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Abstract. A vertebrate sample recovered from the Reynolds Tavern, Annapolis,
Maryland, was studied. The vertebrate sample contained 6,398 fragments weighing
20,220.2 gm and the remains of an estimated 110 individuals from three features. Two of
the features were trash pits deposited during the eighteenth century and were associated
with the William Reynolds family. During part of this time a tavern and hat shop also
operated on the property. The third feature was a privy filled during the middle of the
nineteenth century and associated with a bank. The eighteenth century trash pits
produced a sample of 5,089 bones and 56 individuals while 1,309 bones and 54
individuals were recovered from the mid-nineteenth century bank privy. The trash pits
appear to reflect Reynolds’ occupation as a hat maker as well as domestic or tavern
related food consumption. The privy appears to contain materials associated with the

disposal of vermin and trash from social functions.



For many years faunal remains recovered from historic sites were left unstudied.
Perhaps it was assumed that historic period use of animals was well understood from
written accounts and/or that there was such uniformity in the use of animals, especially in
urban settings, that little new could be learned through zooarchaeological study of animal
remains from documented sites. Over the years, zooarchaeological studies have been
conducted at some sites in spite of this understanding. The evidence these studies
provides is that written accounts do not provide the same kind of information about
historic period animal use available from the archaeological record. It is also apparent
that the use of animals was more variable than written accounts suggest. This variability
is only slowly being understood although it is clear from these studies that ethnicity,
temporality, geographical location, and economic conditions influenced the decisions
which result in the recovered faunal record. However, few patterns have been defined, in
large part because samples are still limited. It is therefore always useful to study
additional faunal assemblages in order to expand our knowledge of animal use during the
historic period.

As with other regions of the country, very few faunal assemblages have been
studied from Annapolis, Maryland. One of the studied assemblages is from the Calvert
House, excavated by Anne Yentsch and studied by Reitz (1988). When the taxa
identified in the Calvert House collection are summarized, there are two distinct patterns
associated with the two periods of occupation (Table 1; Reitz 1988). The data from
Period 3 (circa 1730s) features are characterized by extensive remains of domestic
mammals and birds. Wild birds, particularly Canada geese and turkeys, were also a

significant portion of the animals recovered from Period 3 deposits, as were fishes. The



Period 4 data (1765-1784) are influenced by the high percentage of commensal taxa
recovered from one of the Period 4 features. Due to the influence of vermin on the data,
it appears that domestic individuals were less commonly used during Period 4 than
during Period 3. However, the percentage of wild individuals increases in the Period 4
collection and the variety of wild individuals also is greater.

There are fewer differences in the element distribution and age data from the two
periods. Element distributions indicate that much of the carcass, particularly elements
not associated with meaty cuts, were common on the Calvert property during both
periods (Table 2; Reitz 1988). In the Period 3 assemblage, bones from the head and feet
constituted 78% of the pig elements identified, 47% of the cow elements, and 36% of the
caprine elements identified. In the Period 3 collection body elements constituted 22% of
the pig elements, 54% of the cow elements, and 64% of the caprine elements. In the
Period 4 assemblage, bones from the head and feet were also common. They constituted
76% of the pig elements identified, 53% of the cow elements, and 63% of the caprine
elements identified. In the period 4 collection body elements constituted 24%of the pig
elements, 47% of the cow elements, and 37% of the caprine elements. Data on the age of
death for domestic livestock from Calvert indicate extensive use of immature domestic
animals during both periods (Table 3; Reitz 1988). In the Period 3 assemblage, an
estimated 49 % of the artiodactyl individuals were juveniles or subadults at death.

In analyzing the Calvert data several possible explanations were identified. It
seemed that the Period 3 data might be reflecting the Calvert family’s high social status
in the community and that there was little difference between urban and rural subsistence

in the Chesapeake region (Miller 1984; Reitz 1988). Compared to other Chesapeake



data, the information suggested that the general trend defined by Miller for domestic
livestock to increase through time continued into Period 3, but might have been reversed
in Period 4. Such a reversal might reflect reduced circumstances for the post-war Calvert
household, the city, or the region as a whole. Alternatively, the materials might simply
have been soldiers’ rations deposited during the war itself rather than after it.

In order to explore these possibilities further, additional data from Annapolis were
needed. Excavation of the Reynolds Tavern site in Annapolis provided an opportunity to

learn more about animal use in the city.

METHODS

Field work at the Reynolds Tavern was conducted by Historic Annapolis, Inc.,
under the direction of Anne Yentsch in 1982 and Richard J. Dent in 1983-84. The site is
located on Church Circle in Annapolis, Maryland. During excavation, faunal materials
were recovered using ¥4 -inch screen. Materials from three features were identified.
Features 103/130 and 107 were trash pits associated with William Reynold’s occupation
of the property. Reynold’s had his residence on the lot. He operated a tavern and a hat
business on the property between 1755 and 1766. Feature 106 was a privy which dates to
the mid-nineteenth century. This feature may have been associated with the bank which
operated on this same parcel of land and has been in use ca. 1812. A list of the samples
examined for this study are included in Appendix A.

The vertebrate materials recovered were examined using standard

zooarchaeological methods. All identifications were made by Jennifer Freer using the



comparative skeletal collection of the Zooarchaeological Laboratory, Department of
Anthropology, University of Georgia. Bones of all taxa were counted and weighted to
determine the relative abundance of the species identified. A record was made identified
by elements. Age, sex, and bone modifications were noted when observed. Butchering
marks, such as cutting, slicing, or hacking, were recorded and, where preservation
allowed, measurements were taken following the guidelines established by Angela von
den Dreisch (1976). These are presented in Appendix B as a contribution to the growing
data base on the size of colonial livestock. Minimum Number of Individuals (MNI) were
determined based on paired elements and age. In calculating MNI, faunal materials
recovered from the three features were considered discrete analytical units.

While MNI is a standard zooarchaeological quantification medium, the measure
has several problems. MNI is a measure which emphasizes small species over large ones.
This is easily demonstrated by a hypothetical sample which consists of four rats and only
one cow. While four rats represent a larger number of individuals, one cow will supply
substantially more meat. A further problem with MNI is the assumption that the entire
individual was utilized at the site. From ethnographic evidence we know that this is not
necessarily the case, particularly in regard to larger individuals and for animals utilized
for special purposes (Thomas 1971; White 1953). This is an especially relevant issue
when dealing with historic samples where marketing of processed meat products was
substantial, but the exact extent unknown. Additionally, MNI is influenced by the
manner in which the data from the archaeological proveniences are aggregated during
analysis. The aggregation of separate samples into one analytical whole (Grayson 1973),

allows for a conservative estimate of MNI while the “maximum distinction” method



applied when analysis discerns discrete sample units results in a much larger MNI.
Furthermore, some elements are simply more readily identified that others and the taxa
represented by these elements may appear more significant in the species list than they
were in the diet.

