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Collections represent a valuable resource only if they 
are properly documented, conserved, and organized in such 
a manner that their research value, is maintained....To 
maintain their research value, both collections and their 
associated documentation must be accessible, and they 
must be protected from deterioration....Without a doubt, 
there is a crisis in curation (Marquardt et al. 1982:409, 
411) . 
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Introduction 

The Archeolocrical Collections Management Project (ACMP) 

The Sagamore Hill archeological field collections were 
retrieved in August 1988 from the architectural elements storage 
area at SAHI for artifact processing by the Archeological 
Collections Management Project (ACMP). These collections are 
composed of six separate accessions (SAHI Accessions #204, 209, 
225, 278, 298, and 308) collected between 1983 and 1987 from 
various locations on the Park grounds by Park employees and by a 
bottle collector. The artifacts and available documentation were 
transported to the Eastern Archeological Field Laboratory (EAFL) 
at the Charlestown Navy Yard, Boston National Historical Park, in 
Charlestown, Massachusetts for processing. 

Developed in 1981 by the Division of Cultural Resources (DCR) 
of the North Atlantic Regional Office (NARO) of the National Park 
Service (NPS) , the ACMP was designed to catalog and reorganize 
archeological collections within the region in accordance with NPS 
standards. In this way, the ACMP facilitates access to the 
collections for Park curatorial staff, as well as for independent 
researchers (MacMahon 1988:3). SAHI is the eleventh Park to have 
its archeological collection processed by the ACMP. 

In 1985, as part of a Region-wide Accountability Project, ACMP 
archeologist Linda Towle conducted an assessment to determine the 
number of collections held at each Park in the region in need of 
ACMP processing (Towle 1985:1). In her final report, Towle 
included a table for each Park summarizing the status of its 
archeological collections. These tables aid in identifying 
collections in need of ACMP processing, and facilitate tracking the 
overall progress of the ACMP (Towle 1985:Appendix III). The table 
for SAHI has been included as Appendix 1 to this report. 

ACMP reports for small and not well documented collections, 
such as the SAHI collections, describe the procedures followed 
while cleaning, cataloging and reboxing the collection. Reports 
for larger and more complex collections (especially those from 
numerous excavations) are more extensive, involving synthesis and, 
in some cases, reinterpretation (e.g., Minute Man NHP and Saugus 
Iron Works) (Towle and MacMahon 1986, 1987; MacMahon 1988). This 
report for SAHI contains a brief summary of the site background to 
provide a context for the artifactual material, enabling the reader 
to better assess the research potential of this collection. 

The SAHI Archeological collections 

Sagamore Hill National Historic Site (SAHI), homestead of the 
late Theodore Roosevelt, is located on Long Island's north shore, 
in the guiet and affluent community of Oyster Bay, NY (Figure 1). 
The material forming the various SAHI archeological field 



Figure 1. ACMP composite map locating SAHI in Oyster Bay, Long Island, N.Y. 
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collections was recovered by Park staff and a bottle collector 
between 1983 and 1987. Accessions #204, 225, 278, 298 and 308 were 
collected by the Park Superintendent and a Maintenance worker as 
they encountered cultural material on the Park grounds. Accession 
#209 was illegally removed by a bottle collector from two trash 
pits located in a wooded section behind the Gray Cottage. After 
consultation with law enforcement authorities, the material was 
returned to the Park. An updated version of the 1985 
Accountability Table is presented in Appendix 2. 

Accessions #204. 225, 278. 298, and 308; In the Spring of 
1983, a development plan which incorporated subsurface excavation 
was implemented at the Park (Chris Merritt, personal communication 
1989). During the installation of the water line, a trench was 
dug which extended from the Main House to the Old Orchard, at a 
depth between four and five feet below ground surface. This trench 
intersected the former cow pasture/clover field and corn and 
timothy fields (Figure 2). Between 1985 and 1986, this area was 
again disturbed by the installation of an electrical line. A 
second trench was dug in the same general area, although 
documentation of the exact location is not readily available (Chris 
Merritt, personal communication 1989, 1990). Unfortunately, the 
plans for both of these projects were not cleared through the 
Section 106 compliance process, and thus the impact of the 
resulting ground disturbance on the archeological remains in the 
project area had not been reviewed by the Regional Archeologist 
(Dick Hsu, personal communication 1988). 

