











Embossed bottles from Riseing Son Tavern excavations

proportion of serving and cooking dishes over the wider range of
ceramics which could be expected from a place which had served
exclusively as a residence. Smoking pipes and wine bottles, favorite
items of taverns around the world and often seen in other reported
lavern excavations, were not particularly abundant. The animal bones
from the Riseing Son excavations were interesting in that there were
cow, pig and sheep bones present, and these were primarily from cuts
used in stews and pot roasts. Another food remnant, oyster shells,
showed evidence of having been stewed rather than shucked. The
oyster analysis indicated they came from low salinity mudflats which
aptly describes the Christiana River in the immediate locale and other
tnbutaries of the Delaware Bay.

Our view of life at the Rising Son Tavern, while clear in some respects,
was murky in others. Unfortunately, that is what happens when the
view the archeologist has is restricted by prior disturbances, right-of-
way boundaries and other externally imposed limitations. Neverthe-
less, what we were able to see does allow us a new insight into the
history of the Stanton area. Now we must leave behind our tavern
complex, where its ghost now must suffer cars and trucks running over
it, a far cry from the tavern in its heyday when it stood beside the road
welcoming the weary raveler, and its barn and stables housed the
horses and shellered the carriages of those long gone days.
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THE HOUSE ON THE LANCASTER PIKE

Leaving Stanton, we steer our time machine northeast and pick up the
Centre Road. As the Henry Heald map shows, Centre Road was in its
present position by 1820 and has remained in essentially the same

location, between Prices Corner and the Kennett Pike, since that time.

The historic occupation on the Grant Tenancy Site was discovered
during the initial Phase I study and was further investigated during the
Phase II. The artifacts included a range of items such as pottery
fragments, broken pipes, bone and shell, nails, bricks, glass, and the
like, all of which indicated the presence of a house. Further work was
recommended, and the Phase III excavations did indeed uncover the
remains of a house foundation, basement, and other features.

The site lay at the northern comer of the current intersection of Route
141, or Centre Road and Route 48 (Lancaster Pike). There is no evi-
dence of a house at this location until the Lake and Beers Atlas of 1860,
and a structure at this location is not noted on later maps. The map
prior to that, the 1849 Rea and Price map, also does not show a
structure located in this area, although there is one situated near where
there is a current “manor house” of the appropriate vintage. On the
1860 map, this property belongs to H. Grant. The hypothesis devel-
oped after the Phase Il investigation was that the house near the
junction of Centre Road and Lancaster Pike was a tenant house
associated with one of the larger houses. Hence, the site became
known as the H. Grant Tenancy. The tenancy hypothesis was devel-
oped from several lines of reasoning, but the main argument was that
the primary residence for the property was still standing and other
dwellings on it would not have been occupied by the owner. It was
assumed that the people who lived in the house were employed on the
larger landholding as tenant farmers. Subsequent analysis, however,
failed to provide any support for this hypothesis and the tenancy part of
the site name becomes something of a questionable label.

The following takes us on the search for the history of “The House on
the Lancaster Pike”.

Deeds, orphans court records, wills, tax records, and all the other
paper work of the governmental systems at all levels can often provide
information of considerable importance to the historian and archeolo-
gist, and many a scholar, contrary to most of us, feels kindly toward the
paper work of bureacracy. Considerable effort was expended in
attempting to determine who lived in The House. Although some inter-
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esting information came to light, none of it proved to be of signifi-
cance in determining who actually lived there. Archival reserach
revealed a rather complex ownership history for the properties most
likely to have contained the excavated site. One of the problems with
the records is thai the land in questionis located at the boundary of
more than one holding. Because the margin of error in the metes and
bounds was such that, at any particular time in the past, the site location
might have been on any one of three or four different tracts, it is
difficult to trace ownership very far back in time.

We do know that Henry Grant had received one plantation from
Edward Tatnall in 1852 - a tract of slightly more than 187 acres. This
tract was comprised of five separate pieces of property assembled by
Tatnall between 1830 and 1851 - one of which was described in the
deed as a "messuage or tennement”, which means that the property
contained a dwelling. Grant acquired the other tract in 1864 from
Samuel Grant, who had received it at a sheriff's sale in 1852. This
property, also described as a "messuage” - implying the presence of a
dwelling - was 24 acres, 70 perches in size.

Unfortunately, the archival research does not reveal strong enough evi-
dence to allow a firm statement to be made about when the House on
Lancaster Pike was built. The reader might think it should be easy
enough to say that the messuage which first appears in the records in
1852 contained the house which was archeologically investigated. This
would coincide with the historic maps. As archeologists have often
seen in the past, the early mapmakers were not always exhaustive in
what they put on their maps: indeed, they were often quite selective.
Furthermore, deeds, wills and other records do not always list improve-
ments. We can determine with some confidence that the house was
built by the 1852 date above, and was standing in 1860 at the time of
the Lake and Beers Atlas. It is possible the house was not standing
during 1820 when the Heald map was made, and we can be reasonably
assured it as not there earlier.

