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INTRODUCTION

Franklin Court IV is the latest in a series of archaeological
investigations‘dating back to the 1950's at Benjamin Franklin's house
fiteo The site is located on the south side of Market Street between
Third and Fourth Streets in Philadelphia,‘Pénnsylvania. ( See Insets,
Drawing FC-IV:.38) Historically, Franklin Court consisted of Franklin'é
dwelling on the south end of the property and rental houses on the
north end of the property fronting Market Street! The property,
currently part of Independence National Historic Park, includes not.
only the property actually owned by Franklin ( the rear court area or
house site, 316 Market Street, 318 Market Street, 322 Market Street,
and Orianna Street),but also two lots fronting Market Street never
owned by Franklin ( 314 Marlet Street and 320 Market Street) and a
strip of land on the southwest side of Franklin Court behind
324 Market Streetyadded by Franklin's descendents in 1812.

Between 1708 and 1720, five small two-story brick and frame
houses were built by Willi;m Boulding, John Read, aﬁd Henry Frogley
oﬁ the Market Street front of what was later to become Franklin Court.
( The summary history of the property,inéluded as an introduc;ion to
this reporé,is fully 60cumented in the historical reﬁor;s for the

individual properties and in the.1971 Franklin Court Report which

includes a full set of Historic Base Maps for the entire blork). These

small houses were standing in 1723 when Benjamin Franklin arrived in

- Philadelphia. It was here on the front steps of John Read's dwelling

that he first saw his future wife,Deborah Read, and in Read's tenant
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house next door, he was first.employed in the printing office
of William Keimer, ( FC-IV: 38) ( The first years of Franklin's

residence in Philadelphia are recounted in The Autobiography)

During the next 30 years, Franklin lived in a series of
rented houses and established his printing business on the north
side of Market Street near Second Street. Franklin had acquired a
quarter interest in John Read's property by his marriage to Deborah.
By 1752, he had also acquired the quarter interest of Deborah's
sister Frances Croker and the half interest of her brother John.

In 1752, Franklin also acquired on ground rent the remainder of
the lot west of the.Read property from which Frogley's lot (320 Market
Street) had been sub-divided. ( Drawing FC-IV: 38) .

' A decade later, in 1762, Franklin began construction of his
dwelling on the vacant south end of his Market Street property.
Franklin's house actually stood wholly on the Read property with
two 33' wide vacant lots to tﬁe east and west of the building.
Franklin finally pirchased the lot on the east side of the house in

1765 when the building was virtually completed. (See ''Siting",

B, Liggett, 1971 Franklin Court Report, for a full discussion of
the Georgian éoncepts of proportion involved in the siting of
Franklin's dwelling.) Although né legal property line separated
Franklin's house from his Market Street houses, the garﬁen wall
(Feature 34) provided a functional division of thg property

between that which was owner-occupied and that which was tenant-
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occupied. The original entry, to Franklin's house was located

at the west end of Franklin Court, presently 322 Market Street.

Although Franklin's dwelling was completed by 1765, he
was not to live there for more than a few months &uring the nexf
twenty years. In 1785, after two decades of government service
abroad in England and France, Franklin returned to fhiladelphia.
-Soon after his return, he embarked on a major rebuilding progranm
at Franklin Court. He added a new wing to the east side of his
dwelling, took down the three early 18th_century houses on the
Market Street front, built twe new houses separated by a covered
pass#ge,_relocatéd the entry to his house through the covered
passage, and erected a new house on the Qacant lot previously
used as his entry. (Dfawing FC-1V: 39) Franklin also erected a
printing office for his grandson, Benjamin Franklin Bache, between
his dwelling and the Market Streeé houses. This structure is desrribed
as being located over the passage ( the present Orianna Street) and
probably.étobd north of the 1765 garden wall, possibly utilizing
part of the wall in 1ts-foundations. |

Ten years later in 1797, thé early 18th century house on
Othe east side of Franklin Court' (- 314 Market Strﬁeé) was taken -
down and replaced by a new three-story dwelling. A few years later,
the old Frogley house ( 320 Market Street) was also taken down and
replaced by a new d@elling.

Franklin died in 1790, leaving the property to his son-in-law,

Richard Bache. The stable, first mentioned in the 1798 Direct Tax,

B .
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was probably erected by Bache rather than by Franklin. The Direct
Tax Assessment locates this structure behind the present 316 Market
Street. Like the printing office; this structure was probably
located north of the garden éall. i
Bache died in 1810 leaving'sevén heirs. In order to
equitably partition the proberty kppwn as Franklin Court, it was
necessary to sub-divide it into & number of small lots. This was
accomplished in 1812, by establishing property lines for fhe Market
Street houses, running the covered passage entry through to

the south end of Franklin Court, and dividing the south end of the

’property inte 2 number of small lots fronting on the east and west:

side of this new street. Eventuallf this street was opened through to
Chestnut Street ( the present Orianna Street ),
Shortly thereafter, Franklin's dwelling was torn down and

small houses built on the sub-divisions. Most of the propérties

‘were sold but some of these sub-divided lots remainéd in the hands

of Franklin's descendents until the mid-19th century. During this
period of early 19th century reorganization and redevelopment at
Franklin Court, William Duane ( married to the widow of Benjamin

Franklin Bache and one of Richard Bache's heirs) added the 17 1/2'

"strip on the southwest side of Franklin Court behind 324 Market

Street. This lot was eventually sub-divided and added to thé

bounding Orianna Stfeeé.ﬁroperties. ( Drawing FC-IV: 41)



19th century. By 1865, the pfesent four and five story structures

were standing. The Orianna Sfreet houses on the east side of Franklin
Court were left substantially intact dqr{ng this befiod with some
alterations to the fabric of thé.sﬁructﬁrés,sucﬁ as the consQlidation
of tﬁo build#ngs into one of_tﬁe aédition of a fourth story. On the
other hand, the-properties_én'the.west side of Orianna Street under-
went more substantial élteratioﬁ and fédevelopment during tﬁg late.
19th and early-20th century yith the construétton of several large
buildiﬁgs with deep cellars. U

INHP acquired the Franklin Court;properties-in i952. Initial
archaeologicai investigations were carried out in the cellaré of the

Orianna Street houses by Paul M. Schumacher. Among Schumacher's finds

were a8 brick-lined pit later identified as the original 1765 privy for

the Franklin house and a section of the house wall,

The Orianna Street buildings werevsubsequenely;demolished-and the-

cellars filled. In 1962, more extensiﬁe excavations were carried out

by B. Bruce Powell. Poweli excavated the entire length of Orianna

.Street from the rear or south property line of Franklin Court to the

vaults under Orianna Street.abouEfSO' soqth.of Market'Streét..Among
Poweli's finds ( from soufh t§_north) we%e: the sbuth'garQen wall,
fragments of the house and_areaway-wallé, the'1787.privy,_ce11ar floor
peving, the ice house, the north garden wall, a complex of walls

running north/south on the west side of Orianna Street and a patch of
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burned earth identified at the time as John Roger's kiln site. Other
excavations by Powell included a test trench on the east property line
of Franklin Court about 25' north of the southeast corner of the
property and.extensive excavations in the cellars of the Market Street
houses. The small excavation along the east properfy line exposed
another fragment of Franklin's garden wall. Extensive excavations in
316 Market Street, 318.Market Street, 320 Market Street.and 322 Market
Street exposed walls, areaway paving, and several brick-lined pits
associated with Franklin's 1787 houses. In each case, Powell con-
centrated on the mid-cellar areas coincident with the rear walls of
the 1787 houses. Excavation in the cellar.of 314 Market Street
consisted of a single t;gt trepch at the north end of the cellar

along the 314-316 Market Street party wali.

As a result of Powell's excaQations, Franklin's house was
located on the exposed wall fragments,even though no corners had been found
and side to side exposure beyond the width of Orianna Street had not
been undértaken except to excavate the ice house. Later investigations
of the house site by Barbara Liggett ( Franklin Court I, II, and III )
proved this siting of the house to be incorrect. The northeast and
southeast corners of ;he 1787 addition were discovered 17 1/2' east of
the wall fragment 1dentified by_?owell as the east wall of Franklin's
addition. What Pdwell had identified as the east wall of the 1787
addition was actually tﬁe east wall of the house itself, and what Powell
called the east wall of the house was actually a north/south partition

wall mentioned in the 1766 insurance survey of the Franklin house. The
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ice hduse, which Powell identified as an interior.feature,iwas artually
an exterior feature located next to the west wall of the house.

The present series of excavations by Ms., Liggett (FC-I,II, iII, and
IV) began in 1970. Franklin Court I and II were initially conceived
in terms of specific problems confronting the INHP architects.
Discovery of the outline of the original house at 320 Market Street,
on the 318-320 party wali,indicated that the facade of this structure
originally extended 4' beyond the present building line. FC-I involved
excavations under the sideﬁalk‘in front of 320 Market Street éo
confirm or refute this architectural observation. A stone wall was
found in the predicted location,indicating that the facade of 320 Market
Street did, indeed, extend 4' beyond the present building line. There
was also evidence that the other early 18th century houses may also
have been situated 4' farther north than the present buildings. FC-II
involved limited test excavations in the south end of Franklin
Céurt. Several structures mentioned in documents, including the wasﬁ
house, the bath house, the stable, and the printing office had not
been definitely located. Nor. had any clear-cut evidence of original
grade. been found. During the course of these investigations, the corners
of the 1787 addition were located, Excavations along the rear property
line exposed no ordiﬁary wall footing but a large retaining wall
~ extending 14' below present grade. Powell had failed to expose.this.
feature to its full depth,

On the basis of the results of the FC-II test excavations,

FC-III was undertaken, The objectives of this phase of investigation



included the removal by heavy machinery of the rubble fill in the

cG}lars along the east side of Orianna Street, complete excavation
of the sub-floor areas of these Orianna Street house. sites, and
selected re-excavation of features related to the Franklin house.
Finds during this phase of work included: a late 18th rentury privy
probably associated with the Franklin‘house and built by Richard
Bache ( Feature ''Charlie'), a fragment of the east wall of the 1787
addition, compiete exposure of the corners.previously excavated as
well as complete exposure of éhe robbed wall trenches associated
with demolition of the addition, and several brick-lined pits

associated with the Orianna Street houses. (B. Liggett, 1971 Franklin

Court Report, Franklin Court I, II, and III)

Franklin Court IV, current in the series of excavations at

FPanklin Court included two phases: investigation of the cellars

-of the Market Street houses,and deep machine excavation of the

rear court area outside the wood shelter erected by INHP to protect
the excavated house site. Included in the second phase of excavation
was selected-test{ng in Orianna Street north of the present building

line.

Unique in terms of archaeology in the urban environment was

the opportunity to undertake the ¢omplete, controlled excavation

of five ajoining house sites, Stripping each cellar interior from
front to back,rather than trenching in selected aréas,exposed

18 brick or wood-lined pits. These features yiélded over 30,000
artifacts déting from the late 17th century to the mid-19th century
including over 1200 vessels(.a number of which were whole or nearly

whole) and several thousand bones which were analyzed separately.'
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These artifacts and the features in which they were found yielded

critical evidence about the deveiopment of the block, the life style of
its residents, and the significance of the features themselves
as part of the urban enviromnment. The appearance of a large number
of wasters, kiln furniture, kiln debris, and vessels subsequently
identified as local by cbmparison with the wasters, cast neﬁ light on
potting as an economic activity in thé colonial city.- (Franklin
Court 1V, v. VI)

With the support and cooperation of the Museum Section of INHP,
park administration, Eastern Parks and Monuments Associgtion and the
Haas Community’Fund, a majorjexhibit was developed around the

1

Franklin Court‘IV artifacts and a catalog of the exhibit published.

ORdANIZATION OF THE REPORT

The Franklin Court IV final report encompasseé six volumes,
Volume I contains the final report, the field report on the
e#cavation of the cellars of the Market Street houses, general site
drawings, the bag list, and a full bibliégraphy of resources used in
the preparation of each ;rea of analysis: artifacts, bones; and
historical materials, Volumes II, III, and IV are organized by cellar.
These volumes contain the historical reports on each of the Market
Street houses, the analytical report on each of the features or areas

excavated in a given cellar, the bone analysis for Feature 9 and

‘Peature 22, and relevant feature or area drawings. For purposes of

easy reference, the field catalog has been broken down by feature or

poemyan s




area &f excavation and included.as appendices to the analytical
reports. Volume V deals wiéh the deep machine excavation in the

reayr court and the selected test trenches in Ofianna Street. This -
volume éontains the field reporé; analytical reports, bag list, and
field catalog for this phase of the Franklin Court IV investigations.
Volume VI is the vessel catalog. In addition to the field catalog
which lists artifact content by field associations, identifiable
vessels from six major features or areas of excavation have been
cafalogued separately. (Feature §, Feature 10, Feature 22,

Feature 25, Feature 26, and 322 Rear) These features and areas of
excavation yielded 2f,746 artifacts or 84.0% of the total artifact
content of the Frénklin Coqrt IV projectf 1235 vessels , many
of which are whole or nearly whole, are listed in the cataloge
Each vessel is cross-indexed to the field catalogs by feature
number, context identification,»and artifact number., Also included in
Volume VI-are the artifact drawings and general remarks about the

finds and their relevance as cultural data.

CONCLUSIONS

Undoubtedly, the most important features encountered during
the Franklin Court IV excavatioﬁs'were eighteen wood and brick
1lined pits: fifteen during excavétion of Fhe Market Street house
sites and three during deep hachiﬁe excavation of thg rear court
area. All were filled and the fill from these features yielded
23, 764 artifacts. Analysis and inferpretation of these features and

their contents were of paramount importance. At the same time,
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it was also necessary to deal with the on-going questions that
had initially prompted this series of investigations, specifically:
1. Confirmation of historic grade and contours of the site.
2. Location of the print house and stable.
3. Recording of any additional structural evidence which
might still exist below ground of the early 18th century
Market Street houses, Franklin's dwelling, or the 1787

houses,

Historic Grade and Topography:

During previous projects in the current series of excavagions
at Franklin Qourt, it had been estimated that historic grade was
about 8' below 320 datu%#hear the Market Street front of the
Franklin Court block and sloped toward the south reaching its
low point.in Chestnut Street at Orianna Street. The estimate of
8' below 320 datum was inferred from the correlation of the
elevations of various archaeological and architectural features on
siter The historic contours of the site had been inferred from the
observable difference iﬁ gréde between the Market Street and
Chestnut Street sides of the block. The existe;ce of a substantial
drop in elevation from the north to the south end of the propérty
during the iSth century was also suggested by the necessity of
constructing a deep retaihing wall along the south property line

at the time Franklin's dwelling was erected. It was also speculated

* See Jeff Kenyon, Field Report, v. I, pg. 83 for definition of
320 datum.
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that the areaway wall located about 5' south of the south wall of
the house may have served as a retaining wall to hold earth around

the foundations of the structure. (B. Liggett, 1971 Franklin Court

Report) At no point during previous excavations had a measﬁfhble
historic surface been found to confirm these.inferences.

Ekposurg of an undisturbed portion of the surface of_
Franklin's 1765-1787 entry at the rear of 322 Market Street
provide@ the first evidence of historic grade found at Franklin
Court. The elevation of the driveway surface ranged from 8.03'-
8.05' below 320 datum, thus confirming the previous estimate of
8' below 320 datum arrived at analytically. ( Analytical Report,
322 ﬁear, v.4) .

No direct eQidence of historic gradé was found at the south
end of Franklin Court. All traces of the historic surface-had been
obliterated by 19th century building and re-building. However,
the configuration of the Qpper surface of an undisturbed red clay
stratum exposgd in deep section from a point 140' south of Market
Street to the rear property line, 366' south of Market Street,
confirmed the existence of a natural north to south.slope with
an estimated despen+ of 3.5' froﬁ the 140S stake to the rear

or south property line. ( Drawing FC-IV: 36)

The Printing Office and Stable

One of Franklin's 1786-1787 building projects at Franklin

Court was the construction of a printing office for his grandson,
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Benjamin Franklin Bache. Although this structure is well-documented in
historical references, it had.nevef been precisely located on site or
identified in the context of existing archaeological features.

| In his will dated 17 July, 1788, Franklin mentioned the .
printing office, located "...between my dwelling-and the front houses..."
("Lasé Will and Testament of Banjamin Franklin! transcript in the INHP
Archives taken from ms. A.P.S.) 15 January, 1791, an insurance policy
issued to Richard Bache described the structure as a two story brick
building 20' x 48' including a 10' alley. ( M.A. Policy # 255)

In the 1971 Franklin Court Report, it was hypothesized that the

printing office was located over the 10' passage between the present
316 and 318 Market Street just north of_the garden wall_( Feature 34)
separating Franklin's house site'at the south'end of the property from
the rental houses fronting Market Street. It was also suggested that the
printing office may have incorporated part of the garden wall into its
foundations. (FO\V-39)
Documentary évidence for the stable was less substantial,
In 1776, Franklin's domestic accounts show an entry:
Pd. Benj® Williamson in full fér
Building Stabie & Coach House with
Shiff[?] etc. 54£ 6s 6 1/2 d
(¥s. A.P.S.) '
There 1s no indication, héwever, that this stable was
erected at Franklin Court. At the = time Franklin owned other city
land as well as a few acres of Liberty Land outside the city, on

any of which the aforementioned stable might presumably have been built,

o apastinmm,
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The documents cited below indicate that this was the case: the stable
and coach house* mentioned in the 1776 account book entry was apparently
built someplace other than at Franklin Court,

No mention of a stable and coach house was included
in the description of the buildings at Franklin Court which appear
in Franklin's will. Two years after Franklin's death in 1792, Richard
Bache wrote his son, Benjamin Franklin Bache, concerning the rental
of Franklin's dwelling, stating he would build a stable if the tenants wanted
it. ( Letter from Richard Bache to Benjamin Franklin Bache, 23 July,
1792, INHP Archives) Six years later, tﬁe 1798 Direct Tax assessment
for Middle Ward listéd a two story brick coach house and stable
located behind 106 [present 316] Market Street. (INHP Archives,
Microfilm Collection) Apparently the stable and coach house at
Franklin Court was built by Bache in the 1790's and was in no way
related to the stable and coach house mentioned by Franklin in 1776,

Neither the printing office nor the coach house and
stable were mentioned in the 1812 partition of Franklin Coﬁrt
among the heirs of Richard Bache. Therefore, these structures
were probably torn down at thé same time Franklin's dwelling was
demolished.

From what has already Seen inferred about Franklin's
concepts of land use at Franklin Court, it is unlikely that he, who
had initially péid such close attention to the siting of his dwelling

and subsequently to the siting of the addition, would have then

* The term ''stable and coach house' presumably refers to one structure:
part of which was divided into horse stalls and part left open for
the carriages or coach. The 1798 Direct Tax clearly refers to a
single structure.
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intruded upon this plan, or indeed, on his own privacy, by locating
the printing office south of the garden wall, At the time the
printing office was built, there was about 90' of open space ex-

‘ tending from the north .side of the garden wall to the rear building

line of the Market Street houses. This area was of sufficient width on

both the east and west sides of the 10' passage (Orianna Street) to
accomodafe a structure the size of the printing office. It is also
reasonable to assume that the printing office would not ‘have been
loéated directly abutting the M&rkét Street houses, but would have
been situated so as to leave some open yard space at the rear of
these. structures.

Until the partition of 1812 created legal property lines

for the Market Street house lots, the garden wall marked the functional

boundarybetween Franklin's dwelling house lot at the south end of
Franklin Court and the houses fronting Market Street on the north.

(1971 Franklin Court Report.) The specific association of the stable

and coach house with the area behind 106 [present 316] Market
Street in the 1798 Direct Tax places this structure north of the
garden wall and on the east side of the passage, Since the stable
was built several years after the printing office, it was necessary
to consider in its siting not only the provision of some yard area
for the Market Street house ,but also the location of the east

wing of the printing office. In other words, the printing office
must have been so situated that is was possible fof Richard Bache
to build the stable and coach house behind 106 (present 316) Market

Street with out unduly inconveniencing the occupant of the house on

b m—
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the east side of the passage. ‘ K

In the context of these considerations, location of

the printing office at the north side of the garden wall, possibly even
incorporating part of the wall in its foundations, was the most likely '
site for this structure (Drawing FC IV: 39) It not only fit the existing

historical evidence but also satisfied the practical considerations

of spatial needs so critical in the developmenf of an intensively

used urban property. Moreover, this placément of the printing office

left sufficient opén space on the north side of the east wing of

the structure for subseﬁuent construction of a stable #nd coach

house .behind 106 [present 316] Market Street several years later.
However logical this hypothetical consfruct may appear,

it must also be evaluated in terms of existing archaeological remains.

During the 1962 excavations at Franklin Court, Powell exposed a

-wall complex north of the garden wall running under the west side of

Orianna Street about 4' east of the present building line. This wall
comﬁlex extended from a butt joint at the garden wall along the

1787 building line oﬂ the west side of the passage gradually merging
into the east wall of the present Suilding at 318 Market Street

whére Orianna Street narrows to the original 10' width of the covered
passage. (See TFig.l) Portions of kﬁese wall fragments were re-exposéd
during the current series of excavations to determine what, if any,
relationship may have existed between these features and the west

wing of the printing office. All traces of the stable and the east

P —
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wing of the printing office were probably destroyed during construction
of the present buildings on the east side of Orianna Street. During the
mid-19th century expansion and reconstruction of the Market Street
houses, Orianna Street south of the covéred portion of the 10' passage
had been widened from 10' to 14' by locating the east wall of the 318
Market Street rear addition about 4' west of the original 1787

building line. This off-set resulted in the below-surface preservation
of the wall fragments found aloﬁg the weﬁt side of Orianna Street.

On the other hand, the 19th century building line on the east side

of Orianna Street followed the 1787 building line. Deep foundations,

especially those for the 314 sub-cellar, destroyed all evidence of
earlier structures. ‘

- In terms of existing archaeological features, there'are
only two places where the printing office might have been located:
either at the garden wall itself with Feature 33 ( a north/south
wall fragment) the e;st wall of the west wing of the printing office,
or at the corner (Featqre 31-31A) located 50' north of the garden
wall, this feature being the southeast corner of the west wing.
Feature 31-31A was eliminated from consideration when no return was
found at the expected location of the northeast corner, 20' north of
the exposed corner. (FC'IV:BS) |

Both the garden wall (Featuré 34) and the north/south
wall butting into it (F;ature 33) were substantial enough to have _
supported a two story brick building. There were heavy mortar deposits

on the top of the existing wall fragments but no definitive structural

——— oty
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evidence could be found. There were traces of a collapsed stone wall on
the east side of Orianna Street at the expected location of the west
wall of the east wing of the printing office but the area was too
severely disturbed to make any positive feature identification.

(FC-IV: 25 and 28) The best evidence for the existence of a

structure at this location was the discovery of the lower part of

a rectangular, wood-lined privy under the east side of Orianna Street

and what would have been the west wall of the east wing of the printing

office. The undisturbed portion of this feature was found at 1l1' below
320 datum or approximately 3' below 18th century grade. (See Feature3l5,
v.V) The artifact content of this feature indicates it was filled in
th; mid-18th century some 25-30 years prior to construction of the
printing office.Demolition of the upper .part of this feature would not
have been necessary to accomodate the 10' passage into Franklin's
house unless some kind of structure also intruded upon it. As the
sepfion drawing shoﬁs; the collapsed wall fragment sits directly over
the feature. If this is indeed the wal of the printing office, then
the building had no cellar,

Assuming that the printing office was located on the
north side of the garden wall and centered over the 10' passage
where it entered the house lot, would satisfy the historical
evidence and fit existing archaéological remains. This location
would have left sufficient open space behind the Market Street
houses at the same time it provided Franklin with added privacy by
actually shielding his house and garden from view of the rental

properties. The exposed corner 50' north of the garden wall on the
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west side of Orfanna Street (Feature 31, 31A) was probaply a wall
separating the yard area behind the Market Street House on tﬁe
vest side of the passage from the open yard area associaged with
the printing office. A break in the north/south wall, 26' north of
the gavden wall, recorded by Powell in i962 was probably an entry
into the printing_office and pringing office yard. This location
for the printing officé alse fits the dimensions given.for the
printing office lot in an undated manuscript in the collection
of Benjamin Franklin Bache s papers at Princeton University.

