  nature  and 
degree of rural inhabitants be they farmers or laborers, self-sufficiency rests not on economics but 
on attitudes.  Rural inhabitants could and did often produce their own food, fuel, and furniture but 
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no one really believes that they were totally self-sufficient. The stereotypical New England Yankee, 
self-sufficient, independent, relying on no one but themselves, the view that has been presented of 
Daniel  Fuller,  is  more of a romantic  notion of the idealized American. Rural  inhabitants in the 
nineteenth century, especially those who lived only five miles outside of the center of town like the 
Fullers did, must have sold produce or labor to pay their taxes and procure a limited range of high 
utility commodities such as imported ceramics. Food, firewood, and clothing do not survive well 
archaeologically and the most common artifacts we are generally left  with to investigate socio-
economic position are often those which specifically had to be produced at  the markets- glass, 
ceramics and metal  items. In  many ways this does not make consumer goods purchased at  the 
market a good indicator of the overall standard of living enjoyed by the people who used them. 
Overall, it has been found that consumer produced goods accounted for only a small percentage of 
total household expenditure in the nineteenth century (Friedlander 1991; Klein 1991).  However, if 
the purchase of consumer goods, thus relatively lower degree of self-sufficiency, was a high priority 
for inhabitants of any economic level, then this should be reflected in a high occurrence of such 
items in an assemblage.  If, on the other hand, the purchase of matched sets of ceramics or of the 
finer or finer looking tea sets was not a high priority of the inhabitants, if they were more interested 
in helping their families or in having time to spend in communal projects, then the percentage, 
quality and types  of  market-produced goods present at  a  site  may reflect  this.  Unlike Stewart-
Abernathy’s  work  among  the  rural  households  in  the  Ozarks  (Stewart-Abernathy  1986),  no 
evidence  of  self-sufficiency was identified  at  the Samuel  Fuller  site  and  evidence  to  quite  the 
contrary was present. No canning or Mason jar fragments were recovered, indicating the occupants 
likely did not process and store anything that they grew around their house, and no indications of 
any agricultural activity was identified. The faunal assemblage appeared to have been the result of 
the purchase of meat cut versus the raising and slaughtering of their own kine on site and the overall 
impression appears to be one of a consumer based household with little self-sufficiency evident in 
the archaeological record.  The only evidence of self-sufficiency, which is believed to date to after 
the occupation of the house by Samuel and Mary Fuller, was the wide variety of bones of wild game 
recovered from around the hearth. This deposit is hypothesized to have been the result either of 
occupation  of  the  house  by Daniel  Fuller  following  his  brother’s  death,  or  by squatters  at  an 
unknown time following Samuel’s death. 

Research questions investigated by the Site Examination were:

1. What was the nature of the relationship between the Fullers and their neighborhood 

and town spheres of interaction?

Samuel and his brother Smith both married daughters of their neighbors the Churchills and it is 
assumed that they continued to have a supportive relationship with them following the marriages. 
With the exception of Samuel who was classified as a shoemaker in the 1850 census, the Fullers 
were either laborers (possibly working for a farmer) and/or farmers from 1850 through 1880. They 
were likely working at mills or farms in their immediate vicinity, so they were likely working for 
their neighbors. Other evidence of possible neighbor associations is the set of initials present on the 
cuprous plate found in the North Yard Midden.  The letters KW may also be a neighbor whom 
Samuel shared tools with. From the faunal and artifactual evidence, it appears that the Fullers were 
active  consumers  who  purchased  goods  in  the  town  including  glassware,  ceramics,  meat  and 
possibly shellfish,  much  as  any consumer  would  in  the  nineteenth  century.  The deposit  found 
associated with the hearth, the wild animal species, may represent meals by Daniel Fuller or by an 
unknown squatter  following  Samuel's  death  and  Maria’s  abandonment  of  the  property.   These 
remains are more typical of what one would expect if the Fullers were more self-sufficient than the 
average nineteenth century family.
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Stewart-Abernathy, in his study of the nineteenth century Ozark farmsteads, hypothesized that the 
choices of manufactured goods present at an archaeological site reflects the support of a family 
version of social reality and that they indicate an allegiance to the local community and to the world 
in  terms  that  kept  the  local  community strong  (Stewart-Abernathy 1986:  102).  It  as  also  been 
suggested that the acquisition of consumer goods is the common thread that has held  Americans 
together from its founding (Carson 2006). The material culture recovered from the Samuel Fuller 
Homesite indicates that the Fullers had a connection to the larger town of Kingston and were not 
focused just  on themselves and their  houselot.  The meat cuts indicate interactions  with a  local 
butcher, the ceramics and glassware indicate interaction with local merchants, while the presence of 
an abundance of mismatched buttons may indicate a connection either to local individuals in the 
form of rag-picking, cloth washing or sewing. The Fullers were not isolated of acting in isolation, 
they were an active part of the larger Kingston cultural system. 