The archeology is of some interest in this respect. In the contexts
definitely associated with the structure the artifacts seem to suggest that
the dwelling was probably not built and occupied before 1820. For
instance, in the builder’s trench associated with construction of the
house, whiteware ceramics are present in the fill. Whiteware was not
commonly manufactured until 1820. Immediately outside of the house
in another midden deposit, whiteware also occurred, again placing this
deposit at 1820 or later. The material dumped in after the structure was
razed to fill the cellar, on the other hand, could not have been present
until 1867 or later, based on a particular type of bottle not manufac-
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tured until that date. There was also a buried plow zone which lay over
the foundation. This deposit could also have not dated until after 1867.
We, of course, know from the maps the structure was still standing in
1860, and the artifacts show that it continued to do so until at least
1867. The youngest artifacts from this deposit were bottles which were
not commonly made after 1903. Of course, these bottles could have
been around after 1903, but it is probable the house was torn down and
filled in before this. The temporal range of the datable botes in this
deposit are 1810-1903 and 1867-1903. In sum, the archeology indi-
cates the house was probably built after 1820 and not demolished
before 1867.

As noted above, before the final full scale excavations were carried out
the original premise was that the house was inhabited by a tenant and,
in 1860, this would have been a tenant of Henry Grant. Given the fact
that Henry Grant owned several houses in the area, including the two
“manor houses”, it seems unlikely that he and his family would have
resided in the much smaller house, Tenants do not necessarily equate
with farmers but, in this period of the 19th century, other kinds of
renters seem less likely, unless they were perhaps relatives of Henry
Grant, or were even the previous owners. The initial assumption was
that of tenant farmers, renting farmland for cash or shares. The historic
documents indicate that farming tenancies grew considerably more
frequent during the early and middle parts of the 19th century with the
growth of urban areas, increased consolidation of 1and into the hands of
fewer people and the rise of absentee landlords, and the demands of the
agricultural market place all combined to make tenant farming a
common economic option.

Archeological investigations elsewhere in New Castle County by the
University of Delaware have suggested that tenants were generally
poorer than the land owners, and that this is reflected in their material
culture; in addition, tenant farms generally have fewer outbuildings
than the owner’s farm. With the former observation in mind, an
economic scaling analysis of the ceramics from the H. Grant Tenancy
was conducted. An economic scaling analysis of historic ceramics,
simply put, is a cost index of the dishes in use by people who occupied
asite. As we are all aware, costs vary in table and kitchen wares, and
peoples’ purchasing power is controlled by the amount of money they
have. Determining 19th century costs has been accomplished by
analyzing catalogues, newspaper advertisements and the like. The
ceramic remains discarded by the residents of “The House on Lancaster
Pike” (it is interesting to muse over what these folks would have
thought of future college educated people analyzing their trash!) were
compared to cost indices calculated at other 19th century archeological
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sites, ranging from manor houses and hotels to tenant farms and slave
owners. The result was that the people who inhabited the H. Grant
tenant house did not possess cheap ceramics and do not seem to have
been an average tenant farm family. The grounds did have limited
outbuildings: indeed, only one definite shed could be accounted for.
This is such a low number that the possibility is raised that the property
was nol even an operating farm. The best guess now is that the
residents were relatively well off people.

And, speaking of garbage, the animal bones from the site contributed
some interesting information. The major domestic food sources were
cow, pig and sheep with the occasional chicken. This differed little
from the other sites to which Grant Tenancy was compared and was not
unexpected. As with many of the houses in rural settings, the bones
which were recovered came from all parts of the animals, indicating
that the animals were most likely raised at the site and then butchered,
rather than being selected cuts from animals butchered elsewhere. A
surprise, however, came in the frequency of wild food sources such as
rabbit and box wrtle. What this says about the occupants is unclear.
Use of such food sources could be an indication of economic status or
perhaps simply personal taste. These remains may also say something
about the nature of the countryside, for the absence of such foods in
other areas of Delaware al a compara-
ble ume is often linked to densely pop-
ulated areas and the resulting landscape
alteration. It is therefore probable the
area around the junction of Lancaster
Pike and Centre Road was undisturbed
enough at the lime to support wildlife.
Oyster and hard shell clam were also
found. Since these were not available
in the immediately local setting, they
were either purchased at some market
by the residents or else gathered by
them in the tidal streams.