Biomass determinations attempt to compensate for problems encountered with
MNI. Biomass provides information on the quantity of meat supplied by the animal. The
predictions are based on the allometric principle that the proportions of body mass,
skeletal mass, and skeletal dimensions change with increasing body size. This scale
effect results from a need to compensate for weakness in the basic structural materials, in
this case, bone. The relationship between body weight and skeletal weight is described
by the allometric equation:

y=ax®t

(Simpson et al. 1960; 397). Many biological phenomena show allometry described by
this formula (Gould 1966, 1971). In this equation, X is the skeletal weight or a linear
dimension of the bone, Y is the quantity of meat or the total live weight, b is the constant
of allometry (the slope of the line), and a is the Y-intercept for a log-log plot using the
method of least squares regression and the best fit line (Casteel 1976; Wing and Brown
1979; Reitz and Cordier 1983; Reitz et al. 1987). A given quantity of bone or a specific
skeletal dimension represents a predictable amount of tissue due to the effects of
allometric growth. Values for a and b are obtained from calculations based on data at the
Florida State Museum, University of Florida. The allometric formulae used here are
presented in Table 4. Biomass was determined using the same analytical units defined

when estimating MNI.



Biomass and MNI are subject to sample size bias. Casteel (1978), Grayson
(1979), and Wing and Brown (1979) suggest a sample size of at least 200 individuals or
1400 bones for a reliable interpretation. Small samples frequently will generate a short
species list with undue emphasis on one species in relation to others. It is not possible to
determine the nature or the extent of the bias, or correct for it, until the sample is made
larger through additional work.

The presence or absence of elements in an archaeological sample provides data on
butchering and animal husbandry practices. The elements recorded from Reynolds
Tavern were summarized into categories by body parts. Head category includes only
teeth. The forequarter category includes the scapula, humerus, ulna, and radius. Carpals
and metacarpals are recorded under forefeet. The hindfeet include the tarsals and
metatarsals. The feet contain bones identified only as metapodials and phalanges which
could not be assigned to one of the other categories. The hindquarter category includes
the innominate, sacrum, femur, and tibia. In order to provide a better image of the
elements identified and their location on a carcass, the elements identified for artiodactyls
have been presented visually (Figures 1-10). In these figures, loose teeth are not
illustrated. Bones identified only as feet are illustrated on the right hind foot. The
location of ribs and vertebrae is approximate.

Modifications to bones can indicate butchering methods as well as the degree of
exposure the bones endured before being buried. Modifications have been classified as
burns, cuts, saw marks, hack marks, and rodent and carnivore gnawing. Burned bone
may result from exposure to fire when a cut of meat is roasted. Burns may also be

inflicted if bones are burned intentionally or unintentionally after discard. Cuts are small



incisions across the surface of bones. These marks were probably made by a knife as
meat was removed from bone before or after the meat was cooked. Cuts may also be left
behind if attempts are made to disarticulate the carcass at joints. Some marks that appear
to be made by human tools may actually be abrasions inflicted after the bones were
discarded, but distinguishing this source of small cuts requires access to higher powered
magnification than was available during this study (Shipman and Rose 1983). The
presence of saw striations indicates that the bone has been sawed, presumably before the
meat was cooked. Hacks closely resemble cut marks in their shape and irregularity but
are deeper and wider. They may indicate the use of a cleaver rather than a knife to
dismember the carcass. Use of a cleaver would result in bone splinters and probably
larger cuts of meat than a saw. Rodent and carnivore gnawing indicates that bones were
not immediately buried after disposal. While burial would not assure an absence of
gnawing exposure of bones fore any length of time might result in gnawing. Gnawing by
rodents, and particularly by carnivores, would result in loss of an unknown quantity of
discarded bone. Carnivores could include a variety of animals, such as opossums, dogs,
foxes, raccoons, and cats. It is presumed that domestic dogs and cats were the primary
carnivores involved in modifying the Reynolds collection, although other agents might
also have been involved.

Relative ages of the species identified were noted based on observations of the
degree of epiphyseal fusion for diagnostic elements. When animals are young their bones
are not fully formed. Along the area of growth the shaft and the end of the bone, the
epiphyses, are not fused. When growth is complete the shaft and epiphyses fuse. While

environmental factors influence the actual age at which fusion is complete (Watson



1878), elements fuse in a regular temporal sequence (Gilbert 1980; Schmid 1972; Silver
1963). During analysis, bones identified were recorded as either fused or unfused; the
bones were then placed into one of the three general categories based on the age in which
fusion generally occurs. This is more informative for unfused bones which fuse in the
first year or so of life and for fused bones which complete growth at three or four years of
age than for other bones. An element which fuses before or at eighteen months of age
and is found fused archaeologically could be from an animal which died immediately
after fusion was complete or many years later. The ambiguity inherent in age grouping is
somewhat reduced by recording each element under the oldest category possible.
Attempts to age animals are particularly relevant to an historic site. Indications of an
animal’s age may provide data concerning animal husbandry practices such as the
utilization of younger animals for food and older animals for nonfood by-products or
slaughter of older animals after their usefulness as draft, wool, or dairy production is
over.

Evidence of age and sex was also noted if present. Spurs on the tarsometatarsus
of Galliformes indicate male birds. Hens in laying condition are indicated by medullary
deposits on bones (Rick 1975). Medullary bone is a source of calcium for females while
laying eggs.

In order to summarize the data, the species list was reduced into several categories
based on vertebrate class and husbandry practices. Domestic mammals include Old

World rabbit (Oryctolagus cuniculus), pigs (Sus scrofa), cows (Bos taurus), and sheep or

goats (Caprine, Capra hircus, Ovies aries). These latter animals are generally combined

due to the difficulty in distinguishing between them. Domestic birds were chickens



(Gallus gallus). Wild birds include ducks (Anas spp.), Canada geese (Branta canadensis),

and turkeys (Meleagris gallopavo). Canada geese and turkeys may actually belong in the

category of domestic birds. According to the American Poultry Association (1874)
standards of excellence for these two species had been established by the mid-eighteenth
century. Wild mammals included cottontail (Sylvilagus spp.), and raccoon (Procyon

lotor). Aquatic reptiles included a diamondback terrapin (Malaclemys terrapin).

Commensal taxa included Old World rats (Rattus spp.), dogs (Canis familiaris), cats

(Felis domesticus), and a song bird (Muscicapidae). It should be noted that only biomass

for those taxa for which MNI had been determined is included in the summary table. For
example, biomass for Galliformes in Feature 103/130 is not included in the summary,

while biomass for chicken (Gallus gallus) is (Tables 5, 6).