2. Was Samuel Fuller employed by one of the town’s shoe manufacturers or was his shoe 

making business a cottage industry? Can any of the material remains at the site (shoe 

making tools, worked leather) help to investigate this?

Samuel was only listed as a shoe maker in the 1850 U.S. Census, no information was found either 
in  the  documentary  record  or  archaeologically  to  further  examine  this  point.   No  tools  were 
identified that could be specifically linked to shoemaking.

3. To what degree was the family self-sufficient and to what degree did they rely on the 

larger local, regional, national and international markets? 

Ceramics recovered from the site were represented by presumably locally made redwares, as well as 
American-made  yellowwares,  stonewares  and  whitewares.  English  ceramics  in  the  form  of 
creamware  and  pearlware  were  well  represented.  The  Fuller  men  were  listed  as  laborers  and 
shoemakers in the various census records. Their work would have taken place away from their 
homes, placing them within the larger town sphere of influence. Their purchase of meat cuts versus 
the raising of their own livestock made them reliant on the local butcher for their meat supply.  No 
records were found to indicate that they farmed, which would mean that they were reliant on local 
markets  for  produce and dry goods.  No evidence  of self  produced items (wooden bowls,  non-
traditional forms of metal work, extensive reuse of broken ceramics) was found and aside from the 
recovery of numerous buttons and a single pair of scissors, no evidence of sewing was found. The 
recovery of a pipe bowl bearing a Masonic symbol may be evidence that Samuel Fuller may have 
belonged to this organization as well. The Fullers appear to have been fully involved with the local 
markets, much more than one may have expected based on their lower class socio-economic status. 
They appear  to  have  labored  to  earn  an  income and  then  spent  that  earned  income on  goods 
produced locally, nationally and internationally. 

4. What  evidence  is  present  in  the  documentary  and  archaeological  records  that  the 

family may have utilized multiple subsistence strategies such as factory day labor, in-

house  piecework  shoe  production,  charcoal  burning,  hunting  and  small-scale 

agriculture?

 
No documentary records were found that  could help answer this question. Archaeologically,  the 
abundance  and  variety  of  the  recovered  buttons  may  indicate  that  Mary  Fuller  had  been  a 
seamstress or had taken in piece sewing work or mended or washed other people’s clothes. No 
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evidence of hunting or fishing was found, except for what is believed to be a post Samuel and 
Marty Fuller deposit of wild game and low quality cut domestic animal bones, fish hooks and a 
gunflint on and around the hearth. Faunal remains seem to indicate that the inhabitants did not raise 
their own stock, but purchased meat from another source. Unfortunately, the nature of the identified 
deposits makes it difficult to ascertain the origin and context of the material. The charcoal burn 
areas  identified  during  the  intensive  survey did  not  contain  any artifacts  that  could  date  them 
temporally and so it is unknown if they were created by the Fullers or if they date to before or after 
the purchase of the land by Consider Fuller in 1790. The area around the house did not appear to 
contain a plowzone, indicating that at least the immediate house lot was not farmed. 