Artifacts recovered from the site includ-
ed a wide range of ceramics. Some of
the more interesting were fragments of
a large pitcher with a Chinoiserie scene
amd a redware pie plate. Fragments of
an almost complete stoneware botle
were recovered and mended; this was
marked "J. B. Bryant, 1847", although

it is unclear whether this refers to the

Chinoiserie pitcher, mended
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Redware
pie
plate,
mended

maker of the bottle, the bottler of the contents, a local tavern owner or a
private citizen. In a buried plow zone which concealed the foundation
a button was recovered, a button which was marked with an eagle and
“A. H. Horstman and Allien”. Records show that this button must date
to or after 1850 because this was the year when Henry V. Allien
became a partner in the New York branch of William H. Horstman and
Co. Coins from the fill within the cellar
included an 1839 copper cent, a large
“Coronet” cent (1816-1834) and a
copper half cent (1800-1808). Coins
from the general surface around the
house included an 1859 Indian Head
Cent, an 1858 Flying Eagle Cent and an
1852 Silver Cent. The religious medal
had the words "Mere de dieu priez pour
nous” (Mother of God pray for us) on
one side while the reverse side had a
peaked hat and what appeared to be a
symbol of Calvary.

The structural features present at
Grant Tenancy consisted of the remains
of the house foundation and the associ-
ated basement, a well, and what was
interpreted as a shed. The remaining
foundation walls measured 18 by 15
feet. If this comprised the entire
structure, it was indeed small! Most
likely, the foundation walls and the
cellar were linked, and there was
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Well excavated at Grant Tenancy Site

another room or rooms which had been totally demolished and all
traces, except artifacts, plowed out. The cellar walls were made of
stone and varied in depth from 34 feet. The cellar had been filled in
with rubble. There was insufficient stone within the cellar to account
for a second floor made of stone. Any above ground stone may have
been recycled, so any above ground construction was probably of
frame.

The well stood about 10 feet from the northeast comner of the house. It
was lined with stone and reached a depth of 13 feel below the current
surface. The stone wall of the well rested on bedrock, and the bedrock
had been chiseled oul at the base of the well to an additional six inches.
After excavation, the water table was measured; there were two feet of
standing water. The well had been filled in and was full of a variety of
discarded junk. One object, a wooden bucket with a chain fragment
attached to the metal handle, was recovered from the bottom of the
well; this was probably the bucket actually used to draw water from the
well at one time,

As we begin to move away from the House on Lancaster Pike, we can
reflect on what we have seen. Although our "window" was larger than
that at the Stanton Hotel, and we achieved somewhat greater clarity in
our view of the past, there is a still a lot we do not know. What we do
know is that somelime between 1820 and 1860, a house was built on
this lot. The house was not large, probably at best two rooms. There
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was a substantial basement and a hand dug, stone lined well a little over
10 feet away from the main structure. There was also a small shed of
unknown function. The people who lived here were not poor because
they had sufficient funds to purchase relatively high priced dishes, and
this purchasing power seems to have remained constant throughout the
period of use of the house. The residents reared and butchered their
own livestock, but the absence of barns and other farm related outbuild-
ings suggest that they were not tenant farmers. As we finally leave
them behind, their ghostly traces becoming even more dim, the best
guess we have of their identity is that they were not engagcd in
agriculture at all.

Wooden bucket and chain, reassembled,
from excavated well at Grant Tenancy Site
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Grant Tenancy Site:
Well profile after excavation
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ALONG 141 TO THE BRANDYWINE
AND BEYOND

The final phase of this trip through northern New Castle County’s past
takes us from Kennett Pike across the Brandywine to Concord Pike.

On this segment of our journey our views will be somewhat limited, for
at this point in time only Phase I and expanded Phase I excavations
have taken place. The road we travel today, of course, did not exist
until relatively recently in the historic past. Indeed, the map and
archival studies conducted during the archeological investigations show
that what became Barley Mill Road (the section of 141 between
Kennett Pike and the westem edge of the Brandywine) was not built
until sometime between 1820 and 1849. Rather than say there was no
road, it would be better perhaps to suggest that this road did not
become public prior to this date, for undoubtedly there was some kind
of road which led to the mill located between the mouth of Squirrel
Run and Pancake Run. River crossings in the early days were provided
by shallow places along the stream known as fords. It was not until
some time between 1820 and 1849 when a bridge, appropriately known
as New Bridge (now Sunset Bridge, constructed in 1952), was built.

Returning to our starting point, the first site of potential archeological
interest encountered during our studies was the “Yellow School
House.” This school first appears in the map records in 1849 and is
consistently represented until 1892. The location was on the north side
of 141 between Montchanin Road and a presently maintained cemetery.
Our excavations failed to locate any traces of the school house. It
would seem that, after abandonment, the school was demolished, and
the widening of Route 141 perhaps removed any remaining traces.