RESULTS, EIGHTEENTH CENTURY, FEATURES 103/130 AND 107

Feature 103/130 was an eighteenth century trash pit associated with Reynolds
Tavern. This small sample contained 4,355 bones weighing 16,047.0 gm and the remains
of an estimated 41 individuals, and 96% of the biomass. Cows (Bos taurus) and sheep
(Quvis aries) were the most abundant domestic mammals. In this case MNI was estimated
for sheep and for goat rather than for Caprine because both the subfamily and specific
analytical combinations suggested six individuals. Since the specific identification is
preferred, the subfamily estimate is not used in the case of this feature, for the record,
however, if MNI for the subfamily was to be used it would be six individuals also.

Domestic birds contributed an additional 17% of the individuals. Wild mammals



constituted 12% of the individuals but less than 1% of the biomass. Element distributions
(discussed below) suggest that some of these animals may not have been consumed.
Wild birds included a dabbling duck (Anas spp.), a diving duck (Aythya spp.), a Canada

goose (Branta canadensis), and turkeys (Meleagris gallopavo). Fishes comprised 7% of

the individuals and included a temperate bass (Morone spp.), a sheepshead (Archosargus

probatocephalus), and one very large black drum (Pogonias cromis). The only possibly

commensal taxon was a song bird (Muscicapidae), which might have been consumed.

Only a few bones were identified for each of the artiodactyl species in Feature
103/130 (Table 7; Figures 1-4). In the case of pigs, bones from the head and feet
constituted 71% of the elements identified. Head and feet bones contributed 67% of the
cow elements identified. Head and feet bones contributed 51% of the caprine elements
identified. The goat was identified from a tibia. No head elements were identified for the
sheep, but feet bones constituted 24% of the elements. The distribution of goat and sheep
elements reflects identifiably more than it does original use of the carcass. Body
elements constituted 30% of the pig elements, 33% of the cow elements, 49%of the
caprine elements, and 76% of the sheep elements in the Feature 103/130 collection.

An interesting aspect of the Feature 103/130 collection is the large number of
metapodials identified. These were primarily referred to the UID Small Mammal
category. Most of the UID Small Mammal metapodials were probably from a small
carnivore, although a more specific identification could not be made. In the UID Small
Mammal category, 52 bones were metapodials, 34 were caudal vertebrae, and 33 were
phalanges. Three metapodials, two caudal vertebrae, and one phalanx were identified as

UID Carnivore. Grey fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus) was represented exclusively by




metapodials and 17 of the raccoon (Procyon lotor) fragments were metapodials. By way
of contrast, none of the cottontail (Sylvilagus spp.) or Old World rabbit (Oryctolagus
cuniculus) elements were metapodials. In the case of the cottontail, 12 bones were from
the forelimbs or hindlimbs and one was a mandible. The Old World rabbit was identified
form a tibia.

Less than 3% of the Feature 103/130 sample had been modified (Table 8). Forty-
three percent of the modified bones were burned. Cuts and hacks accounted for the
remaining 57% of the modifications. No gnawed or sawed bones were observed.

Only a few of the individuals identified in Feature 103/130 were young (Tables 9-
12). Of the ageable bones, 43% of the pig bones were unfused, 29% of the cow bones
were unfused, 41% of the caprine bones were unfused, and 21% of the sheep bones were
unfused. Juvenile and subadult individuals comprised 39% of the artiodactyls. Pigs
included two individuals less than 18 months of age at death and two individuals older
than 30 months of age. Three of the cow individuals were less than 18 months of age
when they died, four were older than 24 months, and one was an adult at death. The goat
was older than 24 months of age when it died. Two of the sheep were less than 28
months of age at death, one was older than this, and two were adults. Ten of the
Unidentified Bird bones were from immature animals as were three of the chicken bones.
No medullary bone was observed but Galliformes tibiotarsus was pathological.

Feature 107 was the other eighteen century trash pit associated with Reynolds
Tavern. This sample was smallest studied, containing 734 bones weighting 1,527.00 gm
and the remains of an estimated 15 individuals (Tables 13, 14). Domestic mammals were

identified, although 20% of the individuals were wild birds. These included two ducks



(Anas spp.) and a turkey (Meleagris gallopavo). A diamondback terrapin (Malaclemys

terrapin) was also identified. No commensal taxa were identified.

Only a few bones were identified for each of the artiodactyl species in Feature
107 (Table 15; Figures 5-7). In the case of pigs, bones from the head and feet constituted
94% of the elements identified. Head and feet bones contributed 100% of the cow
elements identified. Head and feet bones contributed 63% of the caprine elements
identified. The caprine elements included two sheep (Ouvis aries) tarsals. Only seven
artiodactyl body elements were recovered form Feature 107. These constituted 6% of the
pig elements and 38% of the caprine elements.

Less than 3% of the Feature 107 sample had been modified (Table 16). The only
modifications observed were cut marks, many of which may actually have been inflicted
by cleavers rather than by knives. No burned, sawed, or gnawed bones were observed.

Many of the individuals identified in Feature 107 were young when they died
(Tables 17-19). Of the ageable bones, 38% of the pig bones were unfused, 25% of the
cow bones were unfused, and 20% of the caprine bones were unfused. Juvenile and
subadult individuals comprised 57% of the artiodactyls. Pigs included an individual less
than 24 months of age at death and one adult. One of the cow individuals was less than
36 months of age when it died and the other was older than 18 months of age at death.
One caprine was less than 16 months of age when it died, one was less than 30 months of
age and one was older than 18 months of age when it died. The sheep was of
indeterminate age since the two bones identified to this taxon were both tarsals. One of

the Unidentified Bird bones was from an immature animal.



RESULTS, MID-NINETEENTH CENTURY, FEATURE 106

Feature 106 was a mid-nineteenth century privy associated with a bank which
operated on the Reynolds property. The privy sample was small, containing 1,309 bones
weighing 2,646.20 gm and the remains of an estimated 54 individuals (Tables 20, 21).
The most common animals in Feature 106 were Old World rats (Rattus spp.), which
contributed 33% of the individuals. Chickens were the second most common animal in
the privy, comprising 22% of the individuals. Domestic mammals contributed only 11%
of the individuals, although 58% of the biomass. Although wild animals are not a major

percentage of the collection, both rabbit (Sylvilagus spp.) and squirrel (Sciurus spp.) were

present. Wild birds included a duck (Anas spp.), Canada goose (Branta canadensis), and

a turkey (Meleagris gallopavo). Fishes comprised 11% of the individuals and included

herrings (Clupeidae), temperate bass (Morone spp.), and sheepshead (Archosargus

probatocephalus).

Only a few bones were identified for each of the artiodactyl species in Feature
106 (Table 22; Figures 8-10). In the case of pigs, head and feet bones contributed 47% of
the sample. Head and feet bones contributed 16% of the cow elements and 33% of the
caprine elements. By contrast, 53% of the pig elements, 84% of the cow elements, and
67% of the caprine elements were from the body.