During this subsurface work, archeological material was 
inadvertently brought to the ground surface. It seems likely that 
the increase of cultural material on the Park grounds may have 
sparked an awareness of these resources by Park staff, not only in 
the area along the utility trenches, but at other areas of 
archeological sensitivity throughout the Park. Perhaps out of 
concern that this material might be lost as a result of erosion or 
removal by visitors, the Park Superintendent and a Maintenance 
worker removed artifacts as they encountered them on the Park 
grounds. Cultural material was collected in the vicinity of the 
new barn, near the hog pond, and from a fill deposit from the 
former stable in addition to the area along the boundaries of the 
utility trenches (George Dziomba, personal communication 1988). 
Some of the material was brought to the Park Curator upon recovery 
(Accessions #204, 278, and 308) while other collections (Accessions 
#225 and 298) remained in the temporary custody of these employees 
until the Park Curator became aware of them. At this time, the 
material was formally entered into the Park's Accession Book and 
was stored with the surface collections (SAHI Accessions #204, 
278, and 3 08) in the architectural elements storage area in the 
basement of the Museum. 
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Figure 2. ACMP composite site plan identifying the approximate location of the field 
collection proveniences, utility line trenches, and other areas of 
archeological sensitivity (from information compiled by NPS staff, and from 
Wilshin 1972:Map [F]). 



Accession #209: In the spring of 1985, a bottle collector 
was apprehended while illegally looting two trash pits located in 
a section of woodland behind the Gray Cottage. Though local and 
federal law enforcement agencies were notified, they were unable 
to pursue the matter. Fortunately, the Chief Ranger of Law 
Enforcement at SAHI was able to persuade the individual in guestion 
to return the stolen material to the Park with the understanding 
that in return for his cooperation, the charges brought against him 
would be dropped. Five boxes of artifacts were returned to the 
Park forming Accession #209, and the case was closed (Dick Hsu, 
personal communication 1989). 

Archeological Collections as Cultural Resources 

Archeological resources represent a unique and irreplaceable 
record of the past and often contain information which is 
unavailable from other sources. The archeological record is often 
vital in providing new information while it also augments the 
understanding of diverse cultural resource collections in the 
Park's care. Considering the fragility of these resources, their 
protection and preservation should be a priority (NPS 1985:Chapter 
2, p.18). According to NPS management policy, "significant 
archeological resources remain preserved in situ whenever possible" 
(NPS 1985:Chapter 2 > p.18). Moreover, the protection of these 
resources from looting, vandalism, erosion, and destruction through 
Park operations and development should be incorporated in the 
Park's Cultural Resource Management Plan (NPS 1985:Chapter 2, 
p.12) . 

National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106: In some 
cases, the destruction of significant archeological resources may 
be unavoidable. The implementation of developmental or 
interpretive activities at the Park, essential to its operation 
and larger goals, may severely threaten or even destroy the 
integrity of these fragile and irreplaceable resources. When faced 
with such a conflict of interests, the Park must comply with the 
Section 106 process which requires an evaluation and review of the 
impact of the proposed development on the archeological resources 
currently under the Park's stewardship prior to the execution of 
this work. 

Such destruction of significant resources must result 
from a planning decision to be assessed for compliance 
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NPS 1985:Chapter 2 p.18). 

Detailed guidelines for the application of Section 106 
compliance are given in chapter 4 of NPS Cultural Resources 
Management Guidelines (NPS 1985:Chapter 4, pp.1-9). 
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The Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (ARPA): 

The purpose of this Act is to secure, for the present 
and future benefit of the American people, the protection 
of archaeological resources and sites which are on public 
lands and Indian lands...(NPS 1989:18). 

This law (PL 95-96) established that it was illegal to 
"excavate, remove, damage, or otherwise alter or deface any 
archeological resource located on public lands" (NPS 1989:21) 
without a permit, and established procedures for issuing permits 
to qualified individuals. It also established criminal and civil 
penalties for persons violating this Act (NPS 1989:21-22). 

In order to apply this law to archeological materials removed 
from federal lands, the archeological resources must be at least 
100 years old (NPS 1989:19). Although some of the artifacts 
removed from the trash deposits at SAHI may have been more than 100 
years old, many were not. 

While it could have been difficult to prosecute the SAHI case 
under ARPA, two other federal laws were violated: Theft of 
Government Property (18 USC 641) and Destruction of Government 
Property (18 USC 1361) (Dick Hsu, personal communication 1990). 
It is fortunate that the individual returned the artifacts to the 
Park without a court case, but it is regrettable that they were 
removed in the first place. 