Following Barley Mill Road down beneath the present 141 bridge to
where it turns south and follows the Brandywine, we come to the site
where excavations took place at two 19th century residential units for
mill workers, units known respectively as Pigeon Row and Long Row.
These were typical of row houses which were built to attract married
workers. It is difficult to determine from the records when they were
actually built. It is known that Charles I. DuPont (CID), who acquired
a complex of mills in this area in 1839, also acquired 25 tenements.
These, however, may have been single family dwellings, some of
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which are still standing. There is also a notation in the DuPont records
of “row houses” in 1844, but these are between Breck’s Mill and New
Bridge. While certainly not the ones we are seeking, this record does
show that row houses were being built at this early date. An 1849 map
does show structures in the area where our excavations took place. The
first mention of Long Row is in the Brandywine Manufacturer’s
Sunday School “Receiving Books”, when the presence is recorded of
two children with the last name of Murray whose residence was “Long
Row”. These new houses could, of course, have gone under other
names. Pigeon Row, for instance, was once referred to as Diamond
Row. Long Row may have been called Beggar's Row in 1861.

At this juncture, only Phase I and expanded Phase I excavations have
taken place, so there are limitations on what can be said. Interestingly,
the temporal range of the artifacts, while extending into the 20th
century (the structures apparently stood until the 1940s), also produced
sufficiently early ceramics to suggest aclivity in Lhe first quarter of the
19th century. These artifacts may be related to earlier structures which
stood where Long and Pigeon Rows were later built, or perhaps to the
CID house which is purported to have been built in the 1820°s, or even
to a miller's house which stood where the 141 bridge is now. The
expanded Phase I testing also revealed a jumble of building and
trenching which disturbed a lot of contexts but, at the same time,
showed the presence of undisturbed deposits which will allow future
studies to unravel household refuse deposits from discrete households.
The interpretive possibilites of this are exciting because the records and
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household inventories from this time that are in repository in the
Hagley Foundation can be cross-correlated with the archeology,
providing excellent windows into the lives of 19th century mill
workers.

On the east side of the Brandywine there is another complex of mills
and workers’ houses. The only one still standing, Walker’s Mill, lies
just downstream from the study area. Within the study area are
workers’ houses associated with this mill and, in a separate tract, the
Keg Mill and its associated workers’ houses. Keg Mill was a DuPont
enterprise which came into being by at least 1838. Prior to this, the E.
1. DuPont company had purchased its kegs from outside sources.
Alfred V. DuPont, however, thought it would be a good idea - as well
as a profitable idea - if the company could control the entire powder
production process, including the manufacture of the special kegs.
These kegs, by the way, were wooden, with wooden bands, and
continued to be made of wood for a long time after metal containers
were introduced. Avoiding the use of metal was done as a precaution
to prevent sparks which might ignite the powder - with disastrous
consequences! The Keg Factory seems to have been turned into
workers’ houses at some time just prior to or after the turn of the 20th
century.

Our work in the Keg Factory area was confined to one dwelling,
designated in the field as dwelling “H”. Again, while the results are
only preliminary, they are sufficient to show that more work would
allow isolation of 19th century mill workers’ material culture, which, in
turn, would prove to be an invaluable comparative base for the L.ong
and Pigeon Row Houses. “H” was not a row house but a detached unit.
Whether or not it was a single family dwelling or any more “elite” an
accomodation than the row houses is unknown. One of the excavation
units inside the structure managed to penetrate three feet of fill overly-
ing a cellar. In this cellar are artifacts which date to before the destruc-
tion of the house, and it is here where we would expect future excava-
tions to find artifacts associated with the period(s) of use of “H".
Among the artifacts recovered were several portions of shoe heels with
wooden pegs; these types of shoes were required in the powder factory,
for sparks might be struck by metal nails and cause an explosion.

Wooden pegged shoe heels recovered in excavations
at Keg Factory site
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During the walkover survey of the area encompassing Walker’s Bank
and the Keg Factory property, a cistern, which lies almost directly
below the 141 bridge, was noted. Cisterns are well known in historic
sites archeology as being rewarding locations for the recovery of
artifacts. Our cistern was not informed of this, and the artifact yield
was quite low! Our assumption is that this cistern was a water catch-
ment basin associated with the dwelling structures, which, of course,
we knew before excavation. You cannot win them all.

Walker’s Mill has an interesting history. "Way back, sometime before
1710, the property, apparently also including the tract on which Keg
Factory was built, was known as Horse Hook Plantation. Through the
decades, the tract was broken up and in 1812, E. I. DuPont acquired 92
and 3/4 acres. DuPont sub-divided and sold 10 and 1/4 acres to Peter
Bauduy. Bauduy was of French extraction and had preceeded E. 1.
DuPont to the Wilmington area. He and forty other families in the
Wilmington area had arrived in Delaware after a successful slave revolt
in Haiti had driven them out of the country. Bauduy and others were
fellow countrymen to whom E. I. DuPont gravitated on his arrival in
the area, and Bauduy became an early partner with DuPont in the
powder mills. Ultimately there was a falling out between these two
men of French extraction; Bauduy became lost to history, but DuPont
came down through time as a local living legend.