Less than 4% of the Feature 106 sample had been modified. The most common
modification was related to sawing. In spite of the large number of rats recovered from
Feature 106, only three bones had been gnawed by rodents (Table 23). One bone button

was identified from bag number 218. No bones had been burned.



Many of the individuals identified in Feature 106 were young (Tables 24-26).

The dog (Canis familiaris) was a puppy and three of the cats (Felis domesticus) were

young Kittens. Of the ageable bones, all of the pig bones were unfused, 50% of the cow
bones were unfused, and 57% of the caprine bones were unfused. Juvenile and subadult
individuals comprised 100% of the artiodactyls. Pigs included one individual less than
30 months of age at death and one individual less than 42 months of age. The cow was
between 18 and 42 months of age at death. One caprine was less than 16 months of age
when it died and two were between 12 and 42 months of age when they died. Thirty-four
of the Unidentified Bird bones were from immature animals, 13 of the Galliformes bones
were immature, and 22 of the chicken (Gallus gallus) bones were immature. Four of the
chickens were juveniles at death. At least two of the chicken individuals were males and

one was a female.

DISCUSSION

For different reasons Features 106 and 103/130 are not interpreted as evidence of
routine domestic activity. In the case of Feature 106, we know that the lot was occupied
by a bank when this feature was being filled. The privy contained a wide range of
animals typical of a domestic deposit, however the high percentage of commensal taxa
suggests that the privy was primarily used to dispose of unwanted animals. Even though
rats might be anticipated in large numbers in privies, in Feature 106 it seems unlikely that
the rats were alive since so few bones were gnawed. At the Calvert house, where live

rodents were associated with bone debris from one of the features, a large percentage of



the faunal assemblage was gnawed. If the Feature 106 rats were alive than presumably
more of the privy bone would also have been gnawed.

Identification of chickens, pigs, cows, and caprines indicates that some food
refuse was deposited in the privy. The high percentages of elements from the body in
Feature 106 compared to the percentages of such elements found at Calvert, for example,
indicates that few non-meaty elements were discarded in this feature. This suggests that
bones associated with non-meaty cuts may have been discarded elsewhere on the
property, or were never there at all. It is possible that much of the meat from artiodactyls
was prepared elsewhere, or purchased in units which did not require additional
processing. Fowl, particularly chicken, may have figured prominently in the meals
served at the bank. Such meals might have been social occasions associated with bank or
community functions rather than the result of domestic activities.

In the case of Feature 103/130, both domestic and commercial disposal activities
are suggested. Commercial activities are indicated by the observation that 3% of the
bones were small mammal metapodials. These small mammals were probably small
carnivores. Since metapodials, caudal vertebrae, and phalanges are often left in hides or
skins, it is possible that this trash pit was used to dispose of refuse from Reynolds’ hat
shop. Due to the difficulty in identifying these metapodials, only two of the estimated 41
individuals were associated with this activity. The entire Feature 103/130 collection is
not from the hat shop. Probably most of the assemblage is the result of dometic or tavern
related activities. If the fox and raccoon are removed from consideration, the percentages
of domestic and wild individuals estimated for Feature 103/130 are very similar to those

from Period 3 deposits at the Calvert House. Element distribution for pig and caprine



indicates that some animals were slaughtered on the property. Cow feet seem slightly
over-abundant in the Feature 103/130 sample. Unexpectedly juvenile or subadult
individuals constituted only 38% of the artiodactyls, which shows that a large number of
older animals were being consumed. This is substantially less than either in the Period 3
collection at the Calvert House or in collections from Charleston, for example.

Feature 107 is the smallest, and therefore the least reliable, of the samples. The
summary of the materials from this trash pit is very similar to that for the Period 3
Calvert House sample. Distribution of elements suggests that some butchering was
taking place on the property. All of the artiodactyl individuals were juveniles or
subadults. This contrasts sharply with the age structure of the artiodactyls in Feature
103/130. The contrast serves to remind us that a single feature may not reflect the variety
of activities taking place at a site and that multiple examples must be studied before
conclusions can be drawn. When the juvenile and subadult individuals from Features
103/130 and 107 are combined, 54% (13) of the artiodactyl individuals were subadult or

juvenile, which is a more typical distribution of young animals.

CONCLUSION

With this example of the hazards of drawing conclusions from too few examples
immediately before us, the conclusions from the Reynolds Tavern study are limited. It
appears that Feature 103/130 contains evidence of the hat shop which operated there and
that a signature of non-domestic activities may be visible in Feature 106. However, there

is less evidence that the animal foods eaten by customers in the tavern or by the Reynolds



family were substantially different from those consumed at the Calvert house in Period 3.
This may mean either that a general Annapolis urban subsistence pattern to which
Calvert, Reynolds, and the taverns’ patrons conformed is emerging or that Calvert,
Reynolds, and the tavern patrons occupied a similar economic niche which is reflected in
the faunal remains. Additional work will be necessary in order to explore these

possibilities further.
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FIGURES FOR FEATURE 163/130

FIGURE Sus scrofa, N=88. ©Not shown are 27 teeth.

iy
.

FIGURE 2: Bos taurus, N=148. Not shown are 25 teeth.

FIGURE Caprine, N=131. HNot shown are 28 teeth.

W

FIGURE 4: Ovis aries, N=21. HNo teeth identified.
















FIGURES FOR FEATURE 107

FIGURE 5: Sus scrofa, N=18. Not shown are § teeth.

FIGURE 6: Bos taurus, N=15. Not shown are & teeth.

-

Caprine, N=14, and Ovis aries, N=2. Not shown are 3

~d
.

FIGURE

Caprine teeth.
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FIGURES FOR FEATURE 106

FIGURE 8: Sus scrofa, N=19. Wot shown are 4 teeth.

FIGURE 5: Bos taurus, N=139.

FIGURE 10: Caprine, N=9.













1128-1744 17581734

LT KNI %

fomestic Hamnal ET IV 5 1§.:
Domastic 8ird i 11,3 it 8.3
¥i1d Hamnal 1.z 19 5.3
¥ild Birg it 2.0 60 Zi,9
Turtie ER O
Fishes/Blackfish i 4.3 3§ 14,2
Commensal Taxs J BT nong
Total i 302




.l
rap

te 7. Calvert House, Head, Body, Fest Summary”,

Hed Body Faat
i H i s
Fig
Feriod 3 CE T 30 i3 a7
Feriad 4 36 52,7 36 3.4 33 13,4
Calvert House, Total 387  54.3 (66 23,5 i5i 11,7
]
Feriod 3 0. 53 533 36 35.4
Period & Fel 3i.% PENI Y i 2.0
Lalvert House, Total 171 28.4 80 4. 142 3.5
CAPRINE
Ferfod 3 3 .4 IR 1N [T
Feriod & 185 44§ f10 36.5 108 21,5
Latvert House, Tetal 228 39,5 3 RN 07 18.3

*{Reitz 1388).




