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ABSTRACT
In anticipation of restoring the Morse house, archaeological investigations were conducted for
the National Park Service at the Morse Site, which is located within Lincoln Home National
Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois. These archaeological investigations were conducted in the
spring (April and May) and late summer (August) of 1999, with limited inspection of
underground utility line construction in the summer of 2000. This fieldwork consisted of the
evaluative testing of the area immediately around the house in anticipation of the construction of
new foundation system. The investigations documented the size and configuration of the
original front porch, as well as provided insights into the age and evolution of the house at this
location. Additionally, a variety of artifacts associated with the occupation of this house were
recovered.

Cover: Artist interpretation of the restored Morse House (O’Bright 1985:ii). The current
investigations did not document the full-length porch illustrated here. A much smaller porch was
documented in the archaeological record.
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Introduction
This report summarizes the results of the archaeological investigations conducted by
Fever River Research for the Lincoln Home National Historic Site (and the National Park
Service) at the Morse Site (HS-9).1 The James Morse House, a frame dwelling suspected as
having been constructed in circa 1860, is located at 818 East Capitol Avenue, Springfield,
Illinois within the boundaries of the Lincoln Home National Historic Site.2 The Morse House
was one of the houses that Lincoln would have been familiar with during his tenure in
Springfield, Illinois (Figures 1-3).
Currently, the Morse house is incorporated into the Lincoln Home National Historic Site,
which is administered by the Department of the Interior, National Park Service. The Master Plan
for the Lincoln Home National Historic Site (LIHO) calls for the re-creation of the circa 1860
streetscape of the Eighth and Jackson Street intersection (National Park Service 1970), and the
restoration of all Lincoln-era structures within the park (which includes the Morse House). With
this in mind, besides the Lincoln Home proper, the LIHO has restored the exteriors and
adaptively rehabbed the interiors of the Dean House, Arnold House, Corneau House, Sprigg
House, Dubois House, Shutt House, Robinson House, Cook House, Lyons House, Beedle House,
and Allen Barn, and has reconstructed barns and other outbuildings at the Arnold, Sprigg, and
Corneau Houses—all structures located at or near this significant intersection. Currently, the
house has been temporarily covered in vinyl siding to encapsulate flaking lead paint. The Morse
House remains one of the last historic structures within the Lincoln Home National Historic Site
that awaits restoration.
Although previous archaeological investigations had been conducted at the Morse Site
prior to the present investigations, these earlier investigations were limited in scope and poorly
documented (Dunham n.d.; Frost 1998). Similarly, the Historic Structure Report prepared for
the Morse House (O’Bright 1985) sheds little light on the nature of the middle-nineteenth
century yard and surrounding activity areas once associated with this nineteenth century urban
site. As such, the archaeological work discussed in this report was conducted to assist the
National Park Service (NPS) with their ongoing restoration efforts on this dwelling. This phase
of the NPS restoration work on this house consisted of the construction of new foundations under
the entire dwelling. In hopes of uncovering archaeological information regarding the structure
and evolution of the original Morse House, identifying potential landscape features associated
with this middle nineteenth century structure, recovering artifacts (and other information)
regarding the lifeways of the various families that occupied this property through the years, and
1

The archaeological site associated with the historic Morse house has been assigned the Illinois Archaeological Site
Number 11Sg1364, which is the Smithsonian Institution’s Trinomial System for identifying archaeological sites.
The first number refers to the state (in this case, the “11” refers to Illinois), the second set of letters refers to the
county (in this case Sangamon); and the third number refers to the actual site documented within that county.
Additionally, the National Park Service refers to the Morse house as the Lincoln Home National Historic Site’s HS9 (Historic Structure 9).
2

Capitol Street was originally named Market Street. With the construction of the new state capitol building, Market
Street was formally changed to Capitol Street in 1879 (O’Bright 1985:1).
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to meet the NPS cultural resource management responsibilities, the excavations described within
this report were conducted.
During this phase of the house restoration, a non-historic, two-story frame wing located
on the west side of the dwelling was removed, and the historic structure was picked up and
moved off its original foundations to facilitate the construction of the new foundation walls.
Prior to the relocation of the house and construction of new foundation walls, Fever River
Research conducted archaeological excavations within that area to be impacted by the proposed
construction work. Upon completion of this fieldwork, the NPS staff relocated the house to a
location immediately to the east of the site. With the house off its foundations, we returned to
the site and conducted additional excavations within previously inaccessible areas of the house
footprint. Finally, upon completion of this fieldwork, the NPS excavated a new basement and
constructed a new foundation system, and again relocated the house back onto its foundation
system.
The archaeological work focused its attention in the area beneath the historic dwelling, as
well as within a 5-foot band around the perimeter of the historic structure. The objectives of
these investigations were two-fold and included research to 1) understand the construction
history and use of the existing dwelling, and 2) assess the potential for subsurface archaeological
features that might pre-date the Morse House occupation. Specifically, the project Scope of
Work (SOW) required that we investigate 1) the north side of the house where the 1860 porch
was located, 2) the area on the east side of the house where the circa 1867 porch was located, 3)
the fireplace footings, and 4) to “complete a 40% sample of the area adjacent to the foundation.”
Additionally, we were interested in identifying the remains of the summer kitchen once located
near the southwest corner of the dwelling. Documentary information had suggested that this
nineteenth century outbuilding was located in close proximity to the existing house and
potentially threatened by the proposed construction activity. Although it was not our intention to
excavate this ancillary outbuilding, we needed to identify its location and degree of integrity to
determine if it was to be affected by the proposed construction work.
With the house located off its foundations, a large tract hoe was used to remove the
original brick foundations prior to the construction of new reinforced concrete foundations. Due
to its deteriorated condition, during the 1980s a single-story, shed-roofed, frame wing (suspected
as dating from the 1860s) had previously been removed from the rear of the dwelling by the NPS
maintenance staff.3 Although it is the intention of the NPS staff to reconstruct this wing onto the
rear of the dwelling, the NPS will not reconstruct this portion of the dwelling at this time,. As
such, the area of investigation for the current archaeological project extended an additional 12-15
feet south of the extant dwelling.
The work outlined in this letter report was conducted by Fever River Research under the
direction of Floyd Mansberger (principal investigator, Fever River Research). The fieldwork for
3

Throughout the course of this letter report, we refer to the two-story front portion of the Morse house as the “Main
Body” or “Front” section of the dwelling, the two-story section attached to the rear of the Main Body as the
“Kitchen Extension,” and the single-story shed roofed addition (since removed) simply as the “Rear Addition.” The
addition located along the west side of the dwelling (and recently removed) is referred to as the “West Addition”
(See Figure 6; sketch map).
2

this project was conducted over a several week period beginning in late April 1999 and
continuing intermittently through late August 1999. Limited monitoring of excavations for the
placement of underground utility lines was conducted in July 2000. This work was conducted by
Fever River Research under contract with FWAI, Architects, Springfield, Illinois.4 The existing
site report, consisting of a summary of the site history and historical context, as well as a detailed
analysis of the artifacts and features uncovered by this archaeological project, was not funded
until late 2007. The report production phase of this project was conducted by Fever River
Research under separate contract with the Denver Service Center, Lakewood, Colorado.5

4

Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Contract No. 1443CX603097002.

5

Purchase Order No. P2000070122.
3

Lincoln Home
National Historic Site

Figure 1. Location of Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois
(Springfield West U.S.G.S. topographic map, 1998).

4

Figure 2. Location of the Morse House (HS-9; outlined in red) within the greater Lincoln
Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois.
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Figure 3. Two contemporary views of the Morse House (March 2008).
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Figure 4. Site plan of the Morse Site, as it appeared in 1985 (O’Bright 1985). Except for
the removal of the Rear Wing addition, this was the condition present at the time of
the1999 field investigations.

7

Figure 5. Foundation plan, existing conditions (O’Bright 1985:57). At the time of the current field investigations, the Rear
Wing had been removed from the house.
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B
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D
E

Area A = Front or Main Body
Area B = Rear or Kitchen Extension (O’Bright’s “South Wing”)
Area C = Rear Addition
Area D = East Porch
Area E = Rear Addition Extension
Area F = West Addition
Figure 6. Sketch map of the Morse House footprint illustrating the various sections of the
house as discussed within the accompanying report.
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Historical Context
The Morse House is situated on the West 58’ of Lots 15, 16, and the West 58’ of the
North Half of Lot 14, Block 10, of the Iles Addition to the City of Springfield.6 Elijah Iles’ was
an early Springfield merchant and landowner who, in 1821, donated land with Pascal Enos which
resulted in the laying out of the original town plat and formation of the original town’s public
square. Iles’ Addition to the town of Springfield, which was later to become Lincoln’s
neighborhood, was platted in 1836. Tables 1-3 summarizes the chain-of-title research for the
Morse House and surrounding grounds.
The significance of the Morse house (and associated archaeological site) is based on its
pre-Civil War association with Abraham Lincoln and the urban environment in which he lived.
The house name is based on its association with the James Morse family, a contemporary and
neighbor of Abraham Lincoln and his family. James Morse, a state and county employee, moved
to Springfield in 1839 when the capital was relocated from Vandalia to Springfield. 7 Banton,
Balm, and O’Bright (1987) note that the “Morse was a well-known Springfield resident who, like
his neighbor Abraham Lincoln, was involved with Illinois state government beginning in the
1830s. He followed the government to Springfield in 1837 and established himself in the new
state capital as a public servant and businessman.” Morse also focused some of his attention on
real estate development under the guise of the firm “Morse and Able”. Although it is suspected
that Morse constructed what is today known as the Morse House as rental income property in
circa 1860, he appears to have resided in the house during his later years of life.
On April 10th, 1840, James M. Morse purchased two lots (Lots 15 and 16) located on the
northeast corner of Block 10, Elijah Iles Addition to Springfield. Each lot measured 40’ by 152’
in size, with 40’ frontage on Ninth Street. Lot 16 was a corner lot with 152’ of frontage also on
Market Street. Morse purchased these two lots directly from Elijah Iles for the sum of $250
(Deed Book P, Page 585). The price at this date and purchase directly from Iles suggests that the
lots were probably unimproved at that time. Morse, employed by the office of the Secretary of
State, relocated to Springfield from Vandalia when the Capitol was relocated from that city in
July 1839 (Power 1876:534). Shortly after relocating in Springfield, Morse apparently
purchased these two lots and constructed his family home. Several years later, in early April
1850, Morse purchased from a Hugh Glenn two nearby, albeit non-contiguous lots (Lots 11 and

6

Much of this discussion has been taken from Alan O’Bright’s Historic Structure Report: James Morse House,
Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois (1985), and Banton, Balm, and O’Bright ‘s Blocks 7 and
10 Elijah Iles’ Addition: Historic Resource Study and Historic Structures Report, Lincoln Home National Historic
Site (1987). Much of the chain-of-title information and history summarized here was re-worked from Banton, Balm,
and O’Bright (1987), and O’Bright (1985). The chain-of-title references to Deed Book and Page Numbers are taken
directly from Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987) without consultation of the original documents.
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There is some confusion as to when Morse moved to Springfield. Power (1876:534) suggests that the date was
1839. Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987:73) suggest that it was 1837.
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12) on Block 10 for the sum of $300 (Deed Book DD: Page 542).8 A couple of years later, in
March 1853, Morse purchased the two adjoining lots to the south (Lots 13 and 14) from Elijah
Iles for the sum of $500 (Deed Book KK:Page 344).9 Apparently, all four of these newly
acquired lots were unimproved. By the time the City of Springfield, Sangamon County, Ills. map
was published in 1854, James Morse apparently had acquired a large block of 6 lots located
along the east half of Block 10 (Lots 11 through 16). The1854 map prominently displayed the
name “J. M. Morse” across these lots. Morse’s name was also associated with Lot 16
immediately across Jackson Street to the south (in Block 11) (see Figure 8; Hart and Mapother
1854).
At that time (1854), the city map indicates two structures (presumably a house with an
associated carriage house or barn) present on Morse’s land on the east half of Block 10. The
house, which is situated on the east half of Lot 15, apparently fronted Ninth Street and was
nestled near the Market Street and Ninth Street intersection. An apparent carriage house, which
was located on the alley behind the house, appears to have straddled the lot line separating Lots
14 and 15. The early Morse House, which was located on Lot 15 near the southwest corner of
Market and Ninth Streets, would have been strategically located facing the public market located
immediately across Ninth Street.10 Although owning the adjacent corner lot (Lot 16), Morse
chose to construct this house on the adjacent Lot 15—perhaps using Lot 16 to create an adequate
(and extensive) setback off Market Street for his new house. The 1858 city map illustrates the
same two buildings and also indicates that this property was owned by “J. M. Morse” (see Figure
9; Sides 1858).
James M. Morse was born on February 4, 1807 in Newburyport, Massachusetts. He
married Sarah C. Sawyer in West Newbury on April 7, 1831. Shortly after their marriage that
same year, the young couple moved to Vandalia, then the state capitol where he soon was
employed in state government. Eventually, James and Sarah Morse had six children (Lyman,
Sarah, Harriet, Ellen, Charles, and Juliett). Sarah Morse died on July 28, 1848. On October 30,
1850, James Morse again married, this time to Emma Holton of Danbury Connecticut. James
and Emma Morse had four children (James, James William, Emma, and Anna). One of the more
interesting jobs assigned to Mr. Morse was the rewriting of the state’s territorial records, which
he conducted during the years 1842 to 1844. From 1846 through 1852, Mr. Morse was Assessor
and Treasurer of Sangamon County. For fifteen years (circa 1853-1868), Mr. Morse was the
Public Administrator of Sangamon County. By 1876, Morse had retired (Power 1876:534-35).
Morse was a member of the Second Presbyterian Church, and also very involved with the
temperance movement (Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:90).

8

Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987) cite both $250 and $300 as the purchase price. A check of the deed record
indicates that the actual amount was $300.
9

Although the sale price was not recorded in Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987), a check of the deed record
indicates that the purchase price was $500.
10

This market square is prominently depicted on both the 1854 and 1858 city maps, but is not apparent on the 1867
Bird’s Eye View of Springfield. Whether or not this space actually functioned as a “market square” is unknown.
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The 1855 Springfield City Directory, which indicates that James Morse was living on
Market Street at the corner of Ninth, suggests that the early Morse residence fronted Market
Street [now Capitol] and not Ninth Street. The 1857-58 Springfield City Directory indicates that
James Morse was the “county assessor and treasurer” with his residence located at the corner of
Ninth and Market Streets. Similarly, the 1859 City Directory indicates that Morse was living at
the southwest corner of Ninth and Market Streets. As neither the 1854 nor 1858 city maps
indicate a dwelling at this exact location (at the east end of Lot 16, Block 10), it is suspected that
the city directories were referring to the house located on the adjacent Lot 15 and depicted in
both the 1854 and 1858 city maps. As such, it would appear that the Morse family home—
which fronted Ninth Street on Lot 15—was constructed sometime after Morse’s purchase of this
land in 1840, and the publication of the 1854 city map. According to the Illinois State Journal
(1899, as cited in Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:90, 97), when James Morse was rewriting
the Territorial Records from 1842 to 1844, he “roomed with Enoch Wood at the state house”
during these years. This would suggest that the early Morse family residence was not
constructed until after 1844. At the same time, though, this is at odds with the fact that he was
married, with children, by this date—and would raise questions as to his boarding with another
man at this time.
In 1857, the Illinois State Journal reported that James Morse entered into a real estate
business with R. P. Abel (Banton, Balm and O’Bright 1987:90). The 1859 Springfield City
Directory indicates that Morse was the co-proprietor of the firm of “Morse and Able.”11 The
1859 Springfield City Directory indicates that Morse and Abel were “land agents.” Similarly,
the 1860-61 city directory indicates that Morse was a “real estate agent.” By 1860, Morse was
no longer a partner with Abel and apparently was working alone. The 1860 Springfield City
Directory, which still references Morse’s residence at the southwest corner of Market and Ninth
Streets, notes that Morse’s office had been relocated to the west side of Market Street—
suggesting that Morse may have constructed a small office building on his land along Market
Street by this date (on Lot 16).12
Deed records suggest that Morse began to partition his Ninth Street landholdings in 1863.
In that year, Morse sold the south half of Lot 14 and the adjacent Lot 13 for $800. At this time,
the land was apparently subject to a lien (Deed Book 15: Page 523). His splitting of Lot 14
suggests that the motivation for him to purchase the lot in the first place may have been to
expand the side (south) yard associated with his previously constructed dwelling. At this time
(1863), Morse’s city lot consisted of a large parcel of land with approximately 100’ frontage on
Ninth Street and 152’ frontage on Market Street (soon to be changed to Capitol Avenue). In
1865, Morse apparently acquired a $500.00 mortgage using the property as collateral (Deed
Book 21: Page 245) (O’Bright 1985).
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R. P. Abel was Morse’s partner. O’Bright (1985:1; as determined from the 1859 city directory) states that, in
1859, the firm of Morse and Able were “land agents” with their business office being located on the west side of
Fifth Street between Washington and Adams Streets (west side of the Old Post Office Square).
12