5. What was their socio-economic level and how did it manifest itself in their consumer 

choices (ceramics, glass, and faunal)?

At the time of their death Samuel and Maria Fuller appear to have owned an appreciable amount of 
older material, as revealed from the artifacts recovered from Trench 1 and the North Yard that have 
been interpreted as midden deposits resulting from a cleaning out of their house following Samuel’s 
death and Maria’s abandonment of the property. Most of the recovered bottles appear to date to 
before 1875 and ceramics such as spatterware, redware, and mocha-decorated pearlware, recovered 
from Trench 1, were all out of fashion by the time 1890s.  The recovery of silver spectacles, a silver 
button, a faux gemstone and gold jewelry may indicate a period of relative wealth or a desire to 
make an outward presentation of wealth whether it was real or not. Based on census records, the 
Fullers were lower class members of the community. 

6. What can the architectural style of the house and the layout of its surrounding yard 

tell  us  about  the  Fuller’s  participation  in  larger  regional  and  national  trends  in 

architectural styles and farm/work yard layout in the nineteenth century and about the 

family’s socio-economic status?

Housing, as opposed to clothing and other more perishable elements of culture,  is  usually well 
represented and more visible archaeologically, and some see housing as the most sensitive indicator 
of class in 19th century America (Soltow 1992: 131).  Other classes of material culture, ceramics, 
glass, faunal remains, etc., can be used to better understand the lifestyles of the inhabitants versus 
their use as status indicators. Catts and Custer (1990: 227) found that 450 square feet formed a 
convenient dividing line between the houses of the poor and those of the middle class.  The Fuller 
house floor size was approximately 432 square feet, making it below dividing line between middle 
class and poor. The examination of the size, structure and layout of the Fuller ‘s house, can provide 
insight  into  the  social  class  and  real  status  of  this  industrial  period  working  class  family. 
Conversely, some investigators see  status as best indicated by social status followed by the quality 
of the house or residential area (neighborhood) (Spencer-Wood 1984: 35). 

During the Victorian Period, architectural styles changed so that individuals had their own rooms, 
specialized rooms for children appeared and special ritual and presentation rooms appeared.  Some 
of these changes were the result of the Industrial Revolution which often led to men, who were up 
to  this  point  the leaders  of  the home and family,  being away from home working in  the  new 
burgeoning industries. This led to women taking control of the day to day workings of the home, 
thus  creating two world spheres,  the home and workplace,  where  once,  in  the more rural  pre-
industrial times, they were both one and the same. In preindustrial times, the family often had to 
make what it needed to survive, with the rise of industry, men could now go to jobs that produced 
goods and services while the remainder of the family stayed at home.  The idea was also created 
that  the work world (the public  sphere of  life)  was a rough place full  of  temptation,  vice and 
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violence  where men had  to  do whatever  it  took to  survive.   Women,  being weak and  delicate 
creatures (as the wisdom of the time believed) needed to be defended and protected from this world. 
It was logical that they and the children would remain at home while the men went out, confronted 
and conquered the new Industrial Age. The emerging middle-class, which soon became the ideal for 
the lower class and the rungs on the ladders of power for the upper class, began to look at itself and 
the nuclear family as the backbone of society. 

