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INTRODUCTION

Architecture is an expression of order. Buildings
define geometric spaces and dissociate inside from outside. Walls
subdivide interior spaces by creating rooms. In architecture,
wood, brick, stone, and, more recently, glass and steel transform
empty, chaotic space into humanly manageable units which contain
and provide texture and context for much of human activity. The
house, as a particular type of building intended to surround the
family, furnishes the immediate and observable context for the
workaday activities of daily domestic life. But houses are not
merely structures, they are homes as well. Most people have
some concept of "dwelling," but all do not share the same notion
of "home.” One means by which a society manifests its percep-

tion of home 1is in the way its members choose to order their

domestic space. 1

In theory, the range of options for ordering domestic
space available to a group of people at a given point in time is

quite broad; in actual practice it is not. Like speakers whose
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individual and group executions of a spoken language do not make
full use of the system of language which exists in mind, the
"performance" of vernacular builders does not usually represent
their entire "competence."2 That is, vernacular builders do not
create all the forms they are capable of creating. The material
characteristics of the local environment such as climate, topog-
raphy, and the availability of resources to some degree affect a
group's choice of house forms and plans from among many con-
celvable possibilities. Technology plays an important role as well.
In addition, nonmaterial factors such as societal attitudes toward
tradition and innovation, as well as social values about work,
ieisure, and privacy, play a role just as important in this
decision-making process. While material considerations delimit
one range of options from the wide pool of possibilities, the non-

material components of the society's environment prescribe the few

options that are actually realized, 3

Houses contain rooms, while rooms contain and provide
the immediate, observable context for people, furnishings, and
activities. Domestic spatiél order thus operates on two architec-
tural levels: plan and use. 4 The placement of rooms in plan

establishes spatial relationships between them. Likewise, the use
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of these rooms, as indicated by the distribution of furnishings and
activities among them, creates another array of relationships among
the dwelling's rooms: those that embody the householders' atti-~
tudes about the associations and the dissociations among the
various activities of domestic life. Like the selection of house
forms and plans, the furnishing of rooms within the house and the
distribution of activities throughout these rooms are actions firmly

rooted in communal social values.

Because placement and distribution, as well as the
relationships they imply, vary only within a limited range of
possibilities which are, to a large extent, socially determined,
much of the order reflected in architecture is social in nature.®
Values about which rooms are the locus of activities deemed
"public" or "private," and which are domains of work and which
of leisure, compose the social aspect of architecture which under-
lies the order of domestic space. These values infuse domestic
spatial order with social meaning. This meaning, which consti-
tutes the network of threads connecting a people to the "homes"
they devise, "transforms" social values into the tangible form of
the house and its furnishings. 6 Social meaning, emergent when

values intersect with the material presence of domestic space,
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provides a context for daily life that is deeper and more "abstract"
than the "particularistic" context outlined by the structure's .
walls. 7 It is this meaningful and "“abstract" context that envelops

a people's conception of home.

Since many of the values that underlie the structure of
domestic space by defining the acceptable and unacceptable ways
of arranging and using space in a home are social in nature, they
are shared by most members of a "community."8 These values are
therefore evident in local patterns of ordering space and activities
within that space. The vernacular dwellings of American colonial
society provide an excellent opportunity to study the connections
between social values and the order of domestic space because
such dwellings are not designed by someone unknown to the pro-
spective inhabitants. In fact, they are not "designed" at all.
Rather, they are built according to time-~honored forms and tech-
niques either by the householder himself or by a local artisan who
shares, internalizes, or at least is familiar with his client's
notion of home and the social values underlying it. 9 By
analyzing the ways in which the members of a community arrange
and use their domestic space, pattern in such arrangement and use

should be apparent. These patterns describe what the group
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deemed "appropriate" order in the domestic sphere; they reflect
communal ideas about privacy, work, and leisure as well as the
relative emphases placed upon tradition and innovation and confor-

mity or individual variation in the realm of the home,

The people who lived in Salem County, New Jersey,
from 1700 to 1774 formed a community with respect to the ways
in which they ordered their domestic space. Before examining the
ways in which this order was realized, it is necessary to under-
stand both a little of their background and the nature of the

documents that provide the data for this study.

During the early spring months of 1674/75, a plagia~
rized broadside, entitled "The Description of a Happy Country,"
circulated in southeastern England. 10 On March 8, 1675, it
appeared in a London newspaper and optimistically presented
colonial West Jersey: "If there be any terrestrial happiness . . .
to be had by any People, especially of any inferior rank, it must
certainly be here." The document went on in superlatives,
intensifying the picture of this utopia; there was an abundance of

land, full of game and fertile for planting:

Here anyone may furnish himself with Land, and live
Rentfree, yea, with such a quantity of land, that he
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may weary himself of walking . . . everyone . . .
may hunt at his pleasure; where besides the pleasure
of Hunting, he may furnish his House with excellent
fat Venison, Turkies, Geese, Heath-hens, Cranes,
Swans, Pigeons, and the like,
Not only was the new land a cornucopia, it was a retreat as well.
Here one may lodge in the Fields and the Woods,

travel from one end of the Country to another, with

as much security as if he were locked in his own
Chamber.

Indeed, the broadside presented West Jersey as a terrestrial para-

dise, a "Caanan . . . where the land floweth with Milk and

Honey." 11

The individual behind this propaganda was John
Fenwick, an eccentric and enigmatic man who shared, with a
number of other Friends, the dream of establishing a Quaker
colony in West Jersey. Despite the disturbance Fenwick caused
among London Friends by demanding that his proprietary shares of
land be contiguous rather than scattered as the other proprietors
had agreed, and by insisting upon a colonizing venture regardless
of whether his title to the Salem tenth was clear, many could not
resist the tempting paradise he promised. 12 During the summer of
1675 Fenwick and approximately fifty other adventurers departed

from London on the ship Griffen and arrived in Salem in late

autumn of the same year.
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Most of the initial settlers were farmers and tradesmen.
The Criffen's passengers included the following tradesmen: baker,
blacksmith, bricklayer, carpenter, chandler, chemist, cheese
monger, clothier, clothworker, cooper, cordwainer, draper, gold-
smith, haberdasher, joiner, lighterman, meatman, physician,
poulterer, salter, ship carpenter, silkman, surgeon, surveyor,
tanner, tailor, upholsterer, weaver, and yeoman. Several members
of the party considered themselves "gentlemen." Most of the
settlers originated from London and the surrounding counties, while
a few were from Gloucester, Norfolk, Nottingham, and Somerset;

still others were Welsh and Irish. 13 Nearly all were Quaker. 14

Forty~-nine predominantly urban, middle- and upper-
class Englishmen disembarked the Griffen in November of 1675 and
viewed for the first time the land that was to be their home. It
was, and is, a low land, flat and marshy. The area presently

occupied by Salem County lies along New Jersey's southwestern

edge. 15 1t is bounded almost entirely by water of some sort:

the Delaware River abuts county land at its northwestern and
western edges, while the bay is to the southwest. Two creeks,
Racoon and Cohansey (now Stow), form the northeastern and

southeastern boundaries (map 1).
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Map 1. The Delaware Valley region. After John E. Pomfret,
The Province of West New Jersey, 1609—1702. Original by John
Thompson, London, entitled "A New Mapp of East and West New
Jarsey," ca. 1700, Division of Prints and Photographs, Library
of Congress.
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Although low and wet, the land is fertile. Agriculture
was, and remains, the primary occupation of the county's inhabit-
ants., Throughout the eighteenth century, nearly everyone was
involved in farming to some extent. The landholdings of agricul-
tural western New Jersey tended to be large. During the
eighteenth century, the county's residents included many land-
owners who held large tracts of land containing between 300 and
500 acres, although this land was not necessarily contiguous.
Acreages larger than these were not uncommon. Even less pros-
perous freeholders typically had 100 to 300 acres. Most of these
men devoted all of their time to growing the wheat, rye, corn,
oats, and vegetables that were shipped from Salem to Philadel-
phia. 16 A few individuals divided their time between farming and
rendering services for those who worked the land full time. Some
of the trades combined with farming included carpentering, cord-
waining, cheese mongering, chandlering, day laboring, distilling,
coopering, joining, weaving, tanning, wheelwrighting, and black-
smithing. 17 Those who practiced little or no agriculture them-
selves were involved either in some full-time service such as
innkeeping or shopkeeping or in shipping. Nevertheless, almost
everyone had at least his own vegetable garden or "orchard" and

owned the associated "utensils of Husbandry."
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The county's population remained predominantly white
and English throughout the 1700-1774 period. Black slaves never
comprised a large proportion of the population, although probate
inventories indicate that some landowners had one or two. 18
Initially, Fenwick's Colony was overwhelmingly Quaker, but by
1745, Friends were in the minority, comprising only a little over
16 percent of the total population. In-migration after about 1726
brought a number of Protestant groups into the area, rapidly shift-
ing the religious focus of the community centered around Salem.
Most of these were Anglican, Presbyterian, or Congregational, but

small numbers of German Lutherans and Baptists also arrived. 19

The probate inventories which, along with extant
houses, provide the data for this study represent nearly every
segment of Salem County's eighteenth-century population. There
are no documents for black slaves or indentured servants, and few
for the unlanded, but inventories do exist for white men and
women, rich and poor, young and old, and small farmers as well
as wealthy merchants. Because of the nature of the community,
of contemporary legal theory, and the biases inherent in inven-
tories, however, most of the documents describe the estates of

individuals who were middle-aged or older, relatively well-to-do,
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and male. Most of these men listed their occupation simply as
"yeoman." An explanation of how the inventories were taken helps

to clarify their biases. 20

A probate inventory is a listing of a decedent's
property, taken to serve as a true account of his wealth. Inven-
tories were made when a person died intestate, that is, without a
will, or when for some reasoh a public sale of his property was
necessary. [Irequently, an individual specified in his will that
his heirs were to receive cash or so many pounds worth of
property. An inventory was required in this instance also to
ascertain how much property need be liquidated in order to provide

the cash needed for distribution or how much property fulfilled the

cash stipulation.

The local court appointed two or infrequently three men
to serve as appraisers. They listed, sometimes described, and
valued the estate’s significant items. 21 New Jersey probate law
was, however, very general during the eighteenth century and did
not specify what was to be included in an inventory of the

22

estate. Inventories typically incorporated all the decedent's

movable property but sometimes included credits and real estate
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as well. 23 While most appraisers made inventories that described
the estate's contents in one long list, some divided the list by
the rooms of the house and outbuildings. A total of 103, or
slightly over 18 percent of all the inventories taken in Salem
County between 1678 and 1775, made entries according to their
location in a specific room or outbuilding. 24 It is these room-by-
room inventories that provide the means to examine the contents

and uses of specific rooms.