There is some confusion here as the city directory indicates that the office was located on “west side Market
Street” –an address inconsistent with the east/west running street (see O’Bright 1985:4).
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Both the 1864 and 1866 Springfield City Directories suggests that Morse had constructed
a small office building and house on Lot 16 by 1864. The purpose of the mortgage in 1865 may
have been to re-finance this construction. The 1864 city directory indicates that Morse was a
“land agent” with his presumed residence on the corner of Market and Ninth Streets. The same
directory listed a physician by the name of P. J. Wardner with an “office and residence on
Market [Street] between Eighth and Ninth Streets.” The 1864 City Directory also published a
business card for Dr. Wardner which stated “Office and Residence Corner Market and Ninth”
Streets (See Figure 10). Similarly, the 1866 city directory indicates that Morse had his real estate
office in the Court House and his residence on the corner of Market and Eighth Streets. That
same directory indicates that P. J. Wardner had an office and residence on the south side of
Market Street between Eighth and Ninth Streets. It is unclear as to whether Morse had relocated
to a new house on Eighth Street, or whether the 1866 city directory incorrectly listed his
address.13
The 1866 Fire Underwriter Tariff of Rates (issued in October 1866) indicates that a
dwelling and wooden office were located on Lot 16 by this date. This document also notes that
the office was located in the rear of the lot—in that area occupied by the existing Morse House.
The 1867 Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois documents a two-story structure with a single
story rear extension fronting Market Street at the location of the existing Morse House (west half
of Lots 15-16) (Ruger 1867) (see Figures 11 and 12). This map also documents a structure,
presumably Morse’s primary residence, on the east half of Lots 15-16 at that time.
Beck and Pauli’s Map of Springfield, which was published in circa 1872, indicates that
these buildings had not changed dramatically since 1867 (Beck and Pauli 1872) (see Figure 13
and 14). Similarly, the 1873 Bird’s Eye View of Springfield (Koch 1873; see Figure 15 and 16)
illustrate a similar structure fronting Market Street. With this in mind, O’Bright (1985:7)
suggests that the massing of the Morse House “remained relatively unchanged until the mid1870s.”
In May 1875, the large residential lot acquired and occupied by the James Morse family
(consisting of the North Half, Lot 14, and the entirety of Lots 15 and 16) was subdivided into
two parcels. Lot A, on which the existing Morse house is situated, consisted of the west 58’ of
this tract. In contrast, the larger Lot B consisted of the eastern 94’ of the tract and contained the
family home. On May 1, 1875, Morse apparently sold Lot A and the improvements on this “lot”
to a John Hughes for the sum of $2,000 (Deed Book 39: Page 314).14 Although John Hughes
had started his professional life as a carriage maker and painter in Springfield, by 1875 he was a
partner (with Amos Smith) in a local insurance business (Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:75).
Apparently, Hughes owned Lot A (and the Morse House) for a short six months, selling the
13

As will be noted later, Morse may have been living with his daughter at this Eighth Street location for a short
while.
14

Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987:82, Footnote 23) document this transaction via a “Vendors Deed” dated May
1, 1875. The sale back to Morse is via a Warranty Deed. A “vendor’s deed” is a “vendor’s statement to the effect
that title is good and marketable and subject to no defects other than those set out in the Agreement of Purchase and
Sale or the Vendor's Deed” (http://real-estate-dictionary.com/term/affidavit+of+title.html). In essence, it is a form
of title insurance?
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property and its improvements back to James Morse for $4,000 in early November 1875 (Deed
Book 55: Page 83). Both O’Bright (1985) and Banton, Balm, and O’Bright (1987:73, 75)
suggest that the Hughes family actually occupied the Morse House, and the dramatic increase in
“sales” price within these six months “indicates that the structure underwent considerable
renovation during the Hughes’ residency.” During this time, the Morse family continued to
reside in their house located on the adjacent Lot B. I question whether the Hughes family
actually occupied the structure on Lot A, or whether the transaction actually represented a loan
and/or mortgage on the property. Physical evidence in the house, as will be discussed later, may
suggest that it was at this time that the Rear Addition was constructed onto the dwelling.
The 1876 Map of the City of Springfield, Ill. illustrates three buildings on the Morse
family landholdings (Lots 15 and 16) (Bird 1876). The eastern structure is the older Morse
family home that fronted Ninth Street. Centered within the lots, fronting Market Street, was a
second large structure. A third structure—marked with a different cross hatch pattern potentially
representing a brick structure—was noted on the rear third of the lot, nestled within the
northwestern corner of the parcel (see Figure 17). Unfortunately a map key is not present to
indicate the differences within these crosshatch patterns. The presence of this small, potential
brick structure within the corner of the lot is not documented on any of the earlier maps.
Additionally, the large structure—presumably the existing Morse House, is located within the
center of the lot, and does not agree with the subsequent Sanborn fire insurance maps. It is not
until the publication of the 1890 Sanborn fire insurance map that a third house appears on this lot
at this location. It is difficult to interpret this 1876 map--which may indicate the presence of a
small office in the northwest corner of the lot, and a more substantial dwelling located within the
center of the lot.
Slightly less than one year after re-acquiring Lot B from John Hughes, in early October
1876, James Morse sold Lot B and his family home to his daughter, Emma Morse for the sum of
“$1.00 and loving consideration” (Deed Book 57: Page 181) (O’Bright 1985:12; Banton, Balm,
and O’Bright 1987:89). The 1876 city directory indicates both J. M. Morse and Emma Morse
living at 826 East Market Street. At that time, J. M. Morse was still listed as a real estate agent.
The 1877 city directory indicates that the single woman named Emma G. Morse was living at the
southwest corner of Eighth Street and Capitol Avenue; in contrast, James M. Morse was noted as
living at “826, cor[ner] 9th & Capitol Ave[nue].”15 Both the 1876 and 1877 city directories
indicate that James Morse was residing at the corner of Ninth and Capitol Streets (with an
address of 826 East Capitol Street). The 1879-80 city directory indicates that the elder Morse
was residing at 822 East Capitol (which corresponds to the Morse House location)—suggesting
that he had moved since the publication of the 1877 city directory. The 1880-81 city directory
indicates that Morse was still at 822 East Capitol Street. Neither the 1879-80 nor 1880-81 city
directories list an Emma Morse—suggesting that she had moved out of the community, or more
likely, had married and changed her name.16
15

The discrepancy between Emma and James addresses suggests that they are living in different houses at this time.
It is interesting to note the shift in name for this street from Market (in 1876) to Capitol (in 1877) at this time.
16

Deed records suggest that Emma Morse Osmer and her husband had vacated the property in circa October 1882,
when they sold the property and improvements to Milton Hay, a lawyer, for $2,173 (Deed Book 72: Page 234)
(Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:89).
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The 1884 Springfield City Directory noted that James Morse had retired. As noted
above, the elder Morse and his wife were probably living in the Morse House at this time. In late
August 1886, the elder Morse and his wife deeded Lot A (the Morse House) to their
granddaughter, Julia Church McGrue for the sum of “$1.00 and natural affection” (Deed Book
84: Page 401). This sale was “subject to the life estate of James and Emma Morse” who
continued to live at this location for the remainder of their lives. Julia, who had been living with
her grandparents since the death of her mother in 1873, married Harry McGrue (a carpenter and
joiner) in June 1881. By 1886, the McGrue family had moved in with the elder Morse family at
822 Capital Avenue. By 1888, Harry McGrue had entered into the sash and door business with
James Powell under the guise of the Capitol Planning Mill Company. Their mill was located in
the 900 block of East Adams Streets (O’Bright 1985:12; Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:75).
Both the 1884 and 1890 Sanborn fire insurance maps (Sanborn Map and Publishing
Company 1884, 1890) indicate a building similar to that illustrated on the 1867 and 1872 bird’s
eye views of the city (see Figure 18). The one noted exception is the presence two small frame
outbuildings on both maps. It is suspected that the outbuilding closest to the dwelling (and
located near the southwest corner of this building) functioned as a summer kitchen/ and/or
washhouse while the smaller outbuilding located along the southern property line functioned as a
storage shed.17 Although not unexpected, these outbuildings do not appear on any of the
previous illustrations. The length of the rear extension on the Morse House remains the same on
both the 1884 and 1890 Sanborn maps. Based on the length of this rear extension, it would
appear that the final rear extension (which had previously been removed by the NPS
maintenance staff) had already been constructed by this date.18 Sometime between 1884 and
1890, a two-story frame dwelling located immediately to the east of the Morse House (and
identified as 824 East Capitol Street) was constructed. The location and set back associated with
this structure suggests that it does not represent the same structure as noted on the 1876 city map.
Sometime between 1890 and 1896, extensive remodeling was conducted on the Morse
House. This work consisted of pushing the single story rear extension to a full two stories in
height, constructing a two-story wing (with front facing porch) onto the western side of the
dwelling, raising the eastern porch to two stories, constructing small room onto the south end of
the eastern porch, and connecting a small outbuilding (suspected as representing a summer
kitchen/wash house) to the main body of the dwelling (see Figures 19 and 20). Additionally, two
new outbuildings were constructed towards the rear of the property. As O’Bright (1985)
suggests, this work probably was accomplished by Harry McGrue, a carpenter and joiner by
trade.
The elder Morse family continued to reside with the McGrue family at 822 East Capitol
Avenue throughout the remainder of their lives. On January 26, 1894, Emma Morse passed
17

Although the logical assumption is that this second outbuilding functioned as a carriage house or barn, this
assumption is not substantiated as it lacks the distinctive marking used by the Sanborn Map and Publishing
Company to identify such buildings.
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The fact that the eastern side porch does not extend the full length of the rear extension (only the length of the
original rear extension) helps to substantiate that this second rear extension had already been constructed by this
date.
15

away, and approximately six years later, on December 16, 1899, James Morse also died (Illinois
State Journal January 27, 1894 and December 17, 1899, respectively). By 1900, the McGrue
family were the sole occupants of the house at 822 East Capitol Avenue. In his obituary, the
Illinois State Journal noted that James Morse was one of Springfield’s “oldest and most
respected citizens… a man of pleasing and cordial manners, well able to express himself upon
the topics of the earlier days” (Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:74).
By 1910, Harry McGrue was apparently the sole owner of the sash and door business.
Unfortunately, things were turning sour for the McGrue family at this time. In late October
1911, Julia McGrue died (Illinois State Journal, November 1, 1911, page 9), and Harry’s
financial stability began to decline. Beginning in circa 1909, McGrue had begun to take out
loans from Edward Payne, a Springfield banker, that he was not able to repay (cf. Deed Book
285: Page 323). Ultimately, in September 1924, Harry McGrue “signed his home and business
property over to Edward W. Payne in settlement of a foreclosure action” (Deed Book 207: Page
30) (Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:75).
The 1917 Sanborn fire insurance map suggests that the Morse House had continued to be
altered during the turn-of-the-century years (see Figure 19). Between 1896 and 1917, the eastern
two-story porch appears to have been enclosed and a small wing constructed onto the north end
of the attached summer kitchen. It is curious to note that the 1917 Sanborn fire insurance map
indicates that the southern most rear extension on the house was only one story in height. The
previous Sanborn map (1896) indicated that this was a two-story wing. It is possible that this
could have represented an error in the map. By 1917, it appears that an entire new suite of
outbuildings (consisting of three frame buildings) had been constructed.
In April 1926, Edward Payne attempted to sell under contract the property and its
improvements to the Chicago architect G. L. Lockhard. Lockhard oversaw an extensive
remodeling of the house in that year, but unfortunately did not pay many of his contractors. 19 As
a result, a Mechanic’s Lien was filed on the property identifying the numerous contractors and
work performed on the house at that time (see Banton, Balm, and O”Bright 1987:79-80 for a
description of this work). As the lien illustrates, extensive carpentry and plumbing work was
conducted at this time. As a result of his failure to meet the conditions of the sale contract,
Lochard relinquished his claim to the house, which reverted back to Edward Payne in late 1926.
In early March 1928, Payne sold the recently remodeled house to James Woodland for the sum
of $10,000 (Deed Record 233:101).
The 1941 Sanborn fire insurance map suggests that the summer kitchen and/or wash
house (and related building episodes) and the two sets of front porches had been demolished by
that date giving the house the configuration that the house exhibited when it was purchased by
the National Park Service in 1974. Additionally, only one outbuilding remained intact by this
date.

19

In discussing the work associated with Lockhard, O’Bright (1985) notes that “a multitude of stylistic changes to
the interior and exterior [of the house] resulted. French doors, large multi-paned exterior doors, a Colonial Revival
front entry, and Greek Revival pilasters at the exterior corners graced the simple house” (O’Bright 1985).
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The Woodland family and/or their heirs remained owners of the property though July
1974, at which time the National Park Service (through the auspices of the U.S. Government)
acquired title to the property (Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:75-76). As O’Bright (1985:16)
notes, during the later years of the Woodland ownership, “for an undetermined period, the lower
floor was used as a beauty parlor and a lawyer’s office, the upper story was leased for residential
use. During this period, several minor alterations to the property were accomplished, including
the addition of a second story bathroom, an exterior stair with a roof on the east side of the
structure, a brick patio on the west side, and a louvered vestibule at the south side of the house.”
After the 1974 purchase by the Federal Government, the upper story continued to be leased as
residential space through 1983. Since 1983, the house has been used for storage by the National
Park Service.
As O’Bright (1985:16) states, “perhaps the amazing fact in the history of the Morse
House is that it managed to survive. From the time of James Morse’s death in 1899, the property
suffered at the hands of owners more interested in the home’s investment potential than the
house itself. Following the Second World War, the neighborhood rapidly changed from a
residential area to a fast-paced commercial and industrial “strip.” Morse’s first Springfield
residence was demolished to make room for a gasoline station. The homes once facing the
Morse House were reduced to parking lots serving the county government offices. The streets
were covered with asphalt. Fortunately, the Morse House survived to become a small part of the
Lincoln Home National Historic Site.”
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Table 1
SIMPLIFIED CHAIN-OF-TITLE FOR THE MORSE HOUSE (HS-9)
(O’Bright 1985; Banton, Balm, O’Bright 1987)
GRANTOR
Elijah Iles

GRANTEE
J. Morse

J. Morse

LOT NUMBER
Lots 15 and 16
Mortgage

AMOUNT
$250.00

DATE
April 10, 1840

DEED BOOK:PAGE
P:585

$500.00

1865

21:245

J. Morse

John Hughes

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15-16

$2,000.00

May 1, 1875

39:314

John Hughes

J. Morse

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15-16

$4,000.00

November 8, 1875

55:83

A. Malone (County
Sheriff) (Interests of
Charles Arnold)

Robert S. McGuire

Lot 16 (with other
lands)

?

August 21, 1884
September 22, 1884

76:342 and
76:360

J. Morse

Julia McGrue

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15 and 16

$1.00

August 25, 1886

84:401

Julia McGrue Estate

Edward Payne

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15 and 16

$1.00

September 10, 1924

207:30

Mechanic’s Liens
Edward Payne

James Woodland

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15 and 16

James Woodland
Estate/Trust

U.S.A

W58’ N1/2 Lot 14
W58’ Lots 15 and 16

Multiple dates [1926]
$10,000.00

March 3, 1928

233:101

July 19, 1974

??
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Table 2
SIMPLIFIED CHAIN-OF-TITLE FOR MISCELLANEOUS LANDHOLDINGS OF JAMES MORSE
(O’Bright 1985; Banton, Balm, O’Bright 1987)
GRANTOR
Elijah Iles

GRANTEE
Hugh Glenn

LOT NUMBER
Lots 11 and 12

AMOUNT
?

DATE
?

James Lamb, (Trustee of
creditors of Hugh Glenn)

J. Morse and
Isaac Hawley

James Morse

DEED BOOK:PAGE
J:141

Lots 11 and 12

$300.00

April 3, 1850

DD:542

Henson Lyon

Lots 11 and 12

?

April 24, 1863

15:27

Elijah Iles

J. Morse

Lots 13 and 14

$500.00

March 1, 1853

KK:344

J. Morse

Lewis Brown

Lot 13 and S1/2 Lot
14

$800.00

July 14, 1863

15:523

Table 3
SIMPLIFIED CHAIN-OF-TITLE FOR LANDS ADJACENT TO THE MORSE HOUSE (HS-9)
(O’Bright 1985; Banton, Balm, O’Bright 1987)
GRANTOR
J. Morse

GRANTEE
Emma G. Morse

LOT NUMBER
E94’ N1/2 Lot 14
E94’ Lots 15 and 16

AMOUNT
$1.00

DATE
October 6, 1876

DEED BOOK:PAGE
57:181

Emma G. Osmen

Sarah House

E94’ N1/2 Lot 14
E94’ Lots 15 and 16

$2,500.00

October 7, 1882

72:224

Sarah House

Milton Hay

E94’ N1/2 Lot 14
E94’ Lots 15 and 16

$2,173.19

February 1, 1886

79:625
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Figure 7. Location of the four-block Lincoln Home National Historic Site (outlined in red)
within the City of Springfield, Sangamon Co., Ills. map (Hall 1855). This is the first
published map of the city of Springfield. The Lincoln Home neighborhood was located on
the southeast side of the quickly expanding town. The central business district was
arranged around the state capital building (here outlined in green).
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Figure 8. Detail of the 1854 City of Springfield, Sangamon County, Illinois map illustrating the location of the Morse house
and the surrounding neighborhood (Hart and Mapother 1854). Currently, the Morse House is situated on the rear portion of
Lots 15 and 16, Block 10, E. Iles’ Addition to the City of Springfield. No house is documented at that location on this map. At
this time, a dwelling (suspected as representing the James Morse residence) appears to front Ninth Street and a second
building (suspected as representing a carriage house) is located along the rear alley potentially straddling the Lot 14 and 15
property line. The greater James Morse property is outlined in red, and the Lincoln Home is circled in green.
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Figure 9. The Morse House as illustrated on the 1858 City of Springfield, Sangamon
County, Illinois map (Sides 1858; as copied from O’Bright 1985). Nothing seems to have
changed between 1854 and 1858 regarding the Morse property. The Morse family
property is outlined in red. The existing Morse House, which is situated on the rear of Lots
15 and 16, is not illustrated on this map.
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Figure 10. Detail of Doctor P. J. Wardner’s business card and/or advertisement located
within the 1864 Springfield city directory (Babeuf 1864:30).