This document, & property inventory of either Franklin's estate
or Richard Bache's eetate,lists as Lot # 8, Printing Office and

- lot, 65'3" % 52'-6" ( Benjamin Franklin Bache Mise. Correspondence,'

. AM.14666, wmss. Princeton University) Figure 1 shows this siting

relative to existing archaeological features.

| ' Sevéral years after construction of the printing
office, when Riéhafd_Béche‘efecéed e stsble and coach house
behind the Market Street_house 6n tﬁe east éide of the passage,
he. probapiy L0CRTEd AT OO LUE HULLU .BAUT UL LIE TaoL wiug vi
the érinting office, lemving:aﬁptoximately éhe same amount of
open space behind each of the Market Street hoﬁses. Uﬂfortunately,
due to subsequent construction on_site, thié bypothesis con=
cerning the locmtioﬁ of the stable and coach-house"canéot be

tested in the ground.
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Other Structural Evidence

Excavations in the cellars of the Market Street buildings
yielded little new information about the early 18th century houses
fronting Market Street or the houses erected by Franklin and his
neighbors in the late 18th century and early 19th century on the sites
of these earlier structures. Nearly all traces of these structures were
destroyed during subsequent periods of rebuilding. The best evidence
for these early buildings at Franklin Court remains the architectural
information recorded in the party walls and in historical documents
such as the insurance surveys.

: . exposed
Feature 18, a stone wall fragment_Ain the vault
under the Market Street sidewalk at the north end of the 316 Market:
Street cellar,may be related to the early 18th century houses on this
site, The wall fragment was found about 4' north of the present
Market Street building line in approximately the same location as the
wall fragment exposed in fromt of 318 and 320 Market Street during

Franklin Court I. (B.Liggett, 1971 Franklin Court Report.) Historically,

the property at 316.Market Street was associated with the easternmost
Read house and the westerﬁmost Boulding house., Discovery of this

wall would.seem to confirm the hypothesis that all five of the early
eighteenth century houses stood 4; north of the pfesent building line.
However, the north face of this wall was not exposed nor were
measurements taken. Unftil thié wall fragment is fully exposed and

measured, verification of its identification is open to question.
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Feature 19, the north stairwell footing of~Franklin's
1787 house'at 316 Market Street was also exposed. This wés the
onlj new evidence for the 1787 houses found during the Franklin
Court IV exca&ations.

Exposure of the 1765-1787 driveway surface at. the rear
of 322 Market Street substantiated the previously documented
location of this feature and played a critical role in establishing
an elevation for historic grade relative to the archaeological datum,

Excavations in the cellar 6f 314 Market Street exposed a series of

" circular unlined pits (Features1-8). It . is hypothesized in the

analytical report for 314 Market Street ( v.2) that these.features
were related to the process of houée construction rather than

use by océupants of the site. It . is suggested that these features
served as 'sumps to drain the cellar holes during construction in
1797):nd the mid-19th century and filled as soon as they were no
longer ﬁeeded. No similar features were found in the other cellars
at Franklin Court nor have they been found, to date, on other con-
temporary Philadelphia sites. Thus,. the function of these features
remains conjectural.

Deep machine exéavatioﬁ in the south end of the court
produced no additional information concerning the location of
Franklin's well, the wash house zc} the bath house; 211 features
mentioned in historical references. Most of the wall fragments
exposed during this phase of excavation were related to the early
19th century Orianna Street houses or later structures replacing

them. Re~excavation of the fragments of Franklin's garden wall (1765)

on the east side of Franklid Court(no feature number) and on the
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north side of the deep machine excavation (Feature 34) confirmed that
the footings for these features were at the elevat;ons previously
recorded by Powell. Thus,the deep retaining wall found during the
Franklin Court II excavations at the south end of tﬁe property

was not characteristic of the entire garden wall but was. intended

to serve a special funetion i.e. té keep Franklin's yard from

washing into Chestnut Street during a heavy rain.

The Brick or Wood-Lined Pits

Of the 18 brick orfwéod-lined pits found during the Franklin
Court IV excavation: 11 were completely excavated (Feature 9, 10, 11,
16, 17, 21, 22, 24, 25, 28, and 50), two were sectioned and bottom
elevations determined although total artifact content was not
retrieved (Feature 26 and 35), and three were sampled or partially
excavated with no determination of bottom elevations (Feature 20, 29,
and 36)., Feature 29 was closed after a cave-in, Feature 20 égs
closed after removal of a foot or two of interior fill when it was
discovered that the feature still functioned as a cess pool, and
-Féature 36 in the deep machine excavation was filled by the bull~
dozer before measurements could be taken. Two feature ( Feature 23 and 27)
were iqaccessible and could not'bé excavated while the present structures
are standing. Detailed analysis of each of these features and their
contents are included in volumes II-V of this repoft. For purposes of

comparative analysis, only the completely excavated or sectioned

features were considered.




‘Dating and Historical Associations Closing ( i.e. filling) dates

for the thirteen features under consideration were determined in-
dependently by artifact content analysis. Historical assocfations
and éates for feature cons;ructionland use were then determined by
correlation with the appropriate historic base maps. ( See 1971

Franklin Court Report for the full series of block base méps.

Drawings FC-1V: 38-41 included in this report are the Historic
Bsse Maps for the Franklin Court Properﬁies.)
T;ken together, these thirteen féatures span the entire

range of site océupation from the early léth cenfury to park
acquisition of the Frapk}in:Coutt properties in the early 1950's. -
None of the 18th ceptﬁry featufés or fheir.cbnteﬁts ;an be
associated with Ftanklin-gr with h{s household. As eventual owner
of three of tﬁe early 18th century Markét'Street houses andltheir
préherties(ﬁs well as & vacant lot on the west side of Franklin
Court used»by Franklin after 1765 as .the ent;y'to his house loql
Frankiin excercised control over.land.use and presémably over the
selection of ﬂis tenants. However, whgf evidence of daily life
._ on site can be inferred from the arch;eolégical-record belongse
to the occupants of these dwellings and not to the owner. The same
" holds trué'for the properties at 314 Market Street and 320 Market
- Street, never owneé by Franklin. Unfortunately, large gaps e*ist

in the documentation of.site occuéation during most of the 18th
'centufy. Prior to‘i780, most information aboui occupancy is spot
documentation, that is to say, occupant identification for a given

property at a given point in time,such as that found in dated

v
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insurance surveys, probate records, account book entries, or
newspaper sdvertisement; 1isting properties for rent or ssle,
Only s feé tax lists and no censuses exisé. Thus many occupants
of an urban site like Franklin Court are histofically anonymous;
they come and go without appearing iﬁ the historical record,
Moreover, it is virtually 1m§ossib1e to calculate length of te:yre
and tenant turnover with any accuracy fot.the known occupants.
Thus, in the colonial 18th cenfury‘céntext, historical

associations tend to exist on two levels. When we speak of
broken dishes and garbage bone, the fréme of reference is often
unspecific: we speak of Ptﬁe household" ?t "the occupant of the
site." Om thg other hand, ownership records are virtually
complete back ?o the original land grants by'Penn in the 17th
" century. When we speak of taking down a house, erecting a new
dwélling, or othefwise re-arranging the physical organization-
_:éf & Philadelpthia site, wé can épeak specifically iﬁ terms of

"iéhn Read's Houses', "Franklin's entry", or "Thomas Poultney's
vnew house." " |

The discussién.of -the historic asso?iations of the thirteen

brick or wo&d-lined pits and their grouping in diachronic and synchronic

sequences is undertaken in the spééific context of land ownership,

land use, and processes of change which can be identified in termé-of

* After 1780, the existance of tax assessors' ledger books for a . .
number of consecutive years as well as the introduction of the
street directory permits censtruction of inclusive occupancy
lists from which owner-occupation, length of tenure, and
frequency of tenant turnover can be precisely calculated,



known individuals. The often anonymous aspects of occupancy and

the relevance of these features as a record of daily 1ife on
pite will be discussed separately in the section on "Cultural
Impiications of the Archaeological Evidence."

Four of.tée features ( Feature 9, 22,25 and 35) were

associated with the early 18th century houses erected on the

Market Street front of Franklin Court between 1708 and 1722. Feature 9

was associated with the easternmost Boulding house, Feature 22

with the westernmost Boulding hogse, Feagure 25 with the_westernmost

" Read house, and Feature 35 with the easternmost Read house. These

features may have been built at the same time the houses were

erected or added somewhat later, but all four features Qeré cergainly

" in use by ghg_mid-IBth centur? and pre-daté the estahlﬁshment of.

s
4
sl

regu}ated privy depths for thg city‘in 1769% All fou; features were
located north of the 1765 garden wall which served as the o

fgnctional boundry between Franklin's house lot and the Market

Street properties, and all four were exterior to the houses with

which they were historically-associaéed..The only'signific§nt

'difference in location was the actual distance of the fea;ufes

from the houses ‘they served. Feature 9, 22, and 25, all brick

features,were located 25'-50' from.the rear buiid{pg line of the

.early 18th century houses,while Feature 35, the woodlined feature

was located about 100" from the back of the house. (FC;IV:38

* See pg. 42 for explanation of this regulation.
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shows'tbe location of Feature 9, 22 and 25. Feature 35 has not been
located on ghis drawing.) All four were identified as privies.* _ K
Feature 9 was closed in 1797 when the early 18th century house at
314 Market Streét was taken down and a new house .erected by Thomas
Poultney. Feature 22 was also closed in the late 18th century and
the artifact content of £he levels associated with abandopment of -
- the feature suggest a deposit;on date a decade after demolition B
of the early 18th century hou;e and consgructio? of the new - !
". Marke@ Street houses by Franklin in 1787, Feature 25 and 35
| were €loged and filled in the mid-18th cegtury;nb later than
1765-1770; based on the absence of creamware in the pit fills.
This date corrésponééiwith the gompletion of Fraﬁklin's house
at the south end of the property but cannot be associatgd with
any ma jor physical changes to the Market Street propefties nor.
with any ﬁajof shift in land use or anership of these properties
;frontiné Market Street. Botﬁ Feature 9 and Feature 22 were also
" found to contain large mid-18th century-trash deposits at.the
bottom of the features, L;ke the fills in Feature.ZS and 35,
these deposite were characterized by @an absence of creamware.
' However,";t appears tbat the features continued to be used after

deposition of this trash-laden fill. The implications of these . ' 1

. * In the analytical report for Feature 9 (v.II) it 4s hypothesized

"~ that this feature may have originally been constructed as a water
well and subsequently re-used as a privy by the mid-18th century. This
hypothesis - 1s based on the depth of the feature and an historical

- deed reference made in 1728 to & pump (water well) in the &4' alley
between the eastermmost Boulding house and the property next east,
However, during current restoration construction, deep footing ex-
cavations slong the 312-314 Market Street party wall uncovered &
brick~lined pit about 43' south of Market Street in the middle of
what had been the 4' alley. The present wall footing was much deeper
than anticipated, hence this feature was never exposed by the
relatively shallow test excavstions originally undertaken along
this wall during Franklin Couvt IV excavations, This feature is
apparently the water well -and Feature 9 construrted and used 2s a Privy.
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trash deposits will be discussed fully in the sections on !"Function"
and "Cultural Interpretations' below.
Although the Frogley house (320 Market Street) was con-

temporary wi;h the Read and Bouldiﬁg houses, no early 18th
century features were found on this'property during the Frgnkiin .
Court 1V project nor did Powell uncover any_featu?es that could be
so'identifiedgﬁuring his excévatioﬁs in 1962,However, Feature 26,
d#ting from.the 1770's,was related ts this structure and probably
replaced an earlier feature. Feature 26 differs from the other
‘four early 18th century features in the fact it post-dates passage
of the ordinances regulating privy depths in the 1760'8: _Featdre
26,;amp:tvy§.was located exteripr to the'housg about 50' from the

rear buildingvliﬁe. If,:as sﬁggested,a; ear}ier'feature e#isted,
. it might still be found in the unexcavated area immediately south
of the rear wall of the present structure at 326 Market Street; ‘

Due to the structural weakness 6f the sténding étchture: exterior
_excavations a&jaceqt to the rear wall could not be safely uﬁdertaken.
It ¢ aiso possible that Feature 26 replaced 8 shallow wood-lined
feature similar to Feature 35 or an équ#lly shallow barrel privy, all
evidencé of which would have bgen comyletely destroyed by_subsequent
Egllar excavations on site. (SeéJSection'on"biﬁedsions'aﬁdf'Constfuctioé")
Feature 26 was filled iﬁ the eariy 19¢th céntury when the ear1y>18th

century house was taken down and replaced by a new house ca. 1804-1807,

Ag expected, no early 18th century features were associated with

322 Market Street which, according to historical evidence, was



vacant until 1765_and used 83 Frankiin's house entry from 1765-1787,
The first structure was erected here by Franklin in 1767 at which
.time he re-located his entry to the covered passage (Orianna Street.)
Two of these thirteen featureo (Featuro 10 and Feature 24) were
related to late 18th century bui}dings at Fraoklin Court.and.continued
to be used until the mid-19th centory. Feature 10, a privy, was
builtAat'thg same rime the 1797 house was;erecteo.at.314 Market
Street, and closed in. the i840;s during.oonsgrucfion of a larger

porlding. Two periods of mid-19¢th century construction were identified

for 314 Market Street between 1825 and 1860; the closing of Feature 10-

.15 probably related to the first. Feature 10 was exterior to the 1797

hoose but locaged_within avfoot or so of the rear Vﬂll,°f_ the kitchen.

Proximity of the featqre'tp the sﬂrucrore it sorveo may 1odioato.

2 privy similar to-that buflt by Frank}in in.1787 or thot_in.rhe

Bishop White House, which could be en;oroo~from’the inside of the

house although technically én extorior featuré."u -
Feature 24 was an interior feature located 1n the floor of

the northernmost Orianna Street vault associated with 318 Market

Street. The vaults under Orianna Street were rart of Franklin's

1787 consrruotion of the new Markot Street houses and this feature

appears to have been part of the original vault “construction. Unlike

the other features identified as privies, this_feature had a paved

bottom and was ohviously,intended'to serve as a container. Feature 24

was filled cal840, probably during mid-19th century rebuilding and

expansion of the Market Street houses,

o
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The rem2ining six features (Feature 11,16,17,21,28, and.S0)
were associated with various 19th century structures on site. All
six were identified as pr1§ies, cess pools or septic tanks. ( See
section on "Function" for a full definition of these features)

Feature 11 and Feature 50 were associated with Orianna Street

: properties. Although Feature 11 was found at the south end of

314 Market Street cellar, its historical associations vere with

ene of the Otianqa Street houses bullt on the 1812 gub-divisions

along the east side of thé new street. This feature was exterior to the

Orianna Street house, hnd lies on 2 line with similar features

exposed during Fraaklin Court I1I excavations and associated with

- houses farther south along the east side of Orianna Street.

(See 1971 Franklin Court Report) This feature was ﬁrobably built

at the same time the house was erected, There is good reagon to

‘believe the top of the feature may have been located relative to
F'the surfaee of a depressed areaway behind the house rather than to
- the surface of the éround. Feature 11 was-probably closed about

: 10 years later than Feature 10,during the second period of mid-

19th century rebuilding.at 314 Market Street,at which.time-the
Orisanna Street properties ajoigiﬁg the Market Street lot were
acquired and the present building erected.

Feature 50 was related éo one of the houses on the west
gide qf Orianna Street and was probably located in thé cellar.
Features of Ehis type had algo been exposed in excavations on

the east side of Oriamna Street during Franklin Court III project.

oLt
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Evidence from this previous excavation suggested that the féatufes
found at cellar level interior to the structures post-dated con-
struction of the Oriamna Street houses and probably repldced the
earlier pits located behind the houses. Feature S0 may have been
closed in'the lqte 19¢h century snd most certainly by.fhe 20th
century when the modern.coneiete footing was 1nata11e§ over the remeins
of the feature. | |
Feature 16 and 17 in gﬁé 314 Markét Street sub-cellar were
mid-19th century when the sub-cgllar was buileg, Poséibly thesei
features were edded later. The festures were»noé-closed (or at .
.least not £i{1led) until abeut the time the property wn§ acquired
by INHP. _' | o |
Featﬁre'zl in 316 Market Street cellar.{s probably a 19th éen;ury

interior feature with a tenative closing date of 1840. It may have
‘been closed and filled later. Tﬂis feature was found in the area
of the cellar in 316 Market Street previoégly excévated by Po#ell'
in 1962, Although.the vim of the'fe;ture waéﬂfound intact, its'
- relationship to the present ceilarifloo;.could not be determined

~ since Powell had reméved.the:floor-in this ares. All that could
ve said is that Feature 21 had been constructed relative to a |
cellar ievel as an infet{or feature and was probabiy l?th'centdry
in origin. If the clocing date of 1840 can be acceptea, than this

feature was a 19th century ﬁddition to the 1787 house,

Feature 28 was also & 19th century feature and was not closed until
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the present century. Feature 28 was found in the rear of 322
Market Street at first floor level in an area where no subsequent
éellar construction had disturbed earlier features. Although its
exterior/interior relationship to the sturcture présently standing
couid not be determined, the fact that this éeature was punched
through the surface of Franklin's house ehtfy (1765~1787) as well
as 2' of 1787 £ill above the surface of the entry indicates a
congtruction date for this feature subsequent to 1787. Assignment
of a 19th century construction date for this feature is inferential
baged on the probable identification of one of the partially
excavated featuvres ( Feéture 29) as contemporary with the 1787
house. | -
' Thus to summarize, the.thirteeﬁ features under éonsideratipn
can be grouped in the foliowing sequences: »
croﬁg‘l Features associated with the early 18th century
Market Street hougses and in use by the mid-18th
century, prior to the ordinance regulation of
_ privy depths in the )760 s.
Feature 9
Feature 22

. Peature 25
: ?eature 35

Group 1I Features associated with the early 18th century
Market Street houses and comstructed after passage
of the privy erdinances in the 1760's,

Feature 26

Group III Features associated with late 18¢h century structures,

- Feature 10
Feature 24
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GCroup IV Features associated with 19th century construction and use
or added during the 19th century to earlier structures.

Feature 11
Peature 16
Feature 17
Feature 21

Fezture 28
Fezture 50

The foliowing sections on “Condition As Pound",'"Dimensions
and Construction', "Function', and "Cultural Iantervpretations" will
attempt to define and identify what synchronic and diachrenic

relationships exist betweén,these feature groups.

~ Condition As Found As found, the thirteen features under con-

sideration fell into one of two groups: those found intact and

those which had been partially demolished. A feature waé considered

intact 1f a ;im, domg,_or evidence of é_Qomed.tob wasifoupd in place.

Only‘five of these featureé were found inéact (Feature 16, 17[:
21, 24 and 28) The rest of the lined pits were partially demolished.
At first glance, it seems that the. age of the feature wes a critical
factor in determining whether it was found intact or not. Only one
of the 18th century features Feature 24, was found 1ntact The rest
of the features in Group I II, and III were partially demolished

Conversely, the other four features found intact were of 19th century

‘origin,
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Actuélly, however, the condition in which the feature§ were
found was not a characteristic of the features themselves,bué rather
the result of events which occqrréd ( 6r did not occur as the case
may be) after the abandonment of these features. Feature 24 survived
intact for the simple reéson that'the étructure in which it was located,

the northermnmost Orianna Street vault, had not been substanticlly

geltered or the land re-used for. other purposes since its construction

.in 1787. When this feature outlived i1ts usefulness it was abandoned,

fiiled, end forgotten. Feature 16 and 17 were also related to a

structure which had not been substantially altered or the land re-

. used since the mid-19th century. On the other hand, Feature 21 and

Feature 28 were located in psrticular areas of their respective

. gites which had been unaffected by alterations taking place around

them.

In each case where features had been partially demolished,

‘the demolition of the feature can be related to renuse of the land

sometime after the feature ceased to be used, In cases like Feature 10

_— and Feature 11, ebandonment of the featuvre , filling, and partial

demolition were separate but closely related evenﬁs. Thag is to say,

" ¢hese two features were abandoned because the property was about to

be fedeveloped. On the other hand, Feature 22, 25 and 35 were

sbandoned and -filled for reecgons unrelated to fmmediate redevelopment

-and re-use of the land. In each case, partial demolition of

the upper part of the feature occurred some years after the

features were closed and filled. In one instance, Feature 9, two



unrelated periods of demoliticn can be established. The first
occurred in 1797 when the féature was abandoned prior to con-
struction of a new house. Part of the feature was demolished to
accomoéa&e the rear wall of the kitchen. Evidence of demolitfon

is showm by thée re-use of some wedge-shapéd bricks from Feature 9

in the conétrucéion of the sill in Feature 10 as well as the
appearance of & few loose wedge-shaped bricks in the construcf;on-
related fill at the very bottom of Feature 10, Later more of the
feature was removed during ﬁidel?th century redevelopment of the

site. This resulted not only in further diaturbancg of the feature
but zlsoe in the complete destruction of any evidence of the i797
building above itf |

There i3 no evidence f%;t'aﬁandoued features were robbed of
‘their matérials as Hume found to be the case in Viyginﬁgé (qué:!Qqu)
i@ned pits which had outlived their usegulneég we;e'abandoqed! '
. filled and forgotten. Whéﬂ Bubseqnegg‘cgqgttugfiﬁp_éid_reqéi?gAthe_
pa;tial ﬁemolition qf_one of these feagureg, no more éf the fea;pre‘“
ves removea thah require@, Thus Feature 9,310, 11 and 22, for example,
wefgnfound irmediately beneath ﬁodern éeliar flodfs,while the wall
footings of bpildiﬁgs pregengly standing én_site rested on the
remaining portions of Fegture 25 and 26.
fhe ofiginal elevations of the partially demolishe@lfeatures

csﬁ be 1nfegréd in cases where it can'be demonstrated that the features
vere original{y exterior to thé structureg with which they were
‘historiqally.reiated. Estimation of historic grade relative to

320 datum (320 detum -8') will yield & good approximation of the oviginal
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elevation of the top of the feature. It i{s assumed that exterior
features ortgin&lly extended approximately to ground gurfacet In
‘other cases, such as feature 11 wharz the top of the festure may have
beén lpc&ted_at the level of & depressed afeaway;or Feature 50 where
the top of the feature may have been located at cellar floor level,
infetences as to the original depth of the feature cannot be made
without additional information, |

- In ;grms of feature znzlysis, only bottom elevations were
deemed relevant to'construetiop and use of the feature end
ﬁence comparable over the entire éamplé of fe&tﬁres under con-
sideration, Upper elevations were determined solély By events
.which occurred sdbseque;t.to the abandonment gf tﬁg feature
and cannot be compared over the sample siﬁce'ghe'eyents affecting
each feature were often éOCally unrelated to each other.