Room-by-room inventories are not, however, always
complete listings of the decedent's estate. The appraisers
regularly omitted property mentioned in the will as intended for a
particular heir. These omissions usually included property such as
real estate, slaves, clothing, and particularly valuable items such

as jewelry and plate. Sometimes entire rooms were willed to a

25

surviving spouse. Items the appraisers deemed insignificant

and worthless were often not noted at all or were lumped together
with other valueless items under catchall terms like sundries,

lumber, or truck. The appraisers might even neglect to mention

an entire room which contained nothing but such insignificant

items. 26
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Another class of omissions involved ownership. Not all
of a dwelling's contents necessarily belonged to the decedent
whose estate was being inventoried. Some objects might have been
owned by a spouse or another relative. In particular, women who
survived their husbands had inventories that described very sparsely
furnished homes because their husband's property had often been

previously distributed among other heirs. 27

Most room-by-room inventories made in Salem County
between 1700 and 1774, however, describe the estates of male
heads of households and are, therefore, relatively complete
descriptions of the houses and their contents. The fact that
inventories were only taken when a person died nonetheless
creates biases that even the most complete and most descriptive
documents cannot avoid. The majority of people for whom inven-
tories were made died when they were in their forties or fifties—
the mean male age of death. These people had built and
furnished their homes twenty to thirty years earlier. The house-
hold furnishings and dwellings described in the inventories, then,
may reflect the patterns of living of this earlier time. If an indi-
vidual had inherited his dwelling and its furnishings from his

parents, as many sons did, this factor would be compounded. In
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addition, the people represented in the inventories had lifetimes in
which to accumulate property. Some of it, however, may have
been distributed among heirs before the inventory was taken in
anticipation of impending death. Further, many of the decedent's
older children had already begun their own households. The homes
of the inventoried individuals might, therefore, contain a different

array of furnishings than those homes in which there were still

children. 28

Another way in which room-by-room inventories are
biased is in favor of the well-to~do. Based both on natural divi-
sions in the estate values recorded in this sample of room-by-room
inventories and on economic levels proposed by other Delaware
Valley inventory studies, the population can be divided into five
economic groups. 28 The poorest individuals had estates worth
94 or less. Two middling groups had estates valued between
either £95 and %250 or £251 and k499 respectively. A group of
wealthy people had assets appraised between ES500 and E874,
while the very wealthy were worth £874 or more. Less than 3
percent of those individuals whose estates were inventoried room
by room belonged to the lowest wealth bracket. Room-by-room

inventories were made most frequently for those of the two middle
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levels of wealth, while the wealthy and very wealthy had estates
described with room-by-room inventories less frequently than those

of middling wealth but much more frequently than the poor (table 1).

When these statistics are compared to those about the
wealth of the people whose estates were inventoried in any
manner, the wealth bias of the inventories becomes apparent.
While the mean estate value for the 2,087 inventories dating
~between 1678 and 1775 is £216.10.04, the mean value for the 103
room-by-room inventoried estates drawn from them is more than
twice that amount: %5i6.15.04 1/4. Further, while less than 3
percent of the room-by-room inventories describe estates worth
under £94, these relatively poor estates comprise nearly 48 per-
cent of the larger group of individuals. Nearly 34 percent of the
room-by-room inventories describe estates worth more than E500,
while the wealthy and very wealthy compose only approximately 4

percent of those whose estates were inventoried in any manner.

Thus, the conclusions drawn from these documents
apply particularly to the middle and upper economic segments of
Salem County's eighteenth-century population. Despite the biases

inherent in the inventories and the difficulties in making economic
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comparisons over such a long period of time, however, it is
possible to draw some conclusions about the general ideas of
domestic spatial order held by most members of the community.
The presence of a few inventories representing the estates of
poorer individuals gives some picture of their use of domestic
space. Economic comparisons are possible because during the
period in question, 1700 to 1774, there were no major changes in
currency and the economy remained relatively stable. This period

avoids, for the most part, the marked inflation provoked by the

revolutionary war, 30

To understand their ideas about "home" and domestic
spatial order, it is imperative to discern pattern in how the resi-
dents of eighteenth-century Salem County arranged and used
domestic space. Because the dwelling as structure provides a
physical context for the furnishings and activities it contains,
pattern in Salem Countians' ideas about domestic spatial order, or
their view of the dwelling as home, cannot be seen without
reference to the range of house types they found acceptable. The
first step in unearthing these ideas, therefore, is describing this
range. Both extant structures and the inventories themselves

provide data for ascertaining the options in house form and plan
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available to Salem County's eighteenth-century inhabitants.
Examination of the furnishings and activities contained in the
different rooms of the various house types should reveal the fur-
nishing and room-use plans of each. With the number of rooms in
the house providing a constant against which other variables can
be measured, patterns of house form and room use together will
indicate the social values concerning privacy, work, and leisure
operative within the community. Once the "typical" choices are
established, change over time and individual preference should
become readily apparent. 31 This exercise can begin to explain
the relative strengths, workings, and relationships of these social
values and individual variation, continuity and change, and tradi-
tion and innovation within the eighteenth-century architectural

vocabulary of Salem County, New Jersey.
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with ffree corse & Recourse to the halfe seller that
is under the old House and the use and benefitt and
Profitt of the Garden Dureing her Widowhood

(Salem County Probate Records [hereafter SCPR], 1711, 7Q).

26 The inventory of the estate of Sarah Ware, for
example, lists the following rooms: inner room, house, back room,
little room, kitchen, cellar, and kitchen chamber. While the
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of Solomon Ware, lived in a house with three rooms on the upper
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and the second floor is divided into three rooms with a tongue-and-
grooved partition which has not been disturbed since its installa-
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the same house, ts contents were worth only £120.02.08 1/2.
Apparently, many of the furnishings had been distributed among
their children in the years between 1761 and 1764, SCPR, 1761,
1092Q; SCPR, 1764, 1249Q.

This is not to say, however, that women were left to
their devices. Most men specified in their wills that their wives
were to receive a large amount of property, frequently one-third of
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the estate and at least the use of some of the dwelling's rooms
and the plantation's produce. If the estate was not large enough
for such generosity, a son was directed to care for his mother for
the rest of her natural days or until she remarried. There are
several explicit references in Salem County's eighteenth-century
wills that a man felt obligated to economically reimburse his wife

for the care of his children or for the dowry she brought to the
marriage.

28 giudies of the utilization of space in modern,
industrialized society suggest that the family's place within the
"family life cycle" is an important factor. See, for example,
Boyce N. Driskell, "Socio-Cultural Determinants of the Use of
Domestic Floorspace: A Predictive Model” (Master's thesis,
University of Kentucky, 1977). In his study of a community in
the south of France during the late thirteenth and early fourteenth
centuries, Emmanuel LeRoy Ladurie found that the inhabitants of
dwellings were associated with certain spaces in the dwelling
based on their place in the life cycle. See his Montaillou:
Promised Land of Error (New York: Random House, 1979).
Although this study does not attempt to compare the household
furnishing patterns of Quakers with that of other religious groups,
one study that does so found that Quaker families tended to have
more beds and bedding than others when their households con-
tained children. See Barry Levy, "The Birth of the Modern Family:
Quaker and Anglican Families in the Delaware Valley, Pennsylva-
nia, 1681~1750," in Friends and Neighbors: Group Life in
America's First Plural Society, ed. Michael Zuckerman (Philadel-
phia: Temple University, 1982), pp. 26-—64,

29 See, for example, Jack Michel, "In a Manner and
Fashion Suitable to Their Degree: A Preliminary Investigation of
the Material Culture of Early Rural Pennsylvania," Working Papers
from the Regional Economijc History Research Center 5 (1981):
1-83., Twiss~Garrity, "Getting the Comfortable Fit," app. B,
presents a summary of the economic statistics for individuals
taxed and inventoried in rural Delaware between 1780 and 1820,

30 This is not to deny or oversimplify the economic
fluctuation inevitable over such a long span of time. Some
inflation is apparent for the period; this is particularly true
beginning in the last few years of the 1750s. By the 1760s,
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individuals whose estates were valued in the E251-499 bracket,
for example, were obviously not living as well as those who had
comparable wealth three decades earlier. In addition, the inven-
tories represent fewer individuals with meager estates as time
passes. An impression of New Jersey's eighteenth-century eco-
nomic situation can be gleaned from three sources: Donald L.
Kemmerer, "A History of Paper Money in Colonial New Jersey,
1668-1775," Proceedings of the New Jersey Historical Society 72,
no. 2 (April 1956): 107-44; John McCusker, Money and Exchange
in Europe and America, 1600~1775 (Chapel Hill: University of
North Carolina, 1978), pp. 168—88; and R. Wayne Parker, "Taxes
and Money in New Jersey," Proceedings of the New Jersey
Historical Society 7, no. 3 (1883): 143-57.

31 This idea of initially abstracting an underlying,
synchronic pattern of "value" and "meaning" and later considering
variables such as time is part of structuralism's approach to
analysis. This program originated with Saussure, Course in
General Linguistics, see esp. 6-23, 71-100.
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HOUSE FORMS:

THE DWELLING AS STRUCTURE

Our knowledge of house types and plans for eighteenth-
century Salem County, New Jersey, is based upon both extant
buildings and room-by-room probate inventories. Both surviving
dwellings and inventories, however, present static views of
architecture; both represent dwellings at a single point in time.

At least so far as the investigator is concerned, these dwellings
are, then, finished. Upon closer inspection of the houses them-
selves and the documents that describe them, however, it becomes
apparent that these homes were indeed in intermittent, if not
continual, process; they were "evolutionary" and "adaptive," a
fact one cannot ignore. Houses received additions or modifications
over time as individual needs or social values concerning the
combination and separation of certain domestic activities changed.
The inventories emphasize the processual nature of the dwelling
with their many references to a "new room" or a "new house."
Many such rooms contained furnishings indicating that additions

were viewed in a unique way. Such adaptations and additions

28
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may have important implications for the understanding of the social
values underlying the order of domestic space. For the purposes of
outlining the variety of house-plan options, however, the buildings
will be categorized by their form at the time they were either

measured or their contents inventoried, 1

There are several problems involved in projecting house
plans from inventory data. In some instances, appraisers lumped
rooms under single referents such as "upstairs" and "below stairs.”
Since such terminology could conceivably refer to a chambered' hall
house, and the first and second floors of a given dwelling were
often subdivided differently, the contents of each room must be
carefully examined to discern whether such grouping actually took
place. At other times, the appraiser listed the contents of two

rooms under a single heading. The terms chambers, lofts, garrets,

and cellars all appear in these inventories. Occasionally rooms

with very different functions were inventoried together.

More serious problems in interpretation occur when
entire rooms were omitted from the inventory. As discussed above,
this occurred when the room contained nothing of particular value
or when a decedent willed its use and/or contents to a specific

heir. In some cases it is apparent that the contents of a room
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were listed on the inventory but the room was not assigned a

distinctive name. It therefore seems indistinguishable from the

room listed immediately above it. 2

Ambiguity in the names of rooms poses another problem,
Several referents, particularly those that describe a room's compass
orientation or decorating scheme, were neither functionally nor
spatially specific. Room names such as "north room" and "white
room" belong to this class of ambiguous labels. Other names like
"front room" and "little room" were used for rooms on both floors.
While "house chamber" obviously referred to a room on the second
floor, it occurred on an inventory describing a house with two
first-floor rooms, It could, therefore, indicate either a chamber
over only the hall, with the parlor end of the house being a one-

~story addition, or a large, undifferentiated chamber over both

lower rooms.

In short, the inventories the.iselves can suggest only
speculative house plans. The names of rooms found on these
documents imply the number of rooms in a house and sometimes
their relative placement and size, but cannot provide information
about their exact size and placement. Nor do they usually distin-

guish between rooms built as original portions of the dwelling and
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those contained in additions.