Figure 11. View of the four-block Lincoln Home neighborhood as it appeared on the 1867
Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois (Ruger 1867). The Lincoln Home, located at the
northeast corner of Jackson and South Eighth Streets, is located immediately to the right of
the number “29.” The approximate area of the Morse Site is circled in red. This is the first
cartographic evidence of the presence of the house at this location. By this date, the large
Morse landholdings appear to have been subdivided and improved with multiple houses.
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Figure 12. Close-up view of Block 10, E. Iles Addition to Springfield) illustrating the Morse landholdings as it appeared on the
1867 Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois (Ruger 1867). The Morse House, which is the focus of this study, is identified
with an “A”. That building identified with the “B” represents the Lincoln Home.
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Figure 13. Detail of the circa 1872 Map of Springfield (Beck and Pauli ca. 1872)
illustrating the Morse House location (looking north/northwest). The Morse House is
circled in red.
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Figure 14. Detail of the circa 1872 Map of Springfield (Beck and Pauli ca. 1872) illustrating
the Morse House (looking north/northwest). The Morse House is indicated with an “A”.
This illustration depicts a house very similar to that as illustrated on the earlier 1867 bird’s
eye view, albeit looking from a different angle. The Lincoln Home (B) is located at the
opposite corner of the block.
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Figure 15. Detail from the 1873 Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois (Koch circa 1873)
illustrating the Morse House (looking southwest). The illustration depicts conditions very
similar to the earlier bird’s eye views. By this date, the east half of Block 10 (here outlined
in red) have been extensively developed, with six houses being located on this land. By this
date, two houses (including the house which is the focus of this study) face Market Street to
the north, whereas the other four face Ninth Street. Note that the open-air market (the
“Market Square”) does not appear to be present at this location by this date. Although the
market does not seem to be documented on this map, the area appears as open space within
a normal sized city block. For a close-up detail of the block on which the Morse House is
situated, see the following figure.

27

B

A
C

Figure 16. Close-up detail from the 1873 Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois (Koch circa 1873) illustrating the Morse
House (looking southwest). The Lincoln Home is the house marked “12”. The Morse House (marked “A”) is faces Market
Street and is adjacent to the alley. It is of interest to note that the two houses east of the alley and facing Market Street (and
situated on Lot 16) appear to represent mirror images of one another—as if constructed together as income property. Houses
marked “B” and “C” may represent the two older houses associated with the Morse property and documented on the 1854 city
map.
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Figure 17. Detail of the 1876 City Map of the City of Springfield, Ill (Bird 1876). This
map, which is difficult to interpret, illustrates three structures on Lots 15 and 16. The
eastern-most structure is, no doubt, the original Morse family home (labeled “A”). Located
within the center of the property and fronting Market Street was a large structure—
potentially representing the existing Morse House (labeled “B”). A third structure, with a
different cross hatch pattern than the other two, is located within the very northwest
corner of the landholdings (labeled “C”). The function of Building “C” is unknown.
Unfortunately, the map does not have a key indicating the differences within the cross
hatch patterns—and when comparing other buildings in the neighborhood, it is not clear
that the different cross hatch patterns were meant to signify a difference. It is interesting
to note the presence of a rail spur into the Market Square. Little is known as to how this
public square functioned during these years.
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Figure 18. Details of the Morse House and surrounding lots in 1884 (top) and 1890
(bottom) (Sanborn Map and Publishing Company 1884, Sanborn-Perris Map and
Publishing Company 1890) (as reproduced from O’Bright 1985:10-11). The footprint of
the Morse house is identical in the two years. The major difference between these two
years is the appearance of a new two-story house immediately to the east of the Morse
House by 1890. Both fire insurance maps clearly illustrate the presence of a full-length
front porch. The 1884 Sanborn fire insurance map is a bit at odds with the previous 1876
city map with respect to the location of the existing Morse House.
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Figure 19. Details of the Morse House and surrounding lots in 1896 (top) and 1917
(bottom) (Sanborn Map and Publishing Company 1896; Sanborn-Perris Map and
Publishing Company 1917) (as reproduced from O’Bright 1985:13-14). Sometime between
1890 and 1896, a large two-story, frame addition was constructed onto the west side of the
house, the rear service wing and associated porch—which earlier had only been one story
in height—was pushed to a full two-stories in height, and the adjacent summer kitchen was
connected to the newly remodeled rear service wing. A discrepancy between 1896 and 1917
may suggest that the far southern portion of the service wing remained only one story in
height during this time.
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Figure 20. The 1941 Sanborn fire insurance map indicates the footprint of a building very
similar to that which was present in 1999 (Sanborn Map and Publishing Company 1941)
(as reproduced from O’Bright 1985:15). By this date, the original Morse House which
fronted Ninth Street had been demolished.
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Figure 21. Reconstructed site plan and subdivisions of the one-time Morse family landholdings (N1/2 Lot 14, and Lots 15-16, Block 10,
E. Iles’ Addition to Springfield) in circa 1884 (left) and 1890 (right). Prior to its subdivision, this large urban lot measured
approximately 100’ (north/south) by 152’ (east/west) and had street frontage on both its north (Capitol Avenue) and east (Ninth Street)
sides (as presented in Banton, Balm, and O’Bright 1987:72, 88).
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Previous Archaeological Investigations At The Morse Site
One of the first studies conducted specifically on the Morse House was the Historic
Structure Report (HSR) prepared by the NPS historical architect Alan O’Bright in the late 1980s
for the James Morse House. This document was completed in 1985. Figures 22-25 illustrate the
character of the Morse House during the middle 1980s. Although archaeological investigations
were recommended, no archaeology was incorporated into the historic structure report at that
time (O’Bright 1985).
Prior to the archaeological investigations discussed in this report and conducted by Fever
River Research, little previous archaeological research had been conducted at the Morse Site.
Limited archaeological investigations were conducted by NPS maintenance staff under the
direction of Chief of Maintenance Robert Dunham in circa 1987 when the Rear Wing was
removed from the building. Dunham had been trained in the NPS para-archaeologist training
program. At that time, seven one-meter square test units were excavated within what was the
crawl space of the Rear Wing addition (see Dunham’s plan map, Figure 26). Limited field notes
have been located and reproduced below (Figures 27 and 28).20 Unfortunately, the artifacts
recovered from these investigations have not been located within the NPS holdings. One of the
more interesting features uncovered by Dunham during his 1987 investigations was a remnant
pier beneath the existing Rear Wing perimeter foundation. This pier, which represents an earlier
episode of foundation construction, was also documented by the existing investigations.

20

Xerographic copies of six pages of notes were given to the author by NPS staff during the 1999 field
investigations. It is assumed that these records were located at that time within the Morse House Maintenance Files.
Unfortunately, we have not been able to relocate those records.
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Figure 22. Photograph and line drawing of the North (front) elevation of the Morse House,
as it appeared in 1985 (O’Bright 1985).
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Figure 23. . Photograph and line drawing of the East elevation of the Morse House, as it
appeared in 1985 (O’Bright 1985). The front of the house is to the right.
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Figure 24. Photograph and line drawing of the South (rear) elevation of the Morse House,
as it appeared in 1985 (O’Bright 1985). Note the presence of the Rear Wing Addition,
which had been removed by the time of our current investigations.
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Figure 25. Photograph and line drawing of the West elevation of the Morse House, as it
appeared in 1985 (O’Bright 1985).
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Figure 26. Sketch map of Dunham’s archaeological test units within the Morse House Addition (NPS Maintenance Files,
Springfield, Illinois).
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Figure 27. Plan view and sectional view of Dunham’s Test 1. Note the presence of Feature A (the builder’s trench for the
Rear Extension), and Feature B (an early brick pier associated with the Rear Wing) (NPS Maintenance Files, Springfield,
Illinois).
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Figure 28. Xerographic copies of artifacts recovered from Dunham’s archaeological investigations (NPS Maintenance Files,
Springfield, Illinois).
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Results Of The Current Archaeological Investigations
The initial work at the Morse Site consisted of excavating a series of hand test units
around the perimeter of the house. A total of eight test units (Tests 1-8) were hand excavated
along the north (front) side of the house and seven test units (Tests 9-15) along the west side of
the house (see Figure 29). The hand units placed in the front of the house were excavated in this
area to assess the character of the early porches associated with this dwelling. In the rear of the
yard, the hand-excavated units were positioned in that area of the suspected summer kitchen.
Besides wanting to assess the potential integrity of that structure, we wanted to sample the
midden and get a better understanding of the site’s stratigraphy prior to the mechanical stripping
of a larger excavation block. With the hand-excavated units completed, we worked with the
NPS staff and excavated two wide backhoe trenches (Backhoe Trenches 1 and 2) along the very
rear (south end) of the dwelling. With that accomplished, the house movers relocated the
dwelling off-site to the east. Shortly after the house was moved off its foundations, we returned
in the middle of August, completed our excavations under the house, and monitored the backhoe
excavation of the basement by the NPS staff. At that time, the cistern (Feature 34) was sectioned
with a backhoe by the NPS staff. We again returned in the summer of 2000 to monitor
underground utility trenches that had already been excavated (and unfortunately, backfilled). The
results of this work were summarized in two letter reports submitted to the NPS (Mansberger
1999, 2000). Table 4 lists the various features uncovered during the course of the current
investigations.
In the laboratory, all artifacts were washed, inventoried, and re-bagged into archival
plastic ziplock containers for long term curation. Each provenience (such as a level within a test
unit or feature) was assigned an individual “lot number”. Appendix I identifies the provenience
of all lot numbers assigned during the field investigations at the Morse House. Appendix II
contains a lot-by-lot inventory of all the artifacts collected during the course of these
investigations.
The artifact processing and analysis (washing, sorting, tabulating and illustrating) as well
as the report preparation was conducted by Fever River Research at their Springfield office. The
artifact analysis and tabulation for the artifact assemblage (See Appendix III) was designed to
isolate both functional and temporal parameters of the assemblage and consisted of initially
subdividing all collected material into one of seven major functional categories initially defined
by Orser, Nekola and Roark (1987) and revised by Mansberger (1990). These categories consist
of Foodways Service (ceramic and glass tablewares and other artifacts associated with the
serving of foods), Foodways Storage and Preparation (artifacts associated with the preparation
and/or storage of foods), Foodways Remains (faunal and/or floral remains of foods), Household
and/or Furnishings (artifacts associated with furniture and the furnishing of the home), Labor
and/or Activities (artifacts associated with various non-kitchen or Foodways tasks conducted
around the site), Architecture (physical remains associated with the fabric of the house and/or
other buildings), and Personal and/or Clothing (small items of clothing and personal adornment
or use). Cataloguing of the artifacts into the NPS Re:discovery software was conducted by Fever
River Research. All notes, photographs, negatives and artifacts are to be returned to the National
Park Service to be curated at Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois.
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Figure 29. Sketch map of the Morse House illustrating the location of the 1999
archaeological hand excavation units (Tests 1 through 9), backhoe trenches (Trenches 1
and 2), and shovel scraped areas in relationship to the house footprint.
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Figure 30. Two views of the hand excavations nearing completion in the front yard of the Morse Site, Springfield, Illinois.
Christopher Stratton mapping the features (Fever River Research 1999).
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Figure 31. Machine excavations (top; Bill Flesher monitoring the backhoe work), and construction monitoring (bottom) at the
Morse Site, Springfield, Illinois. Note the cistern in the far back wall (Fever River Research 1999).
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Table 4
Subsurface Features Identified At The Morse Site
(Post holes were not assigned feature numbers)

FEATURE
NUMBER
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9-20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

U-shaped brick foundation (porch)
Shallow pit
Perimeter brick foundation (Main House)
Brick foundation (Pilasters)
Brick pavement (Lower walk)
Brick pavement (Upper walk)
Stone pavement (walk)
Utility line trench (drain)
Postst
Utility line trench
Utility line trench (Trench “C”)
Upper brick wall, bulkhead entrance
Brick pier
Perimeter brick foundation (Rear Wing)
Brick-lined well
Brick foundation wall
Lower midden
Stone pad
Brick foundation wall (outbuilding?)
Concentration of demolition debris
Brick pier
Brick pier
Brick-lined cistern
Drain line trench
Utility line trench (waterline; Trench “A”)
Utility line trench (sewer; Trench “B”)
Post
Brick pier
Post
Brick pier
Post or rodent disturbance?
Brick foundation
Utility line trench (sewer?)
Brick pier
Brick pier (early)
Brick pier (late)
Brick pier
Utility line trench (drain)
Brick foundation (Chimney “A”)

Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Various locations
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Tests 1-8
Test 9
Test 9
Test 9
Test 9
Test 10
Test 10
Various locations
Test 11
Test 11
Test 11
Test 11
Test 12
Backhoe Trench #1
Backhoe Trench #1
Backhoe Trench #1
Backhoe Trench #1
Backhoe Trench #1
Backhoe Trench #2
Backhoe Trench #2
Backhoe Trench #2
Backhoe Trench #2
Backhoe Trench #2
East Porch
East Porch
East Porch
East Porch
East Porch
East Porch
Main Body
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House Foundation System
One of the primary goals of the existing archaeological project was to assist with the
interpretation of the existing house. Of particular interest was to better understand the evolution
of the house through the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. With this in mind, a detailed
inspection of the house foundation system was undertaken.
The house foundation walls, which were constructed with a mottled soft-mud brick, were
only 2-courses in width (approximately 8-9” or 20-23cm wide). Within the front portion of the
house, these foundation walls were shallow, and had been constructed on, or very near to, the
circa 1840 ground surface (see Figures 37 and 38). Obviously, those foundation walls associated
with the Rear Extension were considerably deeper due to the presence of the cellar beneath that
section of the building. Nonetheless, these walls were also only two-courses wide. Both
sections of the house had a single course spread footing.
The rear foundation wall of the Main Body—in that area beneath the East Porch—had
been constructed on a disturbed surface (see Figure 33). Located beneath the spread footing of
the house foundations in this area was approximately 2-3” (2-8cm) of mixed fills which included
some plaster fragments with impressions of rived lath. This deposit of materials beneath this
foundation system, strongly suggests that a previous building had been demolished or modified
to construct the existing foundation systems. This earlier building apparently had a plastered
interior—and may have represented the earlier office building documented on the property.
One of the key points of interest in the foundation system was determining the
relationship between the foundations located beneath the Main Body of the house and the
Kitchen Extension (sections A and B, see Figure 6). O’Bright (1985:24) speculated that the
foundations located beneath these two sections of the building were constructed in two separate
episodes. He states that “the circa 1865 addition of the south wing included a full cellar,
Basement 003. Evidence indicates that three-fourths of the south wall of Crawlspace 002 was
removed to excavate and construct the full cellar. An attempt was made to unify the old and new
brick walls, rather than butting them, to provide more strength. The consolidated areas on the
walls show irregularities in the bond and course joints. All other foundation additions were butt
joined, clearly demonstrating the chronology of the additions.” As noted by O’Bright (1985:24),
this section of foundation wall clearly was rebuilt at some point in time, but a close inspection of
the exterior, below-grade sections of these foundation walls strongly suggested that they were of
one episode of construction. After the demolition of the West Addition (Section F, see Figure 6)
and the excavation of Tests 12 through 15, a detailed inspection of the outer surface of the
foundation wall indicated that these two sections of foundation wall were constructed in a single
episode of construction. Similarly, the exterior edge of the builder’s trench associated with these
two sections of wall were identical and in perfect alignment with one another—also suggesting
one episode of construction (see Figure 32). As such, it is our belief that the perimeter
foundations associated with the Main Body and the Rear Extension were constructed in a single
episode of construction.21

21

The foundations for the pilasters located on the front of the building (Main Body) are an early to middle twentieth
century modification to the original foundation system.
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This perimeter foundation system (foundation wall and builder’s trench) has been
identified as Feature 3. As will be discussed later, it is our belief that the foundations for the
Front Porch and the East Porch (Sections G and D, respectively; see Figure 6) are contemporary
with this episode of construction. In contrast, the foundations associated with the Rear Addition
(Section C, see Figure 6) represented a later episode of construction (as discussed later).
Sometime during the later life of the house—probably during the early to middle
twentieth century, the exterior, above-grade portions of the foundation walls were covered with
two different episodes of hard mortar plaster (see O’Bright 1985:26). Often referred to as
“parging” or “pargetting”, this material was applied as a waterproofing material. The hard
character of this parging is due to the Portland-rich cement that was used, and would suggest that
this material dates from no earlier that the early years of the twentieth century. As will be
discussed later, this material was not applied to the foundation walls behind the Front Porch
foundations.
The Fireplace Footings
One of the objectives of the archaeology outlined in the scope-of-work was to inspect for
the presence of a fireplace foundation beneath the Main Body of the house. Presently, an interior
approximately 1’6”-square, brick chimney (identified as Chimney “A” by O’Bright 1985) is
present along the west wall of this section of the building. Neither the first or second floor joist
framing systems—which appear to be original to the building—exhibit any framing evidence for
a fireplace along any of the four walls of this section of the building (see Existing Conditions
Drawings, O’Bright 1985: Sheets 21 and 22). After the house had been relocated off its
foundations, we shovel scraped in those areas suspected as being the location of the “original”
fireplace beneath the Main Body of the house (see Figure 29). At that time, we were able to
inspect the base of Chimney “A”. Although the chimney base abutted the perimeter foundation
wall (and was not integrated into the wall), it appeared to have been contemporary with the
construction of the house foundation (as it was constructed with similar brick, had a similar
spread footing, and was constructed on the same surface as the exterior perimeter foundation
wall). Although an 1897 5-cent piece was found (see Lot 59), the shovel scraping yielded no
additional features, such as a fireplace foundation, beneath the Main Body of the house. It is our
belief that the early Morse House did not have a fireplace, and was constructed with a single
chimney in the west end of this section of the building—and the existing chimney represents that
original feature.
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Figure 32. Exterior surface of western foundation wall at junction of the Main Body and Rear Extension. Note the character
of the continuous rows of brick work indicating both foundation walls were constructed in a single episode of construction.
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Figure 33. Section through foundation wall of Main Body beneath East Porch illustrating
the character of the fill located beneath the spread footing in this area..