The Victorian Age recognized women’s new roles as house managers and created the ideology of 
the “cult of domesticity”, the virtues of which were extolled in many aspects of popular culture of 
the time. The cult of domesticity was a belief that women, as keepers of the home, were also viewed 
as being the keepers of purity, piety and domesticity. The home became a man’s refuge from the dog 
eat dog world of industry and became the showplace for status, affluence and the ideals that women 
were relegated as the keepers of. This led to the creation of  ritual rooms in the house in which the 
ideals could be showed off and savored. These rooms included the parlor and dining rooms. These 
rooms were located on the first floor of the house and were rooms which were visible to the public 
and thus a place to display your real or desired status.  The parlor was the room where afternoon tea 
parties were held and as it was a showplace of the home, it was often the most luxuriously furnished 
room in a  middle-class  house.   The parlor  essentially served as the area where class  members 
aspired to make their claims to refined gentility and the afternoon tea was an important showplace 
for the family’s social status (Di Zerega Wall 1991: 79). By the early 19th century, meals had taken 
on the form of ritual and were considered as a time to affirm the moral values of the family and a 
good dining room was seen as a space that reinforces the spiritual unity of the family (Di Zerega 
Wall  1991:  80).  Concurrent  with  the  appearance  of  dining  rooms  and  parlors  is  an  increased 
attention to table settings including glass and ceramic dishes.  This included and elaboration over 
time of the types, and quality of vessels used in meals which was reflected in the decorative styles, 
the amount of decoration and the relative cost of ceramics (Klein 1991: 79).  As has been shown by 
George Miller’s work on cream-colored ceramic pricing (1991), ceramic prices dropped between 
1810 and 1850 as plain creamwares  were replaced by edged, dipped, and painted wares in the 
1780s.  These wares were subsequently replaced by transfer printed wares following the War of 
1812. By the 1830s as the price of  transfer printed wares dropped and a greater variety of vessel 
forms and sizes increased, these wares  had become the most popular type for both tea and table 
(Klein 1991: 80). 

Not all houses of the period contained formal rooms such as the dining room and the parlor. Farm 
and rural families were not building houses with dining rooms due to the nature of work on farms 
and in rural settings. Rural families became involved in domestic changes at a slower rate than their 
urban counterparts. By the 1830s the ideal of the farmhouse as a unified work place had begun to 
erode and there was now a noticeable shift in the arrangement of rooms within the house. From the 
1850s farmhouse plans began to separate the house into public and private areas.  The public areas 
were the front porch, front door, and sitting room or parlor, these contrasted with the private rooms 
of the kitchen and bedrooms (Adams 1990:98). 

No evidence of an actual farmyard or work yard was identified during site examination testing. The 
house itself appears to be of Colonial style dating to the late eighteenth to early nineteenth century. 
While details of the exterior appearance are unknown, the interior appears to have been divided into 
a minimum of two rooms- a hall and a parlor- on either side of a central chimney. The house may 
have begun as a single room house with a chimney on the western wall-possibly the “small house” 
inherited by Waldo Fuller- which was subsequently expanded to form a hall and parlor house plan. 
In any case, the house form appears to have been more utilitarian versus reflective of the wider 
regional and national  trends of Georgian architecture.  Georgian architecture projected an air  of 
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symmetry and order, whereas Colonial architecture was more of a reflection of utility. It is possible 
that if the structure began as a single-cell dwelling, the addition of a second cell and the terrace may 
have been done to  “modernize” the house,  to  bring its  outside appearance more into line with 
Georgian ideals, and provide more space for a larger family. Further investigations at the site could 
investigate the architecture and its development further. 

The house occupied a rise and faced a portion of the road to the south where the road turned to the 
west and continued towards other homes. It is estimated to have measured eight meters east to west 
by six meters north to south and had a central chimney and a cellar hole that was accessed through a 
staircase placed against the north side of the hearth. A two meter wide by eight meter long terrace 
was constructed on the front (south) side of the house in the 1830s-1840s.  Terraces are used to add 
height to the appearance of a house, to create a separation and transition zone between the home and 
world beyond it and were used as show places for flower and herb gardens. The south yard in front 
of the 50 cm high terrace was “attached” to the house by a meter and a half long by 50 cm wide 
professionally quarried and roughly shaped walkway stone. The positioning of the house on the rise 
and the construction of the terrace may have been an attempt by the builder or the occupants to set 
this  house  off  from the  surroundings  and  to  essentially  place  it  on  a  pedestal  and  a  place  of 
prominence as an expression of its perceived importance. 