Construction and Bimeneione Twelve of the features under

consideration were circular brick-iined pits. One (Feature 35)
vas a rectangul&r woodoliﬂed pit ;bout 5' square with vertically
planked wood gides nnd no bottom. No barrel ptivies vere found at
Franklin Court although featuresqu this kind have been found on
6ther 18th century Phgladelphié sites, Sinee'eﬁese features are
relatively éhalloQ 1n.éepth, absence of barrel privies in the
archaeologiéal context does not infef abséééé‘in the cultural

context of the site. Given the intensive . re-use of the land in

the 19¢h century at Franklin Court, features of this kind would
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have undbubtedly been destroyed by later cgllar excavations. No
stone-1ined pits were.found. Indeed, no stone;lined p1t$~have been
found in the urban context to date although &8 few exsmples have
.been found on what historically were country sites ({i.e. the
Rittenhouse mill site on Wissahickon Creek,)

Ten of the brick-lined pits (Feature 11,16,17,21,22,24, ‘
25,26,28, and 50) were ccnstructed'of one thickness of dry-laid,
conventicnal,rectangular brick laid in eonsecutive stretcher
courges, These features represent the entire range-of shaft
consttuction aﬁd {nclude examples from all four diachroni;
sequences. One of these features (Feature 24) had a tightly
laid briek bottom and was obviously intended to'serve as a
container, The others had prepared sand and river grével bases
that were obviously inténded to facilitate drainage.

Feature 11, 26, and 50 hzd projecting base sills formed
by layiung thé.bottoﬁ eourse of briek headefwise; Feature 16,

17, 21, 22, 25, and 28 had no projecting base si{lls. In these
cases, the bottem cééfse.pf brick was 1a§a,in the same manner as
the res¢ of the sﬁéftf _

"In all but one instance (FéaEure 17) the brick shafts were
more or less the same wideh from top to bottom. In Feature 17,
the-shaft narroved from &.02; in the upper part of the shaft
to 3.35' in the lower part of the shaft. The narrowing of the
shaft was accomplished by laying a header course ledge about

mi&way up the shaft: the lower part of the shaft was laid
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flush with éhe edge of the ledge while the upper part of the
ghaft was off-set about half the width of the header course.

I¢ was hypothesized that this may have indlcatéd re-use of

the base of an older feature in the mid-19th century bﬁt no
definite evi&eéce was found to support this hypotheéis in either
the constiuction of the shaft or the artifact content of the
pit £i11.

Feature 16 énd 17 vere the only featuves which wére
functionally related to each other, These two featureénwere
connected by a drain runping from Feature 16 into Feagture 17.
The rest of the features were functionally se}fecoqtained‘units.

Feature 9 and 10 were anomalies. Peature 9 was ;onscructed'
of & siﬁéle thicknese of dry-laid, wedgeoéhaped (comfsss) bricks,
but unlike the usual methed of comstruction employed when brick
of this type was used, gﬁe bricks were 1laid stretcher-wise rather

than radially. This feature was footed by a projecting sill
i

formed by laying the EottOm coutse.bf brick headerwise., Feature 10
. wag constructed of & single thickness of dry-1aid rectangular brick..

" Several survivimg upper courses were laid stretcher-wise in a.spiral

course while the lower part of the feature was laid in consecutive
stretcher courses. Feature 10 had a base sill partially coustructed
of conventiomal rectangular brick laid header-wise and partially of
wedge-shaped Srick. Since Feature 10 vas located.just é few feet
south of Feature 9 and was built at the same time Fegture 9 was
pareielly demoiished to make way for the rear wall of the kitchen

ving of the new house; the wedge-shaped brick used in censtruction

of the sill was probably salvaged frem the partiai demolition of
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Feature 9. Several losse, wadge-shaped bricks Qere also found in
the very bottom level of Feature 10, aésoci&ted with construction
of thé feature.

Brick tyre, that is to say,_hand-made va. machine-made brick,
vas .only g dating érieerion-wheﬁwmmchine~made briek could be
identified. The re-;se of duilding materiels .from eatligr
structures made the presence of hand-nade brick unrelfable in
feature d&tlﬁé:

" The presence or absence of 8 base sill was not ;haracteristic
. of eny particular period of brick shaft constructiom. Sills were
found fin: | . |

: Féatute 9 (Groﬁp i)

Fezture 10 (Group III)

Feature 11 (Group IV)

Feature 26 (Group 1Y)

Featufe 50 (Group III)

Sille were absent iﬁé -
Feature 21 (Group 1IV)
Feature 22 {Group 1)
. .Fegture 25 (Greup 1)
Feature 16 (Group IV)
~ FEature 17 (Group 1IV) _“ : -
Feature 28 (Group IV)
Presence or absence of a sill alsoc showed no relationship

to the base elevations of the brick shafts. Sills were present in

e
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both the deepaét brick featdre (Feagture 9 at 29.21' below 320
datum) snd the shellowest (Feature 11 at 19.4' below 320 datum).
Those without sills ranged between these extremes., Differences -
in the'seil on which the shafts rested also cannot account for
tﬁe presence or absence of & sill because sll the brick shafts
terminated in the heavy red clay stratum which underliies the
entire site. | |

As Hume pointed out in his.pamphlet on the wells
of colonial Williamsburg (Hume: 1969). there were two methoés.
of comstructing & brick shaft. One way was to dig the hole
éo the desired depth and then lay up the brick shaft in the
compieted excavation. The other way was to lay the first
‘courses of brick at ground level on.a wood template and dig
the hole out from under the template, gradually lowering the
shaft into the earth and adding brick courses from the top as
the shaft was deepened; In the latter method of construction, the

wood template remained in place at the base of the shaft when

:;_‘éonstruction was finished.

Iﬁ alllcases, exé#vations were continued below the.
base of the brick shaffs and no evidence of templates were
found. Thérefore, it must be concluded that all the brick shafts
in which bottom was established were constructed by first diggihg~
out the hole and‘then laying up the brickwork in tﬂe completed

excavetion.
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Utilization of fhis particular method of shaft
conséructibn may expiain uh& the wedge-shaped bricks in
Featuréi9 wvere laid in stfgtéhervcoutses. Duting demolition
§f this feature &s rart of current restoration comstruction
oa siee; bricks vemoved from Feature 9 were laid out radlally
and found to form a cirele 4. 5’ in interior diameter. 4, 5'

is approximately the size of the excavation in’ which the

" brick shaft had been laid. What may have happened is simply.

‘that the.builder dug the hole to the anticipated width of

the shaft without allowing for the thiéknesa of the shaft

wall Once the exc&vation was completed it was found that

\\n

the bricks did wot fit,so it vas decided to 1ay the brick
in stretcher coﬁrses to fit the hole rather than waste the
brick on hand or enlarge the exqévation.

In the case ef the wood-lined pit (Feature 35)

 &11 thatcould be determined was the existence of vertically

laid plank siding, This feature was the shallowest of the

‘lined pits with a bottom elevation of about 13'.below 320

: datum. This feature did not extend inte the red clay but

\.. vt st o

‘rested on the interface between the red cl&y stratum and the
sandy yellow clay level above. If any kind of plank sill
existed, 1t was not observed in the exposed section,

 What emerges is & rather consistant pattern of _°
brick éhsft éonstruction with no observable clusteringlpf
structura& characteristice in any of the echronological groupings

defined sbove. What variations in éénstruction were observed -
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tended té range over time and appearéd to have been a matter

of the individual buildef's discretion., The only structural
characteriétic ghat'can be ascribed to func;ion was the'présencé
of a paved bottoﬁ in feature.Z&. The brick shaffs used as privies,

cess pools, or septic tanks were constructed with open bottoms

4
S

to allow the drainage of waste materials.‘.
The ﬁood-lined pit was_un;qué_in the archaeological

context but was not necessarily unique to the historical context

_ of the site, Th%s'feature was. extremely shallow by comparison

to the brick-lined pits. It undoubtedly survived because this
feature was located. under what later became Orianna Street,
Thus, there were'no?deep cellar excavations like those which

accompanied the redevelopment of so much of Franklin Court during

'the 19th century,

A much more clearly defined set of relationshipé
emerged from the compariéons of feature dimensions, particularly

depth measurements. Comparison of absolute base elevations is not

" . nearly so critical to feature analysis as the relationship between

the base elevations of these featureé recorded archaeologically
and the maximum depth established for privies on the Franklin

Court block by the régulatiqns first published in 1769. (See Pa.

Gazette v, 2134, Nov. 16, 1769)
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The published regulations set the allowable privy
depth at 15' from the surface of Third Street and Fourth Street
for the east and west sides of the block respectively. Since the
elevations of the streets in 1769 are unknown, it has been
assumed fo; purposes of analysis that the surface of-Franklin's
driveway,located approximately mid-way between the two streets,
is a good estimate of the elevations of the points from which
the privy depths for this block were originally compﬁted. Con-
verted to archaeological datum, the maximum legal depth for
privies on the Franklin Court block was approximately 23'
below 320 datum (15' plus the 8' difference between historic
gradg at Franklin's driveway surface an§ 320 datum).

Figure 2 illﬁstrafes the reiationship between
the chronological groups and ordinance depth. Of the 18§h c.
pre-ordinance privies (Group I), two (Feature 9 and Feature 22)
exceed regulated depth and two (Feature 25 and 355 do not,

Of greatest significance, however, is the fact that ‘the two

18th centufy privies built after passage of the ordiﬁance
regulation (Feature 26;iGroup II; and Feature 10, Group III)

are exactly the same depth and vary only .1' from the estimated
ordinance depth of 23’ below 320 datumAA of the 19th century
features (Grqup IV) only Feature 11 with a conStruction date of
ca. 1812 fell within the maximum depth limit for the block,

The rest of the 19th century features'excegded the 1769 deptﬂ
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regulation by 2' to 5'. The depth of Feature 24, a late 18th

century, non-privy feature, was presumably unaffected by the regulation -

of privy depths.

Width appears to have been rqlatively consistant over
all but two of.the features under consideration. With the exception
of the two lage 18th century privies built to regulated depth
(Feature 10 and Feature 26) , the other shafts fanged from 2.8' to
.Q.QS' in diame;gr. ?he two late 18th century post-ordinqnée__
p:ivies_were considerably.widgg”atAS.IS' (Feature 10) and 7.5'
(Féature 26).1n interior diameter._

. The rectangular wood-lined rrivy (Fea;ure 35)., gxposed
only in north/south gection, was 5' across; no east/;est ﬁeasurement
was ﬁdssible aé this‘time, At 13' beiow 320 datum, the bottom
of this feature was considerably sha}lower then the brick shafts
and fell well within the regulated depth for the block. Since this
wag the only rectangular wood-lined privy found at Franklin Court,
and, indeed, on any Philadelphia site, there is no comparative
arcﬁaéological date available for this kind of feature. The.18th
century wood-iined privies found at other Philadelphia sites have
bgen of barrel (i.e. cooperage) construction. Hume briefly mentions
a few examples of b;rrel type énd rectangular wood-framed features
found in Virginia but they have been identified as water wells
rather than rrivies. (Huﬁef 1969, p.12) From a modern point 6{
view, it would seem the deéper, brick shaft privy was more .
desirable and undoubtedly more costly to build than the shallower.

wood-lined variety. However, so few examples of wood privy construction
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have survived in the urban environﬁent. that no estimate can

be made ¢f the actual frequency with which this kind of privy

- construction was utilized in the 18th century city as compared

with the more archaeological duraBle,brick privy.

It is also interesting to note that the two pre-
ordinance privies‘thaf exceeded the regulated depth of 15'
(23' below Séo_datum) for the Franklin Court block (Feature 9
and Feature 22) continued to be used for approximately three
decades efter initial publication of the regulations in 1769,
while the two pre-erdinance privies that were originally within

regulated depth were apparently abandoned and filled ca, 1769

.(Feature 25 and Feature 35). According to the ordinance,'privies

wvhich exceeded the stipulated depth for a given block were to

be filled to meet the required depth, Apparently the establishment

of minfmum allowable p;ivy depths for the colonial city was never
an issue. It is suggesteq'in the analytical reports that the

heavily trash-laden mid-18th century fills in the bottom of

Feature 9 and Feature 22, chafacterized by the absence of

creamsare, were placed in these features ca. 1769 to bring the
bottoms of these privies within regulated depth. (Feature 9,

314 Market Street, v.II; Feature 22, 316 Market Street, v.III)

. Alfhough the bottom of Feature'25 was already within the regulated
'_ depth for the block, a deposit of trash-laden fill was also found

" in the bottom of this privy. The privy.was apparently used for a

relatively short period of time and then abandoned and filled.
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The lapse of time between the placement of the first and second
fills was sc short that the two fills had virtually the same
artifact date range.* The interval between these fills was
probably considerably less than five years as indicated by the
absence of creamware in both artifact contexts. Given the accepted
date of ca. i765 for the successful introdﬁction of.creamware énd
its documented presence in Philadelphia by 1767, its absence in
an archaeological provenience dated ca. 1769 implies that creamware
was apparently too new to find its way into the trash, However,
given the vast and {mmediate popuparity this ceramic type enjoyed,
the probability of it notappearing among the trash and discards of
‘the community decreases rapidly with the passage of time. By the
mid-1770's, it seems unlikely creamware would not be found in the
city's trash. ( See v.IV for discussion of creamware as a ceramic t&pe)
Feature 35 was apparently abandoned and filled in
the 1760's with no evidence of partial filling and re-use in the
contents of the feature excavated to date. (Feature 35 was exposed
in section and only partially emptied of an estimated 207 of {its
contents.) Again, the fill in this feature was characterized by
_ an absence of creamware,in a mid-18th century artifact context,
Although publication of the privy denth regulations in
1769 éxplains tﬁe mid-18tlk century fills in the ﬁottom of Feature 9

and Feature 22, it does not explain why Feature 25 and Feature 35

*Independence of the two fills was established by the existence of
an interface of soft, highly organic black muck between the two
artifact contexts-and the absence of any reconstructable vessel which
crossed over this interface i.e. there were no vessels containing
fragments from levels above and below the interface level,.
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vere abandoned and filled with deposits of trash- laden f£111,
Nor does the regulation of privy depths explain the appearznce
of trash-laden fills in the bottom of post-ordinence privies
(Feaéure 10, 11 and 26), all of which were built within the
regulated depth for the block and filled at various times in
the first half of the 19th ce;tuty. Also unexplained by
the regulation of pfivy depths were the a2ppearance of trash-laden
fills above the bage fills in Peature 9; 22, and 25, in deposits
" related to the abandopment of the feature. |
It must also be rnoted that 19th century féatu?eé
identified as cess pools and septié tanks (Feature 16. 17,
21.-28, and 50) not conly exceeded the regulated priv&'erth
for the block but also contained no;ﬁase deposits of heavily
trash-laden fills,
What this suggests is‘thé'éxistence of a highly
" eonsistent Qet of cultdrally detétmined,.coﬁmonly obgerved
behaviors regarding privy maintensnce and equally standardized
methods of" dealing with features that were to be abandoned and'
filled; practices that changed only in response to changing

techniques of handing the problem of human waste disposal.

The Privy: A Fumctional View During the 18th century,

the privy was the primary method for handling human waste disposal,
while the water well was the ma jor source of vater in the colonial

city. Although no water wells were found during the Franklin
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Couét Iv excaQ&tions, it is impossible to consider the privy

. as a feature of the urban environment without considering. the

effeet of iés'placement and operation on the water supply of

the community.

The term "well" in 18th century Philadelphia usage

" gimply meanta shaft in the ground. It deseribed strueture but

did not imply function. For example, a 1763 Pennsylvania statute

~entitled "An Act to Prevent and Remove Certain Nuisances In and
‘Near Philadelphia"” referred to "...all wells, vaults or sinks

‘used as necessaries.' (Pa. Statutes at Large: v.6 p.230)

Morecver, it appears .that well construction was the same
whether the shaft was to be used as a privy or a water well,

This point 1s 1llustrated by the fact that évery kind of

well construction described by ﬁﬁme in "Wells of Colonial

Williamsburg' and identified in Ehe Virginia context as water

wells, -appear in the Philadelphia context as ﬁriviea. (Hume: 1969 p.12)

The major.differencefbetweén the water well and the

privy is depth. It was necessary for the water well to penetrate

into the water-bearing stratum (i.e.-below water table) deep

-enough to avéid the collection of surface water and insure an

adequate year-round volume of water flow inte fhe shaft. Privies ,

on the other hand, did not penetrate below the waier table sinre

“the function of the privy depended on the drainage of liquid

waste out the open bottom of the shaft, a functlon that could -
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only take place if the base of the shaft were located above the
water table, |
Water was raised from the bottom of the water well .
by either lowering a bucket into the open shaft or enqlosing tﬁe
shaft and installing a pump;, Pumps were commoﬁ in Philadelphia at
an early date and the term "pump" was frequently used to designate
i water well.
" Four 18th century water wells.have been documented
.af Pranklin Court but only'ﬁma have been located and identified
arehaeologically..ln 1728, & deed reference mentions & pump
located in the &' alley betweep the easternmost Boulding ﬁouse
(314 Mafket Street) and the prqéerty naxt east. (Pkila. Cé; .
Deeébook.EF-49456) _This featuré;was not io;ated duriné.fhe'FrankI;n'
Court IV excavations.. Heweve}, during current res;orafien con= -\
_struetfon a partially demolished eircular Srick shaft, tengtiQely
" i{dentified as this e&gly 18;h.century water welliwasifound’hhder
the 312-31& party wall-in what had been the middle of the 4} élley.
This feature, locafed_kg' south qf Market Street, could not be
excaVated nor could a base e}evétion be defermined. Accérding to thé
déed, thé pump was to be sharéd By the.éwo pfemises bounding eﬁe‘
alley;.
A puﬁp was also locatgd'on the Read érOperfy. Sarah Read's
{ Aécount Book for the 1730's mentioné'repairs to the pumb. (Ms. A.P.S..
F;anklin Papers) The pump was probably shared by the two Read
dwellings but this caaﬁot be sqbstantiated by any historical

references. This feature has never been Iocated on site,

t
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In 1771, & description of the premises at 320 Market
Street appeared in a newspaper advertisement and included
mention of %.eea’ pﬁmp of excellant water in the yard..."
(Pag_Gazs July 11, 1771) A deep brick shaft was partially

 excavated by Powell in 1962 and tenatively identified as a

water well although the elevation of the bottom was never

: ~determined, This feature was located 5! or 6' from the back

wall of the 1720 house approximately on a line with the feature

tenatively identified as e well under the 312/31l party wall,
The fourbh water well at Franklin Com*b was

associated mth Franklin's house s:.'be at the south end of

the property. This feature has been menﬁloned :m documents bub .

_has never been located archaeologically, - -

" No water well has been associated historically or
archaeologically with the westernmost Boulding house (present
site of 316 Marlret Street ),

_ ' In addition to private water wells, by the mid 18th century
- the city maintamed a nunber of public pumps.* A% least one

public pump was accessible to the occupants of the Market Sireet
houses in Henry Kepple's yard on the south side of Market Street

a few doors east of Franklin Court. (Minutes of the City Wardens:

-8 April, 1772, ms. no page no.)

¥ In 1759 the Pa, Assembly allowed the city of Philadelphia t0

- dig water wells for public use, They also facilitated the
acquisition of private 8 which the city was to maintain,
(Pa, Statutes at Larges v.5 p.




51 ‘e

'T_hus the watexr needs of the occupants of Franklin Court
| were served by a combination of shared and individually owned
private water wells with at least. one public pump accessible

%o the site. The absence of features identified as water wells

in ‘th.e a:chaeological context of some of the Market Street

house sites may be explained in part byA the tendency of the

18th century commmity to locate water wells in the street, Mych
of the street fronting Franklin Court was archaeclogically in-
accessible due to 19th century vault and cellar entry consmétimo
Also inaccessible was the arez that would have been imnediately
' behind the easternmost Fead ?iouse on a line with the water wells ._
(tenatively identified) at 31 Marke‘i Street and 320 Market Street,
This area is presently under Orianna Street and occupied by a
series of vaults associated with 316 and 318 Market Street,

" None of the privies under consideration ( Feature 9, 10,

13, 229‘ 25, 26, and 35) were mentioned in historical references
but the archaeological evidenée suggests that each household haci
-4ts own privy and, wnlike water wells; privies wero not shared,
The privy is generally théughh'of strictly in terms of the
domestic house site and human waste cl_'isposal, However, historical
evidence suggests that 18th century Philadelphia craftsmen also |
used privy-type features for the disposal of certain kinds of
offensive industrial waste, In 1763, for example, a law was passed
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making it illegal for distillers, sosp boilers, and tallow
chandlers to discharge waste into "wells, vaults, or sinks"
not to mention the streets. (Pa. Statutes at Large: v.6 p.230)
"The pri'vy was a self-contained exterior feature-

where waste was deposited directly into the shaft. Domestic
household‘ob;jects like the close . stool,. chamber pot.and
- urinal constituted the extent to which iﬁdoor facilities were
~available to the average coionial household, Ths privy
operated as a disposal unit through the matural breakdown of
solid organic w;ste and the cleansing effect of the drainage
of li.gﬁ.d waste out the bottom of the feature. Philadelphia
privies were permanent features, On country sites it may have .
" been feasibie to simply close and move tﬁg privy every .'sc;» often,
but in the context of the comparatively limited area of the
urban house lot, this was impossible, :

| Since the pﬂvy was a permanent feature of the colonial
house site, it was necessary to clean them periodiéal]g‘ i«x?{)rder
to remove a;.ccmmﬂ.a.‘?;ed solid waste sludge which was mbo@tedh
 offensive and imterferred ﬁ_ith drainage. How often privies were

. clezned is a matter of con;)ecture:. 'Occasionaily the accounts of estate
executors or personal account ‘books_ contain referemnces %0 cleaning
vater wells and privies but these documents seldom cover a long
enough period of time to establish a pattern of frequeﬁcy. It would

seem however, that a large i'a.nge of wvariation existed in the



frequéncy with which privies required cleaning,depending on
the size of the privy, the number of people using the facility,
and whether the privy was also used as a depository fof industrial
waste. ' |

~ Although sewers existed in the colonial city, they were
no more than walled conduits, frequentiy open, built to carry
off rainwater and the)surface run-off from low-iying areas of
the city. No evidence has been found at Franklin Court, or on
other Philadelphia sités,to indicate that privies were ever tied into
the sewer syste;ri . ' .

Late 18th cehtd}ﬁ privteé such as Frankli&'srl787

privy as;ociated with the areaway on tﬁé ;oﬁth side of his.r

dwelling ( B.Liggett, 1971 Franklin Court Report) and possibly

Féature 10 associated with the 1797 house at 314 Market Street

" were technically exterior features but placed so they could be

enteffdirectly from the house. 4s SUChg they represent a transitional
phase between the outdoor privy and indoor plumbing. Practically,
however, these "indoor privies" representeé a qﬁestiﬁnable:
advancement from the standpoint of the health and safety of
the occﬁpants of thege houses.

The co-existence of water wells and privies ih.closé
physical proximitj to each other and in the:large’ numbers
necesséry to serve the colonial city were an obvious health
hazard-- obviéus, at léast, to us_in the context of a formal

science of hydrology, modern chemistry, and a germ theory of
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disease: nﬁne of which were concepts that existed 19 the 18th
century, .