Figure 34. Bulkhead entranceway leading to basement cellar. Two episodes of
construction are evident. The lower portion (Feature 3) was original to the building.
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The North Porch
As part of the current investigations, the entire area between the Main Body of the house
and the sidewalk fronting Capitol Avenue was excavated by hand. During the process, eight
excavation units were excavated. Figure 35 illustrates the location of the hand excavated test
units within the front yard of the Morse House. The objectives of these excavation units was to
assess the character of the front yard stratigraphy, to locate any evidence of front porch
construction (such as porch piers), and to prospect for subsurface features that might pre-date the
construction of the existing mid-century house. Although we had intended to hand excavate only
two or three excavation units and then proceed with the use of a backhoe, we ended up
excavating the entire front yard by hand without the aid of the backhoe (exposing a total of 22.7
square meters). Figure 36 illustrates the numerous features located within this area of the site.
The 1850s city maps as well as the 1860s and 1870s bird’s eye views of the city do not
exhibit sufficient detail to comment regarding the early porches on this structure. The earliest
data we have regarding the porches on the Morse House is the 1884 Sanborn fire insurance map.
This map suggests that a full length, single-story porch (potentially with a metal roof) was
located on the front of the Morse House. This full-length porch is what had been incorporated
into the restoration plans (O’Bright 1985). No evidence for the full-length porches documented
in the Sanborn fire insurance maps (as discussed above) was found archaeologically.
Nonetheless, the archaeological investigations along the front of the Morse House did
expose evidence of a single, albeit smaller, porch. This porch was represented by a doublecourse, U-shaped, perimeter, brick foundation that abutted the original perimeter foundation wall
of the main house. This foundation was centered on the eastern-most window located within the
Main Body of the house. Framing details indicate that this window originally was the location of
a doorway. The porch foundation (identified as Feature 1) enclosed an area that measured 7’0”
(2.13m) east/west by 5’0” (1.52m) north/south. This wall was set in a shallow builder’s trench
that extended only slightly into the original (circa 1840s) ground surface.22 As with the main
house foundation, this porch foundation had a single-course, spread brick footing. Except for
that area behind the porch foundation, the base of the porch foundation was one course lower
than the adjacent house foundation. The main house foundation was one course lower (and even
with the porch foundation) in that area behind the porch foundation. The porch foundation wall
was constructed with a relatively soft-paste, mottled brick similar to that used in the construction
of the adjacent house foundations. Similarly, the brick porch foundation was constructed with a
soft-lime mortar similar to that used in the main house foundation. Although the brick porch
foundation abuts the main house foundation, based on the similarity of the construction
techniques and materials, it appears that this porch was constructed at the same time (or
immediately after) the construction of the perimeter house foundations.
Much of this brick wall had been removed and the subsequent trench back-filled—
probably during the early to middle twentieth century. Fill within the back-filled trench included
brick fragments, an occasional nail, numerous clinkers, and small pieces of plaster. In contrast,
22

The excavations suggest that the circa 1860 house foundations were constructed more or less on the pre-settlement
or circa 1830 ground surface.
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the material in the adjacent builder’s trench consisted predominately of yellowish brown silty
clay. No artifacts were found in the builder’s trench.
Mortar parging had been applied to the exterior surface of the main house foundation
wall sometime during the twentieth century. This parging, which was a hard, Portland-rich
material typical of the twentieth century mortars and/or cements, extended to a vertical line that
corresponded with the exterior surface of the brick porch foundation (and was not present on the
perimeter house foundations in that area located behind the porch foundations). This suggests
that the porch foundations were not removed until sometime after the house foundations were
parged.
Two distinct features were located immediately north of the porch foundations. The
earlier feature, Feature 5, consists of a brick pad that measured approximately 4’0” (1.22m) wide
(east/west) by 3’0” (0.92m) long (north/south). Although only the base course of brick remained
in place, remnant mortar and fragments of a second course of brickwork was present. The brick
were an early extruded and wire-cut variety laid within a relatively soft black mortar laid directly
on the ground surface. All four edges of the feature were nicely finished, and the south edge
cleanly abutted the north edge of the porch foundation. This brick feature probably represents
the remains of a formal set of brick steps leading up to the porch. The type of brick used in its
construction suggests that the steps were not original to the structure, but probably date from the
later nineteenth or very early twentieth century.
Abutting the north end of Feature 5 was another brick pad or pavement remnant
identified as Feature 6. This feature consisted of a shallow “bed” of hard mortar or concrete with
brick impressions on the upper surface. A sole surviving brick indicates that the brick used in
the construction of this pavement were hard, pressed paving brick. The brick impressions
suggest that the missing brick were laid in a herringbone pattern. This feature appears to
represent a short section of twentieth century brick sidewalk that connected the early brick steps
to the city sidewalk that fronted Capitol Avenue—which may have been similarly constructed at
that time.
Feature 7 is a series of limestone slabs that form an arch around the east side of the porch,
originating near the north end of Feature 5 (the base of the steps) and proceeding around to the
east side of the house. This feature may represent a simple walkway, or curbing potentially
associated with landscape plantings (flowers). This feature was found high in the soil profile,
immediately beneath the sod, suggesting that it is fairly late in age (middle to late twentieth
century).
The presence of the brick sidewalk (Feature 6) and distinctive pattern of Portland-rich
mortar parging on the perimeter foundation walls suggests that the North Porch persisted well
into the twentieth century (possibly into the post-World War II period). This small porch
probably persisted at this location through the 1928 remodeling conducted by the architect
Lockhard. It probably was at that time that the original entrance doorway was converted into a
window, and the main entrance shifted to the West Addition location.
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Figure 35. Location of test units within the front yard of the Morse House, Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield,
Illinois.
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Figure 36. Location of features uncovered within the test units located within the front yard of the Morse House, Lincoln
Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois.
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Zone I
Zone II and III
Zone IV
Zone V
Zone VI

= topsoil fill
= brick rubble fill (porch demolition)
= mixed topsoil and subsoil fill
= original ground surface
= Feature 1 builder’s trench

Figure 37. West wall profile of Tests 1 and 2, located within the front yard of the Morse house. This profile clearly illustrates
the relationship of Features 1 (Front Porch foundations), 2 (large post), 5 (brick pad or steps), and 6 (sidewalk). Feature 2 is a
bit difficult to interpret, as it appears to have been dug after the construction of the house (and probably the porch) and prior
to the demolition of the porch.
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Zone I
= topsoil fill
Zone IV = mixed topsoil fills
Zone V = original ground surface

Figure 38. West wall profile of Tests 3 and 4, located within the front yard of the Morse house. This profile indicates that the
construction of the house foundations began at, or just below, the circa 1860 ground surface. No earlier historic midden was
present in this area—or if present, it had been scraped away. After construction of the house foundations, yellow subsoil fill
was mounded against the house foundations, and then a layer of black topsoil fill capped the yard.
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Figure 39. Close-up detail of the porch foundations, front yard of the Morse House,
Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield, Illinois.
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Figure 40. View of the front porch excavations, looking southwest (Morse House, Lincoln Home National Historic Site,
Springfield, Illinois).
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Figure 41. View of the front porch foundation system (Feature 1) with associated brick steps (Feature 5) and walk (Feature 6).
The stone walk (Feature 7) is also evident extending out of the sidewall of the test unit.
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Figure 42. Two views of the front porch investigations. Left: looking down at the perimeter porch foundation wall (Feature
1). Right: Looking south at the west wall of the porch foundations (Feature 1). Note the differential levels of the spread
footing in the Main Body foundation wall, and the abrupt termination of the wall parging at the point of contact with the
porch foundation wall.
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Figure 43. Decorated window glass recovered from the front yard investigations at the
Morse House. Four distinct varieties of glass were noted, and included acid etched
decorative glass (examples B and D), and later rolled privacy glass (examples A and C).
Glass is illustrated at 75% original size. The acid etched decorative glass may have been
used with transom lights over the main entrance door. The privacy glass probably was
used in bathroom windows during a later period.
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Figure 44. Metal token recovered from the front yard investigations (Lot 5). Both sides of
this token are identical, and read “Invest in an Electric Refrigerator.” This token probably
dates from the 1910s through the later 1930s. Reproduced three times its actual size.

Figure 45. Children were well represented within the artifact assemblage from the early
Morse House Site. Of particular interest were the numerous marbles recovered from the
site, the majority of which were located within the midden located within the west yard
(near the well). Although often associated with child’s play, board games using marbles
were often played by adults, too. A great variety in marble types (unglazed stoneware, blue
glazed or Bennington’s, and hand-blown glass varieties) and sizes were present. Actual
size.
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Figure 46. View of historic porch as interpreted by O’Bright (1985: ii). The archaeological investigations did not document
the full length porch noted here (and within the Sanborn fire insurance maps).
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The East Porch
The 1884 Sanborn fire insurance map indicates that a wood-roofed porch was located
along the east side of the Kitchen Extension. This Sanborn map indicates that the East Porch
extended across the eastern side of the Rear Extension and not across the Rear Addition. This
Sanborn map also substantiates that the Rear Addition had already been constructed by this 1884
date. Although the earlier bird’s-eye views of Springfield do not specifically illustrate this
porch, they do illustrate the rear Kitchen Extension, which the porch was clearly associated with.
As such, it would be logical to assume that this porch dated to the same time as the Kitchen
Extension. The 1896 Sanborn fire insurance map indicates that a second story was added to the
East Porch sometime between 1890 and 1896.
As we were not able to remove any of the flooring of Rooms 105 and 106 to conduct our
investigations in the Crawlspace Room 005, we had to wait for the relocation of the house so that
we could conduct the archaeological work in this area. After the house had been re-located off
site, we returned to the site and shovel scraped that area beneath the East Porch. Unfortunately
the house movers had impacted a portion of this area, with large back dirt pile obscuring much of
the east foundation wall. A total of approximately 7.8 square meters was hand excavated in this
area.
Although the house movers had disturbed much of this area, we were able to identify
several features in this area, including what appears to represent the original east porch piers
and/or perimeter foundation walls (Feature 45 and 48), as well as a series of piers associated with
the Rear Addition (Features 46 and 47) (see Figure 47). The investigations indicated that the
original East Porch (which was approximately 8’ wide) extended the full length of the Rear
Extension, and that it apparently rested on a short section of shallow brick foundation wall
located along its eastern edge (Feature 48) and on a short pier (Feature 45) on its southern edge.
Feature 45 measured 9” (23cm) wide by 1’6” (46cm) long and was constructed with a
moderately hard and gray-colored mortar. This pier butted against the perimeter foundation wall
associated with the adjacent Kitchen Extension. Feature 48 was a similarly constructed section
of brick wall, which butted the foundations of the Main Body of the house. The south end of
Feature 48 extended beneath a large backdirt pile and was not observed. Both Feature 45 and 48
were constructed with similar brick and mortar, and although the mortar in these piers was a bit
harder and grayer in color, had a single-course spread footing similar to the main house
foundations (Feature 3). The similarity in materials and construction techniques between the
main perimeter foundation (associated with the Main Body and Kitchen Extension) and Features
45/48 suggest that they may have been constructed during the same construction episode, circa
1860, or slightly later. These piers suggest that the East Porch measured approximately 8’0”
(2.43m) east/west by 16’1” (4.90m) north/south.
During the course of the East Porch investigations, we uncovered a deeply buried,
east/west trending trench (Feature 44) that appears to represent the drain line associated with the
basement floor drain located within the adjacent Kitchen Extension cellar. This drain line ran in
an easterly direction passing under the East Porch. This drain tile was constructed with extruded,
unglazed clay tile (no collars were present). At some later date (very late nineteenth or early
twentieth century), this drain line appears to have been abandoned in place of a more modern
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line that passed beneath the bulkhead entranceway and headed in a westerly direction.23
Additionally, at some time during the very late nineteenth, or early twentieth century, a
stoneware drain tile (Feature 49) was installed at the southeast corner of the East Porch to drain a
gutter downspout. This downspout and drain line may connect with nearby Feature 37.
Also, during the course of the East Porch investigations, details relating to the
construction of the Rear Addition were documented. During these investigations, two brick piers
(Features 46 and 47) were identified abutting the south side of the southeast corner of the
Kitchen Extension foundations. These are discussed below with regard to the Rear Addition.

23

This second, more recent drain line was noted during the backhoe excavations for the foundation construction.
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Figure 47. Base map of rear and side yard excavations Morse House, Lincoln Home National Historic Site, Springfield,
Illinois.

66

Figure 48. Two views of the back and side yard excavations, looking east (left) and north (right). Tests 9, 10, and 11 are
illustrated.
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Figure 49. View of hand excavated test units 9, 10, and 11 (looking east), Morse House, Lincoln Home National Historic Site,
Springfield, Illinois.
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Rear Addition
The 1884 and 1890 Sanborn fire insurance maps both indicate that a single-story Rear
Addition was present on the Morse House, and that this Rear Addition represented a simple
extension south of the Kitchen Extension. The 1896 Sanborn fire insurance map documents a
major change in the Morse House. At that time, both the Kitchen Extension and Rear Addition
are noted as being two-stories in height, and a small extension has been added onto the east side
of the Rear Addition. The later Sanborn fire insurance maps (1917 and 1941) indicate that the
Rear Addition was only one story in height—which was the condition of the building in 1985.
As such, it is suspected that the 1896 Sanborn fire insurance map incorrectly documents the
height of the Rear Addition. Although the earlier bird’s-eye views of Springfield do not
specifically illustrate this rear addition, it is possible that this portion of the building was intact at
this date (1867).
Both hand and machine excavations were conducted in that area of the Rear Addition.
These investigations documented two separate episodes of construction associated with the Rear
Addition. The first episode of construction was represented by a series of five brick piers
(Features 24, 32, 39, 41, and 46) (see Figures 50-53). Each pier represented by Features 32, 39,
and 41 (located along the outer south wall of the original Rear Addition) measured
approximately 8” (20cm) square with a single course spread footing. Features 24 and 46 were
located adjacent to, and abutting, the southwest and southeast corners of the Kitchen Extension,
respectively. These two piers, which also had a single-course spread footing, were slightly
larger, measuring approximate 8-9” (20-23cm) wide by 1’1” (33cm) long. The spread footing on
these piers is reminiscent of the perimeter foundation associated with both the Main Body and
Kitchen Extension—suggesting that this early manifestation of the Rear Addition was relatively
close in age to the construction of the original perimeter foundation system. The mortar used in
the construction of these piers was a soft, brown-colored mortar similar to that used in the
adjacent perimeter foundation system of the Main Body and Kitchen Extension—again
suggesting that the two episodes of construction were close together in time. These five piers
indicate that the earlier of the two Rear Additions measured 10’0” (3.05m) wide north/south by
approximately 16’0” (4.87m) long east/west. These piers had been constructed on the midcentury ground surface and over the builder’s trench of the Kitchen Extension, suggesting that
this Rear Addition had been constructed very early in the history of this building, yet after the
construction of the Kitchen Extension.
Like the foundations of the Main Body of the house, the piers associated with the original
Rear Addition were constructed at, or very near, the circa 1840 ground surface. As ground
conditions were very dry, it is unclear as to whether the clay subsoil fill that rests on top of the
old ground surface in this area of the site was backfilled around these piers, or whether a
builder’s trench cutting through this fill was present. Although inconclusive, it appears as if a
builder’s trench was present.
At some later date, the original Rear Addition was apparently dismantled and rebuilt.
Sitting on top of the original brick piers discussed above was the presence of a brick perimeter
foundation identified as Feature 25. This foundation wall represents physical remains of the
second Rear Addition. This perimeter brick foundation wall documents a structure that was
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approximately 12’0” (3.65m) wide compared to the earlier 10’0” wide addition. A 7’10” by 5’8”
extension was incorporated into the east end of the Rear Addition. A single course spread
footing is located under only a portion of this foundation wall (at the corners). An interior pier
(Feature 47) abutting the earlier pier (Feature 46) at the southeast corner of the Kitchen
Extension was contemporary with this later perimeter foundation (Feature 25). Although the
exact date of this newer Rear Addition is not known, it is suspected that it may have been
constructed between 1890 and 1896, as the 1896 edition of the Sanborn fire insurance map
illustrates the eastern extension of this version of the Rear Addition and the 1890 Sanborn map
does not.
Several ancillary features are associated with the Rear Addition. A single brick pier with
spread footing was located along the outside edge nearly in the center of the west wall of the
second Rear Addition. The base of this pier corresponds with the base of Feature 25, and
suggests that this pier (identified as Feature 33) and the perimeter foundation wall (Feature 25)
are contemporaneous. It would appear that this pier (Feature 33) probably represents the remains
of a side porch. A brick perimeter foundation wall identified as Feature 27 also abuts Feature 33
on the western side of the building. This foundation wall is very late (twentieth century) in age
and probably was associated with a mid-century porch or deck located on the west side of the
building.
Feature 34, a cistern, is located immediately adjacent to the southwest corner of the
second Rear Addition. This feature clearly pre-dates the second Rear Addition. Two
underground utility line trenches cut beneath the south wall of Feature 25. The eastern-most
trench (identified as Feature 37) contained a cast-iron drain, appears to pre-date Feature 25. The
western-most trench (identified as Feature 36) is associated with a break and/or repair in the
perimeter foundation wall, and appears to post-date Feature 25. This trench contained a smalldiameter iron water pipe. A third underground utility line (identified as Feature 35) originated at
the southwest corner of the second Rear Addition (Feature 25). Feature 35 was a molded
stoneware drain tile that was probably connected to a gutter downspout once located at the
corner of the addition. This feature cuts across the top of the cistern (Feature 34) and drains in a
southeasterly direction. It would appear that Features 35, 36 and 37 all head towards and/or
originate at a common point near the southeastern corner of the parcel of land associated with
this structure.
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Figure 50. Two views of the Rear Addition foundation system. The top view illustrates the
foundation system at its junction with the southwest corner of the Kitchen Extension. Note
the disturbed pier (Feature 24) situated beneath the upper perimeter foundation wall
(Feature 25). The bottom view illustrates the foundation system near the southwest corner
of the Rear Addition. The upper perimeter foundation wall (Feature 25) sits atop the
corner pier (Feature 32) of the original wing. Also note the relationship of the adjacent
cistern (Feature 34) to the upper perimeter foundation wall. It would appear that the
cistern was constructed to serve the building associated with the upper perimeter
foundation—and not the earlier, and slightly smaller structure.
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Figure 51. Detail of the lower brick pier (Feature 32) located at the southwest corner of the
early version of the Rear Addition and upper perimeter foundation wall (Feature 25) of the
later version of the Rear Addition. Note the presence of the single-course spread footing
associated with the early construction, and the lack of a similar structure on the later
foundation wall.
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Figure 52. Detail view of the three piers (Features 45, 46, and 47) abutting the southeast corner of the Kitchen Extension’s
perimeter foundation system. Each of these three piers represents a different episode of construction. Feature 45 is associated
with the circa 1860 East Porch foundations. Feature 46 represents the earliest pier associated with the Rear Addition.
Feature 47 represents a later pier associated with the rebuilding of the Rear Addition.
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Figure 53. Profile drawing illustrating the north wall of Test 11.
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Figure 54. As noted earlier, the midden within Tests 9, 10, and 11 contained numerous
children’s toys that included a variety of marbles (see Figure 44), pewter dishes (top; with
embossed floral design), and doll parts (not illustrated). Additionally, the presence of
writing slates and writing stylus (bottom) suggests the presence of children. The artifacts
are actual size.
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The Summer Kitchen
One of the objectives of the investigations was to identify remains of the suspected
summer kitchen that was noted on the Sanborn fire insurance immediately to the west of the Rear
Addition. One of the objectives of hand excavating Tests 10 and 11 was in hopes of
encountering remains of this outbuilding. Unfortunately, although we encountered a relatively
dense late nineteenth century midden in these test units, we did not encounter any subsurface
features that positively were associated with this early building. Similarly, probing with a “tile
probe” in the yard immediately surrounding these two test units did not yielded any information
regarding the location of this structure. Although we did not uncover evidence of the summer
kitchen, the presence of the well in Test 10 suggests that we were in close proximity to this
structure.
Nonetheless, several features were identified within this area that might have been
associated with this outbuilding. Feature 30 was a shallow, trench-like feature with a single
brick set in shallow builder’s trench that extended into the underlying clay fill. This feature
appears to represent a robbed wall that had been constructed top of the clay fill zone—which
appears to have been also associated with the living surface associated with the original Rear
Addition. Feature 31 represents a circular concentration of concrete rubble and brick fragments
located along the north end of Feature 30, and probably represents debris associated with the
demolition of this wall. Machine made bottle glass within Feature 31 suggests that the
demolition occurred well into the twentieth century. It seems possible that Feature 30 may
represent a short fragment of the eastern wall of the summer kitchen. Feature 29, which may
represent of pier or support pad, was a square stone sitting on this same surface.
Feature 27 represents a brick foundation wall that abuts the west wall of the second Rear
Addition (Feature 25). The upper courses of brickwork in this wall were laid with a rusticated
brick laid in a black or dark gray mortar, similar to that present in the front porch stoop (Feature
5?). The brick used within the lower, below grade portion of this wall was older (potentially recycled?) brick laid in a hard, gray, Portland-rich mortar. A 45-degree corner is located near the
west end of the wall. The builder’s trench for this wall cuts through the upper plaster demolition
debris—which potentially was associated with the re-building of the Rear Addition in circa 1900.
This wall is very late in age, probably dating to the middle twentieth century. The function of
this wall is unclear, and it may have been associated with a deck or patio located on the west side
of the building.
The Well
A brick-lined well (Feature 26) was found in Test 10. A distinctive depression in the
existing ground surface at the time of our investigations strongly hinted at the presence of a well
or cistern at this location. Only the south half of this well was exposed (in Test 10). 24 The
interior of the well was not excavated. The inside diameter of the well was approximately 2’4”
(71cm). A very small section of the upper well neck was intact (see Figures 55 and 56). This
well was constructed from soft-mud brick typical of the middle nineteenth century. Although the
24