The house appears to fit in well with a lower class attempt to present themselves within the cultural 
language of the Victorian ideals. The possible expansion of the house from a single-cell to double-
cell plan separated the kitchen (the hall) from the parlor more than was possible in a single-cell 
house, but not as much as was possible with the addition of a room on the rear of the house as was 
present in saltbox and Georgian style houses.  This  the apparent  time lag in architectural  styles 
present at the site may be a reflection of the rural nature of the site, the possible construction by 
Consider Fuller, a man who practiced his craft in rural settings just after the first generation of 
Georgian architecture was being adopted, and the construction of a utilitarian or vernacular versus a 
trendy or  secular  house plan.  The possible expansion of  the house  and the construction of  the 
terrace on the front of the house reflect a rural lower class expression and interpretation of the 
Victorian ideals of the house as a show place and expression of domesticity. The presence of tea 
sets, multiple tea pots and faux gemstone and gold jewelry also represent the Fullers’ expression of 
presentation of desired status and their interpretation and expression of the wider Victorian ideals. 

No evidence of farming or animal husbandry were identified, except possibly the oxen shoe, which 
may date to the earlier occupation, It  appears that the Fuller’s purchased most of their goods as 
opposed to producing them themselves.

7. Is there any evidence that the structure that Samuel and Mary Fuller occupied was the 

same structure built by Samuel’s father Consider and lived in by Samuel, Smith and 

Daniel?

Documentary research indicates no structures were recoded on the property when it was purchased 
by  Consider  Fuller,  but  when  it  was  later  sold  by  Fuller  to  Wright,  a  structure  was  present, 
indicating that it may have been built by Fuller.  A structure is shown on the 1832  map of Kingston 
and was referred to in Consider Fuller’s 1829 will. While a few earlier ceramic vessels were present 
in the assemblage, it is believed that these were heirloom items and do not reflect occupation during 
the eighteenth century. 

8. Did the homesite ever function as a farm?
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No evidence of farming existed for the site.  The topsoil varied in depth from 10-18 cm and appears 
to represent a natural  A horizon versus a plow zone.  While the inventory of Consider’s estate 
mentioned farming tools, crops and orchard crops this was likely done elsewhere. No agricultural 
tools were identified and the limited faunal remains appear to point to a purchase versus raising 
system of procurement for the vertebrate faunal portion of their diet. 

9. How did the layout and utilization of the yard space around the house change over 

time throughout the nineteenth-century and can these changes be related to changing 

occupations  of  the  inhabitants,  changing  local  conditions  and  changing  national 

trends?

The only change in the landscape around the house appears to be the construction of the terrace 
sometime between 1830 to  1840, the later date attributes to the flow blue fragment present) a time 
period in which aesthetic landscape design was popular. The excavation of the depression where 
Trench 1 was located may be related to off-site filling of a depression, the construction of a road, or 
possibly even cranberry bog maintenance. No further identifiable changes in the layout or use of 
yard space were identified. A small surface scatter was identified around the house for a distance of 
approximately 20 meters east to west and 40 meters north to south. No areas of activity other than at 
least two dump deposits were identified.  Material from the EU 4 dump appears to date from the 
earlier  occupation and  relatively little  later  nineteenth  century refuse was  found here,  possibly 
indicating a removal of refuse from the area of the immediate house during the later nineteenth 
century. Some later material was found in the east yard, possibly indicating some refuse disposal in 
this area but it is unknown if this dates to the occupation or cleaning out of the house.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

From the historical documents, a fairly clear picture can be painted of the history of the land and 
the Fuller's position in the neighborhood and the town. Consider Fuller was a Kingston house 
wright who married twice, eventually having 12 children, 11 of which where alive when he died 
in 1829. During his life, between the years 1790 to 1821, he purchased a number of pieces of 
property in the town, including, in 1790, the land on which at least two (Smith's and Daniel's) 
houses stood.  In 1821 he purchased three-quarters of an acre of land and a small house from 
Ezra Morton. This land was adjacent to Consider's  1790 purchase and is  believed to be the 
property Waldo inherited and where Samuel eventually lived. 