Research Potential of SAHI Collections 

Unfortunately, the research potential of the various Sagamore 
Hill surface collections is limited by the biases inherent in the 
recovery process, and therefore they cannot be used to answer 
larger research questions. All of these collections contain a 
certain amount of bias, though perhaps Accession #209 (the bottle 
collection), removed from the trash pits located behind the Gray 
Cottage, is the most selective. The recovery of all of these 
collections was conducted in ignorance of the appropriate 
procedures for managing and protecting archeological resources. 
Such a "walk over survey" would ordinarily employ a scientific 
sampling methodology appropriate to the resources at SAHI, and 
precise documentation of the recovery process by trained personnel. 

It is worth noting that several artifact categories which one 
might expect to be a significant component of the archeological 
resources at SAHI are conspicuously absent from these collections. 
Architectural-related materials (e.g. window glass, nails, screws, 
staples, bolts, wood fasteners, brick, mortar, stone and other 
materials associated with structural components), fuel and fire-
related byproducts (e.g. coal, charcoal, ash, cinders/clinkers, 
etc.), and floral or faunal remains (e.g. seeds, nutshells, bone, 
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and shell) are not present in these collections. Considering that 
this material was collected from areas containing structural debris 
and household trash, it can be assumed that this absence correlates 
with the personal bias of the collector, rather than the actual 
composition of the archeological resources at SAHI. 

Without precise documentation (e.g. site photographs, plans, 
profiles, and field notes) of the original context or provenience 
for any given artifact, interpretation of artifactual material is 
severely limited. Despite the lack of scientific methodology used 
in recovering this material, these collections do have some value. 
They can help us predict the location of other significant and 
currently unrecognized archeological resources at the Park. They 
are also of value to the Park, the archeologist, and the public 
because they provide us with an understanding and appreciation of 
the fragility and relevance of archeological resources, in that 
they often provide information which substantiates or embellishes 
the historical record. 
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SAHI Historical Background 

The Estate 

In 1883, Theodore Roosevelt purchased 155 acres of pasture, 
woodland, and tidal estuary in Cove Neck, Oyster Bay, NY, which 
was to become the peaceful and relatively isolated homestead of the 
late President (Wilshin 1972:2). It was Roosevelt's intent to name 
the estate Leeholm, in honor of his beloved wife Alice Lee 
(McCullough 1981:281). Grief stricken after her sudden and 
unexpected death in February of 1884, the name Sagamore Hill was 
instead chosen in tribute to the original landholder, Indian Chief 
Sagamore Mohannis (Wilshin 1972:7). 

Over the course of 79 years, parcels of the Sagamore Hill 
estate were sold and/or exchanged both within the family and with 
non-family members (Figure 3). Shortly after Roosevelt purchased 
the property, he sold two tracts of land located on the southern 
portion of the property to his sister and to his Aunt. His sister, 
Anna, received 2 8 acres, and approximately 3 2 acres were sold to 
his Aunt Anna B. Gracie (Wilshin 1972:3). In 1906, two additional 
property transactions occurred. Roosevelt purchased 17 acres and 
an additional twenty foot right-of-way from Emlen Roosevelt while 
she, in turn, purchased 19 acres from him (Wilshin 1972:4). In 
1945, Edith K. Roosevelt, as trustee of the Theodore Roosevelt 
estate, transferred a four acre tract of land located in the Old 
Orchard area to Eleanor B. Roosevelt. Following the death of 
Theodore's second wife, Mrs. Edith Carrow Roosevelt, the Roosevelt 
Memorial Association purchased the property in 1949 and became the 
trustees to the Sagamore Hill estate (Wilshin 1972:4). While under 
the guardianship of the Roosevelt Memorial Association, an 11 acre 
tract of land was sold in 1961 to Philip Zollar, a resident of Cove 
Neck Road. It wasn't until 1962 that the estate, which at this 
time contained 85 acres, was sanctioned as a National Park and 
donated to the United States. The deed to Sagamore Hill National 
Historic Site was accepted by the Secretary of the Interior in 
ceremonies held at the site on July 8, 1963 (Wilshin 1972:5). 

Land Use: Shortly after the purchase of the estate in 1883, 
Roosevelt sketched a map of the estate boundaries which encompassed 
woodland, pasture, tidal estuary, and cultivated fields. This plan 
delineated the location of these various features (including 
cultivated fields, the orchard, the barn, roads, fences, ponds and 
the surrounding woodland) (Figure 4). Presumably this rough draft 
was used by Roosevelt in planning the development of the estate. 

Roosevelt first discovered the charm and beauty of Oyster Bay 
in 187 3 when his parents took up summer residence at 
"Tranquility." Ten years later, Roosevelt established roots in 
Oyster Bay making Sagamore Hill his home (Wilshin 1972:2). Indeed, 
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