Test 10 was only excavated to a depth of 50cm below surface. Cultural deposits (representing the early midden)
were still present in the base of this test unit.
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upper courses of brickwork were mortared in place, the lower courses were constructed without
the use of mortar—a trait typical of a well and not a cistern. Similarly, the interior surface of this
feature has no mortar parging (which is typical of a cistern). The well was situated off-center
and within a large-diameter builder’s trench (the arch of the builder’s trench is not concentric
with the arch of the well)—suggesting that an earlier well may be lurking in the large builder’s
trench to the southwest. This well—or an earlier permutation of this well—probably was
constructed during the initial occupation of the Morse House. The fact that the well’s builder’s
trench cuts through the early midden suggests that this well was constructed when the Morse
House (or office) was constructed and was not associated with the earlier domestic component at
the site.
The Cistern
A brick-lined cistern (Feature 34) was found adjacent to the southwest corner of the
Morse House Rear Addition’s perimeter foundation system (Feature 25). This cistern was first
encountered during the excavation of Test 11. The east half of this feature was exposed during
the excavation of Backhoe Trench 1. With the aid of the backhoe (during the NPS foundation
construction), we sectioned the cistern, drew a profile of the feature, and sampled the artifacts
from the fill within it.
This cistern, including the brick throat, was well preserved (see Figures 57-58). This
cistern was constructed with a single width brick wall, brick floor, and brick dome (all with an
interior mortar parging). The inside diameter of the cistern was 5’0” (1.52m) in diameter. The
sidewalls were 4’5” (1.35m) tall. The dome was constructed with a double-width brick arch.
With the dome, the inside dimension was 6’0” (1.83m) in height. The mouth of the cistern was
2’0” (61cm) in diameter. The circular “throat” was raised about 2’ (61cm) above the dome. The
cistern appears to have been connected to the southwest corner of the Rear Addition by means of
a hand-turned stoneware drain tile conduit (see Figure 64). The remains of a single, fragmentary
drain tile was still present within the north side of this feature, protruding through the dome. At
some point in time (fairly late in the history of the site), this original conduit was abandoned and
an extruded stoneware drain tile (presumably connected to a downspout) (Feature 35) was laid
over the top of the cistern draining towards the southeast.
Both the brick and soft lime mortar and the presence of the hand-turned drain tile
suggests a middle nineteenth century date of construction for this feature. The location of the
feature in relationship to the southwest corner of the Rear Addition, strongly suggests that this
cistern was constructed to service the Rear Addition—which may have occurred when the earlier
office building was converted from commercial use to domestic use (circa 1860).
The cistern construction cut through the sterile subsoil (yellow silt loam) fill that was
deposited on the early ground surface—and appears to have resulted in the deposition of
additional yellow sterile subsoil fill in the surrounding yard. As such, it would appear that at
least two episodes of sterile subsoil fill has been broadcast around the yard. The earlier episode
of sterile subsoil fill may have been associated with the construction of the nearby well (Feature
26)—which would suggest that the well pre-dates the cistern. Additionally, a very thin lens of
cinders was present beneath the upper sterile clay fill zone associated with the construction of the
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cistern. This would suggest that coal was being used to a limited degree by the occupants of this
site prior to the mid-century construction of this cistern.
Artifacts recovered from within the fill of the cistern consisted predominately of
machine-made glass containers (see Figure 59). Based on these artifacts (see Appendix II, Lot
68), it would appear that this feature was filled sometime during the middle twentieth century.
The presence of the machine-made Coca-Cola bottle marked “Pat. D 105529” suggests a post
1938 date of deposition—as these bottles were manufactured from 1938 through 1951. As such,
it would appear that this cistern was probably abandoned sometime during the earlier years of the
twentieth century (with the introduction of city water to the house), and finally filled with debris
by the middle years of the twentieth century.
The Middens and Site Stratigraphy
As with the majority of the house lots within the Lincoln Home neighborhood, the Morse
Site exhibits a fairly complex and dynamic sequence of fill episodes and living surfaces (see
Figure 61). Figure 62 depicts an idealized soil profile associated with the rear of the house lot.
The original ground surface (identified as Zone VII and represented by a distinctive black silt
loam) is located approximately 1’4” to 1’6” (40-46cm) below the existing ground surface.
Immediately capping this circa 1830 surface is a thin topsoil midden (Zone VI) which contains
artifacts from a circa 1835-55 period. This midden probably developed as back yard (or Outer
Yard) deposits associated with the early domestic component that fronted Ninth Street and
occupied the entire (and adjacent) lot.
This early midden is capped with a relatively thick (approximately 15-20cm) deposit of
yellowish silt loam subsoil that represents a major construction episode. This subsoil fill
(identified as Zone V) was potentially excavated from a nearby deep feature and re-deposited in
the surrounding yard. Potentially two episodes of this subsoil fill were identified. The two most
likely candidates for the origin of this yellow fill (identified as Zone V) are the adjacent cellar
and the nearby well. It appears that this fill had been deposited already by the time the cistern
had been constructed. The perimeter foundations of the existing Morse House (Feature 3) were
constructed on, or very near to the original ground surface. It was unclear as to whether the
yellow clay fill was backfilled around these foundations or constructed within a builder’s trench
that cut through this yellow subsoil fill.
Capping this subsoil fill was a thin topsoil midden (Zone IV). This midden represents the
living surface associated with the circa 1860-1900 Morse House. An extensive amount of wood
ash was present. Associated with this midden was a large amount of structural demolition
debris, including plaster—which probably was associated with the circa 1900 remodeling of the
house. The perimeter foundation associated with the second Rear Addition (Feature 25) appears
to have been constructed on top of this surface.
Capping this midden was a cinder-rich deposit identified as Zone III. Zone III probably
represents a fill laid around the house after the circa 1900 remodeling of the Morse House’s Rear
Addition. This fill deposit contains a lot of redposited artifacts dating predominately from the
later nineteenth century. A thin topsoil deposit (Zone II) caps this fill. Finally, a thin lens of
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recently deposited soil (Zone I) caps this topsoil. Zone I represents fills deposited since the early
1970s by the National Park Service.
Underground Utility Lines
Several underground utility lines were documented during the course of these
investigations. Trench A passed under the Rear Addition in a southerly direction. This trench
held an underground water line. Trench B also passed under the Rear Addition passing in a
southerly direction. This trench contained a cast iron, waste water pipe. Immediately south of
the Rear Addition, Trench B split into two trenches presumably connecting to a drain line that
ran to down spouts located along the eastern side of the house. Trench B sloped down (or
drained) to the south. Trench C was a brick rubble-filled trench located in Test 9 that runs in an
east/west direction presumably connecting the Rear Addition to the nearby well. This trench
may have connected the well to the inside of the Rear Wing. Trench D contained a stoneware
drain tile that drained the down spout located at the southwest corner of the Rear Addition.
Trench E contained an earthenware tile that connected to the basement drain and passed under
the east porch.
Two underground utility line trenches cut beneath the south wall of Feature 25. The
eastern-most trench (identified as Feature 37) contained a cast-iron drain. This utility line trench
enters the Rear Addition from the south and passes beneath the Rear Addition (Feature 25).
Prior to passing beneath the foundations of the Rear Addition, the trench splits and heads
towards the northeast—potentially picking up the drain lines at the southeast corner of the East
Porch (Feature 49) and at the northeast corner of the Main Body of the house (Feature 8). This
drain line appears to pre-date the later foundation system (Feature 25), as no break is in the wall
over the trench. This trench does not pass through the south wall of the Rear Wing—suggesting
that the drain line probably serviced a kitchen or bathroom within the Rear Addition—and not
within the Rear Extension. One of the more interesting artifacts found within the fill of this
trench was a worked marble slab—probably representing a cemetery foot marker—with the
initials “J. R. G.” carved within the surface (see Figure 63).
The western-most trench (identified as Feature 36) is associated with a break and/or
repair in the perimeter foundation wall, and appears to post-date Feature 25. This underground
utility line also enters the house from the south. This trench contained a small-diameter
galvanized iron water pipe, which also extends through the south wall of the Rear Extension into
the basement of the house. A short section of the foundation wall of the Rear Addition (Feature
25) has been broken out and replaced directly above the trench—suggesting that the trench postdates this wall (and water was not piped into the house until sometime after the circa 1900
construction of this addition. Unfortunately not completely sure that this is the main supply line
and not a feed leading to an outlying outbuilding.
A third underground utility line (identified as Feature 35) originated at the southwest
corner of the second Rear Addition (Feature 25). Feature 35 was a molded stoneware drain tile
that was probably connected to a gutter downspout once located at the corner of the addition.
This feature cuts across the top of the cistern (Feature 34) and drains in a southeasterly direction.
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It would appear that Features 35, 36 and 37 all head towards and/or originate at a common point
near the southeastern corner of the parcel of land associated with this structure.
Feature 44 was a 3’ (92cm) wide, east/west trending trench identified beneath the East
Porch. Excavation indicated the presence of an earthenware drain tile without collars at the base
of this deep trench. This tile appears to connect to the basement floor drain and head in an
easterly direction beneath the foundation walls of the nearby cellar.
Feature 22 was an east/west trending trench that ran through Test 9. This trench, which
was approximately 1’6” (46cm) wide, appears to have originated at the adjacent perimeter
foundation wall of Rear Addition (Feature 25), and pass in a western direction that would have it
hit the very north end of the nearby well (Feature 26). The trench, which was approximately
1’4” (40cm) deep, was flat bottomed and contained brick rubble fill (see Figure 60). The trench
does not appear to have extended beneath the adjacent wall (Feature 25), and thus does not
appear to represent a utility line trench. The relationship of Feature 22 to the adjacent well is
unclear. This feature may represent a robbed foundation wall of an earlier structure or porch.
Another potential interpretation is that it may represent a drain line originating near the
southwest corner of the Rear Extension. If so, the ceramic conduit has been removed.
Historic Landscape Features
The excavations exposed a series of posts immediately inside the property line along the
edge of the sidewalk within the front of the property. These posts appear to represent the
remains of two distinct fence lines (one with slightly larger posts than the other). The brick
walkway leading to the brick steps and porch was constructed over the larger posts (maybe even
the small ones) suggesting that one (if not both) of these fence lines pre-date the house at this
location. Additionally, several large and shallow posts (or potentially piers) were also uncovered
in the front yard investigations. Although the function of these “posts” is unknown, they
probably represent a fence line associated with the early, pre-1860 component of the Morse site.
Feature 42 may represent the planting hole associated with a landscape plant.

80

Figure 55. Partial profile of north wall of Test 10 illustrating details of the well (Feature
26) construction.
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Figure 56. View of Test 10 illustrating the well (Feature 26) in the lower left hand corner
with its large builder’s trench, and brick foundation wall (Feature 27). .
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Figure 57. Three views of the cistern (Feature 34) as it was initially exposed (top), and later
sectioned (bottom) by the backhoe.
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Figure 58. Profile of cistern (Feature 34), Morse House, Lincoln Home National Historic
Site, Springfield, Illinois.
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Figure 59. Primary artifacts recovered from Feature 34 (cistern). The small Coca-cola bottle was manufactured between
1938-1951. The NuGrape soda bottle was manufactured beginning in 1921. This material represents an assemblage of
artifacts that were deposited after the abandonment of the cistern during the mid-twentieth century years.
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Figure 60. Detail of the west wall and north wall profiles of Test 9, Morse House Site, Lincoln Home National Historic Site,
Springfield, Illinois.
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Figure 61. West profile wall of Test 11. The soil stratigrapy in this area of the site was
fairly deep and relatively complex, with approximately 50cm of historic debris overlying
the circa 1830 original ground surface.

Figure 62. Idealized profile of soils within rear of Morse House property. See text for zone
descriptions.
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Figure 63. Detail of the carved footstone found on the scraped surface of Feature 37. It is
unknown who the initials “J. R. G.” may refer to. The footstone is illustrated actual size.
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Figure 64. Unglazed, hand turned, stoneware drain tile incorporated into the construction of the cistern (Feature 34). This
hand-turned tile is similar to that uncovered at the Corneau site (bottom left) and the Lincoln Home (bottom right)
(Mansberger 1987, 2005).