Despite these problems, the structures described in the
inventories represent a wider range of architectural options than do
surviving dwellings. When one looks at the landscape of Salem
County today, it appears that most individuals during the eighteenth
century built brick houses of two and a half stories with at least
two rooms, and the majority added onto them. If we looked only
at surviving structures, the eighteenth-century inhabitants of
Fenwick's colony would seem to have lived in homes with three or
four ground-floor rooms. This was not actually the case. The
inventories describe many buildings with fewer rooms, some of
which had only a loft or a garret over the first floor., Brick build-
ings survive in larger numbers primarily because brick is a durable
construction material, In fact, the eighteenth-century landscape

contained more frame than brick buildings. 3

Together, extant houses and house plans derived from
room names mentioned in probate inventories provide a clearer
picture of the architectural options available to the people who
lived in Salem County between the years 1700 and 1774 than could
either type of data alone. Surviving buildings provide a check

against the inconsistencies, omissions, and human error found in
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the inventories, while the written documents balance to a limited
degree the biases of survival. When used in conjunction, these
data present a relatively accurate impression of the ways in which

the members of this community ordered thzir physical domestic

space.

Salem County's eighteenth-century repertoire of vernacu-
lar house plans was small, especially during the opening decades
of the century. Options included plans containing between one and
six rooms on the ground floor. 4 Because the division of interior
space into rooms upstairs did not necessarily mirror that of the
lower floor, plans are categorized by the layout of the ground floor.
Upstairs room arrangements are treated as variations of the ground-
floor plan. Similarly, while the presence of cellars, garrets, lofts,
and outbuildings did not determine a structure's plan type, it did
provide additional and auxiliary spaces among which domestic
activities might be distributed. For this reason, they will not be
ignored, but considered also as variations of the ground-floor-plan

type.

The simplest alternative housing form available to the
residents of eighteenth-century Salem County required only four

walls and no partitioning of the interior space into rooms. Nine
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decedents whose estates were inventoried between 1700 and 1774
lived in such one-room, "hall" houses. All nine buildings had
second stories., Like James Evans, who built one of the few sur-
viving houses of one-room plan which receivéd no lateral addition,
most inhabitants of these houses chose to leave this space upstairs
as one large room, S Two inventoried individuals chose to divide
the space into two rooms. As at the Kiger house, built around
1720, and the William Oakford house, dated 1736, one inventoried
individual had three rooms upstairs. 6 Five of the houses described
in the inventories had cellars while only one had a garret. 7 Two

had kitchens, and one had an outbuilding called the "milk house."

The surviving dwellings of one-room plan fall into two
types based on their patterns of piercing. The most common of
these had a symmetrical, tripartite, window-door-window piercing
of the front and rear facades and usually one, but occasionally
two, interior gable-end chimneys (figures 3, 4, 5).8 The dimen=-
sions of this type ranged between 15 and 17 feet deep by 19 to 24
feet wide.9 The total area of interior square footage enclosed by
these one-room dwellings ranged from approximately 290 to 412

square feet. Some of these dwellings possibly once contained

board partitions dividing the large lower space into two rooms. 10

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



34

The second type of one-room-plan house was distin-
guished by a two-part window-door piercing (figures 6, 7). All the
examples of this type contained a single, interior, gable-end
chimney. These dwellings measured from 16 to 17 feet deep by 16

to 21 feet wide and contained between 256 and 361 square feet of

floor space.

One's initial response might be to associate these
dwellings with people of limited means. While the inventories
demonstrate that this was at least partially true, they also imply
that it was not necessarily the case. People who lived in houses
of one-room plan had estates valued between E95 and E585. Four
of the nine individuals living in such houses had property worth
less than £250, and four between E251 and £499. Obviously,
then, not every individual occupying a one-room dwelling was com-
pelled to do so because he was destitute. Rather, some indivi-

duals chose to occupy such structures.

Many surviving houses of one-room plan have received
additions, and a few were enlarged several times. Most of these
additions were in a lateral direction. Both the George Abbott
house (ca. 1704) (figures 8, 9) and the Smith-Weatherby house

(1756) (figures 6, 7) gained two additional rooms (before 1729 and
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ca. 1770 respectively), while the John Maddox Denn house (one
portion 1725) received one (figures 10, 11). The Padgett (Evans)
house (ca. 1735) had its roof raised from gambrel to gable form,

increasing the chamber height and gaining a garret (figure 12).

These additions imply two things. First, houses of
one-room plan were undoubtedly more numerous on Salem County's
eighteenth-century landscape than either the contemporary probate
inventories or the modern survivals suggest. More important,
although some individuals chose to live in one-room dwellings and
some of these houses were intended to remain as one-room dwell-
ings, they were not considered the ideal type. Most provided
merely a simple but stable starting point, soon to be enlarged as
their owner's means permitted. Some individuals with the means to
create more distinct spaces in their households might have chosen
not to do so for any number of reasons: perhaps a bachelor did
not require the extra space since he had no family, or perhaps the
head of a family preferred to invest his profits in furnishings,
more livestock, or in accumulating land for his heirs. Whatever

the reasons a few people had for not building additions, most

chose to create the additional spaces.

The hall/parlor plan accounted for over half of the
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houses documented in the inventories. 11 Four of these had only
loft or garret space above the lower floor, while in one instance
the inventory made no mention of any type of space above the
first-floor rooms. The majority of hall/parlor houses, however, had
a full second story. Sixteen of the fifty~one dwellings with second
floors had only one named "chamber, " which was usually a large one
over both lower rooms. In three cases the chamber apparently
occupied space above only one of the lower rooms. 12 Most inven-
toried dwellings of two-room plan had two rooms on the second
floor, others had three, while a few had four. 13 Garrets or lofts
were mentioned in twenty-two inventories, while cellars appeared
more often, occurring in forty-three of the fifty-eight inventoried
houses of this type. Thirty-four inventories mentioned kitchens,
and eleven of these had rooms above them. Twenty-two individuals
had additional outbuildings, including the "shop," "office,"
"grainery," "dairy," "malt house,"” "still house," "smoke house,"
"mill house," "creek house," "out kitchen,” and "back kitchen" as

well as the "negro quarter” and simply "out house" or "an old

house."

The surviving hall/parlor houses help to clarify our

perceptions of what these dwellings were actually like. Most had
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a pattern of piercing resembling that of the first type of one-room-
plan house, exhibiting a symmetrical facade broken by two windows,
one on either side of a central door. Most, like the John Oakford
house (1764) (figures 13, 14), had two internal gable-end chimneys, but
others, such as the original portion of the Beasly-Hancock house
(ca. 1765) (figures 15, 16), had only one, resulting in an unheated
inner room. Another, but infrequent, option for hearth placement
was in the center of the building. This is exemplified by the John
Maddox Denn house. 14 The size of hall/parlor houses was rela-
tively uniform: most were between 16 and 17 feet deep and

around 25 to 35 feet wide. They contained between approximately
400 and 600 square feet of floor space, but most dwellings of this
type enclosed about 450 square feet. Further, the surviving
structures suggest that the three-room arrangement of space on the
second floor was much more common than inventories indicate.
Because this arrangement is somewhat unusual and because it was

apparently such a frequently chosen option, it merits further

discussion.

In the typical arrangement of three second-floor rooms,
one of the rooms, usually the parlor chamber, occupied the full

depth of the house but only about a third of its width (figure 17).
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The remaining space was divided into two rooms with a partition
running parallel to the building's roof ridge. One of these rooms
was about twice the depth of the other, occupying two-thirds of
the building's depth, and it served as the hall chamber. The other
room, frequently named either the "entry upstairs” or the "entry
chamber,” was essentially a second-floor stair hall and could be
found at either the front or the back of the house, depending upon
the placement of the stair in relation to the dwelling's major
entrance. 1% Of eleven hall/parlor houses or houses that contain
hall/parlor units for which plans are known, eight, or nearly 73
percent, employed this idea of the "entry upstairs."” Houses of
other plan types and those with a larger number of second-floor

chambers also used this device.

Dwellings with plans containing three rooms on the
lower floor were the type encountered next frequently among room-
by-room inventoried estates. Twenty-seven documents described
buildings of this type. The greater number of spaces on the lower
floor provided more alternatives for the arrangement of rooms
above. Three of these houses had only a loft or garret above the
rooms downstairs. In five cases, the inventories mention only one

chamber, while twice as often there were two. Six three-room
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houses had three rooms above stairs, and three had four. Nearly
two-thirds of these dwellings had separate rooms for cooking, and
cellars occurred in the same proportion. Chambers were present
over four of the seventeen kitchens. Only six inventories mention
garrets over a full second story. Three-room dwellings were,
however, accompanied by a number of service-oriented outbuildings.
Eight individuals had such auxiliary spaces as shops, "old"

kitchens, "out" kitchens, and smokehouses.

Although the room names mentioned in the inventories
make it difficult to ascertain the precise arrangement of the three
rooms contained in these plans, extant examples indicate that
there were basically three types of three-room houses, The f{irst
of these was essentially a variation on the hall/parlor plan. In
this type, the parlor or inner room occupied only about two-thirds
of the structure's depth. The remaining space at the inward side
of the house comprised a room usually called the "entry." This
space could contain the stair and was, in this sense, analogous
to the upstairs entry discussed above. While the entry may or
may not have been partitioned from the hall, the inventories do not
make this clear. The William Bradway house (ca. 1700) (figures 17,

18, 19), however, had such an entry which was contiguous with

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



40

the hall, creating an open, L-shaped space.16 Only one of the
inventories that describe three-room houses mentions an entry, but
the hall/parlor/entry module apparently provided the minimal unit
for dwellings that later received additions. Two of the dwellings
with four-room plans contained this sort of space. Houses with

entries were comparable in size to hall/parlor houses without

entries.

The second arrangement of three rooms also fits into an
area of overall floor space not significantly different than that
occupied by a hall/parlor house. Like the three-room house type
described above, these dwellings had one large room, the hall, at
one side. The narrower, inward side was divided into two rooms.
Although the difference between this plan type and the one dis-
cussed above may have been functional rather than spatial—that is,
houses with "entries" having the same space but using it differ-
ently and for no specific purpose—surviving structures suggest that
in dwellings of this latter type the two rooms occupying one end of
the house were of more equal size than in those buildings with
entries. This arrangement of rooms, involving the division of the
inward side of the house into two small rooms of relatively equal

size, is sometimes referred to as the "Quaker” or "Penn's" plan,
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It is not easily recognized in structures documented with inven-
torles unless the appraiser made specific reference to one room
being located in front of the other. Four of the three-room houses
described by inventories between 1700 and 1774 had this plan,
while two others may have. This arrangement of three rooms also
frequently served as the basis for further addition; one of the four-
room-plan houses contained a module of this type. Further, three
surviving houses, all of which received additional rooms, also had
three-room units of this type. The best known of these is the

Samuel Nicholson house (1752) (figures 20, 21).

The final and most common form of house having three
rooms on the lower floor contained more square footage than the
others and was never initially constructed with all three rooms.
Rather, it resulted from the addition of two rooms to a structure of
one-room plan or one room to a hall/parlor dwelling. George
Abbott added two rooms to his one-room house within twenty-five
years of its initial construction. Solomon Ware's hall/parlor
house gained another room approximately thirty years after it was
first erected (figure 22). Additions were usually made laterally,
but rear additions and sheds were not unknown to the eighteenth-

century residents of Fenwick's Colony. Rooms that the inventories
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specifically name "shed" may well have been rear additions.” In
twenty instances, the majority of houses with three-room plans,
the inventoried structures appear to have been of this accretional

type.