In texms of the individual houée.site,:the 18th century
community was apparently aware of a potential gonnecfion between

fhe privy and the poilution of well watét. In every case at-

Franklin Court or on other city sites where a physical relationship

between the water well and privy could be determined, the pfivy
was located as.far from the water well as possible.wifhin thé
limited confines of the urban house lot. Moreover, the same
arrangement appears to have been observed with some consistency
from site to site. Tge common pattern-was to locate the

water well in tbe street, in an alley bétween two dwellings,

or 1mmediate1y‘behind the house. Priviés were gencrally set
farther back on the property. As a-genetal rule,.privigg

were at least 40'-50' away from weter welle, At'Frénklin'
‘Court, this trad#tiénal placement of the privy-and the water
:well had the added advayt&ge of positioning the watef wells
ééfgraée from fhé priviee. (See Fig. 3) Whether this was in-
tentional or simply an aécidentai advantage of traditional
~p1gcement.on this site-éannot ﬁe_determined.'Of pourse,.whgg
_wés an aannt;geous arrangeﬁent for the Harket!Street houses
was ; poteﬁtial disadvantage for Ftanklin.whose dwel}ing was .

located at the south end of the property.
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- Although the community was apparently aware of the
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- necessity of separating privies and water wellg in the.context
of the individual hogse site, it appears they were unaware of
the-qumulative effect of’a large num$er of privies on the water
supply in & given area. The ground is.like'a sponge, it can only
’ absorb and cleanse so much surface water. When this limit is

re;cﬁed, absorption ceases and the ground no longer acts as a
cléansing filter; Under suéh conditions, privies ceaée to
drain_éﬁd back up,or ground water becomes contaminated by
p&llqted surface water and wells foul,
By the.l7éo's this was apparently the situvation in

Philadelphia,whén the wholesale contamination of water wells
' became a critical problem. On January 24, 1763, a petition from
"divers Inhabitants' of the city was presentéd and read te the
éennsylvania Assembly. The petition dealt party with the obnoxious
conditions in the Dock ( at that time an open sewer in the m;ddle
of the'city) ;nd partiy with the problem of contaminated water

wells. According to the petition:
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...that the number c¢f Still-houses erected of

late (many of which are Wooden Buildings)
require to be subjected to some Regulation
by Law, as well to prevent Accidents of Fire,
as to provide for carrying off the Dregs or
Returng, which by some Distillers are deposited
in Wells, dug for that Purpose, and have been
found very pernicious to the Water of the Wells
adjacent, rendering them entirely unfit for common
lise, and by others the said Returns are emptied

~ into the public Gutters, to the great Inconvenience
of the neighbouring Inhabitants; that the Vaults
or Wells for Privies or Necessary. Houses throughout
the City are dug so deep as to- injure the Waters
and render then unwholesome for drinking..
(Votes of Assembly, Pa. Archives, 8th Series v.V1
rp 5384-53-85)

Marchza, the Asse&bly responded- to these complaints

from residents of Philadelphia by passing legislation that forbade

distilleté; soap boilers, and tallow chanélers from disposing of their

waste in wells,. sinks, or vaults, and required the city to regulate

the depth of similar features when used as privies. (Pa. Statutes

at Large:'v.6 p.230) The actualxrégglafiéns wére published six
years Ia;er in 1769 and again in 1772, In each case, tﬁe published
regulations were 1dentical.'(Pa.-Géz;: v.2134, Nov. ie, 1769; v.2295

Dec. 16, 1772). The published regulations not only stipulated

~ specific depths for privies on each block in the city. and required

the filling of existing privies fo-comply with the law, but it also
imposed stiff penalties for non-compliance. The seriousness of the
situation is reflected in the extrsordinarily heavy fine of 205?

for any person who built a privy exceeding regulated depth and

e oA i
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10§2f0r the.person or persons who actuaily did the erk.
The regulated deéthg'for the city rangéd from 6' at
Water Street below the bank of the Delaware River to 20' at
high ground north and west of Franklin Court. Presumably the
intention was to Eave 211l the maximum deptﬁsffor the city
terminate on the same plane. How this plane'wés determined
is never deseribed. prever, when the regulated aepths for
ithe ;ity are plotted out block Sy block across any given
stieét in either north/south or east/west section, the result
"is. an Qccuréte topographical profile of the land surface.
This sttongiy ;hggest; the privy deptﬁ; may have been:calculated
empirically from the obsefved~variation.in surface elevations .
.acréss the city to an arbitrary point known to lie well-above
the-surfgce of the water in the water wells of the city. This
sort of dete:minétion would have required no reel understanding
of the behavior of.ground water nor the concept of wate; table
as we understand it in the context of scientific hydrology..
Forbidding fhe disposal of indﬁstrial waste in wells,
sinks, and vaults was a ppsitive step in mitigating the problem
" of water pollution in.fhe éoléniai éity,for the simple reason that
it eliminated completely a porgion-of fhe waste maéerial draining

into the groun&. On the other hand, the effectiveness of placing

limitations on .the depths of privies is questionable., If Franklin .
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Court is at all typicéi of the ;ituation in other parts of:the
Eity, privy regulation actually resulted in the drainage of a
greater volume of waste into thé éround at a deeper level,

As was mentioned‘before, not all.pre-ordiﬁance privies at
Franklin Court exceeded the regul#téd depth of 15' (23' below 320
datum) set for this block. Feature 25 at 20.78' below 320 datum and
Feature 35 at 13' below 320 datum fell Qithin the regulated
depth. It was also nqted that both features were abandoned and
f{lled about the same ﬁime the depth regulation‘was 1mposed.'What
k;nd of features replaced tﬁese two abandoned albeit legal
privies? Their sﬁccessors on site have not been determined
archaecologically. But let's assume that Feature 26, a ﬁost-
ordinance privy built at 320 Market Street.about the éaﬁe time
Feature 25 and Feature 3S‘were closed and probably replacingan
earlier feature at this house site, is typical of post-ordipance privy
construction at Franklin Court. 1Fea£ure 26 at 23,1' below 320 datum
was built to maximum legal dépth'for the site but it was neagly 3

deeper than Feature 25 and 10' deeper than Feature 35. The really

. critical factor emerges in a comparisoﬁ of width. The volume of

dr&inﬁge flowing out'the'bo&tom of the privy was a function of

the area encompassed by the‘bottom of the shafe, By. increasing the
vidfh of the shaft, drainage increases by geometric progression.

Assuming Feature 35 was S' square, it provided a drainage surface

of 25 squere feet‘while.Feature 25 at 4.1' in diameter, provided a

o

drainage surface of 13.188 square'feet: However, Feature 26 at 7.5'
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in diameter provided a drainage surface of 42,987 square feet,
Increasi#g the area of the drainage surface meant that Feature 26
had the capacity to drain away 325.9% more waste than Feature 25
could handle in ths same period of time and 171,9% more than
Feature 35, _

The following chart illustrates the increase in draiziage
surface for each six inches added to the dismeter of a Lt wide

pPrivys
Diameter . Drainage Surface Z Increasé
1,0t  12.56 sq. £t e mmm
Les? 15.89. " 26,38
5.0t C19.63 " . 56,3
BeS' .23 v 89,03
60" - 28,26 *® 125.0%
6.5 336 " 164,08
740" 3BT " . 206.4%
7.5" ket v ap.8
80" go.2y v 300.0%

8.5* - 56,71 W 351.5%

 Although the example cited sbove is hypothetical, the situation
it was chosen to illustrate was not, For example; the replaceﬁmt of
Feature 9 (3,6' in diameter) by Feature 10 (5.1 in diameter) in
© 1797 resulted in an incresse of 10.1 square feet (98;7%) in
drainage surface, ﬁot a2ll post-~ordinsnce priﬁes at Frenklin

]
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Court were wider than earlier i:rivj.eso Franklints 1787 privy
associated H:;L'bh his dwelling at the south end of ths property
was only 3.3' in 'diameter. However, sométime. after 1790, it wae
replaced by a pnvy 8,5 in diameter (Featm'e/‘\éharue,”F.G,III)
In this case, '.r’eplacement resulted in an increase of 48,27 square
feet (671.9% in drainage surface, (ﬁJﬁ.ggett, 1971 Franklin Court
Report) There is also evidence to suggest that the original 1787 o
privy at 322 Market Sﬁ;ea'b, comparable in size with the privy at |
Franklin's house site, was also replaced bf'; wider privy after |
1790 (Feature 29, 6,58' in diameber),x |
Judging by their actions, colonial Plﬁlacl‘elp}rian.s

conceptualized the relationship between water wells aﬁd privies

in terms of two factors: distance and depth, They were fully .
avare of the fact that water wells fouled when privies were located
too close to them, As a result, it was customsry to- orient water
. wells toward the fromt ar street side of the premises and privies
toward the rear%, theraby achieving maximum spearatiom v;:lthin the
limited confines of the typical]y" long narrow urban house lot,
When separation no longer su.fficed.to prevent water pollution?
.the relationship between water wells and -p@.ivi'es.was redefined

in terms of depth: that is to say, water wells fouled if privies
were dug too deep, This. conclusion resulted :ln. the regulaticn of privy

# During the 1962 excavations at Franklin Cowrt, Powell excavated
& circular brick feature which he identified as the original privy
for the 1787 house at 322 Market Street, Feature 29, a 6.5' wide
circular brick feature was found partially under the south wall of
the building presently standing on site, This feature was closed
before bottom could be determined due.to a cave-in, The partial

. retrieval of a trash-laden fill deposit indicates a mid-19th century
" closing date for this feature, contemporsry with Featurs 19 and 1,

ey
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depths throughout the city. Unlike separation,which had the force
. of custom, depth regulations had tﬁe force of law with stiff
penalties imposed fbi non~c§mpﬂianee, However, distance and
depth were only functionally significant in the Limited context
of one-to.one relationships between individual water~wells and
'privies,-An over-riding cons;deratian in the densély populated,
iptensively developed areas of .the c.olonia.'l. city was actually
the cumulative effect of the sheer number of privies and the
total volume of wastve draining inte the ground, Becognition
of this cumulative effect simply never entered into the 18th
eentuny:community'é concebt of the problem of pollutiono Failuvre
to recognize the nature bf.the rroblem npt.onky resulted in failures:
to take effective action. but also resulted in the adoption of
practices such as the widening of privies which actually. intensified
the situatioh, - |

Although- it is reasonably clear how the cormunity
viewed the relationship Be‘bweeﬁ_ privies and the problem of water
pollution, it is not so clear - - . what, if any, comnnection
. was made between polluted water and- disease, In tho pebition to
the Assexbly in 1763, the pebitioners voiced three specific coﬁ-
plaintss the offensive condition of The Dock, the practice of
leaving unburled carrion on the commons, and the prdblem‘of'
polluted water wells, In the first two instances, the connection
between the problem and disease is clearly stated, The Dock was

described as "a Recptacle for the Carcases of dead Dogs and
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other Carrion, and Filth of various Kinds, which lying exposed
to the Sun and.Airs putrify and become extremely offensive, and
injurious to the Health of the Tnhabitants" while 'Ehe ca:mionvon
the eomohs "tended to infect the Air and to produce Diseases."
(Pa.Archs Ser.8, v,VI,pp.538h«5) The complaint about polluted
water, hoviever, contains no mention of disease. Privy effluvia
was thought to "injure the Waters and render them mmholesome
+ for Drinldng. " (Pa, Arch:Ser.S, v.VI, pp.5384-5) Poss:.bly the
' petrbn.cmers were merely saying that pollu’ced water ta,sted bad
and was unpleasant to drink but saw no relatzonship between .
this inconvenience and disease., There is certa:mly noth.mg 1n
this statement to indicate they considered the water unfit for
use in other ways such as in the preparation of food where the
vaste would not have been so -obv:i.ouse _

" There is no evidence in either the historical or the
archaeological record to 1ndicate.whe-hher the formation of
poisonous and explosive gaées like methane as a by-product
of organic decomposition in the privy was considered a ‘problem
in the 18th century, Whatever danger may have existed probably

presented rio threat to most households since privies were opend and.

genemny located éome distancg from the houses they served,
However, the formation of methane and other gases céuld have
been a serious problem in privies like Frenklin's 1787 privy
or possibly Feature 10 at 31l Market Street where the privy could

Bt s 4,
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be ‘entered directly from the house.

Privy maintenance played as important a role
in the management of human waste disposal as the customary
practices or legal restrictions regarding the loqation
and dimensions of privies. Because the privy was a
permanent feature of the urban site, it requiredperiodic
cleaning. In the restricted confines of the average
urban house lot, it was simply impossible to reﬁlace
neglected features with new facilities. Although thefe
is no historical documentation describing how privies
were cleaned, archaeological evidence indicates that-éertain
practices and proéedures were observed -with great
regularity as long as the privy was a featﬁre of the
urban environment.

A1l seven features identified as privies (Feature 9,
10, 11, 22, 25, 26, aﬁd 35) conteined large deposits of
trash~laden fill which, in each case, were encountered ohly
-_in the bottom of the feature. Traditionally when such trash
deposits have been found in water wells or privies, their
presence has been attributed to the use of the abandoned
shaft as a convenient dump for househo}d trash. In other
words, it is assumed that such tresh deposits were the
result of activities incidental to the primary function of

the feature - 'and took place after the feature had:out-
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lived its usefulness. This does not, however, seem to

have been the case at Franklin Court.

In four instances (Feature 10, 11, 26, and 35) i
the trash-laden fills had apparently been devosited
at the time the feature was abandoned and filled. In
three cases, however, (Feature 9, 22, and 25) the privies
continued to be used after deposit of a substantial layer
of trash in the bottom of the features. The trash-laden
fills in the bottom of Feature 9'and 22 had apparently
been deposited ca. 1769 to bring the base of the feature
within the regulated depth for the Franklin Court block.
Feature 25, however, was already within regulated depth
for the block and yet the same kind of trash-laden fill
was found in the bottom of the feature. In each instance
where the privy continued to be used after a layer of
trash-laden fill had béen deposited in the bottom of the
shaft, a second layer of trash fill was devosited over it
at the time the feature was abandoned and filled. ¢

It was also obvious that these trash-laden fills !
were always placed in CLEANED privies, In Feature 22
and 25, thin strata of black muck characteristic of

decomposed organic waste appeared at the interface

between the ca. 1769 fills in the bottom of the features

and the trash fills deposited when the featurcswere closed.



In each case, there was evidence to suggest these inter-
face deposits of black muck were the residue of much
larger deposits;most of. whiéh had been removed prior to
deposit of the second trash fill. (See Analytical Report,
Feature 22, Context 1I, ?. III, and Feature 25, Context II,
v. IV) No decomposed organic waste strata were found in
Feature 9, 10, 11, 26 or 35 and no coprolites were found
in any of the privies.

Why should trash deposits have been placed in the
bottom of clean privies unless it was done for a particular
reason related to accepted practices of privy maintenance?
Apparently trash fill was placed in the bottém of a privy
‘to facilitate'drainage. The funcfion of ihis draihage base
was directly analogous to the practice §f placing & layer.
of broken sherds in the bottom of a flower pot.

Not only was it customary to use trash as a drainage
base for urban privies but there appears to have been
recognized specifications for the kind of refuse used as
drainage fill. Ten independent privy fills were identified
in the seven Franklin Court privies under consideration.
Regardless of deposition ‘date and whether or not the
privies continued to be.used after the trash fill had
been deposited, all ten base fills resembled each other

in composition.
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In 211 ten cases, these trash fills contained a
large number of whole or nearly whole vessels as compared,
for examole, to street Sed £i11s ( See 322 Rear, v. IV; and
Todd House, Acc. # 610, INHP) which frequently contained
the same kinds of materials,broken up into "thumb-nail
size" fragments. Although the kinds of objects found
varied with date of deposition ( i.e. there was no
creamware in the ca. 1769 fills) these trash fills were
composed primarily of ceramics, glass, and animal:. bone.
There was relatively little metal and hardly any organic
materials such as cloth, wood, and-leather, -Although
brick and mortar fragments were found among the other
xinds of refuse, building debris alone was never sub-
stituted for the tr;éh fills as drainage base materials.
A1l the mid-18th century trash fiils contained a sub-
stantial number of wasters and other potting evidence
such as sagger fragments, kiln furniture and kiln debris;
materials long recognized in pottery-producing areas as an
eminently suitable fill mateérial., Absence of wasters and
other kinds of potting evidence in post-Revolutionary
trash fills reflects relocation of the potting industry
rather thap an alteration in the specifications for fill
composition. ( See v.VI, Remarks) Thus the privy fills

appear to have been a purposely formulated material consisting
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primarily of bulky, non-biodegradable refuse. Presumably
the function of this drainage base fill was to break

up the thick sludge resulting from the decomposition of
solid waste so that the liquid residue could drain out
the bottom of the shaft. Perhaps it also served to
provide ﬁir pockets in the bottom of the shaft ghich
prevented the formation of explosive concentrations of
gaseous by-products beneath the surface of the sludge.

In or&er to achieve maximum functional efficiency,
thege trash deposits were probably placed in the feature
without a s0il matrix. Soil matrices encountered during
excavation apparently filtered down into the drainage base
over time, This "silting" action undoubtedly accounts for
'the substantial degree of settling observed in the upper
levels of closing fills. Since these base fills were
placed only in clean privies, it would seem to follow
that replacement of old drainage fills with a fresh
drainage base was part of the cleaning procedure, Whether
this was done each time the privy was cleaned or only
when the decliﬁing efficiency of the privy required
replacement is not cléar;

In one case, Feature 10, what appears to have been
the residue of an early trash fill was found at the very

bottom of the feature, in the area between the top and the
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bottom of the:sill footing the base of the privy shaft,
Artifacts from this context ranged in date from 1780-1800
and were probably the remainé of a drainage base placed
contemporary with or shortly after construction of this
feature in 1797. Immediately above this residue was the
base fill placed ca. 1830-18&0 when the privy was cleaned
prior to closing. Several early vessels found concentrated
in the bottom of Feature 9 also were perhaps the residue
of an earlier drainage base.

Converéely, theffillé placed in the bottom of
Feature é and Feature 22 to bring the base of the festure
within the regulated depth for the block remained in situ-
for approxlmatelv 30 years,durlng which time the privy
continued to be used. It is quite possible that fresh
drainage fills were placed above these in sity fills
and removed during periodiccleaning without leaving any
trace in the aréhaeological'record. It 4s pointed out,
- however, in the Feature 9 analytical repoprt,that a
concentration of glass artifacts of a somewhat later
date than the 174,0-1765 date range for the base fill
was found in levels of this mid-18th century deposit
inferfacing with the 1797 closing fill above. It _3s
hypothesized that these glass vessels may have been the
residue of a trash deposit placed in the feature after

ca. 1769 and removed prior to abandonment in 1797.

!
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Because drainage fills were epparently replaced
from time to time, it is impossible to determine from-
existing archaeological evidence when the practice of
placing bulky trash fill in the bottom of privies actually

originated. The earliest in situ trash fills found to

date are those associated with the 1769 regulation of
privy depths throughout the city. However, it is unlikely
that the practice originated at this time. The observed
consistency in the composition of all ca. 176§ £ills

found to date suggest an established practice based on
ccmmgn knowledge of what constituted a suitable privy
f111f There ‘is no' evidence to suggest that compliance

with the 1769 reguvlation required experlmentation with
various fill compositions. This inference is supported

by the fact that it was‘also unnecessary to stipulate

what k}nd of f£ill was to be used to bring existing privies
into compliahce with the law in either the.enabling
legislation passed in 1763 or the actual schedule of
regulated depths first published in 1769. Confirmafion
of the ofigins of this practice must await the cppcrtunity
" to investigate at least one privy that had been abandoned

and filled prior to 1769.

% Excavation of a number of brick and wood-lined features
identified as privies at the Head House East site at
Front, Pine, Second and Lombard Streets indicated the
identical fill pattern to that observed in the Pranklin
Court privies. T
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Not énly were privies cleaned prior to final filling
but there were also established procedures for filling
abandoned privies that were as strictly observed as the
pfactice of providing a particular kind of trash fill
drainage base for the functioning privy. The first step .
in the filling procedure was cleaning and the deposition
of a fresh drainage base virtually identical to that
placed in the bottom of a functioning privy. |

Building debris, absent as-a dfainage base fill,
frequently appeared as a closing Till placed between
the drainage base trash in the bottom of the feature and
the relatively clean sandy soils used to fill the upper
part of the shaft. However, builéing debris only appears
in cases where features were abandoned and filled during
periods of demolition and construction on site. Feature 9
for example, contained a level of wedge-shaped bricks
from the demolition of the upper part of the shaft
itself, Feature 10 and Feature 11 contained levels of
demolition rubble while Feature 26 contained both
demolition fubble and what appears to have been deposits
of waste mortar -from construction., Levels in which
building debris appeared as a closing fill generally
contained few aftifacts,as oppose& to the fragments of
brick and mortar which appeared as a constituent of the
base £ills in association with iarge numbers of other
kinds of artifacts. In cases like Feature 25 and

Feature 22 where abandonment and subsequent filling

o

[

e A T gemri O W ode i ee y

N ey # Fr i — ke ) ees



71

could not be associated with a period of redevelopment on
site, no building materials were found as a constituent

of the closing fill. All kinds of demolition and construction
debris were considered suitable as closing fills but only

if handy on site. On the other hand, it was not considered

essential enough to bring into the site when it was not

readily available. In cases where no building debris was
used as a constituent of the closing fill, the clean
sandy soil fills were placed directly over the trash fill
in the bottom of the feature.

As settlement caused a lowering of the surface of
‘the #lésing fills, it was often necessary to periodically
place additional fill in the upper part of whatever
remained of the old shaft. In most cases, these post-
clésing settleﬁent fills were related to cellar floor
installation with the same fill used as the prepared base
for the floor placed in the top of the feature.

19th Century Alternatives to _the Water Well and Privy

It was not until the 19th century that the water
well and the privy were replaced by more efficient and
sophisticated methods of acouiring water and disposing of
human waste. Piped water was the first significant

innovation to play a decisive role in resolving the
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urban environmental pollution problems discussed above.,
By 1806, the first Philadelphia water works was in operation
and in 1807, piped water first appeared at Franklin Court
in the new house at 320 Market Street. (See Historical
Report, 320 Market Street, v.IV) Once a clean, dependable
supply of water was available, the water Qell'became
obsolete, and along with it, the necessity for regulating
privy depths. As Fig, indicates, all the 19th century
features identified as cess pools or septic.tanks exceeded
the 1769 regulated privy depth for the Frankiin Court
biock. P »

Once piped water was readily available,_it was
possible to. develop the indoor bathroom with flush
toilet. The cess pool-ﬁater closét arrangement was the

initiel form of indoor plumbing. The first mention of a

water closet at Franklin Court appeared in the 1847

.insurance survey for 318 Market Street., (See Historical

Report, 318 Market Street, v. III) For all practical -
purposes, the cess ppol was identical to the privy, It

was a brick shaft in which waste disposal depended on

the hatﬁral decomposition of solid waste and the drainage
of liquid waste out the open bottom of the feature. As

the discussion on brick shaft cohstruction indicatéd, there

were no substantisl differences between privy and cess pool
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construction except that.the cess pool was cbvered over
while the privy was open. The significant difference
between the two features was the method by which human
waste was deposited in the'éhaft. Waste was deposited
directly into the privy shaft and involved either visiting
the necessary or using such household accessories as the
close stool, chamber pot or urinal, which were then emptied
into the privy. The cess pool, hoﬁever, was the receptacle
for waste piped into it from a water closet located inside
the house. In terms of convenience, the advgntﬁges of indoor
plumbing require no discussion. However, the water closet-
cess pool arrangement was not entirely satisfactory. Since
the cess pool was closed over, poisonous gases could not
escape out the top of the shaft. Fréquently these gases
backed up through the drainage system into the house,
éaﬁsing explosion, illness and death, It was not until
the late 19th céntury that a dependable system for venting
off dangerous gases was developéd.'(Singer=*Q€1,d-“AymSD$>
Like brivies, cess pools required cleaning . from
time to time. However, there is no evidence that the
-practice of placing a traéh £i11 at the bottom of the
shaft was considered neceééary to the proper maintenance
of the cess pool. In no case were trash deposits similar
to those found in privies, associated with features |

identified as 19th century tess pools or septic tanks.
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Pérhéps the fact that cess pool waste contained a large

volume of water obviated the need for dreinage fill since

heavy sludge was less likely to ciog the bottom of thé.featgre.

. el o
The septic tank differs from the septic tank in two

major respects. First, a bacterial agent 1is dél;pgragely _
introduced into the feature.to facilitate the decompqsitiqn~
of organic waste, thereby increasing the efficiency of fhe'
disﬁosal process., Second, unlike the ¢és; pool, soiid'waste_
settles to the bottom of a septic tank and the liquid wastéq
is drained off the top into a se&er or drain system. Pefhaps

Feature 16 and 17 were septic tanks. This is the only case

where any kind of dta@n was found, 1f so, it Would appear that

the solid waste settled to the bottom of Feature 16 and the
liquid waste drained off into.Feature 17 where it was~§bsofbed
directly into thé ground. In effect, tﬂese two fegtﬁrés
actually combined the disposal techniques of the septic
tank -and the cess pool.