Tabie 3, 3unmary of Calvert WNI™

Feried 3 Period 4
Py PFoos
Pig
Juvenilz : ;oo § 350
Subaduit 1 9.1 5 5.0
Aduit o636 PN
Indeterninats _ RN
Totat i 10
il
Jivenile o300 rAs
Subadult i10.3 it 47,6
Adult I it P18,
- Indeterainate 5800 RN
fotal i6 |
CAPRINE
Juveniie IO L35
Subadult oaig 5 5.
hduit i 333 EO23.5
Indeterminate _ Ao
Totat 2 i




Table h. Atlometric Values Used ia This study,”

Faung! Category N log 3 b ¢’

Biomass, kg, from Bone Waight, kq

LETER 87 f.f2 0.5% iH
Bird 307 1.3k 4,81 0.87
Turtle 26 .54 0.87 .55
inake 26 IR f.01 .37
Chondrichthyes | 1T 1,53 .85 §.85
Osteichthyes LR 9.80 .81 0.0
Non-perciformss 11§ 8.33 §.7§ b.88
diluritornes i 1.4 0.§5 §.87
Fercifornes Wi 083 0,83 5,76
ierranidae B 15 i.08 §.85
Lentrarchidae ¥oO0.7b 0,84 .60
Carangidas LB 0,35
sparidae 0.4 §.32 0.88
Sciaenida I R TR A
Fleuronzctiformes PR W T 0,53 0,85
“The altometric formula is ¥=af®, where ¥ is biomass, iis

bone weight, & and b are scaled constants, ¥ is the number of
observations used in the'regression, ané r” is the proportion
L

of total variance sxplained by the regrassion model fReitr ang

Lordier 1543; Reitz ot al, 1987)




Table 5. Feynolds Tavern: feature 103 ipecies List,

COURT I WY, ak3 BIGNA3:

i ' K& i

410 Nammal 2605 1941.2 13,848 iz6

I6 3mall Hamma) | i23 d1.0 0.786 0.4

UIG targs Wammal 557 W06 45,867 4.2

Uryctolaqus cuniculys H i 2.& f.5 3.9 9.01
1d ¥orld rabbit

Sylvilagus spp. i3 i §.0 0,130 0.4
Lottontai)

VIO Carnivors § .7 §.08 0.1

Canidae f Y 0,053  §.03
bog family

Urocyen cinsrecarqentzys i1 N i.i §.16% 0.1
Gray fox

EEEEZEE iﬂiﬂi 2! bz .2 g.231 B,
RECCO0N

Artiodacty] ' i45 §12.% a8 6.2

s EEEQEE CEE R 857.5 ita?8 &
Fig

Bos Eﬁﬂfﬂi 18 8 19,5 §259.4 88,586 35,4

Low




Table 5. Reynolds Tavern: Feature (43 ipecies List, {cont.)

§ ) K& ]

{aprine i3l RREN ih.SiBr Tl
Sheep/Goat

Capra hircus X A TR
aoat

Gris aries o5 0Lz 305 460 1.4
heep

WIG Bird il 44,5 836 1.0

Anatidas 5 5.8 goist 0.4
fuck fawily

Anas spp. 3 o2 i 0,655 0.8
Babbling duck

dithya sop, R L 3,622 0,01
biving duck

Branta canadensis FRR T 38 §.d .45 9.t
Canada goose

dailifornes 5 18,5 §.283 0.1
Fowi-1ike birds

datlus galtes 67 1 128,12 1631 0.3




¥
!

« {cont,;

BI0RASS

UMY g

Hiseicapigse

~a
e
(=)

& 5,065 ip
fong birds
YIF Tyrt)e

UID Fish

(7
<3

Horame ipp.,
Tempergte bass

Sparidas

Forgy family

Fehgsarg atocephalys
Archosgrgus Probatocephalys

i~

—_—
o
-

»

1

Sciaenidae

Crip famity

£.d 8.4 0,338

15 Yertabrate

o
<xr
.




Tabie 5. &evnolds Tavern: Festure ig3 species List. (cont.)

SUNT BN W, GRS BIOKASS

i i KG
fECEROGSE i §.i
PEISCSUNE3 Virginica i Pai
yater
—_— —_—

o

8355 & 10047.§ 15




Faviof

d

§ Tavern: Feature 143 Summary

HNI BI0KASS

i i K& i
bomestic Hammal i3 46,3 59,483 95,3
lomestic Bird i i7.1 i.631 I3
#i1d Kamnal 2 i2.2 0,586 5.7
Wild §ird 5 2.2 G543 0§
feptiie { b 0.125 Q.
Flsﬁés 3 1.3 EH i.d
Compensal Taxg al Lé o 0.08 3.0
TaTAL b 8%, 10%




Tabls 7,

Reynolds Tavern: Feature

103 Elements Identifiad,

Fig Low Lapring 4o Sheep
Head 35 i il
Vertebra/aib ( 5 i
Farequarter i 8 i §
Forafast 4 i
feet i i3 ]
Hindfaat 13 b iz 5
Hindguartar K] 33 38 i i
TOTAL 3 ihs i3l i ii




Tablz 8. Reynotds Tavers: Feature 103 Modifications Observed,

BUEKED

"
A

]

]

3

L

GNAWED

CARNIVORE

SAVED

i

HACKED

41D Hamnal

UID 3Small Wamma)
iil tarqe Hanna]
kaccoon
Artiodacty]

Fig

Low

Laprine

Fhaep

Uik Bird

Canada Goose
Chicken

TOTAL

45

I ~

kb

i8




Table §. Reynolds Tavera: Feature 103 Fusion, Fig.

UKFUSER  FUsED TaTAL

EARLY FUSING:

HUNERUS, SI5TAL i z
RADINE, PROXINAL l Z
ACETABUL DM § 4
RETAPODIALZ, PROKINAL i § g
PHALANX, FROXIMAL 5 3 8
EIﬁDLE FidING;
TI81A, DI3TAL i i
CALTANEUS, PROZINAL i ;
RETAPGOIALS, 0I3TAL i i B
LATE FUSING:
HUKERYS, PROYINAL | i
RADIUS, BISTAL ! i
ULkA, PROXLHAL 3 3
LA, BI3TAL f I
FERUR, PROXINAL
FERUR, GI5TAL i i

TIBIA, FRUXTKAL

-
Lt ]
—1
X
—
o
.,

&=
-

R




Table 10, Reyno

ds Tavern: Feature 103 Fusion, Cow.