Before this, however, Bauduy sold the ten acre tract on which Walker’s
Mill was built to Joseph B. Sims. In 1814, Sims built a textile mill
which he rented to John Siddall and Company for the manufacture of
cotton yarn, muslin, check and plaid. There are at least three tenements
listed in the tax records associated with the mill. As with the other
cotton mills in the area, Siddall went bankrupt in 1817, and E. I.
DuPont acquired the Walker Mill property in 1831 from the Wilming-
ton and Brandywinde Bank, Over the next several decades, the DuPont
Company continued as owners, but a number of other textile manufac-
turers are seen to come and go, all seemingly ending up in financial
disaster. Despite this, the mill continued to produce until 1938, thus
becoming the last mill operating on this section of the Brandywine.

A large map was made of the property by the Delaware Department of
Transportation. On this map were plotted the location of several
houses, at least two wells and a long retaining wall bordering the road
which runs parallel to the Brandywine. Our excavations were limited
to the retaining walls, under the assumption that this is where debris
would have accumulated over the years; in actual fact, this did turn out
to be the case. Also, as expected, a melange of time was represented:
to wit, an 197 Lincoln Head penny, a 1975 Roosevelt dime and an 1856
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Seated Liberty Half Dime. Some of the test pits in this area were
stratified and, once the overlying 20th century trash deposits were
removed, relatively uncontaminated 19th century trash was found; there
is some indication the lowest deposits take us back to the first tenement
houses, circa 1816. This would be exciting for future studies, for
archeologists may be able, through excavation and analysis of these
deposits, to track changes in fashion, purchasing power and perhaps
even ethnic preferences as the European origins of the millworkers
change through time.

The study corridor moves up from the Brandywine and follows what is
now New Bridge Road, still Route 141. This, of course, is not the New
Bridge Road of the 18th century, although the old New Bridge Road
(probably at least two rebuildings) lies to the east.

Route 141 becomes New Murphy Road at the intersection of Rockland
Road. As we can see from the vantage point of our time machine, there
has been a road following the route of Rockland road since at least
1820. Considering there was a ford at Rockland very early, then the
“ancestor” of Rockland Road was probably even earlier. At this
intersection, which did not exist in the past, was a house which the
1869 Beers map shows to have been owned by T. Husbands. This
particular piece of property was acquired in 1804 by William Husbands
from Adam Williamson, passing through the hands of a successive
William Husbands into the hands of Thomas Husbands in 1855. The
first indication of a dwelling is a reference in the tax records to a small
log house. This log house and 48 acres were assessed at $144. By
1816, a small wooden dwelling and stable are noted and the property is
assessed at $1000. The farm complex remained in the Husbands family
until 1925, when it passed into the hands of a DuPont holding com-
pany.

A wide range of household artifacts dating from almost the entire time
span of the known occupation of the site were encountered. Further
work at this location should provide a range of artifacts which will
allow us to trace material culture changes on a farm throughout the
19th century. Comparisons may then be made to changes in the
economic history. Before leaving this property, the inventory of the
property owned by William Husbands at his death in 1809 is intriguing.
Although it is too long for full replication here, a partial listing,
complete with spellings and evaluations of the time, is given below:

Bed and beding and bedsted $4.75
a lot of books 75
walnut dining table 150
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teakittle and tea ware 4.00

five rush bottom chairs 75 |
six knives and six forks 350 |
4 1/2 bu of wheat 550
tray and saddle and bridle 2.00
1 side saddle 1.00
beef and bacon 10.00
pail red cow and calf 15.00
white face brindled cow 12,00
one sow 5.00
one bay mare 12,00
a black mare with a baldface  40.00
one plow: clevisand 7?? 4.50
2 dung shovels and mattock 75

Having poked our noses sufficiently deep into the William Husbands
family history, let us move on to that portion of the road that lies along
Old Murphy Road and Rockland Road. Old Murphy Road appears to
have been the continuation of New Bridge Road between Rockland
Road and the Concord Pike back in the good old days of 1849 and,
indeed, on into the 20th century. At the onset of our investigations,
there were two standing structures along Old Murphy Road and another
on Rockland Road. These were the William Murphy House, the
Sweeny house and the Bird-Husbands House. Excavations could not
be conducted at the William Murphy house, but archival investigations
were done.

The Murphy House sits on 15 acres which were part of three tracts
bought by George W. Murphy prior to 1851. These tracts were all part
of a larger parcel of 61-plus acres transfered from Adam Williamson in
1804 to one William Young. As our fellow travelers will remember,
Adam Williamson also sold land to William Husbands in 1804, so it
appears that Mr. Williamson was unloading considerable real estate
about this time. One of the tracts was bought by George W. Murphy in
1841; no buildings are mentioned in this transaction. However, by
1849, as indicated on the Rea and Price map, a structure with no name
attached is shown at the juncture of the two roads. There is some other
interesting archival data on George W. Murphy. For instance, in the
Delaware State Census of 1850 he is listed as a “gardener”, 43 years of
age with a 41 year old wife and four children ranging in age from 13-4,
He had one milk cow and 2 swine, and the cow produced 100 pounds
of butter during the year. The only field crops noted are 10 bushels of
corn and 70 bushels of Irish potatoes. The census valued his market
produce at $300, considerably higher than the 1860 average farm
produce of $77.71. The property was acquired in 1916 by A.1. DuPont,
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and then occupied by employees of the Nemours estate. The other lots
have a much more complicated history. Of interest (without bogging
ourselves down in great detail) is that William Young sub-divided part
of his original purchase into lots of less than one acre as early as the
first decade of the 19th century. Already, over a hundred years ago, we
can see sub-divisions! The lots apparently sold for $120 apiece, which
is certainly not up to contemporary prices.