The final dévelopment in waste disposal was the con-

_ struction of community-wide sewage systems where raw sewage

is piped directly to a central disposal facility, -

Cultural Implications of the axrchaeological Evidence
Thus far, the trash fills associated with the
Franklin Court privies have been discussed as artifacts

in their own right which have been described and dated
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(3

by their contents.” However, this artifact called fill was
itself composed of many individual objects which for one
reason or another were no longer needed or wanted in
other capacities and relegated to the trash heap. But,
whose trash heap? Given the circumstances under which
these fills were deposited in.the Franklin Court privies,
it cannot be assumed that the contents of these fills
were even site related let alone the refuse‘from a single
household.

Archaeologically{ it cén be demonstrated that these
téash fills were depoéited at one time in the bottom of
a clean privy. In other words, a great deal of trash was
requiredlat a specific\time'regardless of whether or not
tﬁe occuﬁant of the site had a great deal of trash to
discard. '

In 1763, thé Pennsylvania Assembly passed legislation
requiring the appointment of public scavengers to cléan
the streets and provide weekly tfash collection for all

private householders in the city. ( Penna. Statutes at

Larpge: v.6 p.230 f.) By 1765, the Minutes of the Streets

Commissioners indicate that the scavangérs had been

3%

“Since the privy fills were apparently formulated sccording
to commonly agreed-upon specifications and used to perform
a commonly recognized function, they are artifacts in the
broad sense of anything made and/or used by man.
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appointed and the system'presumably implemented as

the law required.% (Minutes of the Streets Commissioner§=
ms. Microfilm Coll. INHP) Thus, by 1763, the deposition
date assigned to the.earliest trash fills found in sity,
public weekly trash collection had been in é;istence for
at least four years. Today, weekly collection is still
considered sufficient to accommodate the needs of private
households‘inLPhiiadelphia.'Wifh public trash collection,
there was no need for the urban householder to dispose of
his own trash on site or elsewhere for that mattér, and no
reason why substantial amounts of domestic refuse should
accumulate on the urban éite as the result of normal
househéld activities, -

It can bé demonstratedthat at least one important
group of arﬁifacts; the wasters and ﬁotting evidence .
found in all mid-18th ceptury tfash déposits, was not
site related but éame from the pot holses located a
bloék west of Franklin C&ﬁrt. For a brief period in.

the 1720's, John Rogers, potter; was married to Deborah

* The public scavengers were required to collect only
household refuse. Building debris or the refuse from
industrial enterprises were to be disposed of by private
arrangement. Other laws passed in the 1760's imposed fines
on butchers for disposing of waste around their place
of business and forbad the deposit of carrion on the
Bommons'of the city or other garbage and carrion in the

ocke. .
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Read, the daughter of John Read and later married to
Benjamin Franklin. Perhabs John Rogers carried on his trade

on his father-in-law's property, but this has never been
documented. (See v.IV, Remarks on the Franklin Court
Collection, for a discussion of John Rpgeré‘tepuous
relationship to the Franklin Court site.) The mid-18th
century fills foﬁnd during current éxcavations were deposited

e

more than 40 years after Rogérs had left Philadelphis.

- In the interim, there was no pot house at Franklin Court

or even on the Franklin Court block, However, at least

.three mid-18th century pot houses (those of Richard and

Valentine Standley, Anthony Duche, and Jonathan Durell)

: %
- were located within a block of Franklin Court. In all

likelihood, the Franklin Court wasters and other potting
evidence had'been brought into the site as £i11 ‘from the
waste heaps of these potteries. Posiﬁive associations
with these potteries can be inferred from the presence

of stoneware wasters ( Duche was the only known Phila. |8 *%.

potter to work in stoneware) and from the presence of

a marked locally made earthenware veséel'tenatively
identified as the product of Valentine Standley, as
well as a silver teaspoon marked MS. (Mary Standley, a

member of the potting family, died leaving six silver

# The Standley's pottery was located on the N, side of
Market Street just west of Fourth Street. Anthony
Duche's pottery was located on the N, side of -Chestnut
Street between Fourth and Fifth Street, and Durell's
pottery was located on an alley leading off the west
side of Fourth Street between Chestnut.and Market Streets.
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to various friends and relatives, none of whom could
be associated with the Franklin Court households.,However,
a silver teaspoon marked MS was found in the ‘trash fill
in Feature 25.) It is aléo interesting to note that
once these potteries were closed, potting evidence ceased
to apﬁear in the Franklin Court privy fills.

Since these particular artifacts with established

off-site, non-household origins were found thoroughly

mixed with the other objects found, it cannot be assumed

- that any of the other fill material was site related or

discarded by a single household. The other artifacts,

including glass, imported ceramics and garbage bone, were

obviously domestic refuse,but what about the 1écally

made pottery showing no clear-cut evidence of'failure_in
production? Were they part of the potting debris or the
household trash? (See v. VI, Remarks on the Franklln Court
Collection, for discussion of the problem of waster identi-
fication) Perhaps the.household trash was site-related,
but came from éeveral Franklin Court households, perhaps
it came from a single household or households near or

related to the source of fhe potting evidence, or perhaps

-it had been acquired from the city scavengers specifically

for use as drainage base fill and represents the trash from

g number of Philadelphia households all ever.the city.

. e ks
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These various possibilities can be discussed in the
abstract but cannot be demonstrated analytically without
supporting documentation. _

The late 18th and.19th centurﬁ trash deposits
present a somewhat different picture. (Feature 9, Context II;
Feature 10, Context II; Feature 11; Feature 22, Context I;
Feature 26, Context II and III,) A vbetter case for site-
relatedness and singie household origins can be inferred
for the contents of the later fills. ..

First, there wefe no objects found for which non-
site origins could bé estabiished, In fact, the scrap
leather found in the upper levels of thp trash deposit in
the bottom of Feature 26 was probably siteéfelated in-.
dustrial waste. This site was occupled® for about 30 years
prior to the closing of this feature by a succession of
various leather craftsmen. (See Historical Report, 320
Market Street, v. IV) But, unlike the potting evidence in
mid-18th century trash deposits, the ;eather scraps were
not'mixed in with the other artifacts found and may have
been tossed into the feature over the trash fili.

Second, the deposition of these fills occurred under
circumstances which were more likely‘to coincide with the
ava11ab1¢ity of substantial amounts of site-related house-

hold trash., Of the five mid-18th century trash deposits
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found, none could be related to perliods of demolition and
construction on site. On the other hand, four of the five
late 18th and 19th cenbuwy fills were deposited during 7/
periods of substantial sité redevélopment; It seems more ?
likely that large amounts of site=-related househéld trash |
‘would have been available during periods of change on site
than would have been generated during the daily activities
~of the continuously occupied site.

I{ is entirely pqsgibie, despite the fact that all
the trash fills were similar in composition, that the
trash itself varied in origin: that in some cases site-
related materials were mixed with materiels bfoughtAinto
the site as fill, in some cases it .was all brought in
from elsewhere, or in other cases it Qés all site-relatedf
The problem is distinéuishing between that which is site
related and that which is not. Inaustrial waste such as
the potting evidence or scrap lesther ié relatively'easy
to distinguish from household trash and the ﬁresence/
absence of the pa?ticular activity relatively easy to
confirm in the historical reéords. Household'trash is
more nebulous. There were thousands of ﬁouseﬁolds-in-the
colonial city, all of which generated some amouﬁt of trash,

Virtually every site excavated --1s historicelly associated
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with at least one dwelling unit. Given the relatively

small size of the average urban house lot and the close
proximity of the dwellings themselves, given-thg existence
of a systeﬁ of public garbage collection by 1765, and given
the circumstances under which these trash fills were

placed in privieé, assumptions of site-relatedness and
single household origins.canhot be justified without
substantiating'evidence. Unfortunately, such evidence

is seldom available for common household refuse.,

This does not mean'that the artifactual evidence
ffom.these trash depoQits.are useless as a basis for
cultural ihfe;ences. It does, however, limit the kind
of inferences that can be made to 5foad_distiﬁctipns
among groups of objects made or.iﬁported, used, and
discarded in Philadelphia during various periéds in the
city's history. Morebver, this sample is 'not a total or
random sample, It is a sample of those materials con- .
sidered suitable for use as privy drainage fill, When
describing content, it is the contents of the fill rather
than the content of the community‘'s material culture that

has been described.
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FRANKLIN COURT IV
Field Report

Jeff L, Kenyon
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Franklin Court IV, fourth in the current series
of investigations at Benjamin Franklin's house site
and related Market Street properties, was undertaken in
three phases: investigation of the Market Street
buildings, observation and investigation of selected
areas during deep mach;ne excavation at the south end
of Franklin Court, and limited testing in the north
end of Crianna Street within the present building
line{ |

Investigation Qf the Market Street buildings wsas
organized by individual pro?erties»beginning with
31l Market Street and éorking'wgst to 322'Market Street,

With one exception, all excavations relative to this

phase of investigation involved interior areas in the

cellars of ths present structures. The exception wss a
small area at first floor level in 322 Market Street |
assoclated with an addition at the rear of the present
building with no cellar beneath 1t. Called "322 Rear",
thls area was approx1mate1y at present grade. This

phase of the Franklln Court IV project began in January

1972 and terminated in late April,

Deep machine excavation of the south end of the

court was undertaken in May with excavation and re-

cording of selected areas finished by early August,
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Limited testing at the north end of Orianna
Stréet inside the present building line involved
re-exposure of a wall complex runﬁing north/south on
the west side of the street, previously excavated by
B, Bruce Powell in 19&2. With the completion of the
: Orisnna Street test trenches in early August, Franklin

Court IV was terminated and the. site closed.

SPATIAL LOCATION

Spatial location in the horizontal plane was
initially recorded rélative to the existing walls
of the Market St:reet-structﬁres° But the walls were
irregular and dimensions varied from cellar to cellar.
A north/south base line established during the 1971
excavation of the Franklin house site (FC III) was
still extant, but this line was difficult to transfer
into the. cellars of the buildingso The problem was
finally solved by running an east/west base line off
the existing north/south base line through holes drilled
in the party walls at first floor level, The east/west
base line was transfered into the cellafs by plumbing
through holes drilled in the floors, Location of this
bése line, the plumb points, and cellar~reference points

can be found in the accessioned raw data, filed under

.
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"Collected Information: Grid System, Franklin Court IV."
Location of.féatures in the deep machine excavation at
the south end of Franklin Court was recorded by tranéit
work done August 11, 1972, These records can be found
in B, Cosans' personal field log.

Datums 3n the vertical plane were based on a
constant called "320 datum". This was an arbitrary
datum established in the first floor of 320 Market
Street and transfered tb numerous points around the
site during FC I"project. Vertical distance was
measured in decimal feet.below this datum, Elevations
of features and area sections in the deep machine
.excavation at the south end of the court were recorded
by transit ﬁprk'done on August 11. These records can

also be found in B, Cosans' personal field log.

SITE RECORDING SYSTEMS

Bag‘numbers were assigned sequentially in the
field beginning at FC=4,00, Bags FC-1 through FC-389-ha&
been assigned during previous projects in the current
series of excavations (FC I, FC II, and FC III), Since
several'areas were worked at the same time, the bag
numbers for eacb feature or work unit are not necessarily
consecutive., Bag changes were made within features or

‘work units where indicated by stratigraphy and other



field conditions. However, even in open levels, bags
were changed déily so that a single soil stratum in a
given feature or area of excavation-may have several
bag numbers assigned to it.

The primar§ site record was kept in field journal -
form consisting of pre-printed sheets to be filled in
by the excavators fér each bag number- assigned. A more
abbreviated record was kept in the form of a bag list
recording the feature or work unit, depths, soil
description, date, and recorders for each bag signed
out, The information recorded in the bag list was also
written on each bag.

The field journals are currently paft of the raw
data and included among the accéssioned materials on
file with INHP. The bag list is included as an appendix
to v, 1 of the Franklin Court IV Report. The stamped ‘
formson the field bags were cut out and kept with the
artifacts duriﬁg laboratory processing and discarded
once cataloguing was completed. ‘

Additional site records include the site super-
visor's log book recordiné daily on-site activities, The
log is preseﬁtly part of the accessioned raw data. Personal
logs were also kept by many members of the crew and

staff, These were available for consultation during
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excavation but kept by the individual once the project
terminated.

Each f'eature or area of exéavation was photographed
and subseguently drawvn by the site cartographer. The
full series of final drawings is part of the gccessioned
raw data, as is a. number of measured drawings and
sketches done by the crew.in the field. From among these
drawings, the principal investigator selected the ones

included in the report. No site photographs were

available at the time this report was written., The
photographs in the form of 3% mm color slides will!

be submitfed by the principsal investigator at a
};ounA
> w
J 7 sopmae

311, MARKET STREET \jé\“““? \ o
Y\ne?

later date, Howevep, a record of.these photographs is

included in-this field report.

31l Market Street included the cellar of the

pfesent building as well as a sub=cellar located under

that part of the mid=-19th century structure which was

erected on property sub-divided from the rear of 316
Market Street. (See Historical Report, 314 Market Street)
At the time excavation was begun, the exact affiliation
of the sub-cellar was not known, The area was originally
designated 316 S.B, because of its physical relationship

to 316 ﬁarket Street. However, once its historical




relationship was understood, the sub-cellar was

referred to as 314 S.B.

When excavation began, 31l Market Street was

divided into five separate areas for descrlptlve

purposes (See fig. 1). Area 1,

the north room of the cellar,

-was bounded ph the north or

Market Street end by vaults
under the sidewalk (Area 5).
It was separated from the
south rcom (Area 2) by a stud,
lath, and plaster partition.
Area 1 had a wood floor laid
on joists. The joists ran
east/west the width of the
cellar at approximately 24"
intervals. Most of the flcor-

ing had been previously ripped

up except for a small porticn on

the south side of the cellar.

A hortar sub~floor had been

poured around the joists, Ares 2
was located south of the partition

mentioned previously. It extended

Y
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fig. 1 314 Market CStreet
as found.
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from the partition to the rear or south wall of the
structure., Area 2 wus-paved with concéete.

Arez 3 was located west of Area 2 at the south
end of the cellar over the sub-cellar., The wood floor
was suspended on joists and was not subject to
excavation, An elevator shaft was located in the
southwest corner of Area 3 with its mechanism located
directly beneath in the corner of tﬁe sub-cellar,

Area I was the sube-cellar under Ares 3, The floor

of'the sub=cellar was paved in brick. The five features

associated with this area of 31l Market Street were
vigible above floor level: Feature 13 was a complex fire-
pléée feature in the north east borner; Feature 14 and 15
were unpaved rectangular areas south of Feature 13

along the east wall of the sub~cellar, and Feature 16

and 17 were circulér, domed, brick=lined pits along the
east wall,

Area 5 was a vault north of Area 1, extending
under the Market Street sidewalk, This area was filled
with heavy rubble,’

Disturbance by previous archaeological in?estigations
was minimal in the 314 Market Street cellar, consiétinm
of a single tésf trench excavated by Powell in 1962,
along the 314-316 party wall at the north end of the

cellsr,
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Excavation in 314 Market Street cellar began
with floor removal and investigation of the fills and

disturbance below. Since there had been minimal excavation

‘in this cellar during previous archaeological investigations

at Franklin Courﬁ, controlled clearance was deemed feasible,
Initially, investigation of the ﬁorth end of the cellar
(Area 1) was undertaken as a series of test trenches,
These test trenches were eventually expanded and joined,
providing total exposure of Area 1., Fig., 2 shows the
original placement: of test trenches in Area 1 .of the
314 Market Street cellar and fig.'3 shows the extensions of
Test Trench A and E at the far nofth end of the cellar.

31l4=A was originally placed as an east/west tési
trench cutting Across the cellar from wall to wall, 17.8!'
south of the north wall of the cellar (31L4-A was located
prior to establishment of the easf/west base line). The
wood brace supporting the first floor cut through the‘
middle of 314-A, dividing the trench into east and west
sections. Portions of Feature 2 and Feature 3 (unlined pits)
were exposed within the area designated 31l-A,

314~B was placed south of 31u-A,.32.7' south of the
north wall on the west side of the cellar. This work unit
included part of Powell's backfill. Feature L wés exposed

within 314=B and the unit subseguently enlarged to permit
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full exposure of the feature.
314-C and 314~D were located south of 31l B, These
work units were oriented toward the '

west side 6f the cellar to allow o=~ -
‘AREA S |
space for a wheel barrow run -along N

the east side of the-cellar., Feature 5, ['g,'z;‘g

Feature 6, and Feature 7 were exposed

3)4 f

within these work units.

31=E was located along the - AREA L. K

3148 ~wooD
SUPPORT

312-31L party wall north of 314-A,

This test trench and its various: 214 C

extensions (see fig, 3) were loceated '

specifically to pick up any feature or

ground evidence associated with the Lt
alley and the east wall of the early 18th
century house (the present party Wail stands

on the center line of the cld alley). AREA 2

Feature 1 and the rest of Feature. 2

o>
£ O
s

and Feature 3 were exposed during
excavation of 31L-E and its extensions,

The south end of the cellar

(Area 2) was cleared as a single unit. :
' -F.cs. 2 Loecavion ©OF

_ | TEST TRENCHES.
associated with this part of the NCEND 314 MARKET ST

cellar. _ o _ AREA 1.

Feature 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 were

\ etene e oe
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Three contexts were associated with floor removal

and clearance:

Context I- the.floor surfaces .

Context IIl- prepared base fills and disturbance
below the flcor surfaces,

Context III- natural undisturbed earth,

Except for the presence of a large number of nails

and nail fragments associated with the joist trenches in

the mortar floor, the artifacts retrieved during this

phase of investigation were not of sufficient quantity,

type, or distribution to permit construction of a valid

artifact model (see Analytical Report, 31l Market Street,

Floor Removal and Clearance; v, 2). Thus, contéxt

identification was based solely on soil stratification.,

Context 1
Level A;
Leve; B.
Context 1T
Level C-
Level D-
Level E=

LeveliFa

Context IIT

Level G-

concrete floor,

mortar floor with joist trenches,

rubble fill without red clay,
rubble fill with red clay.
dense red compacted clay,

backf'ill from previous archaeological
investigations.

natural, undisturbed sand.
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Level A, the concrete floor, appeared only in the
south end of the cellar (Area 2). It was approximately ,25¢
thick and sloped south to north at about «3' per 50 liﬁear
feet. The concrete was broken up by hand and removed.

Level B, the mortar floor, was the exposed surface
. flooring in the north end of the cellar (Area 1) and
continuéd under the concrete floor in the south end of
the cellar (Area 2). The mortar floor had been poured
around wood joists running east/west. Most of the joists
were rotted to a dusty darkibrown humus when found, The
Joist trenches were approximately L' wide and spaced
from 22" to 26" apart. The joists had originally supported
a wood floor, a small section of which still remained,

The mortar floor was approximately .25¢ thick,hut leaching
from the base made made interface definition between it and
the rubble fill below rather difficult,

Beneath the mortar floor was a layer of rubble fill
which varied in consistency and deptﬁ. Elements common to
the entire fill context were brick rubble, light brown to
yellow clay, light Erown river sand, river cobbles, mortar,schist,
end plaster fragments. These'fills, characterized by the
absence of red clay,were designated Level C, Level D con-
“tained the above components, but in addition, centained
chunks .of red clay as well, In most cases, the distinction

between these two levels is rather indistinct, representing -
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a graduation rathér than a sharp line. However, this
distinction between the fill in 314-A and 314-B is
rather sharp ( see fig. L4). The rubble fills varied in
thickness from 1,0'=1.6',

Beneath the rubble fill was a layer of dense red
clay designated Level E, The red clay varied from ,1' to
.5' in thickness., In areas where there was relatively
less rubble fill above, the surface of Levél E was rather
smcoth, reseﬁbling a prepared flcor surface. However,
in places where the rubble fill was‘ﬂﬁcker, the surface of
Level E was rumpled. Artifact content was scanty and
may have been associsted with this Level as intarface
disturbance, Although possibly parﬁ of the natural
stratigraphy of the site, Level E was included in
Context II due to the obvious disturbance at the inter;
face with the levels above, -

Level F,‘Powellfs backfill, was associated with the
1962 test trench aleng the 314-316 party wall at the north
end of the cellar,

Excavation below the bottom of Level E was undertaken
in a section pit at the east end of 31L4~-A, The soil below
‘the red clay, designated Level G, consisted of a series
of striated sands with no artifac? content, This stratum

appeared to be natural and undisturbed,
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In addition to-fhe'exposure of designated features,
excavation of the sub=floor rubble proved conclusively that
all structural evidence of the early 18th century house and
the 1797 house which replaced it had been destroyed by
construction of the present structure in the mid=19th
century.

During floor removal and clearance, a series of

. eight circular unlined pits was exposed beneath the rubble

£ill, Feature 1,'Fedtﬁre12, and Feature 3 were completely
excavated, Feature li and 5 were sectioned but Feature 5
collapsed and was abandohed as unsafe before planned
excavation could be completed,. Feature 6 and Feature.7
were also completely excavated while Feature 8 was simply
exposed and defined,

Except for Feature 1 and Feature 3 which were
intersected by a small unlined pit (Feature 2), the
unlined pits were physically independent of each other..
It is unclear whether Feature 2 is contemporary with
Feature 1 and Feature 3,représentingAa functional
relationship between the features; or later than
Feature 1 and Feature 3 repfesentiné an.ﬁnreléted'intrusion
which merely connected the two features by chanée.

These features hsd been ;arefully dug and purpésely
filled. In each cése the stratigraphy was different but

there were similarities in size arnd depth. (See Analytical

- =
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| Report, Unlined Pits, 314 Market Street; v.2) A1l

the unlined pits contained artifacts with heavier

concentrations of artifactual material associated with'

Features 1-4 than with Features 5-8. Except for a single

vwood plank found in the bottom of Feature U, there was no

evidence that any of the pits in this series of features

had been wood-lined, Funcfional identification based on

field observations cannot, at present, be ascribed t§ B

these features, (See Analytical Report, Unlined Pits, v.2)
During removal of the floor surfaces and excavation

of the sub-floor levels and unlined pits, the east/west

base line had not yet been established nor had 320 datum

been shot into the cellar of 31l Market Street. Locations

in the hofizontal plane were measured to the north wall

of the cellar while vertical measurements were taken to

conveniently established temporary datums. Once the

arbitrary site reference points were transferred into the

cellar, all measurements were taken from these points,

Previous measurements were converted to these arbitrary

points in the laboratory. (See Appendix A, Field Report;

and Drawing FC IV-Sp 1 for feature dimensions and locations,)
Feature 9 (Susie) was a brick-lined pit exposed during

removal of the concrétg floor in the south end of 314 Market

Street cellar (Area 2), The north edge of the feature was.



a7

located 66.2' from the east/west base line and 3.4' from
the 312-31lL party wali° (See Drawing FC IV-Sp 1) The:
south edge of Feature 8, southernmost in the series of
eight unlined pits, was tangent'to Feature 9.

Feature 9 waes 3.7' in diameter and 15.05' deep
from fhe top of the exposed brickwork to the bottom of
the brick sill footing the shaf£ (14e1'=-29.15' below
320 datum)., At 29.15' below 320 datum, Feature 9 was
the deepest brick-lined pit encountered during this phase
of investigation at Franklin Court. The shaft was con-
structed of wedge-shaped, dry-laid bricks laid sfretcher-
wise(?ather than laid as radisl headers as is common for
this tyﬁe of briéﬁ. The base of thé shaft was finished with
a sill of pfojecting'bricks laid header-wise on what
appears to have been a ppepared bsse of clean river gravel,
As found, the fill in the feature interior had settled,
leaving a hollow cavity extending 2.1' from the upper
surface of the exposed top course of brick (1&.1' below
320 datum) to the top of the interior fill (16.2' below
320 datum).