UNFUSED  FUsED TGTAL

EARLY FUSING;

HUKERYS, DISTAL i i

RADIUS, PROKIHAL 1 i

ACETABHLUN 7 1

KETAPGDIALS, PROXINAL i ? 5

PHALANK, PROXINAL i 28 2
KIDDLE FU3ING:

TIBIA, BISTAL i i i

CALCAREDS, PROXINAL 3 i i

KETAFODIALS, DISTAL 5 z §
LATE F2IHG:

HURERYS, PROVINAL

RADIES, §I5TAL 2 :

ULNA, PROXINAL i i

ILEA, DI3TAL

FEMUR, PROXINAL 3 i i

FERER, DISTal

TIBIA, FROKINAL il 1 3
TOTAL i 52 73




Table |1, keyrolds Tavern: Featyre 103 Fusion, Caprips,

BNFUSED  risrp ToTAL
EARLY FitsIng.

HUﬁfEUS, BISTAL 3 3
Réﬂi;r’."S, FRGYINAL i 3
ACETABGLUN f 3 4
HETAF"’GI:'IML"-; FRGRIRAL iz (¥4
PHALANY, PROXIRAL § §
HIGOLE FisIhg:
TIBI4, CI3TAL Z Z §
CALCANES, FROKTHAL f f
HETAROETALS, bIsval i |
LATE Fustug:
HUKER U3, PRIXIHAL i i
RADIVS, BISTAL i i Z
UiHA, PROXIHAL Z Z
ULNA, 013741
FEdug, FROXTHAL B Z §
FENUE, eI 2 i 3
TIB14, FROXIKAL 3 N i
TOTAL 2i i LT




Teble 12, Reyaolds Tavern: Feature 103 Fusion, Sheep.

UKFUSED  FU3ED TOTAL

EARLY FL3ING;

HUKERES, DISTAL f i
RABIUS, PROKIRAL 4 b
ACETABULUN

KIGOLE FHSIRG:

TIBIA, BISTAL P ; ;
CALCAREDS, PROXTHAL : ; :
HETAPOOIALS, DISTAL
LATE FUSING:
HUNERUS, FROXINAL
REBTOS, GISTAL i : ;
ULRA, FROSINAL
BNk, DI5TAL
FERUR, FROKTHAL
FERUR, I3TAL
TiBla. FROEIRAL ) _ _




Reynolds Tavern: Featurs {47 Species List,

COUNT  Hil ¥T, i3 BIONASS
§ ka i
VID Hammai 533 762,48 16.332 46,8
10 %mal) Hammei i 2,2 0,053 0.2
drtiodactyi il 80,4 f.i64 5.2
3us scrofs LI ST S LT
Pig
Bos taurus B 7 133 388 553 25,
Cow
Caprine e 3 0.6 5,1 8030 9.:
Sheep/doat
vis gries 2 i3.§ G281 §.3
Shesp
UID Bird i) 7.4 5.215 1.2
Angs spp. b7 i3 2.4 .08 G2
Buck
dallifornes b .0 0181 G.3
Fowl-like birds
Gallus galius i ioh. 0,6 G0t 5.3




Table 13, FReynolds Tavers; Festure 107 ipecies List. {cont.)

COUNT NI ¥F, o3 BIOHASS
i § Kb H
Keleagris gailopavo i 1 6.7 LY 3,082 0.3
Turkey
Halacfemys terrapin RIS 1.7 G065 G.2
Disnondback tsrrapin
i1 Fish g 3.8 0.685 0.4
fparidae { il 8033 0.
Forgy family
Archosargus probatocephalus A i85 G286 1,4
theepshead
fautoss onitis A B XL
Tatteg
UID Vertsbrate . e
TOTAL [E1 L 527,10 2,083




Table 14, Beyiglds Taverp: Feature (g3 Jumimgry,

i i

-
Fo
s

—

§.357 3.5
Domestiq Bird

i b.7 0. 114 ivi
Wild Hsana) ;;
¥i1d girg SRR LU NTYRR
Feptile f 6.7 0645 0.5

Fishas U R 27
Commensal yayq _ —_— .
FOTAt {5 §.é57 :

’ .




Table 15, Feynolds Tavern: Feature 107 Elements Identified,

Fig Low Caprine

Head 7 § 3
Vertebra/Rib

Forequarter Z
forefeet 3 2
Feet 3 ;

Hingfeet ¢ 3 i
Hindquarter f i

TOTAL ' 1§ {5 16




ie 16, Reynolds Tavern: Featyrs 07 Hodifications bserved,

' BURNED GNAKED SAWED  cuy BORKED

RGDENT  CARNIvoRE

UID Hapns] T

Artiodacty! i
Pig i
Low Z
heep |
TOTAL 16




Teble 17, Reynolds Taverp: Feature 107 Fysion, Fig,

UNFUSED FUSED TaTAL

EARLY FU3THG:
RUMERUGS, DISTAL
RADIUS, PROXINAL
ACETABULUN
HETAPOBIALS, FROYINAL Z i

PHALANX, FROXIHAL [

~
[

RIBOLE Fi3ING;
TIBIA, DISTAL
CALUANEUS, PRONIHAL

RETAPGDIALS, ‘3137t f §

o

LATE FUSTHG:
HURERES, PROKTHAL
RAGIUS, DIsTAL
iLHA, PROSINAL
LNk, DISTAL

FERUR, PROXINAL

=1
-t
[~
-
-
o
A
[ )
B
Pt
e

e
—




Table 18, keynolds Tavarn: Festure 187 Fusion, Cow,

WFUSED  FUSED ToTAL

EARLY FUSING:
RUNERUS, BISTAL

RADINS, PROXIMAL

ACETABGLUN
HETAPOBIALS, PROXINAL 2 :
PHALANK, PROXINAL i |

KIOOLE FUSING:
TIBIA, DISTAL
CALCANEUS, PROXINAL
RETAFODIALS, DISTAL i i

LATE FUSING:

HUNERYS, PROXIMAL
RAGIUS, DISTAL

-ﬁLNA, FROXINAL
ULNA, DISTAL
FERUR, PROXINAL
FENUR, DISTAL
TIBIA, FROXIKAL

TOTAL ! i 4




Table 18, Reynolds Tavern: Featyre 07 Fusion, {aprine,

UNFUSED  FUsep TOTAL

EARCY FUSING:

| RUNERYS, DI3TAL
RAGIUS, PRGXIKAL f ‘
ACETABUL K f i
HETAPGGIALS, FRGXINAL

FHALANX, PROSINAL

HUKERUS, FROFIRAL
RADIUS, DIsTat
0LNA, PRGTTNAL
ULNA, BI3TAL
FENUR, PROKINAL
FERUR, DI3TAL
TIBIA, PROXINAL

TETAL f

.
o




Tabls 25,

i Featyre i

Y10 Kampg]

286 256, §,200 i0.3
VID iman Kanma | 74 id.5 G638 1 ;
¥Ij Large Nagpg] - §0 i75.; TEI TP
H¥ilaqys 5pp. Pt g &5 000 g,
—adus
Cottontsi]
¥Cidrys 5pp, 2 Ihg i Veidio gy
Squirre] :
¥y - an an L3 3 a
Fattys sop, 185 13 il Eo., f folds 3
’id_ﬁor?d rat
Canis f&mffiarfs EH i 68,5 L8 g,
—— AHliarss
bog
Felis domest;cus 83 1.4 31,5 4023 55
fat
Artfodactyi bt 05,5 8,558 17
S serofg f§ 3.7 81,2 R T I
Fig
§g§ tairys i3 It $3§,7 16 j5.5
Cow




Table Z0. Reynolds Tavern; Feature 06 &pacias List._{cont.)