The Sweeny House is first mentioned in the 1852 tax assessment
records. Since the house does not appear on the Rea and Price map of
1849, it is very likely that the house was built just after this. The tax
records described the house as frame and it is valued at $2000. The
house plus 40 acres and a bamn were owned by Sara Coleman and her
husband John. Census records indicated that they resided in Wilming-
ton. John Coleman was listed as a blacksmith who owned a blacksmith
shop between Shipley and Orange Street. The evidence suggests the
property which came into John Sweeny’s hands in 1878 was built by
the Colemans as a rental house, John Sweeny was an Irish emigrant
who was listed as a “laborer” in the 1870 census. After acquiring the
property, his status becomes that of “farmer”. Sweeny paid $4500 for
the property in 1878. In 1970, it was sold to A.I. DuPont for $40,000.
As noted, the building was demolished after our work had begun. Test
excavations indicated that prior disturbance was so extensive that little
information of value could be recovered.

The Bird-Husbands house is situated on a 15 acre tract which first
appears in the archival records in 1793 as part of a larger tract which
the records note was “Newark now called Pisgah.” William Bird
bought the piece from one Gunning Bedford, Jr. William Bird was a
carpenter who bought land and became a farmer. In the 1816 tax
records we find he had one small dwelling house, one horse and three
acres, which suggests he was only a part-time farmer. In 1837, he
added ten more acres, built a barn and and added more stock. Amos
Bird farmed with his father and ultimately inherited the land. In 1868,
he sold the farm to Andrew J. Husbands, and the will of William
Murphy indicates Amos left for Illinois soon after this transaction. A.
1. DuPont bought the property in 1908. Excavations showed the
grounds to be so severely disturbed that no further work was recom-
mended.

For frequent travelers on the Concord Pike, the Blue Ball which stands
on the right hand side of the road as they head toward Concord may be
a familiar landmark. A property we purused in our study bears direct
resemblance to this fixture. On the 1849 Rea and Price there appears a
structure labeled “Smithy." Oddly, neither the name nor the structure
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appears on any maps again until a 1917 U.S. Geological Survey map,
and then only a structure is indicated. The documentary records were
also silent until the 1905 tax assessment of J. Atwood Weldin, who
owned the property from 1896-1919. In that record, Weldin was
assessed $350 each for a blacksmith and a wheelwright shop. In
Weldin’s will, made in 1914, these buildings are described as being
situated at *Blue Ball Corner” on Atwood Road. Records indicate that
Charles A. Rotthouse (or Rothouse) operated these shops in the early
1900’s. The Wilmington City Directory gave Rothouse’s home
residence as Washington Street in that city and noted he was a wag-
onbuilder or blacksmith on Blue Ball Road. Relatives of Charles
Rotthouse who still live in the area confirm that he was the one who
constructed the blue ball which is seen by the many drivers who pass
along the pike. Much to our disappointment, excavations failed to find
any remains of this shop. A number of artifacts were recovered, but
few of these could be associated with either a smith or wheelwright
shop, and, indeed, most dated to the 20th century. Either all remains of
the shops have been long destroyed, or else they lay outside the study
area. Well, at least the blue ball emblem constructed by Mr. Rotthouse
still survives!

The next property to be studied contains the extensive remains of
Chestnut Hill, a very large plantation site consisting of multiple ruined
structures, among which are a large stone residence, a small stone
building which is perhaps a summer kitchen, a barn and adjoining
stable/corral area, in addition to several other structures of unknown
function but of considerable size. Chestnut Hill as an entity has a
history which extends back to 1680 when a survey was conducted for
the property’s owner, Ephraim Herman, for Han(s) Peterson. The
Empson family may have built the house after their acquisition of the
property in 1700 because a house is mentioned in a will in 1710. The
property passed through several owners during the next century or so.
From 1849-1860, John Bradford, a tenant, lived on and farmed the
property. In his household, besides himself, was his wife, nine chil-
dren, a 12 year old boy, a female domestic servant from Ireland and a
male farm laborer born in Pennsylvania. Bradford grew wheat, corn,
oats, Irish potatoes and hay. Livestock included horses, milk cows,
other cows and swine. In 1850, Bradford produced 2000 pounds of
butter from the milk of 15 cows.