One of the most frequent additions to a house, be it of
one-, two-, or three-room plan, was that of a kitchen. The
placement of kitchens in eighteenth-century Salem County is, how-
ever, unclear. The modern landscape bears no physical trace of
outbuildings which might have been freestanding kitchens, and
many of the extant houses contain large hearths which were, at
some point in time, the locus of cooking for the household. Yet
the order in which the rooms of dwellings were named in the
probate inventories suggests that about two-thirds of the kitchens
mentioned in these documents, where kitchen is not obviously
merely another name for hall, were in buildings removed from the
dwelling itself. Also, the local oral history about some of the
surviving eighteenth~century structures suggests that cooking
activities occurred outside of the dwelling; at least two houses
have additions that purportedly were "log kitchens," once free-
standing, but later moved up to the dwelling and encased in brick

or clapboard. In addition, separate kitchens were the norm for
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contemporary households in Delaware. This phenomenon is also
clearly documented for the Chesapeake, a region that shows close
architectural affinities with southwestern New Jersey. Most of
Salem County's eighteenth-century residents preferred to cook in a
room distinct from the hall. Referents such as "out kitchen" imply
that this space was cognitively, if not physically, distinct from
the dwelling. Nearly two-thirds of those inventoried between 1700

and 1774 had a kitchen, whether it was in a separate room or

building. 18

The final group of houses described by the inventories
contained four rooms on the lower floor. While a few of these
nine dwellings defy description, most were related in form and
arrangement of rooms to the house types discussed above, having
simply had more additions. Two of the inventoried four-room
structures were basically hall/parlor houses with two additional
rooms located in a shed at the rear. Another example was
similar, but the shed contained only one room and was attached
to a house already having three rooms, Two dwellings apparently
represented the addition of a single room to a building of the
hall/parlor/entry type. The remaining four inventoried structures

had four rooms of indeterminate size and placement. The houses
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with four-room plans exhibited the full range of chamber arrange-
ment options discussed above. Six of these dwellings had cellars,
and four had garrets. All but three had kitchens, while only in
one case did the kitchen have a chamber above it. A variety of
outbuildings were present, including the types already mentioned,

as well as a "store house" and a "boulting house.”

Other plan types, which were vernacular interpretations
of the "Georgian ideal," may have existed in the area during the
period 1770 to 1774. 19 The Georgian house type, ultimately
based in Italian Renaissance design, was disseminated and
advocated by British architectural pattern books which circulated in

the American colonies during the middle decades of the eighteenth

century, although it was previously known and used in some

colonial contexts.

Unlike the traditional Anglo-American hall/parlor
plan, the Georgian plan was double-pile, incorporating two
rooms, one behind the other, on either side of a central stair
pasgsage, The ideal Georgian form was invariably two and a half
stories high and had five symmetrically placed openings per floor
on each facade and two on each gable end. Vernacular builders

tended to adopt certain elements of the formal Georgian
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which were amenable to their notion of what a house should be and
rejected others that seemed more radical or had no social meaning

in local context. 20

Two common vernacular transformations of Georgian
type—the one-room deep, central-passage plan and the two-room
deep, side-passage plan—may have been built in Salem County
before 1774. The evidence for these plan types is, however,
physical rather than documentary. No houses could be liked to
either of these plans based on the nomenclature of inventoried
rooms, but a few houses of these types, possibly dating within the

range of time considered here, are extant.21

The Smith-Weatherby
house was built with a one-room plan in 1752, At some later
date, probably during the late 1760s or 1770s, it received a lateral
addition of two rooms as well as a second story over the first-
period portion. The addition in the horizontal plane transformed it
into a center~passage house that remained one room deep.

The Benjamin Holme house also achieved its current plan status
through accretion (figure 23). It too originated as a building of
one-room plan. Unlike the Smith-Weatherby house, however, it

received an addition that was two rooms deep and contained a side

passage running the depth of the addition. Although the precise
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date of the addition to the Smith-Weatherby house is not known,
and the side passage addition to the Benjamin Holme house was
constructed in 1784, after a fire destroyed the original building,
either of these plan types may have been viable options between
1700 and 1774, particularly during the last fifteen years of this
period. Since none of the houses inventoried during this range of'
time were definitely of either of these forms, however, the patterns

of furnishing them cannot be known,
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1A few plan types are known only from extant
structures and are not represented in the inventories, All of these
contain passages on the lower floor which were gained by addition
to an older house that originally had no such passage. Further,
these additions were made late in the period under consideration.
Because these exist as plan-type options, they will be discussed
as such, but since no inventories describe these forms, their
furnishing plans cannot be known.

2 After examining a number of inventories in which each
room was named and its contents listed separately, the group of
furnishings typical for each type of room becomes apparent. It is
then possible to tentatively name and assign functions to these
unnamed rooms and those that were not distinctively named. The
conventions the appraisers followed in the way in which they
typically ordered the list of a room's contents also serve as
indicators that the appraisers sometimes were describing two rooms
under one heading. They usually began the list of each room's

contents with the largest and most conspicuous pieces of furniture
in the room——the beds.

3 The 1798 direct tax which exists for Lower Alloways
Creek township of Salem County suggests that 85% of the town-
ship's inhabitants lived in dwellings of only one room. Only 5%
of those taxed owned brick dwellings, while only 33% of the town-
ship's residents owned dwellings at all. These statistics empha-
size the biases of both survival and the probate inventories.
Personal interview with Bernard Herman; Peter O. Wacker,
"Relations between Cultural Origins, Relative Wealth, and the Size,
Form, and Materials of Construction of Rural Dwellings in New
Jersey during the Eighteenth Century," in Géographie Historique:
Du Village et de la Maison Rurale, ed. Ch. Higounet (Paris:
Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, 1979), p. 224,
Appendix A presents statistics from the 1798 direct tax for Lower
Alloways Creek township.
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4 Passageways and entrances count as rooms; however,
because cooking activities may have frequently been removed from
the dwelling and relegated to an outbuilding, kitchens are not
included in the tabulation of rooms for determination of plan unless
the order in which the rooms appear on the inventory clearly
indicates that the kitchen was part of the house itself. This
order suggests that only a third of the estates inventoried had
kitchens integrated with the rest of the dwelling. Further informa-
tion on kitchen placement is presented in the text below,

Appendix B presents some of the inventory information that supports
the discussions to follow.

S The James Evans house is now known locally as the
Ephriam Padgett house, after one of its nineteenth-century occu-
pants. Joseph S. Sickler, The Old Houses of Salem County
(Salem, N.J.: Sunbeam, 1949), p. 70.

6 The arrangement of these three upstairs rooms is most
commonly found in the two-room, hall/parlor houses of the area.
.This arrangement will therefore be explained under the discussion
of that plan type. The Kiger house (figure 5) and the
Oakford house (figures 3, 4) are similar in that both are of one-
room plan and have a tripartite window-door-window piercing of
each long facade, but while the Oakford house has two chimneys,
the Kiger house has only one.

7 Most surviving structures have both cellars and
garrets. The inventories may underrepresent these spaces
because both were used as storage areas and, depending on the
time of year or the economic status of the decedent, could con-
ceivably have been omitted from the inventory because they
contained little of value.

8 Appendix C presents measured drawings and photo-
graphs of these and other plan types.

9 These dimensions are the approximate (to the nearest
foot) interior measurements.

10 The Matthew Morrison house, a hall-plan dwelling

built around 1760, contains evidence of a board partition running
parallel to the roof's ridge line.
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11 Fifty-eight of 103 inventoried dwellings (56.3%) com-
prise the class of hall/parlor houses.

12 This could occur when a chambered-hall house
received a one-story addition or when a dwelling of one-room plan
with no second floor gained an addition of two stories. This may
be the case as well with a few of the other hall/parlor houses
containing a single room on the second floor. While undifferenti-
ated second-floor space was an option, it is possible that some
appraisers chose to use unspecific room names such as "chamber,"
"upper room," and "upstairs" for rooms that were in reality
situated above only one of the lower rooms. In one instance, the
name of the second-story room, the "little room upstairs," suggests
that additional rooms were present but omitted from the inventory.

13 of the fifty-one hall/parlor houses with second
stories, twenty-eight had two named chambers, five had three, and
three had four. The names of the rooms in eight of the twenty-
eight inventories that specify two second-floor rooms, however,
imply that three rooms might actually have been present, but the
third chamber was not inventoried.

14 Most hall/parlor houses containing a single chimney
located in the center of the dwelling resulted from the addition of

a room to the chimney end of a one-room structure with an internal
gable-end chimney.

15 The stair was most often, but not always, placed in
the corner of the building formed by the major facade and the out-
ward or hall gable end. Thus, the "entry upstairs" could usually
be found along the front of the house.

16 It is not certain whether the William Bradway house
was initially built with this plan. It may have originally been a
one-room dwelling, with the walls that create the unheated inner
room being added at some later date. These walls are masonry
and relatively thick (approximately 9"), a fact that suggests that
they were indeed early in date, if not contemporary with the build-
ing of the structure. Because of this, the plan represented by this
dwelling may have been an eighteenth-century option and is there-
fore discussed here. The exterior gable-end chimney is, however,

an original feature. Figures 17, 18, and 19 show the Bradway
house,
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17 "Shed" appears in the inventory of the estate of
john Thompson (Salem County Probate Records [hereafter SCPR],
1767, 1177Q) as the third room of a basically hall/parlor house.
Richard Woodman (SCPR, 1726/27, 363Q) also had a "shed," and
James Mason's "room back of the kitchen™ may have been either a
shed or a full-room rear appendage (SCPR, 1755, 1075Q). Since
John Hirth's house, inventoried in 1719 (SCPR, 76Q), contained a
"milk house" and "kitchen," in addition to a "hall” and "parlor,"

and a "shed chamber," the former rooms were probably situated in
a shed off the back of the house.

18 Bernard Herman provided me with information on con-
temporary Delaware. For examples of detached kitchens in the
South, see Fraser D. Neiman, "Domestic Architecture at Clifts
Plantation: The Social Context of Virginia Building," Northern Neck
of Virginia Historical Magazine 28, no. 1 (December 1978):
146—68; and Theodore R. Reinhart and Judith A. Habicht, "Shirley
Plantation in the Eighteenth Century: A Historical, Architectural
and Archaeological Study," Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography 92, no. 1 (January 1984): 29-49. Henry Glassie has
noted the similarities between the architecture of South Jersey and
that of the Chesapeake., See both his Pattern in the Material Folk
Culture of the Eastern United States (Philadelphia: University of
Pennsylvania Press, 1968), p. 37; and his Folk Housing in Middle
Virginia (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1975), p. 1§,

19 Bernard Herman contrasts the "Georgian ideal" and
the "Georgian idiom" in his "Delaware Vernacular: Folk Housing
in Three Counties,” in Perspectives in Vernacular Architecture, ed.

Camille Wells (Annapolis: Vernacular Architecture Forum, 1982),
p. 183.