Twelve soil levels Qefe encountéred during

excavation of Feature 9:

Level A Cinders and grey fill with rotten wood
. 16,2'-17.85' below 320 datum
Bag # L7L




Level B

Level C

Level D
Le%el B
Level F
Level G
Level.H
Level I
Level J

Level K

qa:

Clean sand
17.85'=18,05! below 320 datum
No Bag #

Sandy £ill with wood
18, Op'-19 2% below 320 datum
Bag # 478

Grey cinders
19,2 -20 45" below 320 datum
Bag # h79 :

Brown sandy clay with rubble
20, uS'-21 3;‘ below 320 datum
Bag # 483

Grey ash
21035'-21.9' below 320 datum
Bag # 1,86

Brown soil with mortar and ash
21.9' =22, 51 below 320 datum
Bag # 1,89

Dark brown sandy f111
22, S'~23 3* below 320 datum
Bag # 492

Yellow clay with sand pockets and brick
23,3'=2l1,55 below 320 datum
Bag # L95

Browg ash f%ll with mortar
2’-‘-«:5 "’2500 'N
26, 7>,Sbelow 320 datum
Bag # 196
Grey and brown clay with wood, mortar and
organic material,

gg“gg:g~29.75'.below 320 datum

Bag #'s 506, 511, 518, 525

river gravel with some grey clay below sill
29.75'-30,15' below 320 datum (limit of excavation)
Bag# 529

Note: artifacts probably associated with level above,
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Levels A-I were found in vertical relationship to
each other, with clearly defined interfaces lying more or
.1less in horizontal planes. The interface between Level ‘J°
and K was irregularly shaped with a sharp north-south
slope of 1.f'. A layer of grey clay similar to the clay
of Level K below was observed around the entire cir-
cumference of the feéture at 25.,05!' below 320 datum.

This band of clay (See Drawing FC IV~ 9, 31l Market St,
V.2) suggests the upper part of Level K had been partially
disturbed prior to deposition of the levels immediately
above it, This field obserVation was subsequently con-
firmed by artifact analysis (See Analytical Report,
Feature 9, 31l Market Street; v.2), ‘

As excavation proceeded downward in Level X, the
wood and mortar gradually thiﬁned out in the center of the
feature and became concentrated around the perimeter of the
fill, The distribution of the wood and mortar componenfs
- of Level K indicates that there were at least two
depositions of soil associated with this level: the first,
containing no wood and mortaq,ﬁas.mounded in the center of
the fegture and the second;.containing thegﬁood arid mortar,
dumped over iﬁ. Anglysis of the artifacts from Level K
subsequently demonstratéd that this observed difference
in the fill within the level was not significant. The

bottom of Level K slumped below the base of the sill

e e A e . ———. 4t . 3 ——— < ——t
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pPobgbly as a‘'result of settling over..a .long:
period of time, | -

The artifdct content was differentially distributed’
w;thin the scil levels., Levels A, C, and D contained
relatively few artifacts, Level B was clean, Levels E, F,
G, H, I, and J yielded a heavier concentration of
artifacts than that assﬁciated with the levels above in
characteristic fill-distribution of relatively small sherds
and few whole or nearly whole vessels, The proportion of
artifacts associated with these levels increé;ed with
depth until the artifact content of Level J approached that
of a trash deposit. It was noted. in the field and
subsequently confirmed in the laboratory that the‘increased
quanﬁity of artifacts encountered as excavation ﬁroceeded
downward in these levels was accompanied by the appearance
of a ‘greater number of earlier artifacts.

Level K was a trash depo;iﬁ characterized by an'
extremely dense concentration of artifacts and a number
of vhole and nearly whole vessels.,

The rough, estimated field dstes of late 19th-20th c.
for Level A-D, 1780-1800 for Level I~J, and 1740-65 for
Level K were subsequently confirmed in the laboratorye.

. Laboratory analysis also demonstrated that the early

- . < ° - )‘K
materials present in the levels above the trash deposit ﬁqevéllxj

were related to the contents of the trash deposit, thus

IO —
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substantiating the field hypothesis that the upper part
of the trash deposit was disturbed at the time the fills
above it were placed in the fgature.

The depth of Feature 9 suggests it was a well, but
the distribution of fills and artifacts inside it was
similar to the kind of filling patterns observed in
privies., fhe well-privy hypothesis is discussed at length
in the Feature 9 Analytical Report (314 Market Street, v.2).
The most likely inference that can be made from the ~-~:-nlu®
correlation of historical, artifact, and fieid data
is the hypothesis that Feature 9 was originally con-
structed as a well and subsequently re-used as a privy,

Feature 10 (Ben) was a brick-lined pit exposed
when the area around Feature 9 was cleaned for photography.
Feature 10 was 71.13' south of the east/west base line
and 1! east of the 312-31L party wall., This feature was
5,15 in diameter and extended 9.0' from the exposed top
course of brick to the top of the brick sill footing the
shaft ( 14,07'=23.1' below 320 datum). At 23.1' below
320 datum, the depth of this feature was comparable to
Franklin's 1787 privy at 23.59! below 320 datum and
Feature 26 in 320 Market Street also at-23.1' below 320 datumo
The brick shaft was constructed of hand-made, dry laid
bricks. The bricks appearec to have been re-used and

were laid stretcher-wise with the first three courses laid

-
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in a spiral, Some of the bricks were glazed,with several
wedge-shaped bricks, similar to those in Feature 9, used in

construction of the sill footing the base of the shaft,

t : Feature 10 contained six soil levels:

j Level A Brick and mortar rubble with soft f£ill,
patches of ros? clay,)and ash,

' ’ 1&007"15.0&' middle .

15,98t ( S, side)) Pelow 320 datum

Bag # 537, 538

; _ Level B River gravel and sand with increasing

' amouﬁts(of rub?le

| 15.0L' (middle) Y hel A

: ‘ 15.98' ( S.side) 20,75 below 320 datum

; ' Bag # 577, 591

Level C Brown clay with brick rubble concentrated at
the bottom of the level,

: 20.75%=21,0' below 320 datum

i Bag # 593

Level D Greenish sandy clay with brick rubble con-
centrated in the top of the level
21.0'“ 21.h6i Ns Side
23,11 S, sidejP€low 320 datum_

Bag # 599

Level E Green marl sand with flecks of charcosl
21.46" N gide} v 230 A
23.11 S.side 23+1' below 320 datum

Bag # 595, 602, 605

o Level F Dark grey and brown soil with mortar and bricks.
| 23.1'-23,51" below 320 datum
. Bag # 606

A loose wedge-shaped brick, unrelated to featur
construction,appeared in Level F, The fills designated Level A

were lacking in artifact content but correspond in soil type

to the fills used throughout the cellar as a prepared base
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for the late 19th century mortar floor,

| The structural ‘evidence of the wedge~-shaped bricks
used in construction of the sill in Feature 10 indicates the
construction of this feature at the time Feature 9 was
finally closed, filled and partially demolished to make
way for the kitchen of the 1797 house, This was sub-

sequently confirmed by the analysis of artifacts associated

with Level F, (See 31l Market Street, Analytical Report,

Feature 10, v.2)

Feature 11 (Syd) was a brick=-lined pit, exposed
while conveying back-dirt out of the cellar of 31l Market
Street, This feature ﬁas located 91.65' south of the east/
west base line with its east side tangent to the 312-31L
party wall, Feature 11 was constructed of rectangular,
hand-made bricks laid stretcher-wise. The brick may have
been re-used and many were broken into half-brick size,

Three soil levels were identified:

Level A Dark brown sandy rubble fill with pockets
of Brown-red clay

Q

?'gﬁ: 1‘3?17.9' below 320 datum
Bag # 560, 587

Level B Brown clay and building rubble

17.9'=18.1' below 320 datum
Bag # 612
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Level C Grey and brown ashy fill

18,11'-20,0' below 320 datum

Bag # 614
Compared to Feature 9 and Feature 10, both the .
materials and the workmanship used in the construction
of Feature 11 were inferior in quality. Again, as in
Feature 10, Level A was similar to the fill used as a
prepared base for the mortar floor.

Feature 12 (Poor Richard) was a rectangular

brick feature loéated 87.6!' from the east/west base

line and 8' west of the 312-31L party wall. This feature
was exposed while removing the concrete floor at the south
end of 314 Market Street cellar (Area 2). The feature was
irregular in shape and situated in a previously excavated
"L" shaped hole, The hole was lined with clay. There was
only one level associsted with this feature T . homogenous
rubble f£ill composed of brick, mortar, brown sandy clay,
and ash. Three bags were assigned to this level ( Bag # 618,
671, and 681). There was also one field journal sheet which
wos not assigned a bag number,

Feature 12 was subsequently identified by a visitor

from a construction company as the foundation for a masonry

central heating furnace which was probably dismantled and

filled when the mortar floor was installed. Thé fill in
this feature is similar to the prepared base for the mortar

floor and the upper-most fill levels in Feature 10 and 11.

-
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Originally, the 31l sub=-cellar (Ares l}) was designatad
"316 sub-cellar" becsuse of its physical location behind
316 Market Street. However, historical documentation subsequent
to field investigation has shown that this area was actually
part of 31hn&hrket Street. Although the report materials
have propérly identified the sub-cellar as part of 3L
Market Street, the original designation of "316 sub-cellar!
was not altered on the field recordé.

The sub-cellar was paved in brick, There was an
above;grade brick feature (Feature 13) in the northeast
corner, which appears to have beeﬁ a hearth of some kind
with evidence of at least two rebuildings or alterations,
Nothing in the nature of the feature or the scant artifact
content in this area of the sub-cellar suggested a function

for this feature. Feature 14 and 15 (Romulus and Remus)

were unpaved, rectangular depressions in the sub=cellar
floor just south of Feature 13, Both depressions were
investigated but no light was shed on their function ,
Possibly Feature 14 and 15 are related to Feature 13 but
no relationship could be established in the field.
Feature 16 and 17 ( Castor and Pollux) were domed,
circular brick-lined pits on the west side of the sub-
cellar. The two pits were connected by a spillway sloping

from north to éouth. Feature 16 was 3,2' in diameter and
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extended from 23.,57' below 320 datum {top of the rim) to
26,6' below 320 datum ( bottom of the brick shaft). The
top of the dome was 22,4' below 320 datum, This feature
was constructed of rectanguler brick laid stretcher-

wise with no sill footing the base of the shaft,

Feature 17 was somewhat irregular in shape measuring

3.8' east/west and L4,02 north/south., This feature extended
from 23.9' below 320 datum ( top of the rim) to 28,2!
below 320 datum (the base of the shaft), At 26,0' below
320 datum, the feature narrowed in diameter to 3,2!
east/west and 3.35' north/south. The'narrowing of the
shaft was accomplished by a course of brick laid header-
wise with the rest of the shaft laid up to the edge of
this header course. The bottom or nérrower part of the
feature may possibly represent the re-use of an older
brick shaft uncovered during excavation of the sub-

cellar during mid-19th century construction. This in-
dentation is not related in any way to the spillway

inlet connecting the two features., Artifact analysis failed
to produce any evidence which would substantiate the

hypothesis of re-use,

316 MARKET STREET

316 Market Street cellar was a single large open

-
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room with four arched brick vaults in the west wall
which extended under the north end of Orianna Street.
Vaults at the north end of the cellar extended under the
Market Street sidewalk. An arched vault in the southeastern
corner of the cellar served as the support for a late:
19th-early 20th century walk-in safe on the first floor.
As found, the floor of the main room in the 316
Market Street cellar had been broken up during previous
archaeological excavations by Powell in 1962, There were
random piles of back dirt, chunks of broken concrete, and
some damage to the foundation walls caused by unfilled
excavations from the previous work ten years earlier.
fowell nad concentraﬁed his investigations in the middle
of the cellar, coinciding with the rear wall and
areaway of Franklin's 1787 house, leaving some undisturbed
non-pit soils in the north and south ends of the cellar,
Excavation in the north end of 316 Market Street
cellar began with investigation of an east/west stone
wall that was uncovered while breaking up an unidentified
concrete feature, This wall was designated Feature 19,
Feature 19 was 1.5' wide and extended 8.9' from the 314-316
party wall into the middle of the cellar. The north edge
of the wall was 10.,1' south of the east/west base lines

The top of the wall was exposed at 15.05f below 320 datum
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and extended .55' deep to the base of the mortar bed
footing the wall at 15.6' below 320 datum,

Three test trenches were excavated to investigate
this feature: 316-A along the south face of the wall,
316-B along the north face of the wall, and 316-C which
began at the west end of the wall and extended to the
west wall of the 316 Market Street cellar., 316-C was
eventuslly extended south to investigate an area cf
disturbance observed in the profile of 316-C (316-C, Ext,
south) .

The south face of the wall was plastered and the

mortar bed for the wall ran under the brick facing on the

314-316 party wall. The bottom of the brick facing extended

to 15.55!' below 320 datum. The sub-soil configuration

observed in 316-A is shown in Fig. L.
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316-5 showed similar stratigraphy. In addition, it
also showed indications of a mason's trench for the brick
facing on the 31l1-316 party wall.

316-C indicatéd an area of disturbance extendirg

from the west end of the stone wall L.Lh' west. This

‘area of disturbance consisted of a sandy clay matrix

containing brick and mortar. There was also a shallow
U-shaped depression filled with mortar rubble in the
north face of 316-C and a small disturbance containing
wood and what appeafed to be a prepared floor base of
hard packed sand 1.7' from the west wall of 316 Market
Street cellar, There were several stones lying north to
south. Also running north/south was a sewer pipe, a
broken end of which butted a western spuf of Feature 19.
Test trench 316-C, Ext, South,was begun to investigate
the first-mentioned disturbance at the west end of
Feature 19, However, before investigation could be
completed, the sewer pipe back=-fldoded into the excavation

area and work halted,

Very little artifact content was found in association
with these excavations. Field levels were maintained but
Level designations were not assigned in the laboratory.

By area of excavation:



bt et e RN

316 A

Brown clay and tan beach sand over Feature 19.
Bag # 521

Hard: packed dry clay
No Bag-see Field Jourhal 2/1/72

Dusty rose clav and sand
No Bag-see Field .Journal 2/1/72

316-B

Dusty rose clay, yellow sand, rust sand, black
sand, --
No Bag~see Field Journal 2/2/72

316-C

Backfill from cleaning vaults
Bag # 522~ other information sese Field Journal 2/3/72

316=C_and_316-C Ext, S.

Brick and mortar rubble in a sandy clay matrix
15.5%'-19.8' below 320 datunm )
Bag # 523’ 5395 sho, 542’ 5L6, SLL?, 551; 522,

The architects subsequently.identifiéd Feature 19
as the stair-well footing for Franklin's 1787 house.
The area of disturbance at the west end of the feature
was associated with the sewer pipe,

The four vaults leading off the west side of
the 316 Market Street cellar were photographed., Because
of scheduling, only one vault was cemprehensively ine-

vestigated: the second from the north or 316-V2, The
interior of the vault megsured 8, 2! north/south and l;,9!

east/west, The floor was brick-paved and rather uneven

-
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averaging 1l.2' below 320 datum,

Sectioning the vault entrance revealed a layer of
rubble .85' thick and a mortar and clay level ,O05' thick
which covered a series of.schist slabs running north/south.
Thesg slabs were at first thought to be part of an earlier
vault floor but their absence in the center of the
vault and their connection with the stone wall under the

wall of the vault established that these stones were

actually footings for the vault itself, The slabs averaged
o5 thick..A builder's trench filled with loose brown
sandy fill along the interior south wall of the vault and
grey rubble fill along the east wall south of the doorway
were obssrved, They averaged .9' wide and .9' in depth.

The artifacts fiom the sub-floor fill appeared

earlier in date than the artifacts from the builders!
trenches associated with the east and south wall, This
observation wasz only ‘partially.confirmed in the laboratory.
(See Analytical Report, 316 Market Street Vaults, v. 3)

A large rock approximately 1.,5' in diameter was
found in the center of the vault immediately below the
brick floor. It was surrounded by a ring of loose, dark
brown soil approximately .2' wide. Its presence is un-
explained.

As in the test trench excavations associated with

the exposure of Feature 19, level designations were not

-
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assigned in this area of excavation:

316 Vault Excavation

Cleaning floor of vault
1h.1'=-14. 2" oelow 320 datum
Bag # 5L3
!

Loose fill between present brick floor and clay,. sand,
and mortar covering over schist slabs
1h, u'-15 3' below 320 datum

Bag # 565, 570

Loose fill between present brick floor and undisturbed
soil

14,37 =111, 6' below 320 datum

Bag# 571 N

Loose brown fill around rock
14. 6' below 320 datum
Bag # 575

Loose brown
Lr.ib'-',) L")

i1l along south wall, builder's trench.
! a
:-"'18 Tr S?d, 5

b low 320 datum

3
Grey rubble fill in builder's trench along east wall
south of doorway

1M 551'-15.,L5!' below 320 datum
Beg # 582

The west entrance to the vault under the Market

(]

Street sidewalk at the north end of the 316 Market Street
cellar was investigated to determine if there was any
evidence of a wall lying north of the present building line,
Previous investigations under the Market Street sidewalk

in front of 320~318 Market Street in 1971 had exposed

what appeared to be an early foundation wall fragment
approximately }' north of the present building line,

(B, Liggett, 1971 Franklin Court Report). Existence of




114,

an old foundation wall associated with 316 Market Street
would indicate that all five of thé early 18th century
houses fronting Market Street were probably oriented L!
north of the front facades of the present buildings. The
.west entrance to the vault under Market Street in the

316 Market Street cellar was excavated in order to

test for evidence of this wall, A stone wall, Feature 18,
running east/west was located partially under a granite
slab in the entry to the vault., The wall was approximately
1.5' wide., It was difficult to precisely measure this
feature because the north face of the wall was inaccessible.
The south face of the wall was located lL.8' norih of the
east/west base line and the top of the wall, as found, was
'15.53' below 320 datum., The bottom of the wall was 17.2¢
below 320 datum, This wall ran in rather broken fashion
all the way across the front cf the 316 Market Street
cellar to the elevator shaft where excavation was halted,
At the east end, the lower part qf Feature 18 became
progressively more aeteriorated due to flooding.

This east/west wall butted against the north/south .
party wall, the footing for which was set.in a builder's
trench 2,25' wide and 2/52' deep. No artifacts were
definitely associated with the fill around the east/west

wall (Feature 18) on either side of the granite slab,




No level designations were assigned to the

excavation of Feature 18:

West Sidewalk Vault=316 Market Street

Chrin%ks of concrete, brick and mortar in matrix of

coarse sand,
12,5'-14.5' below 320 datum
No Bag #

Cleaning brick floor
1.,5' below 320 datum
No Bag #

Brown ashy fill just north of granite block
1&.7?’=1h.9' below 320 datum

Bag # 55. ,

Reddish clay with sand marbling
14.9'=16,12' below 320 datum

Bag # 555, 556

Yellow sand marbled with clay

16.,2' below 320 datum

Bag # 557

Sand marbled with clay south of granite slab

No Depth recorded

Bag # 567

Clay marbled with sand, red and grey clay

No Depths Recorded '

Bag # 596, 588

Without more extensive excavation, probably from the
exterior sidewalk area, it is impossible to accurately

interpret. - this feature., However, it was found in the

expected location and may be the original front wall of

the early 18th century Read heusé«
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316-E was a test trench opened to investigate a
depfessionsthe north edge of which was located 13.2' south
of the eas£/west base line and 3,0' west of the 314-316 party
wall, The'dgpression was probably settling,from a
previous archaeological trench in the cellar. One bag
was assigned to this area: Bag # 563. Once the nature
of the depression was determined; no fqrther excavation
was carried on here,

316-G was the desigﬁation aséigned to the entire
rear quarter of the cellar where the mortar floor was still
intéct. Bag # 635 and the accompanying field journal B
sheet describes the remeval of the mortar floor from tﬁis
area,.

Four features were investigated*iﬁuthé cellar
proper: Feature 20 and 21, brick lined pits visible
prior to excavation,and Feature 22 and 23, also brick-
lined pitsyexposed during removal of the remaining section

of mortar floor. (316-G)

Feature 20 was a brick lined pit located 35.95!'
south of the east/west base line and 3,6L' west of the
314=316 party wall, Primary clearing and excavation of
the first level in the feature interior was not completed
when it became obvious that this feature was still

functionally connected with the sewage system within the

-
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present building. Excavation was halted and the feature
abandoned, Two bags were assigned to the preliminary
investigation of Feature 20, Bag # L1 and LL3.

Feature 21 was also visible prior to excavation
in the cellar of 316 Market Street, This feature was
located 39.1' south of the east/west base line and 3.1!

east of the west wall of the 316 Market Street cellar,

Although Feature 21 did not have an actual flow of raw sewage

into it like Feature 20, the soil content was very "ripe"
and high in organic content, A thin layer of lime ,1!
thick was encountered about .,1' below the upper surface

of the pit fill in the interior of the feature., The lime
was either deposited when the feature was closed or

at a later date to reduce the odor from the feature.

As found, Feature 21 was only partially filled. The top

of the feature was 15.17" beléw 320 datum and the surface
of the fill in the feafure was 19.l' below 320 datum,

The éxposed top of the feature was apparently a finished
rim formed by laying the uUpper several courses of brick
header-wise, The remainder of the shaft was constructed of
a single thickness of rectangular brick laid stretcher-wise
with no sill footing the base of the shaft. The base of
the shaft was 26,.85" below 320 datum.

Four levels were encounted in the feature interior:
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Level A Yellow brown clay

19.4'-19.5' below 320 datum
Bag # L70

Level B Lime
19,5'=19,5' below 320 datum
Bag # U469

Level C Yellow-hrown clay
19,61-26,05' below 320 datum
No Bag #

Level D Grey clay with high organic content. Clay
becomes more organic and sandier toward the
bottonm of the feature,
26.05'-26.85' below 320 datum
Bag # 471, L72

The bottom of Level D corresponded with the base

of the brick shaft. & level of river gravel and sand was
exposed berneath Level D but was not excavated,

Feature 22 was a brick-lined pit located 52.1%!

south of the east/west base line and 9.35' west of the 314-316
party wall. Feature 22 was exposed while taking up the

mortar floor which lay under the concrete surface in the

south quarter of the cellar, This flooring had not been
disturbed during prior archaeological investigations,

Slightly irregular in shape, Feature 22 measured 3.8!
north/south interior diamster and 3.65' east/west., The

feature was 10.65' deep from the upper surface of the

exposed brickwork (1L.45' telow 320 datum) to the base

of the brick shaft (25.1' below 320 datum). 11 levels




were observed in the feature interior with two other
levels associated,wiéh exposure of‘the feature, No

bag numbers were assigned to.the removal of the concrete
floor ( 13,66-13,87' below 320 datum) and the mortar floor
(13.,87'=14.07' below 320 datum) except as general cellar
clearance, Interior levels were:

Level A Cinders :
1&.07'm15.36' below 320 datum
Bag i 638 .