Jacob R. Weldin married Hannah Talley, thereby becoming part of the
long-lived and numerous Talley family. Prior to 1862, Weldin farmed
35 acres left to him by his grandfather and caught shad in the Delaware
River to supplement his income. In that year, he bought Chesnut Hill,
According to a genealogy of the Talley family, the “land was impover-
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ished and the farm looked large and dilapidated” and the purchase,
despite the low price of $75 per acre, was “a gamble for a young
farmer”. Jacob never looked back and ultimately became one of the
most succesful dairy farmers in the area, and with 25 cows produced, in
1870, 11,250 pounds of butter. He was also a well rounded and
somewhat learned man as the “several history books and telescope”
inventoried in his will attest. His son, Jacob Atwood Weldin, contin-
ued to operate the farm, and it was this Jacob Atwood Weldin who
owned the blacksmith and wheelwright shops discussed previously. In
1934, the plantation was acquired by a Florida based holding company.

Investigating this site was a major undertaking because of the size and
the number of different buildings. The first step was to make a map,
and an accurate one was produced by surveyors from DELDOT. The
main structure is located within 25 feet of Weldin Road. It was at least
a 2 story, perhaps more, structure with a full basement; it measured 44
by 30 feet, and was built entirely of stone. References to it as a frame
structure in the tax records indicate it was probably covered by wood
siding at some point. This could be seen in the ruins. A good
stratigraphic sequence was noted from the limited excavations con-
ducted at the site and it is reasonable to expect that expanded excava-
tions would be able to isolate a full developmental sequence. One
impression gained from these limited excavations is the relative wealth
represented in the dishware assemblage from the Weldin Plantation as
opposed to anywhere else that we excavated in the 141 extended
project. This is especially evident in the relatively high frequency of
porcelain, Jacob A. Weldin's will inventory attests to some of this
wealth with its listing of marble top tables, silver spoons and feather
beds. As an aside, and mainly for car buffs, Jacob Atwood Weldin’s
will in 1919 noted a Hupmobile valued at $800 and a “Ford car” valued
at $75. Wealth differences are, of course, expected, but data recovered
from expanded excavations at Weldin and other locations in the 141
extended project area will allow firm comparisons about the material
culture differences between factory and mill workers, truck gardeners,
small scale farmers and the richer farmers with greater land holdings.
The potential of this type of analysis and others which will be con-
ducted with any future work is exciting!

As we bring our trip to a close, we will stop at the Blue Ball Tavern for
a look around. The land on which the tavern was located was part of
Chesnut Hill tract mentioned earlier, and the owner of Chestnut Hill
from 1749-1771, Joshua Mortonson, was, appropriately enough, an
innkeeper. Whether or not there was a tavern on the property at this
juncture is not known, but by 1804 we could certainly have purchased
some ale to slake our thirst. The innkeeper serving us would have been
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Thomas McKee, who must have been kin to Andrew Mckee, Jr., who
bought 10 acres of land from Mortonson in 1777. Andrew McKee was
a weaver. He only held title for 10 years, but, even today, local
residents refer to a hill on this tract as “McKee’s Hill” (we should all
have such immortality for so little an effort!). In 1811, we would have
bought drinks and food from George Miller. That same year, the Blue
Ball Tavern was also used as a polling place. By 1852, innkeeper’s
fare and hospitality would have been hard to come by because the inn
had now become the Blue Ball Farm. Ah, how transient are the
pleasures of this life! Even more poignant is that, by 1888, the original
Blue Ball Tavern building was converted and enlarged into a farm-
house. Charles Rotthouse, however, a true romantic, commemorated
the old tavern, as noted in the discussion of the “smithy”, with his
concrete blue ball “sculpture”,
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THE END OF THE JOQURNEY

As we pull back into our home port, we can reflect on what we have
been able to glimpse. We have seen the expansion of settlement into
the interior part of New Castle County, with very large land holdings
appearing in the 17th century. Of these, we only had the briefest
glimpse, The windows become somewhat more clear in the 18th
century as the landholdings, still relatively large, become smaller and
have names attached. Roads show up, but these are small roads,
apparently in bad shape. In the late 1700’s, along the more heavily
traveled of these roads, we see taverns and inns spring up.