20 For discussions of the process of "Georgianizing”
local building tradition, see Glassie, Folk Housing in Middle
Virginia; and Henry Glassie, "Eighteenth-Century Cultural Process
in Delaware Valley Folk Building," in Winterthur Portfolio 7, ed.
Ian M. G. Quimby (Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia,
1972), pp. 29-57. Georgian-associated changes in use as well
as plan are discussed in Dell Upton, "Vernacular Domestic
Architecture in Eighteenth~Century Virginia," Winterthur Portfolio
17, nos. 2/3 (Summer/Autumn 1982): 95-119,
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21 Although it may initially seem surprising that

Georgian influence is not more evident in the house-plan types
suggested by the inventories, the age blas of these documents
may account for this. The inventories represent the estates of
middle-aged or elderly people who, in all likelihood, built and
furnished their homes twenty to thirty years earlier. A man who
set up a household in the 1750s, 1760s, or 1770s probably did
not die until the 1780s, 1790s, or even after 1800. The house
plans suggested by the room names mentioned in the inventories,
therefore, are those of dwellings built nearly a generation earlier.
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PATTERNS OF FURNISHING AND ROOM USE:

THE HOUSE AS HOME

Pattern may be found in the ways that Salem County's
eighteenth-century resident chose to distribute furnishings and
activities throughout the house as well as in the ways they
arranged rooms within the house. The classification of house
types discussed above is based on formal criteria—size, plan, and
the pattern of piercing the facades. By observing pattern in the
formal arrangement of rooms, one gains an understanding of what
constituted the physical' context for domestic activity within the
community. The distribution of domestic activites throughout the
house is, however, at least, if not more, crucial than architectural
form in attempting to ascertain the social values that influenced
people's choices in furnishing and using the rooms of their dwell-

ings and which they demonstrated through these choices.

Room-by-room inventories provide the data from which
patterns of furnishing and using rooms can be abstracted. The
idiosyncratic nature of the choice of appraisers and the manner in

which the appraisers made inventories make this a difficult task.

52
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The most problematic aspect of inventory data is the lack of a set
nomenclature naming the rooms. As discussed above, many of the
room names encountered in the room-by-room inventories of Salem
County between 1700 and 1774 give no indication of the room's
function or contents. Certain room names, such as "parlor" and
"hall," did tend, at least for a time, to be assoclated with a
relatively standard set of furnishings and activities, but many other
names, like "east room," "front room," and "white room, " belied
nothing of the equipage or activities contained therein. Rooms
named "hall," for instance, functioned variously and in combination
as kitchens, bedchambers, dining rooms, sitting rooms, and some-
times as places for fiber and/or food processing and storage.

Room names are, therefore, relatively meaningless in attempting to
ascertain the typical functions of particular rooms. The classifica-
tion of rooms most useful in determining what was typical for the
community with respect to the use of certain rooms, as well as the
social values implicit in this use, must be based not on idiosyn-

cratic and inconsistent room names, but on the similarities in

rooms' contents. 1

Whatever a room was named, it must be seen as

functionally equivalent to other rooms containing similar fumishings.
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After examining and comparing the furnishings of all rooms with the
same or very similar names, a group of furnishings for that type of
room becomes apparent. Other rooms with the same set of furnish-
ings may then be assumed to be functionally equivalent, however
various their names.z Not all of these rooms will contain
identical furnishings, but their contents must be similar enough to

support the same domestic activities.

This method of classifying rooms based on their con-
tents and functions facilitates comparison between rooms of
similar use. Not only does it avoid the problems posed by the
idiosyncratic nature of room names, but it allows recognition of
functionally equivalent rooms within the same house, between
houses of different plan types, as well as across time and
geographical space. By first establishing the acceptable range of
furnishings and uses for each type of room, it becomes possible
to ascertain how variables such as house type, wealth, and time
affected the manner in which both individuals and the community

ordered the activities of domestic life within the context of the

home.

One factor obviously affecting the distribution of

domestic activities throughout the dwelling was the number of
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rooms in the house. The occupants of houses of one-room plans,
for example, had only a limited number of spaces within which to
perform the various activities associated with daily domestic life,
Although they may have created "invisible walls” and implicit
separations among activities within their single lower room, and
although auxiliary spaces such as chambers, garrets, cellars, and
kitchens provided some householders with a greater number of fur-
nishing options than others who did not have these extra spaces,
those who lived in one-room dwellings simply could not differenti-
ate as explicitly among activities which to them may have belonged
apart. 3 The number of rooms in the house therefore constitutes a

constant against which the variables of time and wealth can be

measured. 4

The typical lower room of a house of one-room plan
was a bustling center of activity. It contained one or more beds
and bedding, as well as tables and chairs, benches, or forms for
sitting and dining. Most of these rooms also included cooking
equipment like pots, pans, trivits, and spits, along with dishes
and utensils for serving and dining, but the two individuals who
had separate cooking facilities were able to remove the heavier

cooking equipment from their major living space. Equipment for

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



56

processing fiber and textiles, such as hackles, cards, and spinning
wheels were sometimes used in this room, but could be found more

often in one of the spaces above.

The chamber, loft, or garret above the main room had
more bedding as well as case pleces like trunks and chests which
provided storage for clothing, linens, and textiles., If there was
only a single space above stairs, it also housed various wooden
containers such as tubs, barrels, and hogsheads in which dry food-
stuffs or grain might be kept. In addition, there were usually
portable tools and agricultural implements., When the space
upstairs was subdivided into two or more rooms, as it often was,
or when there was a garret above a full second story, the house-
holders made an effort to reserve one chamber for sleeping and the
storage of finished fabric items. The other then received the iron
implements, the bulkier wooden vessels that contained unprocessed
foodstuffs, along with the implements of fiber processing and any
"raw" animal or vegetable materials. A cellar provided further
space for the storage of such large woodenware, especially that
which contained foods such as cider, pickled or dried meat, and
vegetables requiring cooler temperatures. The cellar also had

assorted iron-, wooden-, earthen-, and glassware and usually
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functioned as the dairy. By utilizing auxiliary spaces such as
additional chambers, the loft or garret, and the cellar for different
purposes than the large lower room, the occupants of one-room
houses thus managed some degree of explicit spatial segregation of
"living" and storage areas and activities, and processed and

unprocessed substances.

Those who lived in dwellings of one-room plan were
not necessarily Salem County's poor.5 Leonard Gibbon, for
example, whose estate was valued at E58S5 in 1744, was the
wealthiest individual who lived in a one-room house, 6 His
"lower room," containing "six leather chairs," a large looking
glass, pictures, a desk, a table, and a "bed and furniture,"
along with various silver, china, and books worth approximately
52, resembled the parlor of many larger houses. The chamber
was sparsely furnished with only two curtained beds and a chest
in which linens for the beds were stored. The miscellaneous
objects which might have been kept in this chamber were housed
instead in a chamber above the kitchen. The kitchen itself
removed the grime, odor, and utensils of cooking from the primary

living spaces of this finely appointed house.

The presence of a kitchen made a great difference in
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the ways in which the rooms of the house were used, in fhat it
provided the opportunity for people to remove objects for cooking
and food preparation, along with assorted foodstuffs and hardware
which might ordinarily be kept in the lower room of a one-room
house, or the hall of a larger house, to a separate room or build-
ing. Since cooking and food preparation were maiodorous and
grimy, the presence of a kitchen "cleansed" the hall and freed it
for use in "cleaner” and more "formal” activities. In addition, the
loft, garret, or chamber space above the kitchen, if present, was
the preferred locus of textile processing activities. The presence
of a kitchen, therefore, allowed a dwelling's occupants to clear
their second floor of objects associated with this messy task and
to make a more complete spatial distinction between activities of

work and leisure, storage and living, and those they considered

clean and dirty. 7

The spatial separation of things deemed clean and
dirty was extended beyond objects and activities to include
people. Kitchens and outbuildings also provided opportunity for
the segregation of social inferiors such as indentured servants and
slaves. The inventory of John Smith, for example, mentions a

"negro quarter."8 An entry in William Sidden's inventory begins:
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"At the Creek House where Tucker liveth and Hayes." This “creek
house," and other outbuildings similar to it, contained furnishings
of markedly lower quality than those found in the dwelling nearby.9
On the other hand, some individuals, like Richard Willis, whose
"gegroes room"” was located above the kitchen that was contiguous
with the rest of his dweiling, housed their servants or slaves in
the same building as their families. 10 But upstairs in Willis's
there was probably a solid wall which prevented communication
between the kitchen chamber and the rest of the second floor, as

there once was at both the Isaac Smart and the Ware~Shourds houses.11

The two-room, hall/parlor house was the type most
frequently described in the inventories. As the number of rooms in
a house decreased, so did the range of furnishing options from
which the householders could choose. These additional spaces
were, like the kitchen, seen as different spaces, each meant to be
furnished and used in a unique way. Additional rooms provided
people with the opportunity to surround themselves with a physical
context which more accurately expressed their values. Houses of
more than one room allowed people to more completely and
explicitly segregate work and leisure, the "dirty" and the

"clean,” and the "public" and the "private” sides of life.
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The hall/parlor house has usually been viewed as the
physical expression of a dichotomy of social values: while the hall
represented work, and was a private family space, the parlor was
a public place for leisure and entertainment. 12 While certain
activities, particularly dining, sleeping, and sitting, could occur in
either room, the quality of furnishings supporting these activities
and the values associated with them were different in each room.
The 'hall might contain an old pine table and benches or forms for
informal family dining, but the parlor contained a newer, large
oval table of walnut or mohogany and a set of chairs, with
cushioned or upholstered seats, for more formal dining which
doubled as entertainment. A low bedstead, sometimes with trundle,
or a simple mat bed and bedding was located in the "hall; perhaps
an older child or a servant slept here. In the parlor, however,
stood the parents' bed, the "best” bed in the house, with high
posts and yards of expensive fabric as curtains, valances, counter-

panes, and coverings for bolsters.

Salem County's eighteenth-century probate inventories
demonstrate that this view of the hall and parlor is well justified.
About a third of the individuals inventoried between 1700 and 1774

furnished their homes in this manner. Usually the parlor was a
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combination sleeping and sitting room, most often furnished with a
bed and furniture or two, at least five or six chairs and a small
table or tables, perhaps a chest of drawers, and objects adorning
the walls and on display. Infrequently, dining occurred here as
well. 13 Cooking and usually dining took place in the hall, and
this room typically contained tables described as "large," "dining,"
or "work," while the seating furniture was more often of a type
upon which more than one person could sit. There was sometimes

a bed or two and perhaps a cradle.

In the absence of separate cooking facilities, the
criterion for dividing domestic activities between the two lower
rooms of Salem County's eighteenth-century hall/parlor houses was
indeed most often this separation of work and leisure, or public
and private activities. For some individuals, however, the
operative dichotomy was apparently somewhat different. William
Thompson, for example, was one individual who moved most of his
furnishings into his "outer room" so that the "inner room" contained
little more than a bed. 14 Another important contrast, then, was

that between daytime and nighttime activities, or sleep and

alertness.
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The people who furnished their hall/parlor houses in the
manner described above were without exception those whose estates
did not include kitchens distinct from the halls. A few house-
holders who had kitchens, however, continued to furnish their
halls and parlors similarly, with each room containing objects
associated with sleeping, sitting, and dining. In these homes
there was little difference between the two rooms in terms of the
activities occurring within each, but the parlor usually had fur-
nishings that were newer in style and of higher quality and value.
Thus, it remained a leisure-oriented public space, being the
place where the heads of the household slept and where they

dined and entertained their important guests amid all the finery the

household could afford.

Most people who lived in hall/parlor houses having
kitchens, however, chose to differentiate their two ground-floor
rooms on the basis of the activities that took place within each.
Sleeping, sitting, and dining remalned the major functions of these
rooms, but there were three different ways of distributing these
activities between the two rooms, The most infrequently chosen
combination was the use of one room for all three purposes while

the other was merely a sleeping chamber. James Thompson's
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"parlor," for example, contained two beds and furniture, a table
and eight chairs, along with a looking glass, table linens, and
glass- and earthenware. 15 His "new room," on the other hand,

had only a bed and bedding.