Level B Mortar and brick rubble in a green sandy
clay matrix,
15.36'=15,7"' below 320 datum
Bag # 640

Level C Rose-cclored sandy clay with brick and
mortar rubble
15.,7'=16,3"' below 320 datum |
Bag # 642,645
Level D Greenish brown sandy clay with brick and
mortar rubble
16,3'=16,98"' below 320 datum
Bag # 647

Level E Brown sandy clay with brick and mortar rubble
16.98'-18,IL' below 320 datum

Bag # 648, 650, 653

Level F Yellow gravelly clay with brick, mortar, marbled
with dark brown clay
18,4'-20,1"' below 320 datum
Bag # 65l{, 655, 663

Level G Black humus with brick and a ring of brown
clay around perimeter of feature
20,1=20,14' belr - 320 datum
Bag # 66l
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"~ Level H Brownish~-grey marbled clay, somewhat sandy
in texture
20 11 =2l1.15" below 320 datum
Bag # 670, 672 .
Level ¥ Brown humic fill with much brick
2le15'= 29! below 320 datum
Bag # 673, 676, 677
Level J Dark grey mottled clay with flecks of charcoal
snd brick chips
21.9'=25.1' below 320 datum
Bag # 678
Level K River gravel with brick chips
25,1 1emea=
No Bag #, exposed but not excavated
This feature was characterized by a heavy deposition
of artifacts concentrated in the lower part of the feature,
Level G presented some difficulty in the field as the interface
between this level and the level below was difficult to
define. As was noted during excavation and later confirmed
in the laboratory, some of the artifacts taken as part of
Level G were actually related to the level below, Like 1in
Feature 9, the scrim of clay noted in Level G suggests
two periods of filling. - ‘
_Feature 23 was a large brick-lined pit approx1mately
5.5' in diameter located in the southeast corner of the
316 Market Street cellar. Thig feature was found lying
partially under the arched support for a walk-in safe on
the first floor., Excavation and accurate measurement
were impossible at this timc, Partial excavation of the
feature from 1l.L' below 320 datum to 16,1' was under-

-

taken but abandoned when it became obvious that the
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pit was at least several feet deeper. Probing to 20,51
showed no evidence of bottom at this depth. This feature
should be completely investigated ‘after demolition of the

rear portion of the building.

318 MARKET éTREET

Like 316 Market Street, the 318 Market Street
cellar had been disturbed by previous archaeological
investigations. Examination of this cellar was limited to
the excavation of two features: Feature 2, a brick-lined
pit located in the northernmost Orianna Street vault,
and Feature 25, a brick-lined pit located partially under
the east wall o¢f the present building.

Yegture 2& vwas a circular brick-~lined pi£ found
in the northernmost Orisnna Street vault in 318 Market
Street cellar. The feature was located on the east/west
baée line approximately in the middle of the vault,
Feature 2l was 3.,28' in diameter and 5.26' deep from
the exposed rim of the feature at 14.8' Below 320 datum
to the top of the paved bottom of the feature at 20,6!
below 320 datum. The brick shaft was capped with a
’ring of radial headers apparently intended to serve as

a finished rim, Below the rim of radial headers, the .

shaft was constructed of a single thickness of conventional
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rectangular bricks laid stretcher-wise, Unlike the other
brick-lined pits associated with the Market Street houses,
the bottom of Feature 24 was paved with brick laid
stretcher side flat. The brick used in paving the bottom of
the feature projected under the shaft. The feature was tightly
constructed and apparently intended to.serve’aS'a:,ontainer
rather thaﬁ??acilitate drainage.
Four soil levels were identified:
Level A Limey sandy grey ash mixed with some sandy
brown ‘soil and cinders
14,81'=15,75" below 320 datum
Bag # 707, 718
Level B Dark brown sandy fill with brick and mortar
15,75'=-16.14! below 320 datum
Bag # 721
Level C Black orgaenic £ill with charcoal and ash
marbled with dark brown sandy fill

16.,14'=17.15' below 320 datum
Bag # 722, 724

Level D Black orgaenic fill with lots of charcoal
: 17.15'=20,06' below 320 datum
Bag # 725, 726

Feature 25, a brick-lined pit, was uncovered while
breaking up the concrete flooring in the rear section of
the 318 Market Street celler, This feature was located
65.0!' south of the east/west base line, partially under the east
wall of the present building. Seepage of ground water from
Orianna Street presented a problem in excavating this feature,

The dampness of the soil made separation of thc artifacts
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difficult while standing in the feature,so the dirt was

carried to the surface and screened, Careful records were

kept of stratigraphy but artifact associations may have been

skewed by the
definition of

11 soil

method of retrieval and the poor\
interface associations.

levels were identified in association

with the feature interior and one lgvel associated with

feature exposure:

Clearance Prepared base for concrete floor

Level A

193]

Level

Level C

Level D

Level ®

Level F

Level G

No Depth
Bag # 683

Brown soil with gravel and mortar
12.,L2'=14.2"' below 320 datum

Bag # 693

Red=-brown clay

1he2'=15,23" below 320 datum

Bag # 695, €98, 702

Lt, brown sand. Wet in the part lying under
the east wall of 318 Market Street '
15:3'=15. 15" below 320 datum

Bag # 70L

Red-brown sand with mortar

15.&5'-1g:gg?below 320 datum

Dark brown and black clay

]g:gg}:15,67v below 320 datum

Brown-grey sandy marbled clay
16.62'-16,85' below 320 datum.
Bag # 710 ‘

Grey clay

16.851417.6' below 320 datum
Bag # 711
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Level H Sandy brown and grey mottled clay with
patches of sand and brick dust
17.6719.02' below 320 datum
Bag # 712
Level I Grey clay .
19,02'=19,86' below 320 datum
Bag # 71L
Level J Brown sandy clay '
19,86'=20,78!' below 320 datum
Bag # 715
Level K Yellow-brown sand with traces'of brick dust
20,781-21,38"' below 320 datum
Bag # 717
This feature was also slightly irfegular in shape,
measuring L.1' north/south diameter and 3.9' east/west.
The feature was 8.53' deep from the exposed top of the
brick shaft at 12.25' to the bottom of the brick shaft at
20.78' vbelow 2320 datum. No sill footed the base of the
shaft. The shaft itself was constructed of rectangular

brick laid stretcher-wise,

320 MARKET STREET
Excavations in the cellar of 320 Market Street
were limited to removal of the concrete floor at the

rear end of the cellar., Feature 26, a brick-lined pit,

was exposed and excavated. This was the only feature found
in the cellar of 320.Market Street.
Feature 26 was a large circular brick-lined pit
discovered while breaking up the concrete floor in the
rear of the 32C Mérket Street cellar, Lack of adequate light-

ing, especially during excavation of the first 3! of the
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£il1l in the feature interior, created some differences
in the soil descriptions recorded in the field and the
stratigraphic section drawn by the site cartographer
two weeks after the completion of excavation, A full
discussion of feature stratigraphy and correlation of
field records with the field drawing appears in the

analytical report for Feature 26,(See 320 Market Street,

Analytical Report, Feature 26, vely)

Feature 26 was located 75.22' south of the east/west
base line. Approximately .9' of the interior of the
feature lay under the 320-322 Market Street party wall,
Safety cogsiderations made it nebeséary to section
this feature. The Teature was 7.5' in diameter and
9,4' deep from the exposed top of the brick shaft at 13.7!
below 320 datum to the bottom of the sill at 23.1' telow
320 datum. The upper surface of thé interior pit fill

was encountered at 15.,55' below 320 datum, nearly 2' below

the exposed top of the brick shaft, This feature yielded a

‘heavy eoncentration of artifacts,most of vhich appeared

below a mortared wall fragment found at about 20! below

320 datum. The exact location and depth of this fragment

was not properly recorded in the .field records. Since it
was removed, it did not show up in section, Apparently it
was a section of mortared wall thrown into the pit

during filling, and gstrongly suggests Feature 26 was
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filled during a period of construction on site,

322MARKET STREET

The cellar of 322 Market Street was extenéively.v
disturbed by previous archaeological investigations in
1962, As found, excavations were still unfilled after
10 years and there was evidence of structural damage due
to water action similar to that noted in the cellar of
316 Market Street, A strip 5' wide running along the
south wali of the cellar was the only area available
for excavation. This strip was seﬁarated from the rest
of the cellar by the remains of an east/west brick
wall, This area was designated 322-A, The surface of 222-A
was paved with brick laid on a fine sand bed, The surface
elevation of the brick paving ranged from 13,2' below
320 datum to 13,5 beloﬁ 320 datum, This was slightly
higher than the 13,7' below 320 datum elevation recorded
for the mortar floor north of 322-A, In the southwest cdrner
of 322-A was a complex concrete footing. Probing the cracks
in this footing revealed the fact that it was capping a
a brick-lined pit. This feature was designated Feature 27.
With much effort and the aid of an electric impact hammer,
the concrete cap was removed and the pit exposed. The pit

was surrounded by a bed of dense red clay and the interior
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was filled with cinders, Only the upper part of the
cinder level was removed. Probing indicated that this
layer continued as far as the probe reaphed or at least
I,' below the recorded depth of 15.94' below 320 datum,
Due to time and structural considerations, this-feature
was abandoned without further excavation,

As found, Feature 27 was located 61.00' south of

the east/west base line against the west wall of the

322 Market Street cellar. The feature measured 3,7°
north/south interior diameter, and l..0' east/west.

~The rim of the feature was exposed at 1L.L5' below

320 datum on the west side and 1L.L9' below 320 dotum

on the east. The botiom of the feature was never determined.

No level designations were assigned to Feature 27:

Feature 27

Brick floor set on sand
No Depth recorded during excavation
No bag #, see Field Journal for L/13/72

Breaking up concrete and rubble clearance
13,00'=13,5' below 320 datum
Bag # 761, 766

deégompacted clay, feature exterior
1 Y '”16.2' E. .

.73 N below 320 datum
Bag # 769

Cinders, feature interior
closing at 15.94'
No Bag, see Field Journal L/25/72
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The cellar of the present buildiﬁg at 322 Market
Street did not extend under the entire structure., A small
area at the south end of the building at first floor level
still existed. Designated 322-1st floor rear, excavation
of this aresa was undertaken in hopes of finding evidence
of original grade. The area so designated extended from
the south foundation of the cellar at 70.3' south of the
east/west base line to the rear wall of the first floor.
The exposed surface.was a layer of cinders, Rgmoval of
this cinder layer uncovered several feature including:

a large brick-lined pit (Feature 29) 2/3 of which lay
under the south wall of the building, a small brick-lined
pit (Feature 28) in the scuth east corner of 322-1st floor
rear, fragments of what appeared to be an east/west wall
running along the north side of Feature 29, and a long,
thin rectangular stone slab which was subsequently used
as a test trench reference point, The exact nature and
function of the wall fragment and the stone slab was
never determined., In addition, a square brick feature,
probably some kind of drain, was located in the northwest
part of the area,

Excavation began with a trench along the north face
of the previously mentioned east/west wall, The soil
stratigraphy was complex with evidence of disturbance associated

with the above-described features. Eventually, this original
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test trench was expanded to a 2' wide trench running

ﬁéréllel to the south wall of the cellar, The test areas
were extended south with reference to the east and west

sides of the stone slab, (See Fig. 5)




TV ST AN G WX o

T Y e B 1)) L R

ks il SANE o Kool e TV

130

E-W T,T, immediatelv N, of east/west stone wall

Dark brown prepared fill with yellow clay and brick
b1 =T7.22' below 320 datum
Bag # 738, 743

Expansion north- same soil
6.11-6,85' below 320 datum
Bag # 750, 752

E-W T,T, 3,2' north of W edge of east/west stone wall

Dark brown prepared fill with yellow clay and brick
5.97'=7.13' below 320 datum
Bag # 7759- 778

Red clay lens

T li3'-7,56' below 320 datum

Bag # 779

Dark browvn-grey sandy soil
7.56'=8,15' velow 320 datum
Bag # 780, 782, 78k

Dark brown-grey sandy clay with brick mortar, and charcoal
poseibly associated with construction of the square bricx
feature on the west side of this test trench,

8,01t=-8,.6' telow 320 datum

Bag # 785

E-W T.T, 3,2' N of N, edge of east/west stone wall: Expansion

[—"

south on west side of stone slab

Dark brown prepared fill with yellow clay and bfick
5.,97'=7.6' below 320 datum
Bag # 775, 789, 790

Red clag :
7.1':7. 1! below 320 datum
Bag # 791, 793, 806

Red~brown clay.with some brick
7.3'=7.35' below 320 datum

.Bag # 793

Dark brown-grey sandy clay
7.45'-8,05' below 320 datum
Bag # 801, 802, 805, 808, 810, 812
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E-W T, T, 3.2' N of N edge of east/west stone wall; Expansion
gouth on east side of stons slab

Dark brown prepared fill with yellow and red mottled clay,
bricky and mortar

5.97'=7.43'" below 320 datum

Bag # 787’ 79h

Dark brown humus with brick and mortar, mottled with
charcoal and compacted sandy yellow clay

6,48'=-7,IL' below 320 datum

Bag # 797, 800

Compacted sandy yellow clay with brick and mortar
6.15'=6,48" below 320 datum
Bag # 795

Red clay with cobblestones imbedded in it
Toli?=7,66" below 320 datum

Bag # 803, 804

Broun-%rey sandy clay

7.06' 02' below 320 dstum
Bag # 807, 809, 811, 81k

Cleaning of floor east of stone slab around Feature 28
6.,39!' below. 320 datum

Bag # 792

Black humus immediately around northeast end of stone slab

6.2'-6,38" below 320 datum
Bag # 799"

Field-identification of the Franklin Driveway surface

was subsequently confirmed in the laboratory.

Feature 28 was located 75.8' south of the east/west
base line and .} i5' from the 320-322 party wall, The feature
was 2.4' in diameter and extended 20.,18' from the exposed
top of the brick shaft ( 6.02' below 320 datwm) to the

base of the brick shaft (26,5!' below 320 datum),

-



Six scil levels were identified in the feature

interior and one with exposure of the feature:

Exposure Cinders
No depth Recorded

Bag # 723

Level A Cinders and ash with brick and mortar

6.02'-6,7' below 320 datum
Bag # 724

Level B Brown and grey fill with brick and mortar
6.7'-8.1' below 320 datum
Bag # 731, 733

Lévéi C Dark brown humus with brick and mortar fragments
8,1!'-9,05!' below 320 datum
Bag # 739, 742

Level D Grayish-white cinders and ash
9e 05'-10,7!' below 320 datum

_A_ ~
Zag & Thb

Level E . Dark grey cinders and ash
10.7ﬂ-°2.06' below 320 detum
Bag # 7LS, 747, 75La, 755

Level F Black organic humus with sandy patches and
increasing sandy texture toward the bottom of
the feature
22, 06'- 26,5!' below )20 datum
Bag i# 758 7599 7639 76l

A layer of river gravel was exposed with the removal
of Level F, This level contained no artifacts and was not
excavated,

Feature 29 was located 78.25' south of the east/west
base line and approximately 7.5' west of the 320-322 party
wall, About 2/3 of the feature lay under the rear wall

of 322 Market Street. The feature was approximately 6,5'

.



in diameter. Feature 29 was first noticed as an irregular

depression in

322-1st floor rear, Only the northeast

quadrant of the feature was excavated due to safety

conditions created by the location of the feature under

a none~too-:stable wall. Despite precautions, a cave-in

occurred at 17.92' below 320 datum and the feature was

abandoned,

Several

levels were encountered in the excavated

portion of the feature:

Expogure - Surface rubble mixed with brick and brown

T - A
Leve .l

Level B

Level C

Level D

Level E

sand
6.112=7.5' below 320 datum
Bag # 728,.730

Lt, brown £ill with brick
7.5'77.8' below 320 datum .
Bag # 732

Dark brown soil with traces of yellow scil and
brick rubble

7.81-8,98' below 320 datum

Bag # 737

Red-yellow clay with brick
8.8'=12,25" below 320 datum
Bag # 7’4—6’ 751’ 753

Red~brown clay with brick rubble
12,25'=12.7' .below 320 datum
Bag # 756 .

Dark brown soil with building rubble
12,7'=15.67' below 320 datum
Bag # 757, 760
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Level F Brownish-yellow clay with building debris
15,67'=16,82' below 320 datum
Bag # 762, 765

Level G Dark -and light brown mottled sandy locanm
16.,82'-18,00' + pelow 320 datum
Bag # 767’ 772’ 773’ 77,4-9 777
A cave-in occurred at 17.92' and the following
Bag # were used in clean-up and re-establishment
of level sequence in the unexcavated portion of

the feature
No Depth
Bag # 768, 770, 717

Completion of excavation in the Market Street
cellars w#s terminated with the recording of the featurés
exposed in 322-1st floor rear. Subsequent work involved
implementation of the rﬁbble removal contract and
limited excavalbions in the rear couri area and Orianna
Street, Since these sctivities were covered under a
separate contract provision, they are considered'separately

in Volume § of the 1972 Franklin Court Report.



Franklin Court IV

Field Report: Appendix A
Photograph Index
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Photographs taken at Franklin Court during the

1972 field season were initially recorded according to

roll number and size of film, A reproduction of this

1ist is given here, Light and speed information for

each photograph can be found in the blue cloth=-bound

photography journal included with the
.data.

T e— - .ot ems e e it s

ROLL #1 (Tri-X; A.S.8. LOO-36 exposure roll)
(Prnnts and negatives located in photography file drawer)

L .
o «

accessioned raw

East end of 314-A (test trench £1), facing north
showing red clay. =
2. anstnirnnininiian
3., n o nw i byt shooting from north to south.,
L"o L F O T £ ¢ I T I I I S I E VO L O 1} .
5. East end of 314-A-low level sho

along one of the floor joists,

314-B-section pit from the east

utu WU fream the south
Hwu oo .

nonw o feom the north
[ T T O ¥ I F I } |

3165B=-A/1 as found from the vie
it

o

VI WM —Oo
[ )

316SB-B/1 as found from the we
3]658-8/‘ IIRERERIRERAR )]

316SB-C/1 as found from north
L2 S % I X R ¥ N 7 T N T TN R 1 NN 7 N R N T F R N 1]
316SB~A/Dome Exposed (CASTOR)
[ 2 S Y N ¥ T ) N T X U 7 R N ¥ R § N ¥ B 1] " o
22° X J DN T R 7 SN 7 SO ¥ N F U AN X N Y NN X R 1 N R VR

N N et et ot
eomoo\:
e o o0 o

t fron west to east

Closeup of mortar facing in joist trench, facing north
1 30 3 oo oo n on]y faCl'\g SDUth

-

St (CASTOR)
(CASTOR)
st (POLLUX)
(POLLUX)
(ROMULUS)

1 H N un
N o u 0 nn

L. . B - " h s . 2 . £ A e Lt h et et L N A =t . . T o T > & n e marer At wew e o mmm

e e e o amaEy s e e e cembwmih H BT

- e g et bnes |

- e ap—
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PHOTOGRAPH INDEX

FRANKLIN COURT

(cont.)

AR W W

ROLL #2 (EH 135; ASA 160-20 exposure roll)

(Transperancies may be found in slide file boxes
in photography filing drawer)

-A section pit

, 314

; 2. 314-B section pit

3 3, 314-~B section pit from the west

] L, 314-B section pit from the east
5, 314-B section pit from the east

3 6. Void

k 7. Void
8. Castor-completed excavation

b 9° YR L O L O T I 1 O Y T ¥ T 1 T £ T A A L T B 1|
10. 314-A Section pit

) ]l. T F O T T T2 I A F O I B R} }

; 12. 314-Remains of wooden flooring in N. section of
‘30 lsllftOH (TR LR LI 1 I R T T Y A T T T T A £ O E O L L [ T T I T A I 4

! ROLL # 3 (KX 135; ASA 6L4-20 exposure roll)

] (Transperancies)

j 1. Sam

i 2. Sam

3 3. Noeth wall and sidewalk vaults of 314 from S.E.
l*. B 1A oo nu "monoonououn 1o

5. North wall and sidewalk vaults from S.W. (314)

6. Sam-wooden planking in bottom
7° Py T I N LU 7 T T ¥ T T J S N Y IO L B IO B LA L

Y T T I T O T T Y ¥ D 7 A D A T A 2 I £

90 3]6"A

Remnant of compacted floor on west end of west
trench (316-C) .

General shot of 316-C

Closeup of disturbance in west trench in 316 from
the south,

West end of E-W wall in 316 from S.W,

Possible fragment of N_S wall in 316-C

General shot of E-W wall taken from south,
Logitudinal shot of E-W wall taken from west.
Closeup of mortar bedding for E-W wall in
316~taken from south dide,

General progress shots in 31k
Y TS T U T T Y i E I T T S A [ I I T I 1

————— gt e - Ao g
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[
] FRANKLIN COURT .
i (cont,)
k :
1 ROLL #4 (KX 135; ASA 64-20 exposure roll)
: (Transperancies)

l. 1. General progress shot in 314
f 2. i u u u mn o ou o on H u ua non 11}
3 (I F O | B TR TRT) n o u a1 ouon L1 I T I ¥
. L}: I a4 n L I T I T BT ] LI I I T Y] LI N TR |
; 2+ THE FOLLOWING SEVEN SHOTS ARE OF THE EOTTOM GF
! 6. SUSIE-SOME WiTH KORMAL LENS AND SOME WITH TELE-
1 /. PHOTO, SEVERE CONTRAST AND SHUTTER SPEED PROBLEMS
3 8., WERE COMMON TO ALL SHOTS., i
N 9,
; 10.

]]o ) -
12, 316-Disturbance in and south of west trench (316-C

and 316-C expansion south) taken from scuth
o MMM only from closer distance,

. Same disturbance only from north

MU only from a shorter distance.
Same disturbance only from S.W,

: N-§ masonry wall in 316

East side of 316-C-close-up taken from S.W,

- Contact point between E-W stone wall and stratified

sand at west end of wall, (UNIMOUNTED )

ROLL #5 (KI1-135; ASA 25-20 Exposure Roll)

(Transparancies)

316-Wall of pit containing distrubance in 316-C and
316-C expansion south, fro, the south,

L I T I T I T I YR H o oun only fro’ the northo

Scuth section of 316-C expansion south

316~Junction of tile pipe and view of disturbance

in 316-C at the béginning of flcoding,

Bottom east section of disturbance in and south

of west test trench (316-C and 316-C expansion scuth)
taken while sewer Ppipe was flooding.

316-West sidewalk vault entrance=brick floor
partially removed, taken from north,

H oo o ou i1 o5 i u n nnn H i uu g n

316-Vault 2-section of floor levels at entrance-taken
from the east, ’

316-Vault 2-brick floor of vault prior to removal,
(cont.)

-
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PHOTOGRAPH INKDEX

FRANKLIN COURT

(cont.)

ROLL #5 (cont.)

——t ol oo Gad ) ot Gk Wt wed wad
\Dm\la\\n;WN—'o

16-Yault 2-section

16-Bault 2-builders trench inside vault

16-V2-Section of interior south wall

16-V2-section of interior east wsll south of entrance.
316-V2-section of interior west wall

316-VZ-General interior shot

E-W wall on north end of 316-taken from south

ROLL #6 (GAF coloe slide film; ASA 64-20 expcsure roil)

(Transparancies

314-E-S1ink from the south 2/25/72
Slink from the north

'314-A&E-Harem and Jack from the north

Slink-corner shot from N.,E. &cross section pit and Siink.
314 AEE Slink enc¢ Jack and Harem from south,
314-B-SAM-finished west section from east with datum line,
Wonmoonouonouon oW pue without datum line.

Sam-NE curved section of pit.

Ben-top of brick - layer with artifacts exposed in situ
314~E-NE sector-demolition trench (NS) and E-W disturbance
314-A-SE section showing intersection of Slink, Jack
and Harem.

314-C Happy-progress shot 3/2/172

314-E-EW wall east of sidewalk entrance steps. 3/3/72
314-E-Detail of floating butt between east wall

and E-W wall,

314-E-south section of E-W wall trench showing
probable east wall trench-taken from NW.
Poor Richard from west. 3/6/72
Poor Richard from north.

Poor Richard frgm East.