In the 1800°s major changes occurred. We caught glimpses of the
growing mill complexes on the Brandywine, a stream sought after by
incipient industry because of its water power. As these mills grew and
farming intensified, we caught our first glimpses of houses. Roads
were improved and, as travel along these roads increased, more taverns
and inns appeared. All of these developments intensified as the years
rolled by during the 19th century. Although farms seem to have
decreased in size, production increased. A number of farms, especially
those close to Wilmington, as well as the growing Brandywine indus-
tries, switched to commercial production, especially in dairying. This
kind of change in farm production is understandable because the
products of dairy farms are perishable and need to be near the cities and
good routes of transportation. A companion type of agricultural
production to dairy farming at this time was truck gardening, and we
saw a number of small landholdings with people who specialized in
vegetable crops destined for the mill families and the city of Wilming-
ton. A number of these people were probably former industrial
workers along the Brandywine who saved to buy a plot of land. We
even caught a glimpse of a hardworking farm family who took a
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gamble on a run-down plantation and turned it into one of the more
productive dairy farms. Absentee landlords become more common,
and even lower level workers like millwrights, blacksmiths and
wheelwrights came into possession of small farms, leasing them to
tenants. Mills and related industries grew more numerous. Some rose
and fell with the vagaries in the market place. One family, the Du-
Ponts, continued to be successful and their business (like the classic
American “rags to riches” story) grew and grew until they became the
major landholders in the area,

Indeed, our whole trip has been a slice of American history over the
past three centuries. We have had tantalizing glimpses into the
windows of hotels and inns, tenant farmers, mill workers, dairy
farmers, truck gardeners, industrialists, and artisans. They are all gone
now; their inheritance lies in names like the DuPont Company, Murphy
Road, Barley Mill Road, Weldin Road, Husbands Creek or Mckee’s
Hill, or in a symbol like the Blue Ball, visible to all who pass but
meaningless to those not aware of its history. We also have the tumbled
down structures, the buried stone foundations and sidewalks, the
discarded broken bottles and dishes, the lost coins - the refuse of life.
There are many more windows and stories here, generations of them in
the records housed in the various repositories throughout the state.
Thank goodness for an efficient bureaucracy and for the ceramic
shards, bottle fragments, animal bones, and arrowheads! Together, the
archeologists and the State, through archeological projects such as this
one, are allowing us to open these windows and write the stories of the
DuPonts, Weldins, Grants, Husbands and Murphys, the great, the near
great, the not-so-great, and the anonymous.

Until the next trip, we turn off the lights and shut down the engines.
Goodbye!
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Archeology —

Artifacts —

The scientific recovery of material evidence remaining
from human life and culture in past ages; the study of this
evidence.

Obijects produced or shaped by human workmanship.

Base Camp —

Cooper —

Deed —

Estuary —

Hamlet —

Historic —

Hundred —

In prehistoric archeology, a site that was inhabited by a
group for an extended period of time, sometimes
permanently; a site of activities associated with
day-to-day living.

A craftsman who makes wooden tubs and casks.

A contract that legally transfers ownership of property
from one person or group to another.

The wide, lower part of a river where fresh water mixes
with salt water from the sea; an area rich in natural
resources such as plants, fish, animals, and fowl.

In prehistoric archeology, a grouping of several small
houses lived in by families that were possibly related.

In archeology, the period beginning with the arrival of
Europeans in America; the period of recorded history.

An English administrative division of land used by early
settlers in some American colonies.

Hypothesis —

In science, a statement that must be tested through
research before it can be accepted as true.

55



Linguist —

Midden —

A scholar who studies the structure of human speech; ‘
archeologists rely on linguists to interpret Native |
American languages and to trace similarities between

them.

In archeology, a layer of trash left by the people who
lived at a site, often covering large areas of the site. Ata
prehistoric site a midden may contain pieces of broken
pottery, animal bones and other food remains; at a historic
site a midden may contain pieces of broken plates, glass,
nails, and so forth.

National Register of Historic Places —

Perch —

A list of prehistoric and historic archeological sites and
structures deemed to be significant and worthy of intense
investigation and/or preservation. This list is kept by the
National Park Service and includes sites that meet one of
three criteria: few sites like them are known to exist in
the area; an important person was associated with them;
and they yield important scientific information.

In English land measurement, a unit of length equal to 5.5
yards; also called a ‘pole’ or ‘rod’.

Prehistoric —

Privateer —

In archeology, the period of Native American habitation
before the arrival of the Europeans. In the Middle
Atlantic, this began at roughly 9500 B.C. (almost 12,000
years ago) and continued to roughly 1500 A.D. (almost
500 years ago).

The commander of a privately owned ship authorized by
the government during war time to attack and capture
enemy vessels.

Quarry Site —

In prehistoric archeology, a site where stone for making
tools was gathered. Sometimes tools were also made at
these sites, fashioned through a process known as ‘flint
knapping’ which involved hitting the stone with another
rock and systematically chipping off pieces.
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Research Design —

Tenancy —

The plan developed by archeologists before they ’
undertake their field work; an outline that guides
research based on the goals of the project.

Lands and buildings that are rented; property that is
occupied and used by someone other than the owner in
exchange for rent.

Transient Camp —

Will —

In prehistoric archeology, a small site briefly occupied
by only a few people who left the base camp for
necessities that could not be acquired there; a hunting
camp, for example, is a tansient camp.

A legal document detailing the way a person wished
his/her possessions disposed of at death,
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