During  Consider's  lifetime  the  economy  of  Kingston  was  focused  on  iron,  nail  and  shoe 
manufacture with a slow population increase as the fishing fleet expanded.  By the time of his 
death, the town economy relied less on subsistence agriculture and cottage industries and more 
on small scale industrial ventures.  The inventory of Consider's estate showed that like others of 
the time period  he employed a  number  of  strategies  from subsistence  and market-orientated 
agriculture (he had farming tools, he raised sheep, owned oxen, a cow, had crops in his fields and 
fruit on his trees) to commercial labor as a house wright (he had woodworking tools, 150 boards 
and shingles) for the economic support of his family. It is likely that the 11 children he left $5.00 
to were living on their own and that he provided many years of support for his wife having left 
his estate and her care to a 20 year old  (Smith) and an 8 year old (Waldo). Consider also made 
sure that  his youngest  son had future security by leaving him half of the family homestead. 
Unfortunately, in 1830 it was determined that Consider's estate value was not enough to repay his 
debts by a total of $190.00 so a portion of land in the north section of his homestead was sold to 
cover  this  debt  suggesting that  employing multiple strategies  for  economic survival  was not 
enough. Later that year the remainder of the estate was divided between Waldo and Smith. 

When Waldo reached 21 in 1842, he sold his inherited  property to his half-brothers Ezra and 
John for $250.00 who in turn sold the property back to Waldo in 1852. Waldo lived in Braintree 
in 1852, lived in Plymouth in 1867 when he mortgaged his land in Kingston, and had returned to 
Kingston by 1870. Kingston town records show that he was assessed a tax of $8.97 while Smith, 
Samuel, and Daniel were assessed a tax of $2.00 in 1870, the same year that Smith received 
$7.04 in  support  from the town.  Following Waldo’s  death in 1872, his property was sold at 
auction to pay his debts. It remains unclear if Samuel had any clear ownership of the property 
while Waldo was alive or if he may have purchased the land following Waldo’s death. 

Kingston in the second half of the nineteenth century relied on the mills and shipyards for its 
economic base, with these two industries employing a high percentage of the population. This 
economic structure led to wide gaps between the owners of these industries and their workers. 
By 1890 this disparity was obviously reflected in the town taxes where out of the 750 persons 
taxed, only 24 had tax bills of over $100.00. The Fullers fit right in to the 96.8% of the town who 
was  taxed  below $100.00,  and  in  fact,  they consistently  ranked  in  the  very  lowest  taxable 
portion. Even among their neighbors, the Fullers consistently scored in the lower two-thirds of 
the appraised estate values between 1850 and 1870. Still, in 1865, the town was considered one 
of the wealthiest in Massachusetts and it boasted that as a town, it was debt free. Samuel and 
Mary  Fuller  were  recorded  as  living  near  Smith,  presumably  in  the  house  where  the  Site 
Examination was conducted. Immediately around Samuel and Mary along the main roads were 
consistently 50+ neighbor families who largely had similar status and similar occupations to the 
Fullers. By looking at the changing nature of the occupations of the residents within one mile of 
the Fullers, trends related to the larger economic situation of the town and state were highlighted. 
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Farming and shoemaking were important occupations in this section of the town between 1850 
and 1860, but by 1870, there were less shoemakers and more farming-related jobs around the 
Fullers.  Labor and factory workers also increased in number, reflecting the rising importance of 
these occupations in the second half of the nineteenth century. While farms were operated by 
fewer individuals, they appeared to have provided employment in West Kingston as the town’s 
growing population of both American and immigrant workers had to be fed. It was not surprising 
when Site Examination testing revealed appreciable amounts of consumer goods, little evidence 
of self-sufficiency, and little evidence of farming at the site.  The Fullers were full members of 
the consumer class in Kingston, but a certain amount of time lag, possibly due to curation and 
the economic inability to keep up with the latest trends in ceramics appears to be present. It 
appears from items such as silver glasses and buttons, faux gold and gemstone jewelry, pewter 
spoons, and appreciable amounts of tea ware and specialty table service pieces, that the Fullers 
may have wished to have been among the upper classes of the town, economically they may 
have  satisfied  themselves  with  the  appearance  of  wealth  while  maintaining  a  lower  class 
consumer  lifestyle.  But  the  question  remains  unanswered  as  to  whether  they  themselves 
purchased these goods or were given them as poor aid. 