COUNT

=

NI ¥7,- Glis BIONASS
i ] K& §

Caprine § 03 5.6 133.8 &, 157 5,b
iheep/Goat

015 Bird 228 6.4 180 3.

iﬂgﬁ ipp. i i1 0.5 B.GF1 6,53
duck

Brants canadensis Z I 1.3 8.: 0,952 4.2
{anzda goose

alliformss b i3 §.643 {7
Fowl-Fike birds

Gaflus galtis W1z e WS a5t 7.3
Chicken

Keleagris gallopave i1 3. 879 6,675 1.5
Tirkey

OIG Turtle | 1.8 [ §.832 D4

§ID Fish i a0 D.052 9.4

Clupeidae 3 [ 0.8 5,025 0.1
Aerring family

Eorome spp. b T B.0 8,022 0.3

|

Temperate bass




Table 28, Rejaolds Tavepn: Fegture 104 Specizs iist, {cont, )

—

Loty LI 7, ks 8I0KASS
H i K6 H
3paridae f ¥ 0.6t  ¢,43
Forgy tanfly
Archosargqs Frovatocephalys N i.2 0,918 g.35
heepsheaq
VI Vertebrate _ ik, 8
ToTiL {308 54 i645,2 32534




Table I,

feynolds Tavern: Featurs 104 Sumnary,

NI BIOKASE

i ) kg '
Bomestic Hanmal : HLob 12,685 5.1
Uomestic 8ird iz 2.1 3,051 k0
Wild Nammal Z E] 3.005 6.3
Kild Bird b 1.4 §,762 3.5
feptile f i.5 u..ﬁiz .1
Fishes B i1 0,168 0.5
Commeasal Taia 3 Y6 5081 3.2




Table 22, Feypolds Tavern: Featyrs {gs Elgments Identifieq,

Pig Cow Capring

Head i P
Yertebra/Rip i i3
Foreguartap :

Forefaet | |
Feet { f i
Hindfest b i i

Hindauarter

1o

s
[

TOTAL i$ i§

i




Table 23, Reyaolds Tavern: Featurs 106 Hodifications bserved.

BURNED GRA¥ED SAWED  CUT  WoRkED

ROBENT  CARNIVORE

UTG Hammai {

? Z 1
UIb Lo Hammai 5 3
Artiodactyl ; i
Fig- f i b
Loy 3 3
Lapring 2
aaiiiformes i
Chicken _ 2 _ g _
TOTAL 3 Z Zh i f




Table 2b. FReynolds Tavern: Feature 19§ Fusion, #ig,

UNFUSED  FusED

TOTAL

EARLY FUSING:
HUKERYS, DISTAL
RADIVS, FROXIKAL
ACETABULUK
RETAPOOTALS, PROXIHAL
PRALANX, PROYINAL
RIDBLE FUSING:
TISIA, BISTAL
CALCANEUS, PROXTHAL f
RETAPOBIALS, DISTAL
LATE FUSING:
HURERUS, PROYINAL
RADTUS, DISTAL
ULRA, PROXTHAL
ULHA, BI3TAL
FERUR, PROATHA i

FENUR, DISTAL

LY

—
<
Pt
b
o
ory

o




Table 25, Reynolds Tavern: Featire 106 Fusion, Cow,

UNFUSED  FUsED TOTAL

HURERUS, GISTAL

RADIHG, PROXINAL

ACETABULUR

RETAPODIALS, PROXIKAL

FHALANK, PROXIRAL i f
KIDDLE FUSING,

TIGIA, DISTAL

CALCANEUS, PROXIHAL

HETAPGDIALS, DISTAL

fLlA, PROZINAL
ULHA, GISTAL

FERUR, PROFIHAL ! f




Table 26, Feynolds Tavern: Feature 165 Fusion, Laprine,

URFUSED  FUSED TOTAL

EARLY FUSING:
HURERUS, DISTAL

RADIUS, PRGXINAL

ACETABULUH Z Z
KETAPOBIALS, PROXIRAL f f
PHALAN, PROYTHAL i |

HIBOLE FU3ING:
TIBIA, BI3TAL
CALCAHEUS, PROXINAL
HETAPGDIALS, GISTAL
LATE FUSING:
HURERUS, PROYIHAL
RADIUS, DISTAL
ULNA, PROXIMAL
ULNA, DISTAL
FEMUR, BROXIHAL i !
FERUR, DISTAL i i

TIBIA, PROXIHAL i




dppendiz A, Revnolds Tavern Bag Numbers studied,

Featyrz §03; FEATURE {04: FEATURE 187:
204 282 211 81 ?
206 283 213 287 4
212 184 e 183 5
213 266 Zi8 286 b
214 287 Ak 185 12
221 191 23 258 I3
125 92 278 HH i1
227 155 234 286 45
i3 295 211 101 3%
232 241 R 303 75
33 3049 ' 247 168 78
133 363 2% 308 2%
38 313 247 i3 216
Y jzg 258 18 33t
243 iz 250 32 343
2435 3334 251 324 347
248 LR 253 330 34
ey 3z 4 3338 35§
233 344 255 334 3152
257 3% 29b 335

25§ 386 268 366

168 it N TE; 363

214 172 274 11y

1 313 16 167

273 375 278 io§

2 315




........