Others used their parlors for sleeping and sitting and
their halls for dining and sometimes sitting. John Den(n) furnished
his two rooms in this manner. 16 The "parlor" contained two beds
and furniture, "one chest of drawers and desk," an oval table, two
chests, a trunk, and five chairs. His "hall" was much more
simply outfitted with a cupboard bearing tableware and cutlery, a

table, a couch, and assorted chairs,

Most individuals living in hall/parlor houses with
kitchens, however, while using the parlor as a sleeping chamber
like Thompson, had, unlike Thompson, no beds in their halls,
These homes displayed an inversion of the typical values associ-
ated with the two rooms of the hall/parlor house as discussed
above. The hall in this furnishing plan became the public and
formal sitting/dining room, used for leisure and entertainment,
while the parlor was a private sleeping chamber. In the "parlor"
of Edward Keasby's house, for instance, stood a bed and furniture,

a desk, a chest of drawers, a chest, a small trunk, and a spice
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box. 17 Various odds and ends were tucked into the closet. His
"hall," furnished for sitting and dining, contained two tables, one
large and oval while the other was "small," and a set of twelve

black chairs.

As long as the hall/parlor house had more than one
space above stairs, its chambers functioned primarily as sleeping
rooms., There was, however, some difference in the frequency of
their use exclusively as rooms in which to sleep, based upon how
many chambers were present and above which room each was
located. Most individuals whose homes had parlor chambers
used this room only for sleeping. For the remainder, it was both
a bedchamber and a second, more private, sitting room. Hall
chambers: were used only for sleeping nearly as often as parlor
chambers, but were much less likely to be sitting rooms as well,
But in homes with the more private sort of hall, the hall chamber,
like the room below it, sometimes received objects and was the
locus of activities which never appeared in the parlor chamber or
parlor. It frequently served as additional storage space, and,
occasionally, in the absence of a garret or kitchen chamber, con-
tained equipment for processing fiber. In dwellings where the hall

was a public space, the hall chamber was most often used only
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for sleeping and contained furnishings of equal or near-equal value
to those of the parlor xhamber. There were, then, vertical
parallels between the hall and parlor chambers and the rooms
beneath them, although the chambers did not necessarily demon-

strate the same oppositions as the rooms of the lower floor.

A third chamber on the second floor, sometimes named
the "entry chamber” in the inventories, was usually present as
well., It typically contained the stair and provided access to the
other rooms of the second floor. Since this "entry upstairs”
served effectively as a passage, it ensured the privacy of the
other two chambers. Accordingly, it was generally furnished not
as a bedchamber, but like a garret or kitchen chamber, with equip-

ment for processing fiber and associated wooden containers and

iron objects in storage.

The inhabitants of hall/parlor houses, who had a
greater number of discrete spaces in their homes than did the
occupants of one-room houses, were better able to spatially
segregate activities that to them belonged apart. Their use of
rooms demonstrate another facet of the public/private dichotomy of
values: that of privacy for sleeping. Rather than having rooms

that contained a bed in addition to other furnishings which
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supported activities other than sleeping, such as sitting and dining,
most occupants of hall/parlor houses created bedchambers on both

the lower and the second floors whenever possible.

Cooking was the only activity that occurred in most of
the kitchens associated with hall/parlor houses. Frequently there
was also a variety of miscellaneous items stored here as well,
These typically included earthen and wooden vessels such as tubs,
hogsheads, and barrels that contained foodstuffs and drink, objects
for processing grain, and assorted small tools and hardware. Some
kitchens provided additional space for dining. Thus, in some of
the homes where the parlor was used for either sleeping and sitting
or sleeping alone, and the hall for either dining and sitting or only
dining, the inhabitants were able to maintain a contrast between

formal and informal, or guest and . family, or perhaps family and

servant, dining occasions.

The chamber over the kitchen, when present, most often
contained beds and bedding, but frequently also housed the estate's
equipment for processing fiber and assorted wooden and iron objects
in storage. As discussed above, there is indication that this space
was assoclated with social inferiors. Garrets and cellars remained

primarily storage areas as they were in houses of one-room plan.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



67

Those who lived in houses of three-room plan had
basically the same options for furnishing their houses as those
who lived in hall/parlor houses. However, because they had a
larger number of spaces in which to perform the same number of
domestic tasks, the inhabitants of three-room houses could com-
bine fewer activities in a given room. Of those whose inventories
describe three-room houses, 88 percent chose to use one of their
lower rooms as a sleeping chamber. Nearly a quarter of these had
a second room on the lower floor which apparently had the same
single function. Samuel Wade had two such‘ lower-floor rooms and
outfitted one much more elaborately than the other. 18 His "new
room" contained goods worth £68.12,11; including two bedsteads,
beds and furniture, one bedstead gum and the other oak, a "pair"
of chests of drawers, a square walnut table, and a "swinging"
(looking ?) glass. The "little room" was relatively bare, having
only a bed and furniture and a pine chest. The "outermost room,"
too, housed only one activity—dining. It was furnished with a
pine table and chest of drawers, one "twenty-four hour clock,"
and several chairs. Four other individuals chose to use their
three rooms in the same manner as did Wade. In other instances,
the third room was obviously a sitting room as well. 19 Richard

Mofs's "middle room," for example, contained an array of
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furnishings associated with this activity—furnishings that were often
placed in the parlors of hall/parlor houses. With two chests, one
box, and a looking glass, as well as two tables and seven chairs,

this room was used for entertaining as well as dining.

Another common distribution of domestic activities
among the three rooms of these houses was to use only one room
as a sleeping chamber, another as a sleeping/sitting room, and
the third as a place for dining or dining and sitting. Four dece-
dents had rooms furnished like Benjamin Acton's. 20 With bed and
furniture, a couch and bed, and little else aside from guns, old
books, and clothing hidden in the closet, his "outer room" was a
ground-floor bedchamber. The "inner room," on the other hand,
had case furniture, an oval table and five chairs, and a bed and
furniture and was probably the place where formal entertainment
occurred. His "hall" could also be used for sitting and entertain-

ment and, with its six leather chairs and two tables, one "walnut"

and the other a "tea table," was a dining room as well,

All of the individuals who furnished their homes in
these ways, however, had separate kitchen facilities. Many of

those who lived in three-room houses did not, Twelve decedents
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therefore used one of their three rooms for cooking. These kitchens
more often had functions other than cooking than did kitchens
apparently located in outbuildings. The range of possible kitchen
activities did not differ, however. Dining, storage, and fiber pro-

cessing remained the typical auxiliary kitchen functions.

All of these people nevertheless had at least one
ground~floor room reserved for sleeping, and three used both other
lower rooms for this same single purpose. When the second room
was not a sleeping chamber, it was most often a room for dining
or dining and sitting. Only one individual used his third room for

all three of these activities,

Samuel Mason had a four-room house and a separate

21

kitchen. His "little room" contained only a bed and a desk.

The "white room" was also used primarily for sleeping, but it was
much more completely and finely furnished with a bed and furni-
ture, two chests of drawers, a dressing box, and a looking glass,
all worth £50.05,06. With only two tables, six chairs, and books,
the "house" was apparently a study and/or sitting room. The most
impressive room in the house, however, was the "hall." This
formal sitting/dining room contained goods worth E96.08.04, and

over half of this amount was invested in the silver and china
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displayed on the "bofatt." The room also held a chest, a dress-
ing table, a "pair" of chests of drawers, a table, twelve chairs,

a looking glass, and a clock.

In many ways, Mason's home represented the extreme
achieved by Salem County's eighteenth-century residents in
spatially separating the domestic activities they all had to perform.
Most of the owners of four-room houses managed a similar degree
of segregation. Like the inhabitants of two- and three-room houses,
most had one sleeping chamber on the ground floor. One individual
had two such rooms, while another used one room exclusively for
sleeping and a second only for sitting. Most people, however,
preferred to use at least one room for two activities. Rooms used
for both sleeping and sitting or sitting and dining appeared

equally as frequently in houses of four rooms.
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CONTINUITY, CHANGE, AND VARIATION IN ARCHITECTURE

AND THE USE OF DOMESTIC SPACE

The preceding discussions of the variety of house forms
and patterns of room use in eighteenth-century Salem County, New
Jersey, have remained divorced from chronology in order to provide
the basic understanding of the range of possible options in both
architecture and room use necessary to perceive any individual
variation or change over time, Abstraction of the communal
patterns of organizing domestic space and the values that determine
these patterns required this initial simplification. But the period
1700 to 1774 was a long one. Over these four generations,
Fenwick's Colony underwent both population and economic growth;
some individuals gained wealth and added to or modified their
homes, changing the appearance of the architectural landscape in
the process. In order to understand how these changes affected
people's ideas about "home," it is necessary to examine both

house forms and room use over time,

Neither the basic nature of the house itself nor the

75
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values about privacy, work, and leisure underlying the ordering of
domestic space changed significantly in Salem County during the
first three-quarters of the eighteenth century. The community's
inhabitants built houses with one, two, or three rooms on the
lower floor during the early years of settlement in the late
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries. As time passed, the
architectural options increased. Many houses gained rooms
through addition or repartitioning, but new forms became options as
well, The "Georgian" plan was available to builders in the
Delaware Valley at least by midcentury, but vernacular builders
typically rendered an interpretation of this plan, placing the stair
passage in the center of a plan which was only one room deep, or
at the side of the structure.1 In Salem County, these forms in
the Georgian idiom seem not to have been widely employed until
the late 1760s or 1770s. 2 Since the inventories for the period
made no clear references to houses with central or side passages,
it is difficult to ascertain precisely when these forms entered the
vernacular repertoire without further, extensive fieldwork. 3 It is

impossible to tell how they were furnished.

Although the county's residents had after midcentury a

greater number of options in house plans from which to choose,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



77

most preferred the traditional plans of two or three ground-floor
rooms. Neither wealth nor time made a significant differenee in the
basic types of houses the inhabitants of Fenwick's Colony built.
Nearly four-fifths of those inventoried between 1700 and 1774 lived
in two~ or three-room houses. 4 The proportion of people owning
such houses did not change significantly over time. At least 70
percent of those inventoried in each decade between 1700 and 1774
occupied homes with either two or three ground-floor rooms, S Only

a minority owned buildings that were either larger or smaller. 6

This classiciation of houses by ground-floor-plan types
cannot, however, account for all types of architectural change.
The inventories did not distinguish between rooms contained in the
original portions of dwellings and those that were additions. They
describe dwellings in a static and synchronic way. From the inven-
tories alone, one can gain no perception of how many homes
actually increased in size or number of rooms over time by addition
or repartitioning. The community's surviving eighteenth-century
houses tell a different story, however. Isaac Smart, for example,
was a crewman on the Griffen who decided to remain in West
Jersey and become a farmer when John Fenwick and company landed

in the fall of 1675. Smart purchased 500 acres at "Middle Neck,"
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Elsinboro township and built a one-room house on a high point of
his marshy land late in the seventeenth century (figures 24, 25, 26).7
Shortly thereafter, he added two rooms to this dwelling, When
Smart's estate was inventoried in 1700, the house had three ground-
floor rooms: the "hall” and "parlor” comprised the addition, while
the original unit housed the "kitchen." A large undifferentiated
room called the "new house chamber" occupied the space over the
hall/parlor addition, while two chambers, the "kitchen" and the
"south, " were above the original portion of the dwelling.8 Since the
exposed gable end of the two-room unit exhibits the mark of a
gambrel roof, the "new house chamber" was not built at the same time
as the rooms beneath it. The structure did not stop evolving with
the death of its original owner. A subsequent inhabitant, likely
Isaac Smart's son, Nathaniel, again added to the house around
1730. This addition, a room with a chamber over it, was placed
behind the "kitchen." The "new house chamber" also received
modifications at some time after Isaac Smart's death. Perhaps the
partitioning of this large space into three rooms occurred simul-

taneously with the addition of the room behind the "kitchen."9

The case of the Isaac Smart house points to another

shortcoming in a classification of house types based on ground-floor
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plans determined from inventoried room names. Such a classifica-
tion cannot provide information about alterations of the second
floor or additions made in a vertical direction. Again, the surviv-
ing structures indicate that many homes underwent such changes
throughout the course of the eighteenth century. The Smith-~
Weatherby house was built in 1752 as a one-room-plan dwelling
with loft. Within about twenty years, it received two additional
rooms—one a center passage serving as an entry and stair hall,
and the other equal in size to the original room. This lateral
addition had a full second story, and at some time, probably when
the extra two rooms were added, the original room gained a

chamber and garret,

Thus, Salem County's architectural landscape did
change during the eighteenth century. Although people continued
to prefer traditional house forms, the surviving dwellings indicate
that they felt an increasing need for an additional number of
spaces as time progressed and population and population density
increased. 10 However, rather than building entirely new types of
houses, most individuals added to existing buildings. Houses
that originated with one or two rooms became through time two- or

three-room houses by accretion. Because the residents of Salem
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County felt comfortable in their two- and three-room houses, the

additions they made were planned to maintain the traditional

nature of the house.