89

Summary and Conclusions
This report summarizes the results of archaeological fieldwork conducted at the Morse
Site, an urban house lot located in Springfield, Illinois. The archaeology at this site resulted in
the excavation of a major portion of this circa 1860s urban office and/or residence building.
Although these investigations focused on data to assist with the restoration of the house and
outbuildings at this site, the research has yielded a variety of information relating to the middle
to late nineteenth century lifeways in this community, which compliments a variety of
excavations previously conducted in Springfield.
Site structure (defined as the spatial relationship of the subsurface features, middens, and
surface artifact scatters present at a site) is an important variable in interpreting an archaeological
site, whether rural or urban. A site’s size and complexity (as determined by the number,
diversity/variety, and super-positioning of features) all contribute to addressing a suite of
questions related to the various activities conducted at a particular site. Documenting the
entirety of a site’s plan is one of the more basic tasks undertaken by the archaeologist. As Bareis
and Porter (1984) has emphasized so well with prehistoric sites’ research in Illinois’ American
Bottom region, this strategy generally can not be accomplished by hand excavating a series of
small excavation blocks, and is best conducted with earth-moving machinery resulting in large
block excavations. Much of the historical archaeology conducted during the 1980s and 1990s
was at rural sites, which have permitted this large-scale block excavation with the use of heavy
earth-moving machinery.
During the 1980s and early 1990s, several archaeologists discussed the structure of rural
sites using the complimentary data sets associated with surface middens and subsurface features.
One of the first to characterize the structure of these rural sites was Moir (1987, 1988). Studying
rural sites in Texas, Moir (1987:23) noted that yard use “did not appear to be uniform, but varied
with distance and orientation to the dwelling.” Moir (1987, 1988) further contrasted the
“Modern Yard” (structured by the twentieth century introduction of electricity and the internal
combustion engine) and the “Pre-Modern Yard.” According to Moir, the “Pre-Modern Yard”
was an extension of the primary living spaces located in the house and contained a variety of
activity areas that were associated with the acquisition of water (wells and cisterns), food
preparation (smoke houses, summer kitchens, as well as butchering areas), food storage (earthen
cellars and storage pits), general maintenance (outdoor laundry areas), waste disposal (trash pits,
privies, and surface middens), and general storage (wood/coal storage sheds)—not to mention
the agricultural activity areas associated with these rural farmsteads.
Further discussing the “Pre-Modern Yard,” Moir (1987, 1988) distinguished between the
Active Yard (which was further divided into the Inner Yard and the Outer Yard) and the Inactive
Yard. According to Moir, the Inner Yard is that area immediately adjacent to the house (0-9m as
defined by his Texas research) and was an activity area associated with the processing of foods
and laundry immediately adjacent to the kitchen door. Covered porches often blurred the
distinction between inside the house and outside the house. Such activity areas are generally
associated with a low to moderately dense concentration of domestic artifacts. According to
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Moir, the Outer Yard (which extended from approximately 9m to 22m from the house) was
associated with a variety of detached outbuildings and activity areas associated with domestic
tasks. Commonly located within the Outer Yard are wells, summer kitchens, exterior cellars, and
privies. In Texas, wells (which were located 4m to 12m from the house) often divided the Inner
and Outer Yards. In contrast, privies averaged slightly over 17m from the house (with a range of
1m to 24m). Moir’s Inactive Yard was located from 20m to over 200m from the house and
contained a variety of non-domestic, agricultural outbuildings and activity areas. On the
average, the barn was located 20m to 80m from the house (Moir 1987, 1988).
During the late 1980s, Fever River Research fine-tuned the laboratory and field strategy
for analyzing the surface scatters and attempted to redefine the various activity areas around the
rural site using terminology established earlier by Moir (Mansberger and Halpin 1991). At that
time, Moir’s terminology was slightly expanded upon and redefined. During this research, the
components of the typical farmstead were identified as Inner Yard, Outer Yard, and Barn Yard
(replacing Moir’s Inactive Yard). Additionally, a fourth activity area was defined—the Low
Activity Yard. The Low Activity Yard generally contains a very low artifact density of
Foodways Service and Personal items and generally equates with the formal front and side yards
associated with a house. These areas are generally associated with formal gatherings and both
leisure and recreational activities.
Unfortunately, the spatial layout and character of the urban house lot during the
nineteenth century in Illinois has not been studied with as much vigor as contemporary rural
sites. More recently, at the nearby Corneau and Sprigg House sites, Mansberger has attempted to
conduct this same type of analysis with urban sites (Mansberger 2005a, 2005b). The following
discussion attempts to discuss the Morse Site in terms of the spatial activity areas identified
during the previous household studies.
Clearly, the rural and urban environments were very different during the nineteenth
century. In a rural setting, seldom is the structure of the farmstead hindered by the size of the
plot of ground occupied by the farm family. In these rural settings space is practically infinite.
Farmsteads often are large in size, and more often structured by non-cultural features such as
topography. In contrast, in an urban setting, space is much more structured and finite. Town
sites in Illinois are generally characterized by relatively uniform sized plots of ground laid out
along a regular grid of platted streets. Rectangular lots located in towns such as Springfield,
although they often vary in size, were relatively small compared to contemporary rural
farmsteads. These rigidly structured lots were confining, and made choices relating to the site
structure much more limited than their rural cousins choices. Generally, houses were located
fronting the formal street and the support activity areas were located to the rear of the lot.
Nonetheless, there does appear to have been some variability in the structure of these urban sites,
and there exists a need to characterize the urban house lot activity areas as has been
accomplished with the rural sites. With this in mind, four primary activity areas have been
defined for these urban lots, and will be discussed in relationship to the changing character of the
Morse Site. These activity areas, discussed in relationship to the dwelling itself (which is the
primary activity area at these sites), include 1) the Low Activity Yard (often referred to as the
Front and Side Yards), 2) the Inner Yard, 3) the Mid Yard, and 4) the Outer Yard. Large urban
lots, generally associated with the more elite of society, often have very well defined functional
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spaces or activity areas. In contrast, as the lot size becomes smaller, the distinctiveness of these
discreet activity areas becomes blurred (as the activity areas begin to overlap).
The House Lot
As originally platted, the city fathers envisioned a city lot in this neighborhood that
measured 40’ by 152’ in size (with approximately 6,080 square feet of space) (0.14 acres). For
most working class families, this was more than adequate space for a pre-modern, walking city.
With this in mind, though, the early Morse family utilized 2½ lots for their early house—which
comprised 14,500 square feet of space (approximately 0.33 acres). With the redevelopment of
the Morse family landholdings, and the partitioning off of the current Morse House lot, the
developers established a lot that measured 58’ by 100’ in size (with approximately 5,800 square
feet of space)—and very similar in size to that envisioned by the city fathers during the initial
platting of this neighborhood.
The House Proper
Fortunately, much of the early Morse house has survived more-or-less intact, and much
of the following discussion has been extracted from O’Bright (1985). Architectural and archival
information suggests that the original Morse house was “a very small 25- by 16-foot, single-story
wood frame structure with a crawlspace beneath” (O’Bright 1985:4) (see Chronology Drawing,
Figure 68, top). This structure, which consists of the lower or ground story section of the Main
Body of the existing building, measured approximately 16’ wide by 25’ long, and enclosed
approximately 400 square feet of space. This early building was constructed using traditional
timber frame (and/or mortise-and-tenon) construction techniques, and utilized local materials—
including oak studs, joists, and lath. The oak studs (many of which were 3-4” in width) and
joists were fabricated with a vertical reciprocating saw, and frequently exhibited bark surfaces on
their edges. The lath were rived (split with a froe)—and not sawn.
O’Bright (1985:4) suggests that this small, early structure may have been constructed as
an office building during the years circa 1860 to 1863—and used either by Morse for his real
estate business and/or by Dr. Wardner for his medical practice. It is possible, if this single-story
frame structure was constructed by Morse for use as his real estate office, that it was constructed
slightly earlier, circa 1859-1860. Archival evidence suggests that this small building continued
to function as an office through at least 1866, although it is not clear as to when it may have
begun to be utilized as both an office and a residence. Both the 1864 and 1866 city directories
suggest that the surgeon, Dr. Wardner, had both an office and residence on “the south side
Market Street” during these years—unfortunately a description that is unclear and which may
imply an office and residence in two buildings on this lot, or within the same building.25
The method of construction (timber frame) and materials used in the construction of this
building—particularly the presence of the rived lath and vertically sawn oak lumber—is not
25

Early commercial buildings often were gable-front structures (often with a pedimented false front). Is it possible
that this structure was originally constructed as a gable-front, pedimented commercial building that was rotated 90
degrees when it was relocated into its current position, and converted into a larger domestic building? It is
intriguing that the entire east end of the original building has been rebuilt (cf. O’Bright 1985).
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consistent with a late 1850s or very early 1860s date of construction. For example, sawn lath
begin to appear rather quickly in the region beginning about 1850-52. After circa 1852, seldom
are rived lath used in construction in this area. As such, the material used in the construction of
this small structure suggests that this earliest portion of the Morse House was constructed
somewhat earlier than this circa 1860 date. This material might suggest a 1840s or very early
1850s date of construction for this section of the building—and thus strongly argues for the fact
that this early structure may have been moved to this location from elsewhere.
O’Bright (1985:4) suggests that the original structure underwent two major modifications
prior to 1867. The first modification was the addition of a second story above the original two
rooms (see Chronology Drawing, Figure 68, bottom). The construction of the second story
added an additional 400 square feet of living space to the building. The second modification was
the construction of a single story wing (referred to in this report as the Rear or Kitchen
Extension), with brick cellar, onto the rear of the original structure. The construction of this
wing added an additional 256 square feet of living space to the building—increasing the amount
of living space by 32%. With this addition, the building’s footprint increased to a total of 656
square feet, whereas the total amount of space in the building increased to 1,056 square feet (see
Chronology Drawing, Figure 69, top).
Citing evidence of an enclosed window along the north wall of Room 204, O’Bright
(1985:4) suggests that these two modifications did not occur at the same time. With this in mind,
O’Bright (1985) suggests that the construction of the second story may have occurred circa 1863
when Morse sold Lot 13 and the south half of Lot 14 (for $800) [Deed Book 15: Page 523].
O’Bright (1985:4) speculates that the surgeon P. J. Warner may have resided in the second story
and used the lower floor for his office. According to O’Bright (1985:7), the south wing [Rear
Extension] may have been constructed in 1865 “when Morse took a $500 mortgage on his
property, perhaps to accomplish the improvements” [Deed Book 21, Page 245]. By the time of
the publication of Ruger’s Bird’s Eye View of Springfield, Illinois in 1867, the house had
acquired this configuration (two-story Main Body in front with a single story Rear Extension)
(Ruger 1867).
The archaeological evidence suggests that the brick perimeter foundation walls beneath
the Main Body and the Rear Extension (the earliest rear wing of this dwelling) were constructed
at the same time, and that no evidence of an earlier foundation system for the front portion of the
house was uncovered. As such, this would suggest that the front portion of this dwelling may
have been constructed at a nearby location (potentially at a slightly different location on this
same lot) and moved to its existing location when it was enlarged during the middle nineteenth
century. The fact that the original portion of this house appears to pre-date circa 1860, lends
credibility to this argument.26 It is our belief that the Rear Extension was constructed onto the
two-story Main Body of the Morse House when it was relocated to this location—potentially as
early as circa 1859-60. This Rear Extension clearly was in place by 1867.
This early frame structure had a simple L-shaped floor plan that consisted of two
sections—the Main Body or front section, and the rear service wing or Rear/Kitchen Extension.
26

This is based on the presence of locally procured materials, vertical-sawn oak lumber, and rived oak lath.
Regionally, these items generally indicate a construction date prior to the early 1850s.
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As it existed in the mid-1860s, this house represented a Side Hall House with a single story
kitchen wing—a traditional house form that contrasted with the more common Central Hall Icottages located within the community (such as the nearby Corneau House).27 In circa 1865, the
two-story Morse House—although it had a slightly smaller footprint than the single-story
Corneau House—had considerably more living space than the early Corneau House.
Additionally, the Morse House had a relatively large basement cellar beneath the kitchen—
something that the early Corneau House did not have—as well as an exterior summer kitchen.
Sometime circa 1870, a new wing was constructed onto the Corneau House, giving the two
dwellings nearly the same amount of living space (1,050-1,060 square feet).
Change seems to have come often to the Morse House. Sometime relatively soon after
the construction of the Rear Extension, another single-story rear extension was constructed onto
the back of the building. This wing (which is referred to as the Rear Addition) measured 10’
deep (north/south) by 16’ wide, and rested on a series of brick piers. The construction of this
new service wing added approximately 160 square feet of living space to the original building—
increasing the square footage 15% to a total of approximately 1,216 square feet of living space.
With this new wing, the Morse House was again, considerably larger than the contemporary
Corneau House. This new service wing was definitely in place by the publication of the 1884
Sanborn fire insurance map, and depending how one interprets the 1876 city map, probably was
in place in that year also.
Again, sometime between 1890 and 1896, the house underwent extensive remodeling
with the addition of a large wing onto the west side of the house, the addition of a second-story
onto the Rear Extension, and the complete rebuilding of the Rear Addition. The rebuilding of
the rear addition consisted of the dismantling of the original Rear Addition, and the construction
of a new wing that measured 12’ deep (north/south) by 16’ wide. The new Rear Addition at this
time had a small wing that measured approximately 6’ by 8’ along its east side abutting the East
Porch. This remodeling episode added approximately 850 square feet of living space to the
house (a nearly 70% increase in square footage). Although the house was probably modernized
and/or again remodeled in the 1920s, the building retained the circa 1895 configuration
throughout the next 75 years.
The Low Activity Yard
As the name implies, Low Activity Yards are areas of limited activity. The limited
activity may be a function of the physical isolation and/or distance from the main habitation, or
to a cultural isolation (as with a formal front or side yard). Front and side yards, which were
generally visible to the passing public, were often landscaped spaces set aside from everyday
work-related activities. Activities that were more likely to take place in these areas were often of
a leisure nature and more formal (and public oriented) in character.
27

The Corneau House was a traditional central hall, I-Cottage. Although only a single story in height, and
enclosing a modest 768 square feet of living space, this dwelling represented a modest house for a working class
family. Both its frame construction techniques and slightly larger scale set it above most of the contemporary log
houses that dotted the surrounding neighborhoods in the late 1830s and early 1840s. By circa 1870, the house and
additions had increasing the square footage to a total of 1,060 square feet.
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The Morse house had a very small Low-Activity Yard. Research indicates that the front
of this house was located approximately 11-12’ from the street. As such, this house had a
relatively shallow setback along Market (later Capitol) Street. Similarly, the house was located
only a few feet off the west and east property lines—typical of the small lots associated with a
subdivision. Like the Sprigg, Corneau, and Dubois houses, the early Morse house appears to
have had a very small porch or landing accessing the front door. No full length porch—as
suggested by O’Bright (1985) and the Sanborn fire insurance maps—was present. The
archaeological investigations conducted in this Low Activity Yard uncovered very low artifact
density (see Lots 1-14). One of the more interesting artifacts recovered from this area of the site
was a small token which read “Invest in an Electric Refrigerator” (Lot 5).
The Inner Yard
The Inner Yard is an exterior activity area located immediately adjacent to the house
and/or the service wing of the dwelling. This activity area functions as an extension of the
interior kitchen, and often a substantial covered porch separates the interior and exterior work
areas. The Inner Yard activity area tends to be less formal, less landscaped, and more private (or
family oriented) than the Low Activity Yard. The artifact density in this activity area is usually
high with the presence of a midden containing small-sized domestic items. Underfoot materials
generally have experienced extensive mechanical damage and thus are small in size. This
activity area is generally associated with water storage (cisterns), water procurement (wells), and
exterior storage facilities (cellars). Often the Inner Yard Activity Area was effectively
segregated from view and access from the outside world by the either fence lines or other
buildings.
The Inner Yard activity area at the Morse House was tightly organized around the
southwest corner of the Rear Extension—towards the rear of the house and the nearby alley.
Within this activity area was the well (Feature 26), a cistern (Feature 34), a large summer
kitchen/wash house, and the exterior bulkhead entranceway to the cellar.
The well (Feature 26) was constructed of brick and located approximately 10’ (3m) to the
west of the original kitchen wing. Approximately 14-15’ to the southeast of the well was a brick
cistern (Feature 34). Although the cistern may have been associated with the adjacent summer
kitchen, it seems most likely to have been constructed at the southwest corner of the original
Rear Addition. In either case, this brick-lined cistern added a substantial amount of water
storage capacity to this early house lot. Whereas the adjacent well served the inhabitants
drinking water needs, the cistern supplied the family with water for a variety of non-consumption
needs (such as clothes washing). This cistern was substantially larger and better constructed than
the early cistern at the nearby Corneau House.
The well probably was abandoned with the introduction of city water to the dwelling.
The presence of an underground water line (Feature 36) suggests that this may have occurred late
in the history of the dwelling (post 1895, and most likely during the first couple of decades of the
twentieth century). The cistern probably remained in use a bit longer than the adjacent well.
Even with city-supplied water, the need for soft water may have persisted for a few more years.
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This cistern does not appear to have been abandoned and/or filled until potentially the middle
years of the twentieth century. At that time, the cistern became a receptacle for the discard of
household trash.
Although the Sanborn fire insurance maps indicate the presence of a relatively large
summer kitchen in the Inner Yard by 1884, little to no evidence of this structure was found
during the archaeological investigations. Nonetheless, it appears that this structure was located
immediately out the side (west) door of the Rear Addition—and was in easy reach of the well,
cistern, and main dwelling.
Although there was no archaeological evidence for a work porch on the west side of the
early Kitchen Extension, the potential presence of a work porch in this area must be raised. This
porch would have been in easy reach of the well and adjacent summer kitchen, and would have
also covered the bulkhead entrance to the cellar. This porch was a necessary activity area that
blurred the distinction between inside and outside work areas. Many activities (such as laundry)
would have been conducted on this outdoor activity area. Such a work porch was present in the
Inner Yard at the Corneau House. The work porch at the Corneau House measured
approximately 6-8’ wide by 16’ in length. Immediately off the northwest corner of this porch
was located both the cistern and well. Similar features (cistern and well) were documented in
this area at the Morse Site
Exterior cellars are often associated with the Inner or Mid Yard activity areas in urban
sites. Small exterior cellars (used for the storage of fruits, vegetables, root crops, and dairy
products) were common on contemporary rural sites—often serving a complimentary function to
cellars located beneath the house. Inner Yard, exterior cellars are a common feature at
contemporary rural sites, and although poorly documented in urban contexts, were surely an
important part of the pre-Civil War urban landscape also.
A small exterior cellar was present at the Corneau House, in an area located immediately
adjacent to the work porch, and easily accessible to the kitchen. As the original, circa 1840
Corneau House did not have a cellar beneath the house proper, the importance of the small Inner
Yard exterior cellar becomes of great significance for the household. Unfortunately, sufficient
archaeological investigations at the Morse House were not conducted to determine if an exterior
cellar was present—but unlike the Corneau House, which did not have a basement cellar—a
large basement cellar was located beneath the Morse House, making the need for an Inner Yard
cellar of less importance.
Also associated with the Inner Yard activity area are domestic and/or kitchen middens.
Such middens generally contain a high percentage of ceramics and foodway remains. Tests 9,
10, and 11 exhibited a distinctive midden. This midden became less dense as one moved
towards the east and south (as depicted in the two backhoe trenches).
The Mid Yard
This activity area functions somewhat as a buffer from the Inner and Outer Yard activity
areas. Specialized processing areas, gardens, and storage facilities (both above and below
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ground) are often present. Research at other middle nineteenth century sites in Springfield
suggest that this area often contains activity areas and/or outbuildings typical of the Outer Yard
activity area associated with contemporary rural sites. Recent research in Springfield suggests
that the earliest privy pits were located in a Mid Yard location, and with time, the privy pits are
relocated to the Outer Yard. No archaeological investigations were conducted within the MidYard Activity Area at the Morse Site.
The Outer Yard
This area of the site is the farthest removed from the house, and often contains some of
the more foul smelling landscape features (such as urban barns, privy pits, and trash pits).
Although the agricultural component has been removed from the urban site, the nature of urban
house lots as “urban farmsteads” resulted in some of the rural, agrarian functions being carried
out within the urban house lot. Cows (for milk) and horses (for transportation) were often
housed within a combination carriage house and urban barn. Similarly, chickens and other foodrelated animals (such as rabbits) were housed within small outbuildings and/or sheds. The Outer
Yard often incorporated some of the functions of the rural Barn Yard typical of contemporary
sites (particularly the presence of the urban barn and/or carriage house combination).
The two most common outbuildings located within this activity area are the carriage
barn/barn and privy. Similarly, non-domestic, craft-related activity areas (such as blacksmithing)
were often associated with the rear lot Outer Yard activity area. No archaeological
investigations were conducted within the Outer Yard Activity Area during the course of these
investigations.
Archival information clearly suggests that a frame carriage barn was present at this
location by 1854. The City of Springfield, Sangamon Co., ILLS. map (Hart and Mapother 1854)
suggests that a small frame structure was nestled within the northwest corner of the lot.
Although difficult to determine its size and configuration with any accuracy from this map, this
small structure appears to have been ever-so-slightly rectangular with its long axis running northsouth parallel to the alley. This structure was not associated with the Morse House, but probably
with the earlier family home fronting Ninth Street. By the early 1880s, a small frame
outbuilding—not indicated to be a carriage house—was located in the Outer Yard. Whether the
early residents of the Morse House had a carriage barn, or not, is unknown.
The privy is a specialized waste disposal pit used for the discard of human waste (urine
and fecal materials). Traditionally, nineteenth century privies consist of small buildings that
consist of little more than a seat or bench with a hole in it that accesses an underlying pit, which
receives the human waste. Privies may be of a single or multiple (two- or even three-) seat
variety. Sometimes, paired privy pits indicate the presence of privies dedicated to male or
female use. During their use as privies, non-human household waste is often discarded within
the privy pit—particularly during the later years of use and/or capping activities associated with
the abandonment of the privy pit. Whereas the elite of society often has their privy pits cleaned
out (and the “night soils” removed off-site), the less affluent households often capped the older
and offensive privy pit with clean soil and excavate a similar, albeit newer pit immediately
adjacent to the older one. This differential behavior results in a very different archaeological
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record between affluent and working class households. The archaeological signature of an
affluent urban household may indicate a low number of privy pits that appear to have been
cleaned out relatively frequently and reused; in contrast, the site associated with a working class
household often contains a series of abandoned privy pits in a line that represent the use and
abandonment of these features through the years as they were filled. Similarly, the privy pits
associated with the more affluent households often are associated with the use of more long
lasting building materials (such as brick as opposed to lumber). No privies were documented
within the Outer Yard at the Morse House.
Conclusions
To summarize, the evaluative testing at the Morse Site documented a variety of
significant subsurface resources that have contributed to our understanding of the nineteenth
century occupation of this property. These features and associated artifacts have assisted us in
our discussion of activity areas within the lot and how they have changed through time—and
have lead to new interpretations about the potential age of the Morse House.
We believe that the National Park Service has complied with their Section 106
obligations with regard to the relocation of the Morse House. The archaeological testing around
the perimeter of the Morse House has revealed significant subsurface resources that have
contributed to our understanding of the nineteenth century occupation of this property. As a
result of these investigations, a five-foot wide band around the Morse House (as well as that area
beneath the house) has been cleared for construction allowing for the construction of new
foundation system beneath the house. It is our opinion that the investigations have documented
these features sufficiently and have mitigated the effect of any new construction in this area on
the historic resources that were discovered. As such, no further work is recommended within the
area of the proposed restoration and reconstruction work.
A large area of the Mid Yard activity area and a entire Outer Yard activity area remain
unexcavated—and untested for that matter. These areas have the potential to contain a wide
range of historic features (particularly privies) that could contribute to our understanding of the
nineteenth century lifeways of this urban lot. Should any future ground disturbing activity (such
as the laying of underground utility lines) be planned in these areas, archaeological testing
should be conducted prior to the construction activity.
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Figure 65. Illustration of first floor partition wall remnant and the north wall of the
ground floor (Main Body of the house). The materials used in the construction of this
section of the structure included rived oak lath and vertical-sawn oak studs—all suggestive
of a pre 1850s method of construction.
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Rived Lath