Taxon Element Dinension Weasurement, mn
565 scrofa Astragaius Bd 23,5
_ iln 49,6
Radius Bp 36,4
jcapula ] 25,5
6L? 35,7
La 7.1
5L¢ 0.8, 3.5
fina 8F( 21,6, 26,1
805 taurus Astragalus 5d 38.2, 38,2, 35.36, 45.5
B 32,52, 33.5, 35,86, 38.9
] 33.2, 35,1, 36,2, 401
gLl 97,04, 61.54, 62,20
ala $3.82, 54.06, 36.2, 62.7
Calcaneus a8 38,1
al i23.8
Cubonavicular &8 k8. f, 56,3, 57.0
Humerys Bd 6.3
Hetacarpys Ed 52,48
Bp 52.52, 38.5, 37.§
aL 185.52
3 28,8
Ketatarsus bd 51.2
dp #1.82, 52,54
&l 235,6
3 3.7
Radius BFp 14,8
Bp E
fibia Bd 6.7, 56,2, 35.7, 50.3
8P 81,5, 844
0d LE5, 42,5, 82,7, 42.5, ih.§
&l 33k, 0
i 35
Ilna aF¢ 48,7
Capring Astragaius Bd 17,8, 2044, 26,7
Bl 15,3, 15.8, 17.5
iz 15,8, 17,7 '
gli 1.0, 31,3, 34,7
alm 5.8, 9.5, 31.%
Cubana¥icular &8 2.4
Humerus Bd 36,3, 388
detacarsys Bd 25.3
Bp 2.7, 1., 3.3, 3.1, .4,
25.%, 5.8
Helatarsus ip 19,8, 20,5, 2.1, 3.8, 5.7
kadius 8o 3.8, 33.3
dcapula ST 1.3, 218




Appendix &,

Reynolds Tavern Keasurements. {cont,)

Taxon Elenent Dimension Heasurement, mm
Capring Tibig Bd 2104, 28,8
8p 3.5
bd 2
#na BFC (7.3, 11.5, 18.2, 21.6
Capra hirces Tibia Bd  28.90
T 06 22,40
0vis aries Lalcaneus 8B 20.72
T al  60.%, §3.85, 65.38
Humzrus 8d 3.6
fadius o B¢ 39,38
BFd b, 34
bp Thihy 18,8, 32,1, 31,4
Tibia Bd 28,5, 25.8, 26,94, 30,18, 30,2,
35,8
bd 2.2, 143, 113
50 9.4, 15.88
Branta canadensis {arpometacarpus  Bp 0.6
oid 15,1
al 1.7
Jcapiia dic 183
aalius 9a)lus Carpometacarpus  Bp 16,4, 16,4, 10,7, 10.88, 11.6,
: 11,08, 13,40, i3.28
iid 5.8, 6.4, 8.5, 6.7, 1,18, .2y
§.22, 8.5, 8.84, 3.54
oL 36,82, 35,2, 35.3, 35.4, 36.86,
: h2.32, §2.4%
{oracoid &b i3.26 13,32, {3.5, 14.02
gb 14,15, 15,28, 15,94, {5.58,
.12, 11,18
BF foby .2, 11,72, 11,88, i1.§,
.96, 12,26, 12,3, Tho12, 14,38
6L 56,6, 33.3, 54.02, 35,2, 55.4,
3.0k, 57.0, 55,22, 53.76, §1.54
65,06
e 480, 5.2, 51,62, 52.06, 52.25,
53,08, 8.8, 56,24, 55.38, 59.0,
80,16, 82,37
Femur §d 1.t 1.5, 13.3, 3.6, 14.8,
13,0, 15.4,11,2, t1.34, 18.0,
5.7, 18.7%
8p 12,6, 13,3, 104, th.6, 14.6,
4.8, 15.04, 15,4, if.62, i1.8
16,6, 18,28, 18,38, 18,4
fid PR, 12,5, 12,6, 1.7, th.is,
ko6, 14,3, 13,8, i6.02, 11,86,
1.9




Appendix B, Reynolds Tavern Measurements. {;ont.)

Taxon Element bisension Weasurement, ma
Galius gallus Femur bp 8.6, 10.6, 11.24, 12.7, 13.0,
13,38, 15,32, 19.7
al 18,5, 74,7, 86,5, 86,28, 92.9,
§3.26, 83.29 ,
La 68,4, §9.5, 75.53, 2.0, 85.9,
§6.7, 86,22, 86,78
it 5,50, 6.1, 8.5, b.6, 7.4, 1.8,
8.k, 8,45
Humerus 8d 3.4, 13.9, 13,9, {0, 14,82,
15,5, 16,18, f6.22, 16,54
Bp 7.8, 11.9, 4.1, 18,2, 18.5,
18,0, 18.2, 20.08, 2007k, 21,64,
21,38, 21.52, 22,0, 22,62
8L 68.72, 72.98, 78,7, 18,0
3 6.5, 6.8, 7.38, Tohy 7,86, 7.82,
1.88
fadius d 6.5, 7.16
ol 62.28, 68,5
50 3.4, 3,62
Scapuia fic 10,6, 11,0, 11,5, ifeb, f1.35,
12,13, 12,24, 12.5, £, 74,
13,66, 13.4, 13.5, 3.9, 13,1,
‘ 13,84
Tarsometatarsus  &d 11,6, 12,3, 13,44
Bp 1.62, 12,50, 13.62, 15,64,
15,88, 16,78
ol 18,38, 84.6k, §5.36
it .40, 8.34
Tidiotarsus Bd fa.0, 0.1, 0.1, 10,2, 16,4,
(0.5, 0.5, i0.9, 1,0, 14,8,
thed, ik, 12,1, i3.42, 13.7,
16,28, 4.8, 15,3, 18,6, 16.7
bd 10,5, 16,7, 11,0, 1,0, 1.6,
1.2, it.7, 2,62, 13,0, 13.58,
ik, 38, 14,7, ih.§, 15,8, 15,24,
i§.2
bip 13.3, 13,4, 15.4, 8.0, i8.4,
16,7, 8.7, 23.¢, 23.82, 25.88,
26,24
il 106.9, 14,7k, 128.5, 124,93,
o 125,06, 136,92
L& 14, F11.08, 1i8.7, 120,58,
121,22, 1320
i 6.9, 6.04, 7.0, 1.8, 7,88,
8.54, 6.56
Tlng Bp 1,50, 8.4, 8.2, B.3, &4y §.8,

8.9, §.32, §.4, 8.5, 9.3




Apperdix B. Reynolds Tavern Neasurements. (cont.)

Taxon Element Fimension Regsurement, pn
galiys gaflus Hina Bid 7.0, 1.7, 1.3, 8, & 8.2, 8.2,
8.7, 8.82, 8.1, 9&2, 10 0&,
16,2, 10,78, .84, 11,8, 11, 8,
12,5
Gig ., 1.1, 111, 1.6, 1,9,
12,0, ii.1, 12,72, 14.26, 14,34,
f4.52
al 5.4, §5.2, 3, b, §6.6, £8.6,
?5.88, 8.6, 78,22
3¢ B0y b0y b, Y04, 5.3,
5.68, 5.86, 5.14
Heleagris gallapavo Larpomstacarpus @l 66,0
Humerys 8d 3.4k, 25,
Gp 1908, 31,04, 32,0
61 H7.12
50 il 8
Radius Bd 8,85
Tarsometatarsys g4 f8.5
8p 2.5
Tibiotarsus Bd {4.3
bd 8.2
Uiea 8p th.38
: Bid P4, 84
Gip 20,85
al 117.2

5t 1.04
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