The classification of houses according to the number of
rooms on the ground floor implies one further oversight. It does
not consider the presence of auxiliary service-oriented rooms
located in outbuildings beyond the house itself. Separate kitchens
were the most important of these additional rooms, but other out-
buildings with different functions should also be considered.
Although these outbuildings had no bearing on the arrangement of
rooms within the house itself, they did provide additional spaces
among which domestic functions could be distributed. Therefore,
the presence of certain outbuildings influenced how any single
house was furnished. By examining who lived in these spaces and
which sort of spaces they built, we can begin to understand both
the values behind the organization of domestic space in
eighteenth-century Salem County and the differential distribution of

these values throughout the community.

Wealth, rather than time, played the determining role
in whether an individual had outbuildings housing activities which

might have been contained in his house. Almost half of those
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whose estates were inventoried between £95 and E250 had kitchens
named separately from their halls, while three-quarters of those in
the next wealth bracket, E251~%499, had such spaces., Nine~
tenths of those inventoried above £500 had separate kitchens. 11

The probability of an individual having a chamber over his kitchen

12

also increased with wealth. Those whose estates were worth

more were also more likely to have other outbuildings, although
the proportions do not increase as dramatically with the inventoried
value of the estate as they do with kitchens. None of the individ-
uals whose estates were inventoried as worth less than £94 had
outbuildings other than kitchens. Thirty~-one percent of those in
the lower-middle wealth bracket had such spaces, as did 38.9 per-
cent of those in the next wealth group. The wealthy were slightly
more likely to have such outbuildings, and the very wealthy even
more likely. Approximately 44 and 53 percent of the individuals
inventoried at these wealth levels, respectively, had outbuildings
containing domestic activities other than cooking. Not only were
wealthier individuals more likely to have outbuildings other than

kitchens, they tended to have a greater number of such outbuild-

ings than those with fewer assets. 13

All of these outbuildings housed activities that were
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work related. Most had specific functions that were indicated by
their names. A "shop," for example, usually contained tools.
These could be agricultural tools, "utensils for husbandry," or, if
the householder practiced a trade in addition to farming, tools for
performing that craft. However, a few shops were obviously retail
stores. The presence of a dairy allowed people to remove much of
the woodenware associated with this activity—churns, cheese
presses, pails, and such—from the cellar. Similarly, the garret
lost its usual assortment of bags, bushels, seives, and other
equipment for storing and processing grain when there was a
granary. Many outbuildings also held assorted objects in storage,
and a few contained beds. Since these beds were consistently of
much lower quality than those inside the house, they probably pro-
vided sleeping places for servants or slaves. Kitchens and out-

buildings, then, removed certain classes of people as well as

certain classes of activities from the center of domestic life. 14

Although wealth did not make a great difference in the
type of house in which an individual lived, wéalthier individuals
were more likely to subdivide their chamber space into a number
of rooms. On the average, the wealthy and very wealthy had one

more primary space inside their homes than those of middling
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wealth. 15 When garrets and cellars are included in the calcula-
tions, the very wealthy had a mean of two more spaces than those

of the lower-middle class, and one more than those of the upper-

middle class. 16

Thus, neither wealth nor time played an important role
in determining in what type of house a given person would live,
but both affected the total number of spaces or rooms that a par-
ticular household might possess. Since wealthier individuals
f:ended to have a greater number of chambers, garrets, cellars, and
outbuildings among which to distribute domestic activities, they
should have been able to combine fewer activities in any one
room, Likewise, as time passed and those who were less well-to-
do added to or repartitioned their existing dwellings, they should
have been able to accomplish the same. A closer look at the uses
of specific rooms in relation to both chronology and economic class

will make the trends of continuity, change, and individual variation

in room use clearer.

Most of the individuals who originally settled Fenwick's
Colony came from southeastern England, 17 with them, in their
minds, arrived the notion of home that was formed and shaped

by the beliefs, values, and experiences that had surrounded them

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



84

as they grew up in England. 18 The late sixteenth and early

seventeenth centuries in England had seen a reorganization of
domestic space, and, particularly in the southeastern counties,
seventeenth-century English domestic order revolved around the
idea of separating domains of work and leisure, and dirty from clean,
activities., TFor much of the seventeenth century, the dominant
house type was a hall/parlor form with a central chimney serving
both rooms. These rooms both housed relatively clean domestic
activities such as sleeping, sitting, dining, and entertainment,
while the dirty activities of cooking and processing food or
fiber were often hidden from public view in a shed or rear lean-to.

New Englanders organized their homes in very similar ways. 19

Because these ideas of domestic spatial organization
were those held by the community's initial settlers as they dis-
embarked the Criffen and other vessels bringing English emigrants
to Salem County in the late geventeenth and early eighteenth cen-
turies, it is not surprising that these familiar patterns were repro-
duced in the settlers' New World homes. During the early
decades of the eighteenth century, most of Salem County's house-
holders furnished their dwellings in ways similar to those with

which they were familiar. The parlor, a room for sleeping,
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sitting, and occasionally dining, was furnished with an elaborate
bed and furniture, a set of chairs, usually six or more, case fur-
niture such as chests or chests of drawers, a table or two, and
occasionally a desk. The room's surfaces were embellished with
any luxury items the household might possess: pictures, maps,
and lcoking glasses adorned the walls; silver, china, and earthen-
ware augmented the flat surfaces of tabletops, tops of case pieces,
and the mantel. The bed, with its high posts and yards of costly
fabric hangings, was one of the most expensive pieces of furniture
in the house. The parlor, clean and ornamented, was a care-
fully constructed set for the stage upon which the individual pre-
sented himself and his wealth, education, and taste to his

associates and especially the socially designated leaders of the

community. 20

The hall, on the other hand, being a room for workaday
activities like cooking, family sitting and dining, and often sleep-
ing or fiber processing and storage, was dirty. Its furnishings,
although greater in number, were usually of far lower quality and
value than those in the parlor, being constructed for durability
rather than display. The only ornament most halls contained was

a clock, monotonously ticking away the minutes, days, weeks,
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and years as the never-ceasing work of the household continued
nearby. Most of the community's eighteenth-century residents,
however, had a room even dirtier than the hall, By pushing the
grime, odor, and utensils of cooking, along with the objects and
individuals associated with this and other domestic work, away
from the primary living spaces of the dwelling to a separate room
or perhaps an outbuilding, the residents of early eighteenth-century
Salem County, like those who lived in the Chesapeake area, often
succeeded in creating even more of a division between the two aspects

of life than did their English and New English contemporaries. 21

Halls in which cooking occurred rarely contained beds,
but the presence of a kitchen cleansed the hall. With cooking
went other dirty activities, such as the processing of fiber and
the storage of unimproved textiles and foodstuffs. The hall then
became essentially another parlor, a "best room," containing
activities similar to those found in the parlor. 22 In both New
England and the Chesapeake, halls became "best rooms” when this
occurred .23 Although halls increased in formality and public
orientation, the parlor remained a more formal room than the
hall, containing more highly ornamented surfaces and having more

money invested in its appointment.
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At the same time, wealthier individuals, especially
those who had more than two rooms on their lower floors, were
able to change the nature of their parlors, or at least one of their
lower-floor rooms, entirely. One room was used as a ground-floor
bedchamber. The bed that remained in this room was typically an
elaborately furnished one and was accompanied by other parlor fur-
nishings, especially looking glasses and case pieces. However,
tables and chairs for dining and sitting were not present. 24 This
isolation of the bed in a room where nothing but sleeping occurs
and where no one but the home's owners will enter, signaled a
change in the social meaning of the bed and sleeping. The bed
remained an expensive and important piece of furniture, but it no
longer was classified with the other status symbols on display in

the parlor, while sleeping came to be seen as a private activity.

The values about which activities were public and
private, which dirty work and which clean leisure, did not
really change over time. The earliest inventories describe homes
with separate facilities for cooking. These dwellings usually had
parlors used for both sleeping and sitting and halls used for
sleeping, sitting, and dining. While the homes whose contents

were listed in documents dating before about 1710 did not have
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bedchambers on the lower floor, such single-purpose rooms did
occur upstairs. But the compulsion to have a ground-floor room
reserved for sleeping became quite strong shortly thereafter,
Margaret Oakford's estate, worth £151.14.06 in 1711, included a
hall/parlor house with no special room for cooking. In order to
have only a bed and furniture, along with a few chests and boxes
in her "parlor," she moved almost all of her other furnishings to

the "outward room," 25

Because Margaret QOakford had no kitchen and cooked in
this room, the "outward room" contained no bed. Some individuals
inventoried during the 1720s and 1730s, however, whose homes had
bedchambers on the lower floor, also kept beds in their halls,
especially if there was a kitchen. But during these decades, the
hall became more restricted in function. Those who had kitchens
tended to use the former parlor as a bedchamber, while the hall
was used as a sitting/dining room. For those who did not have
kitchens, the hall remained the place for cooking as well as dining
and sitting. With time, people added additional spaces to their
dwellings and erected outbuildings, and an increasing number of
individuals with fewer assets became able to physically represent

these values in the way in which they ordered domestic space.
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CONCLUSION

The residents of eighteenth-century Salem County, New
Jersey, planned and used the rooms of their dwellings in ways that
were comfortable and meaningful for them. Social values about
domestic life, which concerned tradition and innovation and defined
the boundaries between work and leisure, and public - and
private behavior, determined the components of this comfort and
meaning. Domestic spatial order was ideas made manifest. The
hands that laid brick, joined rafters, and arranged furnishings were

guided by a mental notion of "home."