Overall the site has definite boundaries, good integrity in the sense that the site has not been 
disturbed by subsequent post-occupation activities, but low research potential.  It is difficult to 
attribute  various  deposits  to  time  periods  and  there  appears  to  be  no  spatial  patterning  of 
subsurface artifacts or features across the site.  Archaeological investigations failed to identify 
deposits dating to the actual occupation of the site by the Fullers.  The Trench 1 and North yard 
Midden deposits  represent terminal deposits  of  materials cleaned out of  the house following 
Samuel's death.  As a result, they represent the artifacts that were present in the house at the time 
of his death, that were determined by the cleaners to be worthless and disposable.  It is unknown 
what material may have been removed from the site by those who were cleaning out the house. 
While the deposit in these contexts seems to show an occupation by someone who saved old 
bottles and ate off of old plates, it may be a case of these being the artifacts that were not wanted 
by the those cleaned out the house and in fact they may have originally made up only a small 
portion of the actual material culture assemblage. The Fullers may have had fine china and gold, 
but these materials could have been removed by the cleaners and thus did not present themselves 
archaeologically.

The Site Examination has been able to add information to Kingston’s history on a variety of 
levels from national trends to local adaptive strategies in West Kingston adding small pieces to a 
big puzzle. Detailed research on the Fullers has revealed that family relationships are complex 
and at times do not lend themselves to interpretation through documentary sources. The concept 
of marginality was investigated in the 1990 Conference on New England Archaeology. In the 
newsletter  for  the  conference  Mrozowski  (1990)  broaches  the  questions  “Is  environmental 
marginality an important consideration if it cannot be shown to influence behavior or result in 
economic marginality?”  The Fullers provide a good case study to explore this question.

When Consider first moved into the project area there were a number of roads that crossed the 
interior of Kingston. One gets the feeling from deed transactions associated with Consider that 
others were living within this interior section of town. Even though Consider practiced a variety 
of  subsistence strategies,  he was in debt when he died.  While the 1794 map series  was not 
supposed to note  residences  or town roads, the 1830 map series was supposed to note town and 
county roads and some also noted residences. We now know that both houses shown on the1832 
map had been part of Consider Fuller’s estate and that the house on the east was occupied by 
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Smith Fuller and the house on the west that had belonged to Consider Fuller, then Levi Wright , 
then Ezra Morton and then Consider again, may or may not have been occupied in 1832. Of 
particular interest is that the Fullers and the street they lived on do not appear on the 1856 Map 
of Kingston (Walling 1857). 

From the first time they appear in both the Town Reports and the U.S. Census the Fullers are 
poor  residents  in  what  was  for  the  most  part  a  prosperous  town.  The  artifact  assemblage 
associated with Samuel Fuller seems to suggest this also. It may be possible that living in an 
interior marginal area away from the more populated town roads and work areas contributed to 
what appears to also be their economic marginal status in the town. The 1893 newspaper article 
on Daniel Fuller the “hermit” suggests that he is living in no man’s land with little contact with 
others. The writer does not seem to realize that he had been living next to his brothers and family 
homestead –  Daniel appears in the news article as living in a marginal environment. As so aptly 
stated “historical archaeology’s repeated engagements, investing long periods of time in applying 
methods in the context of households, industrial landscapes or its many other themes and places, 
result  in  complex and evocative stories,  rather  than neat,  closed accounts  of  prime movers” 
(Hicks and Beaudry 2006). 