19. 31k-C Happy-final shot-NOT DEVELOPED VOID

- v ey e~ = - -
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EAOTOGEAPH INDEX

FEANKLIN COUET

(cont.)
ROLL #7 (KX 135; ASA 64-36 exposure roll)

1. Slink-general progress shot from north }/8/2
2 N (1] H 1 [} ] " (1] 11} ”" " INIRIN}] H 1] " n n 1] it 1 e t it
3. Slink-general progress shot from west
4, Slink-gzeneral progress shot from south
5, Harem-showing mortar-plaster disturbance in center 3/6/72
6. Susie-final shot 3/13/72
7. Ben-final shot
8. Ben and Susie from the north
9, Zasu-general shot of east profile from west (arrow
. is pointing to the south)
10. Zasu-general shot of N. profile from south.
11. Zasu-genral shot of west profile frOm east.
12, Zasu-west profile
13, Zasu-west profile
14, Syd-general finished shot from N.W. 2{14/72
15, Slink-south profile of N.E. quadrant. 3/16/72
16. Slink-west profile of N.Z. quadrant.
17. Slink-S.E. quadrant from N.Z. 3/24/72
1 8 . " 1t ® (1 B1) 1] " " 1" (1R1) it (1 R1) " ] " 1] + 1)
19. Posiedon-bottom of pit with frazments of brick wa2ll-
(not final bottom) 4/10/72:

2 0 o LLI T B L L R e i D L B B | R TR ) (22NN L 2| S L SN | BN i S L SN T BN | B | SN L B 1}

21.~-7? Crew plctures.

ROLL #8 .(EHB—13'5; ASA 125-36 exposure roll)

1. 322-ist floor rear-east shot of hzalf of rear floor
area~-taken from south-4/10/72

2, " * " "_east half ‘tzken from west half.

3, " " " "_ywest half tzken from N.E.

L, Shot of 322 1st floor rear taken from north.
5 o ] " " 11 1" []] (1} " 1] 1} 1 1) " " URIRIRININIR{Ni] " It 1"

" 11 1t 111 11) 1] 1] n ’ (1] " ” H J tt 1t 11 1] n 1] 1 " " "

7. Friday-pre-excavation shot-SIGNECARD HMISTAKENLY
LABLED MCLLY-~shot from north

8. Molly-final excavation shot (bottom) 4/11/72

9 o [{ | B { B 1 | L1 B 1§ "n ot o1on " " ir H ou n 1

10. 318-Vi-Molly-general shot of vault after comvletion
of excavation,

11" L UI [ T SR T IR T2 ¢ TN T N T SN A T Y S R DL I B | O | | [ S { B { BN T SN T N | S T R £

1 2 o ({ DU L B ) | 1IN {2 | RN | SN ¥ NN { N 1 N L SN | NN T IR | SN | SN TSNS SN § N { NN | SR { SN { BN | O 1)

13. 322-A west half of area including dome of Mayhem before

exposure., /i//z

14 1M 1 11 1) " HI " " 3] AL B | N (1 R | B D 1 D { Y 1 ] EL I { N | B B}

15. 322-A—west helf after removzl of concrete with a2ir nrzmmer.

| L/19/72

:.l;} ' . (GOnt L] ) | . 1
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FRANZLIN CCOURT
(cont.)

ROLL #8 (cont.)

16,

17.
i8.

19.
20.
21,
22.

23.

322~A-west half after removzl of concrete
" mw 1] 11] oo [L 1] " 9 " n 1] 1] 11 1 ] ] LB ]
322-A-west half after removal of concrete
around perimeter of Mayhem. L/21/72 (from
n [1] 1} 1) L1} ! " " " 11) n" 1 1) 1% [ it 11 1" it
“ww % but from N.Z.

wow oww ow oW vyt from east.
” N

1m 1 o n

with 2ir hzxrer,
" " 1] 1" ) 1]
and excavation

east)
n 1] 11} 1] 11t

322-1st floor rear-Friday-finished shot interior EBELUZREZD,

P

2, .
. 0
- 5 1,

24. " " n [f 1] 17 " 1" st i n " 1] il 1t 19 1" 1" 11 i k] but not blu"‘l' ed
25 N [{ . ] "w " it ®w # 10 9 ” M Ooir e 18 1 [T} I { N ¥ B | B [ B {1 "w o ¢ o on
26 o " n 1] 1] (1 D T DR { B { B 1 ] 1] " " L | N | S 7 B | S { ) [UET S { B | ] L1 ] n It
27-on. non-site related pictures.
ROLL #9 (EHB 135;ASA 125-20 exposure roll)
1. Flnished shot of Pitt from above.
2 . 1] [1] 11} ” 1] i? 1] o i 1% 1" it 1] it 0 "
3 . " 1] L { B | B} # "o tt ®on t it st nw
4, Interior of Pitt from the east
5 . " 1] 114 1 4] 1 1] 1t 1t [} ] " it H ] 1" "
6 o (1) 1] n " 1) i 1" 1) " 1 1t n ] 1 it "
7 . 1] " 1" " 1] [{] 1] ". H 4 L3 15 (11} £ 1] 1) 1]
8.through 19=Various finished shots of Poseidon. (Closeups
taken from the east) .
ROLL #10 (EEB 135; ASA 320-20 exposure roll) .
1. Louls from overhead-finished shot.
2 . " 11] 1] 1] n 1] 1t 11] Hn 14 8 1] 11} " it 11} 1"
3 . [{ ] ] 1" ” ] 1} 7 i ” " ] [} 11} " ] 11 1
L" ‘ 1 1t 11} (1] it i " "’ " !! 111 114 1] 1 4] it
5 . " " (1) 11} |1 1] n 1 1] " HEI R Ri] M it 1t
6. Louis from H.d@.-finished shot
7-20=lon site rglated shots
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FPRANKLIN COURT

(cont.)
ROLL #11 (EHB 135; ASA 320-20 exposure roll)

1. 322-1st floor rear-possible wagon ruts and

N. profile of excavation.
2 ‘ 111 n 11 [{} 11 i " " 11} 1] " " 11 Lt LCRN 1 1" i " ” 1] "
q " n n (1) 1t " i ] e it H] 11} i st " 1] " o (1] it 1t "

LU L R O | O | I R I TR T B L T L i I T T B T TRNY "

5. 322 1st flocr rezr-N. profile of excavation
6. 322 1st sloor rear-possible wagon ruts-east section,
11 i1

LU R [ 1 ] LA | B L S | T IO T B T B T | LUN TN [ I £ T B T B TR 1 }
8 . LU O L R S T T B YR} LA L LI N B T I BT 2 (N TR 1] 1 ou o un
9 . LU L R £ B T S T I T R TR ] LB L] B B {3 T 2 [ TR} LU R { N O { I | B T

1 0 . LU L R | B I [ A T T T I 1 LU L A L S | I | B U T R TR TR} LLIN | S| BN | B [ |

1 1 . oW 0o ou oW on L L T B T T I T I T B TR 1| it 1t W 0w P o ou

12, 322 1st floor rear-S.E. corner of excavation under
stone slab.

13. 322 1st &loor rear-showing excavation for investig2tion
of possible wagon ruts and Zmery-S.W. corner.

14, 322 1st floor rear-snowing excavation for investigation
of possible wagon ruts anrd Friday-S.E. corner.

15, North face of 322 ist floor rear excavation showing
position of stone slab, Friday and Emery.
1 6 . " it 1t " M it " " it 1] 1] " it it ] =t n it 1] 1] 1" 1] H ] n 1]
17. S.#. corner of 322 showing stone slab and Emery
18. S.E. corner of 322 showing stone slab and Friday.
| 19, 322 1st floor rear-general shot.,
)
j THE FOLLOWING TWO ROLLS WeRZ TAKZIN BY THE PROJECT DIRECTOR#
3 BARBARA LIGGETT, AND FIELD RECORDED BY "HER. THESE ROLLS
? BAVE BEEN SERIALLY NUNMRER=D ER1 and BR2 AND ARE GIVEN BELOW.
3
: BR 1 (EHB 135;ASA 64-36 exposure roll)
: lthrough 20 are non-site related shots
: 21, Molly and vault in 312 prior to excavation
‘ . 22, Molly prior to excavation
) 23. Full length shot of 314 tzken f th 3/13/7
; 22. (1] (1] " " ;; H ] it 1 llo" gl L] llallel"ll "rsl)mnlsgu it i {J ‘.l/ilzil
A 25, M Mmoo wwonoa only including Syd and Foor Richard.
26 . " 1] i Hl t " it it N | 1" " " 4] n = [} it n " " Bl " i it [1] 111 il
27. Zasu, Hzopy, Rodent (Comrlex II) from south
- 28. Complex II from north
] 29+ Rodent-N.W. corner
: 30. Slink, Jack, Harem and Sam (Complex I0 from north,
: 31 . ] 11 " ¥ H it i ” HJ it " " 114 L} 11 " n H ] it 1] 1t it 1) " k11
] 32. Poor Richard-General shot from North,
g
T"'::'"" . "'""ﬁ"'i‘,"?';’,"_" ""‘i-"i‘;}_' P ’L“‘ .,’fr. :""'“"' -~ "':':j:;"!’ ‘ 'T“ e : T TRTAE TR R e e =
.‘k:" » ‘3 3t N '.'T." * " - ) '_‘-' | -
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PEOTOGRAPH IKDEX

FRANKLIN COURT

{cont.)
BR 2 (?;?-20 exposure roll)

1-18=general shots of outside of Franklin Court

THE FOLLOWING ARE TERZE RCLLS OR FILM PACKS TAKEN OH THE
SPXED GHAPHIC CAMERA AND RECORDED BY KENYON. OTEHER FILM
PACKS WERE TAJEE BY THE DIZECTCR O THIS CAFZRA, BUT
PRESENTLY TEZSE ARE NOT AVAILABLE. -

FILM PACK #1 (TXF 523; ASA 320-16 exposures)

1. 314-B/5-section pit from the north
HJ

2 LN | S 1 B 1 il o i aon n tou o n
.

. 3e 314-B/5-section pit from the west

L" LU R L 2 L I T B T BT Y T LN | T R £ T B I | I [
L]

9« 314-B/5-section pit from the south
” H

(L B 1§ LA L | D | T T T R T T ot n (L]

7. 314-B/5-section pit from the east
" 1" H

Tt ou L1 ] B | B ] H LU | B | B T B T I T I 1)

9+ 314-A/6-section pit from the east

1 o o LL I | B | " LU L R | B | I T Y TR TR 1] it

11. ?14-A/6-section pit from the south
§ L] i

. 1 2 ° "ot " v 1 n (L] ] LA S § i (LT S 1 ]

13¢ 314-8/6-section pit from the north

1 LL o (1} inou 3 LUBR L B { B L LI B ¢ BT IR T BT CLI ] B | B ] ]

15. 314-B/5 with part of the crew from south-west.
16, 314-B/5 with complete crew from south-west

FILH PACK #2 (TXP 523; ASA 320-16 exposures)

1through 11 already used when camerza was received.
12. Long shot of 314 basement from the south 3/13/72
13, Slink, Jack, Farem and Sam (Complex I) from ncrth
14, Poor Kichard from WNorth 3/14 /72
15. Poor Richard from North

Speed Graphic idapter Roll #1 (TX 620; ASA 400-? EXposures)

1-3 useé@ when camers received

b.. Long shot of 322 1st floor rezar from north
5. Closeup of wagon rut investigation trench in
6 222 1st floor rear taken from east.

. H i 113 H ] ] 11 ] " 1] " 1t 11} " il " 1" 111 1t 1] 1l (1] 1] ”
74on not used by Kenyon ’

R




Franklin Court IV

Faunal Analysis, Summary Report

Sharon Ann Burnston
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Fapnal analysis was undertaken during the Franklin éourt IV
project somewhat‘aé an experiment, in order to determine whether
detailed agalys;s of bones from urban closed trash deposits could
yield significantly more information than a mére "srocery list"
(See Fig. 1) of which animals were present on site. Time and money
could be spared for analysis of only two provéniences, the contents
of Feature 9 and 22. Even given the limitations thus imposed by '
this'enfqrced selectivity, certain informatioﬁ vas obtained. (Sge”
"Report on the Bone Content of Feature 9," v,II and "Report on thé
Bone Content of Feature 22", v,.III) - .
| Eighteenth ceﬂtury Philadelphians ate a fairly varied diet,
as evidenced archaeologically by oyster and clam shell debris,
peach pits and cherry stones, and by the bones of cow, pig, sheep,
deer, chicken, duck, turkey, turtle, and assorted fish and small
wild mammals and birds. They shared their urban environment, more
or less ﬁillingly as the case may be, with cats, rats, and several
breeds of dog.

By distribution of bone and by meat: weight per joint, beef
was by far the favorite meag, with mutton second and pork a
distant ;hird. Human selectiiity can be seen iﬁ unusual patterns
of distgibutién of bones by ages and species. For example, there
{8 an interesting representation of exfremely young, almost qeongté

Bos (calf) bones. The preponderance of mature individuals among the



R

- and commercial activity to feed the urban population, etc. The

1 <4,

domestic fowl (Gallo,Anas, and Meleagris) is equall& interesting,
while the uneven proportional ¢istt1but;on of the various parts of
the pig suggest; patterns of preference and selection for the
various cuts of pork,

‘ In generql, it 1s risky to assume a priori that some parts
qf the butchered cow, sheep, or pig carcass were regarded.as waste
or.debris; 1; must bg assumed thatgll parts were considergq edible,
Thg.consispent absencg of some anatomical parts su@h as horns,
patellae and caudal vertebrae suggest the effects of ahcgllary
industries, such as the horn an& hide industries. Further research.
can clarify such matters; for example, 18th century coék books
(eg.Glasse, 1805) have already confirmed that vi?tually every
possible part of the beéf, mutton, or pork carcass had a re-
cognized method of preparation.

0£her issues are raised which are not so readily resolved,
such as to what extent milch cows were privatel& maintained in
the city,. what became'éf the célves.which were the by-product
of their"freshening', and whether yard fowl were raised in the
cityhfor their eggs and eaten only incidentslly. These issues
raise assoclated questions regarding urban domestic butchering,

intensity or extensiveness of land use, networks of transportation
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hypothesis that the trash in the pit fills is not immediately

site~-related complicétee these matters still further.

In the absence of comparative data, the evidence of the
animal bones of Feature 9 and 22 at Franklin Court is of
limited usefulness. Perhaps the prime value of the faunal
analysis which was undertaken has been to raise just spch
difficult questio;s as those mentioned here. It is hoped fhat
further research, botﬁ historical documéntation research and
urban-faunal analysis on the detaziled miéro-analytic 1eve1;
will be undertaken in order to begin to supply &enswers to

some of these new questions.




Fig, 1 "Grocery List" - Animal Species Ydentified at Franklin Court

Cow, (Bos taurus)
Sheep, (Ovis aries)
Pig, (Sus scrofa)

Deer, probably White-tailed (nrobably Odocoileus virginianzzs)

Chicken, (Gallus gallus)

Duck, (Anas platyrhyncha)

Turkey, (Meleagris gallopavo)

Cat, (Felis familiaris)

Dog, (Canis familiaris)

Rat, (Rattus rattus)

Turtle, (several unidentified species)
Fish, (several unidentified species)
Wild Birds, (passerines--several unidentified species)

Small Wild Mammals, (several unidentified species)
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FRANKLIN COURT IV
Bag List
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American Trade; 17051 Newark, Del. 1962

Pesatova, Zuzanna, Bohemian Engraved Glass, Prague, Czhec. 1968
Phillips, John Goldsmith, China-Trade Porcelain, Cambridge,
Mass. 1956

Ray, Anthony English Delftware Pottery, London, London, 1968

S T S S P

Raymond, Oakley, "Remmey Farily: American Potters" Antigues
v, XXXI & XXXII June & Septe 1937

Rhodes, Daniel, Stoneware and Forcelain, the Art of High-Fired
Potterv, Pnila. 1959

Clay and Glazes for the Potter, Phila, 1973

Sandon, Henry, Worcester Porcelain, New York 1970
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,"Queen Anne Domestic Silver" #25, ..
Victoria and Albert Museum Publication
London, 195%

"3 3-Georgian Domestic Silver" #28,
Victoria and Albert Museum Publication
London 1952

,“Cream-coloured Earthenware, # 53, Victoria
and Albert Museum Publication, London, 1960

, Pa, Glassware 1870-190hz American Historic

Catalog Collection, Princeton, 1972

, "Western European Art" Metropelitan Museum

n - 3 . -
Personsl Communicaticn witn:

Arnold Mountford, Stoke on Trent City Museum, Staffs,

John Cushion, Victoria and Albert Museum, London
Staffordshire Archaeological Society, Stoke-on Trent, Staffs,
Dwight Lammon, Winterthur Museum, Winterthur, Del,

J. Kelly, Archaeologist, Stoke-on-Trent City Museum, Staffs,

Dr. F. Celoria, Keel University, Staffs.
Adrian Oswald, Bristol City Museum, Bristol, Eng.
Df;“i&méé ﬁeetz?vBrown_University, Providence R.I.

Collections: moa T TR

City Museum, Stoke-on Trent, Staffs.
Wedgwood Museum, Bartleston, Staffs. Eng.
Victoris and Albert Museum, London

Plimouth Plantation, Plymouth, Mass.

of Art, Guide to the Collections, New York, 196l



PPN A O R SR TR Y

o sk dpTae

R e

sl cis

Kiale

1477,

Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York
Philadelphia Museum of Art, Philadelphia

Independence National Historic Park, Museum Section and
Archaeological Collections

Archaeological Collections of the Staffordshire Archaeological

Society, Staffs. Eng.
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II, BONE ANALYSIS

Bensley, B.A. Practical Anatomy of the Rgbbit, Blakiston &,
Co. Philadelphia, 1948

Chamberlain, F,W, Atlas of Avian Anatomy, Michigan
Agricultural Experiment Station, Memoir
Bulletin 5, June 1943

Chaplin, R.E. The Study of Animal Bone from Archaeological
Sites,Seminar Press Ltd. Oxford, 1971

Chauveau, A, The Comparative Anatomy of Dpmesticated Animals
Appleton, New York, 1891.

Cornwaell, I.W, Bones for the Archaeologist, Borzhdi Books,
New York, 1956

Crouch, James E, Text Atlas of Cat Anatomy, Lea & Febiger,
: Philadelphia, 1969 , :

Flower, William Henry, An Introduction to the Osteolozy
of the Mammalia, MacMillan, New York, 1885

Earvey, Z.,B,, Kaiser, H.E,, % Rosenburg, L.Z., An ftlas
of the Domestic Turkey U.S. Atomic znergy
Commission, Division of Eiology and Hedicine,

Washington, D.C. 1968

May, N.D.S. Anatomy of the Sheep, University of Queensland Press,
St, Lucia, 196L.

Rombauer, Irma S & Becker, Marion R. Joy of Cooking, Bobbs=
' Merrill Co. Inc. Indianapolis, 196lL.

Schlebecker, John T, A History of American Dairving, Rand
McNally, Chicago, 1967

Sisson, S.& Grossman, J.D. The Anatomy of the Domestic Animals,
‘ W,B, Saunders Co. Pniladelphia, 1956.

Also Personal Communication with:

Dr. Donald Lee, Anatomy, University of Pennsylvania School
of Veterinary Medicine

Dr, Neil Foster, Limnology, Academy of Natural Sciences
Dr. Frank Gill, Ornithology, Academy of Natural Sciences

Prof. Thomas Haviland, University of Pennsylvania School of
Veterinary Medicine
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Mr, Meyer Adler, butcher

The Skeletal Collections:
University of Pennsylvania Veterinary School Anatomy Dept.

The Academy of Natural Sciences

The‘Wistar Institute

Addenda

Glasse, Hannah (1805) The Art of Cooking Made Plain and Easy
Excelling Anything of the Kind Ever Yet
Published Printed by Cottom, Alexandria, Va.




III. Historical and

KO0

Archaeological

Contributionship Insurance Surveys, ms.
microfilm, INHP Archives

Direct Tax of 1798 (federal) ms. microfilm,
INHP Archiveg .

INHP Archaeological Reports and Data Files
1952, Paul Schumacher
1962, B. Bruce Powell

1971, Barbarg Liggett

THNP Historical Reports (staff)
314 Market Street

316 Market Street

318 Market Street

320 Market Street

322 Market Street

Benjamin Franklin's House

INHP Historical Index
All entries for Franklin Court

Mutual Assurance Company, Insurance Surveys
ms. microfilm, INHP Archives

Pennsylvania Gazette, 1724-1776, HSP zerox reprint.

Pennsylvania Warrants and Surveys, ms. City Archives

(Pennsylvania) Patent Exemplification Books, ms.
Microfilm, City Archives

Philadelphia (city) Tax Assessor's Ledgers,
Middle Ward, 1780-1812 ms, City Archives

Philadelphia (county) Deedbooks, ms. microfilm,

Deggr;ment of Records

Philadelphia (County) Probate Records ms.

Registra;.pf w;}1s"

Philadelphia (county) Tax Lists. Middle Ward, 1769
1774, 1779 Pa. Archives 3rd Series. v. 14




201,

, Trespass in Ejectment John Stille vs. Benjamin

Franklin, decision of Judge James Wilson, George

Bryan papers, Box 1785-1788, ms. HSP

Biddle Clement, Philadelphia Directory, 1791

Franklin Benjamin, Account Books, Autobiography, and selected
correspondence, A.P.S. Collections

Hardie, James Philadelphia Directory 1792, 1793, 1794

Hogan, Edmund, Philadelphia Directory 1795, 1796

Hume, Ivor Noel,'Wells of Colonial Williamsburg', 1969. Williamsburg. Va.

McPherson, . Philadelphia Directory 1785

Read, Sarah, Account Book, ms, Franklin Papers, A.P.S.

Singer, Charles et.al, A History of Technology (5 vols.) Oxford, Eng.

1957 ed.

Robinson, James.Directory of Philadelphia, 1807

Stafford, C.W., Directory of Philadelphia, 1797, 1799, 1801
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Plate 1 314 Market Street, north end of cellar looking south. Series
of unlined circular pits of various diameters. Feature 2 with
range pole, Feature 3, and Feature 4. Unexcavated floor area
upper center with exposed mortar-filled joist pockets for

e 19th century wood floor. .

Plate-2 314 Market Street, interior of Feature 4, unlined circular

pit shown upper left in Plate 1.

Plate 3-314 Market Street, Feature 9. 18th century privy constructed
of a single thickness of dray-laid wedge-shaped brick
(radial headers) laid in stretcher courses with header—-laid
base sill. .

Plate 4- 314 Market Street, Feature 10. ca.1797 privy, dry-laids of
rectangular brick laid stretcher-wise. Interior fill con-
tains wedge—-shaped bricks from demolition of upper part of
Feature 9 and base of creamware plate.

f’laﬁe 5-318 Market Street, sidewalk vault and Feature 24, brick lined
pit found in floor of vault.

Plate 6-318 Market Street. Feature 24 as found with rim intact in
floor of vault.

Plate 7-318 Market Street,Feature 24, Interior showing brick paving
in bottom of shaft.

Plate 8-3]8 Market Street,Feature 25. 18th century privy constructed
of a single thickness of rectular brick laid in stretcher
courses. No base sill footing shaft. East wall of present
structure at 3]8 Market Street rests on upper edge of
feature.

Plate 9-322 Market Street, Feature 27. Disturbance and 19th
century construction in the basement of 322 Market Street.
This type of archaeological provenience of features and
disturbance characteristic of many areas at Franklin Court.

Plate 10- 322 Market Street, 322 Rear. Franklin's entry 1765-1787.
Horizontal range pole lies on driveway surface. Vertical
range pole stands against’ post-1787 £ill over driveway.

Plate 11~ Print under-exposed and out of focus. Not included.
Feature 26.



Plate 12-Rear Court, Orianna Street Test Trence #l. Feature T31-T3lA
Butt joint at right, small area of undisturbed surface at
left. '

Plate 13- Rear Court, Orianna Street Test Trenchi#l showing undisturbed
surface with range pole in place.

Plate l4-Rear Court, Feature 35. Rectangular wood-lined pit, 18th
century privy. Feature exposed in section by machine. Rubble
above feature probably remains of late ]8th century west
wall of east wing of printing office.

Plate 15-Rear Court, Feature 50. Brick-lined pit found in deep
machine excavation under heavy modern concrete footing
at northwest corner of Franklin House site. 19th century
cesspool.
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