Knee or Corner Brace

Remnant Knee or Corner Brace

Figure 66. Details of lower story construction illustrating timber frame construction
techniques (mortise-and-tenon corner bracing) at northwest (top) and southwest (bottom)
corners of the lower story of the Main Body of the house. Framing timbers were all of local
materials (vertical sawn oak studs and joists; many with bark present).
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Figure 67. Building chronology drawings illustrating the suspected size and configuration of the Morse house in circa 1860
(top) and 1863 (bottom) (O’Bright 1985:18). No archaeological evidence is present to support the interpretation of a structure
with either of these configurations as being located at the present site of the Morse House. This is not to say that this building
chronology is incorrect—but if it is correct, the house probably was not at this location when it had this configuration.
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Figure 68. Building chronology drawings illustrating the suspected size and configuration of the Morse house in circa 1867
(top) and 1884 (bottom) (O’Bright 1985:19). The circa 1867 view is substantiated by the archaeological evidence, and suggests
that the house—when it was located in its present location—had a configuration similar to the top drawing. By 1884, a frame
wing was added onto the south of the original building. Archaeological evidence suggests that this wing was added at a fairly
early date in the evolution of the house. Little archaeological evidence for the summer kitchen was found.
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Figure 69. Building chronology drawings illustrating the suspected size and configuration of the Morse house in circa 18841926 (top) and 1926-1984 (bottom) (O’Bright 1985:20). Sometime circa 1900, the original Rear Addition was removed, and a
slightly larger version reconstructed in about the same location.
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Figure 70. Interpretive site plan for the Morse House (O’Bright 1985:95). The
archaeological investigations have questioned the accuracy of the full-length front porch.
Additionally, the presence of a work porch (instead of the covered landing) connecting the
“shed” (summer kitchen) to the Kitchen Extension and Rear Addition of the house might
be considered.
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Figure 71. Interpretive drawings of the early Morse House, circa 1865 (O’Bright 1985:97-98). The archaeological
investigations have questioned the accuracy of the full-length front porch. Additionally, the presence of a work porch (instead
of the covered landing) along the west elevation of the Rear Extension might be considered.
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APPENDIX I
Lot Provenience
Morse House Site Excavations
1999

Lot #

Provenience

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

Test 1, Level 1
Test 1, Feature 1 (top soil fill)
Test 1, Feature 1 (robbed wall fill)
Test 1, Level 2 (around brick foundation between steps)
Test 2, Level 2
Test 3, Feature 1 (outside builders’ trench)
Test 3, Level 2
Test 4, (near base of test)
Test 6, Level 1
Test 7, Level 1
Test 7, Level 2
Test 7, Level 2 (in trench, fill along west side)
Test 7, Level 2 (at base of level)
Test 8, Level 2
Test 9, Level 1
Test 9, Level 2
Test 9, Level 3
Test 9, Level 4
Test 9, Level 5
Test 9, Level 5 (trench fill)
Test 9, Level 6 (brick trench)
Test 9, Level 6 (underlying midden)
Test 9, Level 7 (60-80cmbs)
Test 9, Level 7 (rubble trench fill)
Test 9-10, (backdirt)
Test 5-6, Level 1
Test 10, Level 1
Test 10, Level 2
Test 10, Level 2 (area south of wall)
Test 10, Level 3
Test 10, Level 3
Test 10, (profile wall and floor)
Test 11, Level 1
Test 11, Level 1 (within builders’ trench)
Test 11, Level 2
Test 11, Level 2 (Feature 34 inlet?)
Test 11, Level 2
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38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68

Test 11, Level 3 (Feature 30)
Test 11, Level 3 (Feature 31)
Test 11, Level 4 (50-60cmbs), east side of wall
Test 11, Level 4
Test 11, Level 5, southeast corner
Test 12, Level 1, inside addition area
Test 12, Level 1, builders’ trench
Test 12, Level 2 (midden surface)
Test 12, Level 2 (builders’ trench)
Test 13, Level 1
Test 13, Level 2 (midden)
Test 13, Level 2 (builders’ trench)
Test 14, Level 1
Test 14, Level 1
Test 15, surface and/or Level 1
Backhoe Trench 1, early midden
Backhoe trench 1, upper fill
Backhoe trench 1, utility trench fill (Feature 37)
Backhoe trench 1, upper fill
Backhoe trench 2, upper fill
Backhoe Trench 2, upper fill
Beneath front of house
Drain tile, east side of rear wing (Feature 37)
General surface, backhoe work
East porch, midden beneath pier
East porch, mortar sample
East porch, plaster sample beneath wall
Unassigned number
Monitoring backhoe excavations (8/23/99)
Monitoring backhoe excavations (8/23/99)
Cistern fill (Feature 34) (after backhoe cut)
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APPENDIX II
Lot Inventories
Morse House Site Excavations
1999

Lot 1
1 painted (monochrome blue) whiteware
1 undecorated whiteware
1 aqua window glass
1 wire drawn nail (2” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
2 coal

Lot 9
1 clear container glass
1 aqua window glass
1 iron washer (3/4” diameter)
1 twisted iron rod (4 ¼” long)
1 iron caster
1 bone

Lot 2
2 undecorated whiteware

Lot 10
1 redware (base)
1 Kelly green container glass

Lot 3
3 plaster/mortar
1 plaster (with white coat)
1 stone
Lot 4
1 aqua container glass
Lot 5
1 printed (blue) cup (Vessel 1 )
2 salt-glazed stoneware
1 token (.69” diameter, “Invest in an
Electric Refrigerator” on both sides)
Lot 6
1 redware
2 machine cut nail fragments
Lot 7
38 undecorated whiteware
2 undecorated whiteware bowl/serving
vessel (Vessel 2 ) [possibly a wash
basin]
1 redware
Lot 8
2 printed (blue) whiteware

Lot 11
3 undecorated whiteware
2 redware
1 relief decorated (Sydenham-like pattern)
ironstone cup (Vessel 3)
2 clear container glass
1 light green container glass
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2” long)
3 machine cut nail fragments
Lot 12
1 redware
Lot 13
2 undecorated whiteware
1 unglazed buff paste flowerpot (handturned; large; Vessel 4)
1 undecorated whiteware plate (Vessel 5)
3 clear container glass
1 aqua window glass
1 unidentified iron
1 unidentified iron tool or furnace grate (?)
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Lot 14
3 undecorated whiteware
1 salt glazed stoneware
1 clear window glass
1 aqua window glass
1 machine cut nail (3 ¼” long)
1 wire drawn nail (3 ¾” long)

6
2
1
1
1
1
1

Lot 15
1 redware
3 undecorated whiteware
1 undecorated ironstone
1 undecorated whiteware saucer (Vessel 6)
1 edge decorated (blue) whiteware plate
(Vessel 7)
1 printed (blue) whiteware cup (Vessel 8)
1 green glazed architectural tile (fireplace
tile?)
1 undecorated whiteware plate (Vessel 9)
1 unglazed red paste earthenware
flowerpot (hand turned, Vessel 10)
12 aqua window glass
2 clear container glass
1 amethyst container glass
1 amber container glass
1 aqua bottle (round, base only, Vessel 11)
1 pressed glass tableware (Vessel 12)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail fragment
1 graphite stylus/pencil
3 brick fragments
1 large clinker
1 toy cup/bowl

1
1

Lot 16
4 undecorated whiteware
3 printed (blue) whiteware
1 Bristol glazed stoneware
2 painted porcelain saucer (Vessel 14)
1 undecorated whiteware serving
bowl/saucer (Vessel 13)
41 aqua window glass
1 pressed/rolled privacy glass
2 acid-etched privacy glass
8 clear container glass
3 aqua container glass

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
4
1

3

machine cut nail fragments
wire drawn nail fragments
wire (corroded)
copper threaded gas jet (?)
roofing nail (1” long)
machine cut nail (3 ¼” long)
lamp chimney (clear, straight base, base
only; Vessel 18)
serving bowl (clear; Vessel 19)
tumbler/jelly glass ( clear, rouletted rim;
Vessel 20)
milk glass jar lid liner (Vessel 21)
bottle (clear, machine made, base only,
embossed “…NDER PRESE[RVES]”
and with “s” in triangle (Vessel 22)
blue Bennington-glazed stoneware
marble (.56” diameter)
4-holed milk glass button (.58”
diameter)
blue/green ceramic flooring tile
coal
lime
cruet (clear, blown-in-mold, ground
decoration (Vessel 15)
bottle (aqua, Blake Variant 1, 7/8” x 1
½”, 5” tall, improved tool oil lip, front
embossed “PACKARD & JAMES /
NEW YORK” (Vessel 16)
painted and gilded small porcelain plate
(with backstamp “…FRANCE”; Vessel
17)

Lot 17
1 Albany slipped earthenware
1 undecorated whiteware
1 undecorated porcelain
34 aqua window glass
1 pressed/rolled privacy glass
4 clear container glass
2 aqua container glass
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (3 ½” long)
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ½” long)
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1
5
1
1
48
5
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
1
1
2

machine cut nail (4” long)
machine cut nail fragments
copper wire
iron anchor (?)
bone
coal
zinc disc/button (1 ¼” diameter)
unglazed earthenware marble (.54”
diameter)
blue Bennington-glazed stoneware
marble (.75” diameter)
plaster (with blue calcimine paint)
writing slate
bone handled pocket knife
bone handled eating utensil handle
undecorated whiteware saucer (scalloped
edge; Vessel 23)
undecorated whiteware cup (Vessel 24)
tumbler (clear, narrow flutes at base;
Vessel 25)

Lot 18
1 undecorated ironstone
1 undecorated whiteware saucer (Vessel
26)
1 unglazed, red paste earthenware
flowerpot (small potty size, hand turned;
Vessel 27)
7 aqua window glass
9 clear container glass
3 food jar (aqua, rolled rim; Vessel 28)
1 large chimney (clear, fire polished
straight top; Vessel 29)
5 springs (3/4” diameter)
1 machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ½” long)
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
1 iron rod (12”long, ¾” diameter)
2 machine cut nail fragments
2 sheet iron (cans?)
1 clinker
76 bone
1 4-holed milk glass button (.56”
diameter)
1 graphite oval rod (electric arc lighting)
1 graphite/lead pencil “lead”

1
1
2
1

painted porcelain doll leg(?)
large mortar sample (early brown
variety)
paint “chips”
plaster

Lot 19
1 undecorated whiteware
1 [same as Vessel 27 on lot 18] (Vessel
27)
3 aqua window glass
4 clear container glass
1 copper spring (3/4” diameter)
1 wire drawn nail (1 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2” long)
3 machine cut nails
1 porcelain “tube” (knob and tube wiring)
56 bone
2 plaster (with white coat)
1 plaster (applied on brick with
whitewash)
Lot 20
1 undecorated white ware
2 salt glazed stoneware drainage tile
(molded bell ends)
1 clear container glass
1 large chimney (fire polished end; Vessel
29)
3 springs (3/4” diameter)
1 pewter toy plate
2 machine cut nail fragments
11 bone
1 writing slate
Lot 21
3 undecorated whiteware
1 undecorated whiteware plate (Vessel 30)
1 clear window glass
2 machine cut nail fragments
25 bone
1 4-holed shell button (.33” diameter)
1 brick
Lot 22
2 undecorated whiteware
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1
3
1
4
1

undecorated ironstone
edge decorated (green) whiteware plate
(Vessel 31)
dark green/black container glass
machine cut nail fragments
bone

Lot 23
1 redware
1 printed (blue) whiteware
1 annular decorated whiteware
1 printed (blue) whiteware plate (scalloped
edge; Vessel 32)
1 undecorated whiteware saucer (Vessel
33)
2 painted (blue hued rim) whiteware
saucer (Vessel 34)
2 unglazed, red paste earthenware
flowerpot (small size, hand turned;
Vessel 35)
1 clear container glass
1 dark green/black container glass
1 machine cut nail fragment
10 bone
1 mussel shell
1 4-holed milk glass button (pie-crust
decorated; .39” diameter)
1 melted lead
1 plaster
Lot 24
1 undecorated whiteware
37 bone
1 plaster (with white coat)
Lot 25
1 salt glazed stoneware bowl (?) (Vessel
36)
1 unglazed earthenware marble (.61”
diameter)
Lot 26
2 plaster
Lot 27
5 undecorated whiteware

3
1

undecorated whiteware (burned)
undecorated whiteware (with backstamp
“…SONS”
1 sponge decorated (red) whiteware
1 printed (gold) whiteware
1 undecorated whiteware saucer (Vessel
37)
1 undecorated ironstone saucer (Vessel 38)
1 decal decorated porcelain saucer (Vessel
39)
1 undecorated whiteware plate (Vessel 40)
1 undecorated porcelain/milk glass plate ?
(Vessel 41)
4 undecorated milk glass vase (?) (Vessel
42)
32 aqua window glass
3 clear container glass
1 red container glass
1 milk glass
1 wire drawn nail (4” long)
3 bone
1 hard mortar
2 black colored mortar
1 toy saucer (?)
1 toy cup (handled)
Lot 28
3 undecorated porcelain
5 undecorated whiteware (burned)
1 salt glazed stoneware
1 decal decorated white ware serving bowl
lid (?) (Vessel 43)
1 tumbler (clear, 9-sided fluted; Vessel 44)
2 tumbler/jelly glass (clear; Vessel 45)
29 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass
1 clear container glass
3 clear container glass (melted)
1 mirror (1.30 mm. thick)
1 wire drawn nail (2” long)
1 wire drawn nail (4” long)
3 electric flex “conduit” (armored cable)
1 iron paint can lid
2 bone
1 comb (8” long, “I. R. Comb Co’s
Unbreakable Goodyear 1851 / No. 199”)
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2
1
1
1

brick fragments
pewter button/buckle (1 ¾” diameter)
glazed flooring tile
plaster (potentially evidence of rived
lath?)