Discussions  with  the Massachusetts  Historical  Commission  helped  to  further  clarify  the 
significance of the site. The Samuel Fuller homesite meets the criteria of eligibility (36 CFR 

60) for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under criteria A, B and D at the 

local and possibly state levels. 

Criteria  A- The  site  is  associated  with  broad  patterns  of  history:  the  nineteenth  century 
settlement patterns in Kingston and the shift from agriculture to industrialization in Kingston and 
Plymouth County in the nineteenth century.

Criteria B-The Fuller family is prominent in local history as remembered well into the twentieth 
century through contemporary and  later  retrospectives  about  the  family,  beginning  in  1893, 
especially the last surviving member, Daniel Fuller. He occupied his own house near the project 
area (his brother Samuel and Samuel’s wife Mary’s house) and was likely a frequent visitor. 
Evidence recovered during the Site Examination of abundant wild animal faunal remains from 
around the hearth may indicate that he later occupied the home site following Samuel’s death in 
1892. Daniel Fuller was perceived in the 1890s at least,  as a famous eccentric “hermit”, a man 
of the woods like Thoreau at Walden Pond, living marginally and independently on the periphery 
of Kingston, well into his 80s. Characterized in the town historical files, including an anonymous 
letter, an 1893 Boston Journal article, and a late Yankee Magazine articles as Kingston’s favored 
town eccentric,  woodsman  and  hunter,  Daniel  Fuller  was  recently  reintroduced  to  the  town 
through a 2004 newspaper article in the Kingston Observer.  The Observer article also mentions 
Samuel Fuller and the Fuller family as a “large family” who were “old fashioned, even for them 
days [back in] 1820.” While the basic facts of the article are not correct, the Fullers lived at the 
opposite  end  of  the  nineteenth  century,  were  never  really  a  “large  family”  and  from  the 
archaeological record were competent and participating consumers until their deaths, the article 
exemplifies the important, if somewhat mythical, position that Daniel and his family held and 
continue to hold in the town’s collective historical memory.

Criteria  D- The  site  retains  integrity and  site  examination  data  indicates  intact  surface  and 
subsurface archaeological features, and high densities of artifacts.  The site includes classes of 
data that  are known or  expected to yield  important  information for  multiple research topics, 
including socio-economic patterns, consumer choice, gender and class definition. Archaeological 
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and documentary data from the site examination suggest that the Fullers, including Daniel, were 
living a lower class, previously possibly agricultural and later wage-based lifestyle very much 
connected  to  the  economy and surrounding neighborhood of  Kingston during the  shift  from 
agriculture  to  industrialization  of  the  town  throughout  the  nineteenth  century.   The  early 
documentary record and material  culture directly refutes the stereotypes of the Fuller  family 
promoted in later town history as anomalous, marginal, eccentric, and only peripheral members 
of the town, when in fact they had been solid, if less socio-economically privileged, tax-paying 
members of the town for at least two generations.

Faunal remains constitute an important comparative assemblage to contextualize other regional 
discussions of eighteenth and nineteenth century consumption practices such as David Landon’s 
1996 Feeding colonial Boston: A zooarchaeological study.  In associations with the ceramic and 
glass  assemblage  artifacts  and  ferrous  material  artifacts  may  answer  questions  related  to 
consumer choice, class definition and socio-economic constraints in urban versus rural portions 
of  Massachusetts  such  as  those  presented  by  Stephen  Mrozowski  in  his  2006  work  The 

Archaeology of Class in Urban America (Cambridge Studies in Archaeology). Artifacts of food 
preparation, clothing and personal adornment, may with supplemental analysis, such as Mary 
Beaudry 2006  findings: The Material Culture of Needlework and Sewing;  Karlis Karlin 2000 
(editor)  Studies in Material Culture Research; and Carolyn White 2005  American Artifacts of  

Personal Adornment 1680-1820, allow comparison among the Fullers and other occupants of the 
structure in terms perceptions, roles and presentation of self and family during the nineteenth 
century.
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