Lot 29
1 bone
4 plaster (evidence of rived lath?)
1 multi-colored/agate glass marble (.73”
diameter)
Lot 30
1 wire drawn roofing nail (2” long)
1 wire drawn roofing nail (4” long)
4 bone
1 braided rope (3” long)
2 burned wood
Lot 31
2 undecorated whiteware
2 tumbler (clear, fluted; Vessel 44)
1 tumbler (clear, fluted; Vessel 46)
4 medicine bottle (aqua, round,
approximately 1 ½: diameter base,
unknown height, fragile lip finish;
Vessel 47)
1 medicine/pill bottle (clear, round,
¾”diameter base, 1 ½” tall, folded lip
finish; Vessel 48, scent bottle?)
12 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass
3 clear container glass
1 pressed/rolled privacy glass
2 roofing nails (1”long)
1 machine cut nail (3 ¼” long)
1 machine cut nail (3 ¼” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ¼” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ¼” long)
1 machine cut nail (3” long)
1 machine cut nail (3” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ½” long)
1 machine cut nail (1 ½” long)
2 wire drawn nail fragments
1 strap hinge (stamped triangular)
3 iron sheet metal

10
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

bone
plaster (with blue calcimine paint)
brick
unglazed earthenware marble (.4”
diameter)
glass cat’s eye marble (.78” diameter)
2-holed milk glass button (painted; .52:
diameter)
writing stylus/pencil
kaolin pipe stem

Lot 32
1 aqua canning jar (Vessel 49)
1 machine cut nail fragment
1 bone
Lot 33
1 salt glazed stoneware drain tile (molded)
1 machine cut nail (3” long)
1 wire drawn nail (3 ½” long)
1 wire drawn finish nail (3” long)
Lot 34
1 unglazed, red paste earthenware
flowerpot (hand turned, small size;
Vessel 50)
4 salt glazed stoneware drain tile
1 undecorated milk glass
1 undecorated whiteware
1 salt glazed stoneware
1 green floor tile/linoleum
11 aqua window glass
4 clear container glass
1 aqua container glass
1 dark green/black container glass
1 light green container glass
1 scent bottle (clear, round, machine made,
1” diameter base, 2 1/8” tall threaded
top, base embossed “HA 4”; Vessel 51)
1 brass screw (2”long)
1 wire roofing nail (1” long)
1 wire roofing nail (1” long)
1 wire roofing nail (1” long)
1 wire roofing nail (2” long)
1 machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
1 machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
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1
1
1
10
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
3
1
1
1
1
1

machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
machine cut nail (3 ½” long)
machine cut nail fragments
wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
wire drawn nail (2” long)
wire drawn nail (2” long)
wire drawn nail (2” long)
wire drawn nail (2” long)
wire drawn nail (2” long)
wire drawn nail (3 1/4” long)
wire drawn nail (1 1/4” long)
iron washer (.75” diameter)
curtain rod bracket (1 ½” long)
roller shade bracket
rolled galvanized metal
bone
wood
brick
mortar
red plastic comb (4 ½” long)
2-holed shell button (.51” diameter)
plastic screw cap (1 1/8” long)

Lot 35
11 unglazed, red paste earthenware flower
pot, jigger molded (Vessel 52)
1 undecorated porcelain
1 undecorated whiteware
1 printed (red) whiteware (with backstamp
of “…CLENENTSON”)
48 aqua window glass
5 acid etched privacy glass
4 pressed/rolled privacy glass
1 aqua container glass
2 clear container glass
2 small jar (clear, machine made; Vessel
103)
1 small bowl/saucer (clear, pressed; Vessel
104)
18 machine cut nail fragments
4 machine cut nails
3 wire drawn nails

11
1
1
1

wire (corroded wire drawn nails?)
iron rod (nail?)
copper water pipe (1/2” diameter)
metal/plastic electrical socket adaptor for
plug
35 bone
1 unglazed earthenware marble (.54”
diameter)
1 undecorated stoneware marble (.55”
diameter)
1 undecorated stoneware marble (.68”
diameter)
1 blue Bennington-glazed stoneware
marble (.54” diameter)
1 white/blue Bennington-glazed stoneware
marble (.54” diameter)
1 cat’s eye glass marble (1 ¾” diameter)
Lot 36
1 drinking glass (clear, machine made? 3”
tall, 1 7/8” base diameter; Vessel 53)
Lot 37
492
aqua window glass (relatively thick)
1 brick (hard paste)
5 brick “chips” with mortar attached (
8 asphalt shingle
Lot 38
1 salt glazed stoneware drain tile
(extruded)
1 undecorated whiteware
3 unglazed red paste earthenware
1 undecorated milk glass
2 kaolin pipe stem
28 aqua window glass
2 clear container glass
1 pressed/rolled privacy glass
1 serving bowl (clear, pressed molded;
Vessel 54)
1 door knob (swirled red paste)
9 bone
2 coal
3 paving (?) brick (hard paste; extruded)
5 machine cut nail fragments
1 iron knife (tanged handle; 8 ¼” long)
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1

brass bell (1” tall, 1 ¾” diameter)

Lot 39
405
aqua window glass
4 clear container glass
1 rolled/pressed privacy glass
1 wire (6” long)
1 iron pipe (?) (4 ½” long; coupling on
end, tapered?)
1 wire drawn nail (1 ¼” long)
3 machine cut nail fragments
7 bone
1 mussel shell
1 4-holed milk glass button (painted; .44”
diameter)
1 writing slate
1 brick fragment
6 asphalt shingle
1 soda bottle (kelly green, machine made,
crown finish; Vessel 55)
Lot 40
2 undecorated whiteware
1 porcelain furniture castor wheel
Lot 41
1 unglazed stoneware
2 redware
13 undecorated whiteware
4 annular decorated whiteware
1 undecorated porcelain
2 printed (blue) whiteware
1 printed (dark blue) pearlware
1 printed (red) whiteware
2 printed (purple) whiteware
1 painted (polychrome) whiteware
1 printed ( ) porcelain
1 printed whiteware saucer (purple; Vessel
56)
1 printed whiteware saucer (blue; Vessel
57)
1 printed whiteware small plate (blue;
Vessel 58)
1 whiteware plate (edge decorated, blue;
Vessel 59)
3 aqua window glass

6
1
1
1
1
1
4
1
5
1
1
8
29

clear window glass
machine cut nail (5” long)
machine cut nail (1 ¼” long)
machine cut nail (1 ¼” long)
machine cut nail (1 ¼” long)
machine cut nail (2” long)
machine cut nail fragments
iron rivet (?)(2 ½” long)
iron (unidentified)
iron bar
iron tablespoon
bone
coal

Lot 42
1 undecorated whiteware
Lot 43
1 aqua container glass
5 aqua window glass (thick)
1 machine cut nail (3” long)
1 can lid (paint can? modern)
1 bone
Lot 44
5 bone
1 wood
Lot 45
6 undecorated whiteware
1 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass (melted)
1 wire (7’ long)
2 machine cut fragments
1 plaster
Lot 46
4 undecorated whiteware
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
9 bone
2 coal
Lot 47
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2 ½” long)
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1
1
2
1
1
1

machine cut nail (2” long)
bone
plaster (with whitecoat)
brass “strapping”
iron bracket
brass clothing or medal clasp

Lot 48
16 undecorated whiteware
1 printed (purple) whiteware
4 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass (embossed)
1 machine cut finish nail (2 ½” long)
4 machine cut nail fragments
1 bone
Lot 49
1 undecorated whiteware
1 aqua window glass
2 aqua container glass
3 bone
2 brick
2 wood
Lot 50
1 aqua container glass
6 bone
1 plaster (with whitecoat)
1 sawed-wood shingle
Lot 51
6 undecorated whiteware
1 printed (dark blue) pearlware
1 undecorated porcelain
1 printed whiteware small plate (blue,
Vessel 60)
2 aqua window glass
4 clear container glass
1 wiredrawn nail (3” long)
1 wiredrawn nail (3” long)
1 wire drawn nail (2” long)
1 machine cut nail (2 ½” long)
1 machine cut finish nail (1 ¾” long)
6 bone
1 brick
10 coal

6
1
1
1

1

wood-sawed shingles
chalk (?)
newsprint
printed card stock (“Best… 2-lb package
oats…5c / 3lb package Table Salt… 5c /
1 lb package Corn Starch…5c / Best
Elgin Creamer…”)
unidentified “ball” (burned?)

Lot 52
44 bone
Lot 53
3 undecorated whiteware
1 printed (blue) whiteware
1 printed (dark blue) white ware
1 unglazed red paste stoneware
1 printed whiteware plate (blue, Vessel 61)
1 flower pot (unglazed, red paste
earthenware hand-turned, Vessel 62)
2 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass
1 machine cut nail (4” long)
4 bone
1 plaster
1 4-holed milk glass button (.42”
diameter)
Lot 54
5 clear container glass
1 vial/jar (clear, machine made, ¾”
diameter, 1 7/8” tall, cylindrical shape
similar to a test tube, Vessel 63)
2 bone
1 glazed decorative tile (art tile)
1 mortar parging (painted green, Portland
rich)
1 foil “cap” for cork
1 unidentified metal “tube-like” container
5/8” diameter, 2 ¼” long, with threaded
metal screw-on cap)
Lot 55
1 worked marble tombstone/footstone (4
1/8” aide, 1 ¾” thick, by unknown
height; engraved “J. R. G.”)
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Lot 56
13 unglazed red paste earthenware
flowerpot jigger molded (Vessel 64)
1 saucer (painted, polychrome, whiteware;
Vessel 65)
1 clear window glass
1 aqua window glass
1 blue plastic tube
2 red plastic toy
1 hard Portland parging/mortar
Lot 57
2 undecorated whiteware
2 salt glazed stoneware (extruded)
2 unglazed red paste earthenware
1 mixing bowl (slat glazed stoneware,
Vessel 66)
1 soup bowl (printed, black, whiteware,
Vessel 67)
1 cup (porcelain; gilded, handled, Vessel
68)
1 milk glass
2 aqua window glass
4 clear container glass
1 machine cut nail (2” long)
1 ½” outside diameter copper pipe
3 unidentified iron
1 iron “box” handle
1 iron pipe (1 1/4” diameter)
3 bran pocket knife
27 bone
1 mussel shell
5 plaster (with whitecoat)
1 brick fragment
1 4-holed milk glass button (.66”
diameter)
Lot 58
3 undecorated whiteware
1 clear container glass
1 wire drawn nail (4” long)
7 bone
3 plaster (with white finish coat)
1 white and orange glass marble (.62”
diameter)

Lot 59
17 undecorated whiteware
3 redware
1 printed (polychrome) whiteware
1 printed (brown) whiteware
1 printed (dark blue) pearlware
1 printed (flow black) whiteware
2 plate (undecorated whiteware, Vessel
69)
2 saucer (relief decorated, Sydenham-like
pattern, Vessel 70)t
1 cup (printed, purple, whiteware, Vessel
71)
1 serving bowl (edge decorated, green,
whiteware, Vessel 72)
1 plate (?) (printed, blue, willow,
whiteware, Vessel 73)
1 plate (?) (edge decorated blue,
whiteware, Vessel 74)
1 bowl (redware, hand-turned, Vessel 75)
5 bottle (aqua, round, approximately 1
1/8”-1 ¼” diameter, unknown height,
pontiled, rolled exterior lip finish, Vessel
76)
2 tumbler (clear, fluted, Vessel 77)
9 food jar (dark aqua, 3 piece mold,
cathedral gothic shape, bearded lip
finish, Vessel 78)
1 large chimney (clear, straight base,
Vessel 79)
1 dark green/black body glass
1 aqua container glass
1 machine cut nail (4” long)
1 machine cut nail (3” long)
1 wire drawn nail (1 ¼” long)
1 oval iron (1 ½” x 2 ½”)
1 machine cut nail fragment
8 bone
7 plaster (early brown variety)
1 leather shoe)
1 “5-cent” coin (“1897”)
Lot 60
3 unglazed stoneware drain tile (extruded,
approximately 4” diameter)
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Lot 61
2 redware
1 painted (monochrome blue) pearlware
1 plate (edge decorated, blue pearlware,
Vessel 80)
1 printed (dark blue) pearlware
1 platter (?) (Chelsea-style appliqué, blue,
whiteware, Vessel 81)
1 saucer (printed, blue, whiteware,
scalloped edge, Vessel 82)
1 saucer (sponge decorated, blue
whiteware, Vessel 83)
1 jug (redware bearded handle, Vessel 84)
1 annular decorated, modern pearlware)
1 spittoon (ro
glazed yellowware,
Vessel 85)
1 cup (painted, monochrome, brown tea,
Vessel 87)
3 wine bottle (dark green/black, 3 ½”
diameter base, pontiled, Vessel 88)
1 wine bottle (dark green/black approx 2
½” diameter base, Vessel 89)
1 bone
1 food jar(?) (aqua, 3 piece plate bottom
mold, 3” diameter base, embossed “C.B.
/ K / 1631”, Vessel 90)
1 medicine bottle (aqua 3 piece plate
bottom mold, pontiled, approximately 1
¼: x 2”, embossed “…’S”, Vessel 91)
Lot 62
1 printed (blue) whiteware
1 redware
2 serving bowl (undecorated yellowware,
rolled rim, Vessel 92)
1 cup (printed, brown, whiteware, gothic
shape, Vessel 93)
Lot 63
2 early mortar
Lot 64
13 plaster (with whitecoat, lath
impressions)
3 redware

1
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

salt glazed stoneware
undecorated ironstone
printed (blue) whiteware
printed (brown) whiteware
bowl (redware) (Vessel 94)
undecorated porcelain
bowl (redware) (Vessel 95)
painted (monochrome blue) whiteware
painted (polychrome, flllled) whiteware
printed (dark blue) pearlware
saucer (printed, purple whiteware)
(Vessel 96)
1 plate (edge decorated blue, whiteware)
(Vessel 97)
1 plate (printed, flow blue whiteware)
(Vessel 98)
1 plate (relief decorated, whiteware, gothic
shape) (Vessel 99)
1 serving bowl/tureen (relief decorated,
whiteware, handled) (Vessel 100
1 serving bowl/wash basin? (printed, blue,
whiteware) (Vessel 101)
1 aqua window glass
3 aqua container glass
28 bone
1 hard rubber barrette (6” long)
Lot 65
Unassigned number
Lot 66
2 salt glazed stoneware
5 undecorated whiteware
1 porcelain doll head
5 saucer (printed, purple) whiteware
(Vessel 102)
1 aqua window glass
1 aqua container glass
1 clear tableware (melted)
3 machine cut nail fragments
5 bone
1 plaster
1 coal
2 clinkers
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Lot 67
1 unglazed red paste earthenware
1 brick
2 aqua window glass
Lot 68
1 mixing bowl (salt glazed stoneware,
undecorated, jigger molded) (Vessel
105)
3 mixing bowl (yellowware, annular
decorated, jigger molded, 9” diameter
rim, 4 ¾” tall)(Vessel 106)
1 jug (salt glazed stoneware, shouldered, 2
piece constructed, gallon-sized) (Vessel
107)
1 flowerpot (unglazed, buff paste,
earthenware jigger molded) (Vessel 108)
4 smoke bell (milk glass, painted?) (Vessel
109)
1 salve jar (milk glass, 3 piece plate
bottom mold, or machine made, 1 ½” x
2” with screw top lip finish, embossed
base (MENTHOLATUM / 8 /
REG./TRADE/MARK”)(Vessel 110)
1 medicine bottle (amber, Blake Variant 1,
machine-made, 1”x 2”x 5 ½” tall,
embossed “PISO CO. WARREN PA.
U.S.A.”) (Vessel 111)
1 milk bottle (clear, round, 3” diameter
base, 7” tall, machine made, embossed
on side “REGISTERED / S / ONE PINT
/ MTC” embossed other side “THIS
BOTTLE PROPERTY OF / AND /
FILLED BY / SANGAMON / DAIRY /
PRODUCTS CO. / SPRINGFIELD, ILL
/ SEALED II” embossed on base “S /
29) (Vessel 112)
1 soda bottle (aqua, round, 3 ¼” diameter
base, 12” tall, crown lip finish, machine
made, embossed on side “REG. U.S.
PAT. OFF.” Enameled “coco-cola”
which has almost completely exfoliated
off, Embossed other side :CONTENTS 1
PT. 10 FL. OZS.” Embossed on base “9
I” and encircled “55/II”) (Vessel113)
1 soda bottle (aqua, round, 2 ¼” diameter

1

1

1

8

1

1

1

base, 8” tall, crown lip finish, machine
made, embossed on side “Coca-Cola /
TRADEMARK REGISTERED / MIN.
CONTENTS 6-FL.OZS.” embossed
other side COCA-COLA /
TRADEMARK / REGISTERED /
BOTTLE PAT. D-105529” embossed on
base “SPRINGFIELD / ILL”) (Vessel
114)
soda bottle (clear, round, 2 ¼” diameter
base, 8”tall, crown lip finish, machine
made, embossed on side
“SPRINGFIELD, ILL. / CONT’S 6 ½
FLU. OZ.” embossed on other side
“NUGRAPE BOTTLING CO.” series of
stars embossed on neck)(Vessel 115)
whiskey bottle (clear, Philadelphia oval,
4”x1 ¾” base, 8” tall, threaded finish,
machine made, embossed on side (in
crest) “UDL” embossed on base “U. D.
LTD. / VANCOUVER / CANADA”)
(Vessel 116)
whiskey bottle (amber, plain oval, 4 ½”
x 2 ½” base, 11” tall, straight brandy lip
finish, machine made, embossed on side
“WESTON’S” embossed on other side
“Special Reserve” embossed on base
“DUNCAN WESTON & SON /
SCOTCH WHISKEY”)(Vessel 117)
sparkling wine (?) bottle (Kelly green,
round, 2 ½” diameter base, 10” tall,
crown lip finish, machine made,
embossed on base “30-S”) (Vessels 118125)
sparkling wine bottle (Kelly green,
round 3 ¼” diameter base 11 ½” tall,
crown lip finish, machine made,
embossed on base “30 S”)(Vessel 126)
condiment jar/bottle (clear, round, 3 ¼”
diameter base, 12 ¼” tall, paneled sides,
crown lip finish, machine made,
embossed on base “H. J. HEINZ CO. /
96 / 0” and “33 / PAT’D”) (Vessel 127)
drain tile (buff paste, earthenware,
unglazed, 20” long, hand turned, 2
½”inside diameter)
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2
1
1
1
1

bone
silver plated tablespoon (impressed
“WM. A. Rogers A 1”)
plastic coated electric wire
hard rubber enema applicator
light bulb
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