By reading and examining the most informative "texts"
he can find—surviving structures and room-by-room probate inven-
tories—the investigator can, despite the biases of these docu-
ments, abstract pattern from the choices people made in arranging
and furnishing their dwellings and perceive what to them consti-
tuted a home. The use of rooms in the eighteenth-century
domestic vernacular architecture of Salem County demonstrates that

the residents of this community were concerned with the explicit
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spatial separation of domestic objects and activities which, to most
of them, seemed inappropriately combined in the physically undif-
ferentiated lower room of a one-room dwelling. The inhabitants of
houses with more than one room distinguished between the public
and private domains of their lives by combining dining and
sitting, activities of entertainment and leisure, in one room—the
hall--while isolating private activities, such as sleeping, at the
other end of the house or upstairs. They also separated objects,
activities, and even people, stigmatized by their associations with
dirtiness and work, from those that were deemed clean. The
presence of kitchens and outbuildings facilitated this segregation
and allowed people to push such dirty objects, activities, and
individuals outward from the cleaner centers of domestic life
located in the primary living spaces of the dwelling. The more
discrete spaces an individual's household contained, the better he
was able to actually represent these values in his household's

ordering of domestic space.

Most of the community's members felt that two- and
three-room houses sufficiently expressed these values and met
their needs. A dwelling with two or three rooms on the lower

floor, particularly if there were outbuildings and separate facilities
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for cooking,. contained enough distinct spaces to allow the occu~
pants to differentiate explicitly between domestic activities that in
their minds belonged apart. In addition, such homes had enough

rooms to provide the flexibility that individual needs might demand.

In eighteenth-century Salem County, tradition was
valued over innovation with respect to house form. Their architec-
ture was predicated on principles of accretion rather than on any
progressive vision. The residents of Fenwick's Colony, in their
traditional way, made additions to their houses which took time-
honored forms and planned these additions in ways which would
not compromise the traditional nature of their dwellings. The
abundance and perseverence of these house types among the inven-
toried population suggests that these traditional forms were well

suited to the community's needs.

Extensive '"rebuilding," then, was not a phenomenon in
eighteenth-century Salem County. Economic well-being might allow
individuals to make additions to their dwellings, but it did not
cause them to alter their perception of what constituted a home . !
Aithough the wealthier members of the community, having the
economic means to raise outbuildings and additions, were the first

to realize the ideas of explicitly differentiated domestic space,
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while others were only able to do so with time, even the county's
wealthiest inhabitants had significantly altered neither the types of

houses they lived in nor their organization of domestic space near

the end of the 1700—1774 pericod.

William Siddens, a shopkeeper of Salem, for example,
was inventoried at E1534.14.06 in 1755 and ascribed to the notion of
explicitly differentiated domestic space.2 The dwelling contained
a unit of two rooms on the lower floor, one of which was used as
a bedchamber, while the other was a dining room. The large,
undifferentiated chamber above these two rooms was a dormitory-
like room having seven beds. Also present was a "shop" with
"shop goods and sundryes" and a "back room" behind it. This
"back room" was more elaborately furnished than the rest of the
dwelling and was used as a combination sitting room and bed-
c:hamber.3 It was probably the room where Siddens himself slept.
An "up town house" was outfitted as a very formal sitting room

and contained such luxuries as a high chest of drawers as well as

4

glass and china. The estate also had a chambered kitchen and

several service-oriented outbuildings, including a lofted granary,
a smokehouse, and the "creek house,” where Siddens's retainers,

Tucker and Hayes, lived.
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At least during the seventy-five years considered here,
Salem County's residents did not value the "articulated yet

explicitly differentiated” spatial order associated with Georgian

forms.5

In rejecting the domestic order built into these forms, the
community rejected the forms themselves. The new forms were not
widely used in Salem County between 1700 and 1774 because they
seemed to contain superfluous spaces. The additional privacy pro-
vided by a ground-floor passage was unnecessary because by the
time this idea was introduced, one entered the house into a large
public room used for receiving, dining, sitting, and entertainment.
The rooms that housed activities requiring privacy, the sleeping
chambers, were placed at the other end of the house or upstairs.
The owner of the house thus exercised control over the movement of
people throughout his house, not with the structure's plan, but by
the way he arranged his furnishings. 6 In effect, the timing of the
introduction of Georgian forms and ideas about domestic spatial

order into Salem County was poor. 7

Since the new forms and ideas
offered no solutions and conflicted with an established idea of
home, the residents of Salem County clung tenaciously to their
traditional ways of ordering domestic space for the first three-

quarters of the eighteenth century. Traditional house forms and

established ways of furnishing continued in the eighteenth century
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because they adequately expressed the community's values of

domestic spatial order which underlay their idea of home.

Men such as William Siddens, while as yet unwilling to
participate in different ways of ordering domestic space, did parti-
cipate in a relatively new social order. Late sixteenth- and early
seventeenth-century England had witnessed an upheaval of the
traditional prescriptive social hierarchy based in a quality system
of deference and rank. This old order was, at the time of
American colonial settlement, in the process of replacement by a
newer order that was descriptive and grounded in the acquisition of
property and goods. The new social order, then, emphasized
quantity over quality. The farmer aspired to gentle status, and,
as many were able to surpass those who had previously been their
superiors in terms of this new basis for socioeconomic differentia-
tion, a middle class of yeomen emerged. A logical extension of
this social differentiation based in the acquisition of economic
means and material goods produced another set of tensions in addi-
tion to those between the yeomen and the gentlemen: competition
between those who worked the land-—the yeomen—and those who
marketed the land's produce, as well as the material goods to

which wealth gave access—the merchants—alsc developed. 8
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Such flux in economic and social order made it possible
for individuals to achieve rapid changes in social and economic
status. The biography of William Hall indicates that this could,
and did, occur in eighteenth-century Salem County. Hall came to
Salem County in 1677 as the indentured servant of John Thompson.
In 1688, after his indenture was over, he married Elizabeth Pyle.
Elizabeth was the daughter of Thomas Pyle, the wealthy owner of a
large amount of land in the county's northern section. 9 Through
his marriage to Elizabeth Pyle, William Hall gained possession of
considerable property and, purchasing a store, a wharf, and a
sloop, set himself up as a merchant. As a merchant, a former
servant, and a Baptist, Hall was undoubtedly considered somewhat
on the fringes of Salem County's society, but, nevertheless, he
was a judge for the county court from 1709 until his death in
1713.10 An inventory of Hall's estate, taken in 1713/14, lists
assets worth £4656.18.03 1/2. 11 vet Hall's wealth was apparently
unstable; approximately nineteen years after his death, his executors

sold much of his estate to pay his debts. 12

Most of the county's eighteenth-century residents, how-
ever, worked the land they owned, growing wheat, corn, and

barley to feed their own families and to be shipped upriver to
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Philadelphia. 13 As West Jersey's population increased over the
course of the century and expanded eastward from the early centers
of settlement located along the Delaware River, Salem came
increasingly to serve as the port through which the produce of
Philadelphia's West Jersey hinterland passed. The 1760s saw a

sharp rise in the amount of Salem's shipping activity. 14

Men like Leonard Gibbon, worth about E585 in 1744
while living in a one-room house, chose to invest in material goods
rather than land, livestock, or their dwellings. 15 The furnishings of
his' "lower room" alone were worth more than £52 and included such
luxuries as a desk, pictures, silver, china, and books. The
facades of his neighbors' homes, with their symmetrically pierced
original portions and their consistently "telescoping" additions,
spoke of "tradition" and "community.”" Inside many of them, how-
ever, were goods and luxuries that belied the nature of the changes

in social, economic, and domestic order soon to come.
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APPENDIX A:
BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION ON INDIVIDUALS
HAVING ROOM-BY-ROOM INVENTORIED ESTATES,
1700-1774

This appendix presents biographical information about
the individuals whose estates, inventoried room by room between
1700 and 1774, provided data for this study. This information has
been drawn from both the inventories themselves and other docu-
ments filed with Salem County's probate records, such as wills,
contracts of indenture and guardianship, administration papers, and
so on. The occupations listed here were, if present at all,
abstracted from either a will or an inventory and are given as
originally written. The category "Township" refers to the township
in which the inventoried property was located ("Salem" refers to
the town of Salem, however). Not all documents mention such
places of residence. The category "Inventory entries” includes all
headings listed on the inventory, whether a room in the dwelling,
an outbuilding, or a specific place on the farmstead such as the
"yard" or "at the well." Spellings have been modernized here in

order to facilitate comparison. The reference, or Q, number is a
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unique number assigned to all the probate papers relating to a given
estate probated after circa 1703, Estates probated prior to this
time have a paginated system of reference. A question mark within
brackets indicates that the number, letter, or word omitted here
was illegible on the inventory and so could not be transcribed.

The abbreviation do: is eighteenth-century notation for ditto.
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Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township E.s.d Inventory entries number
Isaac Smart 1700 Elsinboro 482.07.10 hall, parlor, new books
house chamber, 1679,
kitchen, kitchen A, 2,3,
chamber, south 1678-
chamber, south 1703,
cellar, fore yard, p. 77
outhouse, garden,
backyard and barn
John Maddocks 1701 Alloways 272.02.01 parlor, inner books
Creek chamber, garret 1679,
A, 2,3,
1678-
1703,
p. 83
Josiah White 1713/14 Alloways 590.12.09 parlor, chamber, 20
Creek out room
Edward Keasby 1712 yeoman Salem 479.17.09 hall, parlor, 40
kitchen, chambers,
dairy, bam
Joseph Ware, Sr. 1711 Alloways 224.00.00 chamber, parlor, 7Q
Creek shed, inner cellar,

outward cellar,
meal room, well,
out doors, bam

Pil
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Township

Estate value
£ .s.d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

Richard Marshall

Ann Darkin

Margaret Oakford

John Hirth

Willlam Hall

1719

1717

1711

1719

1713/14

yeoman

widow

widow

merchant

Alloways
Creek

Elsinboro

Alloways
Creek

Alloways
Creek

Salem

185.07.08

521.04.10

151.14.06 1/2

310.16.11

4656.18.03 1/2

parlor, little room,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber, cellar,
back kitchen, barn,
barnfield and yard,.
pasture

parlor, new chamber,
chamber over the
house, hall, cellar,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber

inner chamber, little

chamber, parlor, cellar,
out doors, outward room

dwelling house,
parlor, little room,
chamber, south
chamber, milk house,
kitchen, shop, shop
chamber, field, barn,
cellar

hall, parlor, old
shop, entry, hall
chamber, parlor
chamber, garrets,
upper boulting house,
shop, kitchen, out
of doors, bam

21Q

36Q

56Q

76Q

81Q

ST1
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Name

Date of
inventory

Occupation

Township

Estate value
£ .s .d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Thomas Thompson

John Lewis

Richard Darkin

James Thompson

James Wiggins

1714

1713

1716

1712

1728

cordwaliner

Elsinboro

Elsinboro

Elsinboro

Elsinboro

Salem

337.14.07

992,16.11

525.03.02

150.15.10 1/2

532.03.03

new room, garret,
fore chamber, little
chamber, kitchen
garret, house,
kitchen, cellar,
mill house, bam

hall, parlor, hall
chamber, porch chamber,
parlor chamber, [7]
chamber, garret chamber,
kitchen, cellar, out
kitchen, working shop

parlor, chamber over
the house, dwelling
house, cellar,
kitchen chamber,
kitchen, chamber over
the new room

parlor, new room,
garret, kitchen,
cellar

brick room, middle
room, outward room,
chamber, kitchen,
cellar, shop

95Q

102Q

108Q

144Q

200Q

911
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Estate value
Township £ .s.d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

John Smith

Charles Oakford

David Bayley

John Mason

Elizabeth Wakefield

John Whitall

1723

1711

1722

1726

1727

1733

yeoman

yeoman

widow

yYeoman

Mannington 373.13.02

Alloways 218.03.05
Creek

Salem  197.11.03

Elsinboro 903.18.03

Elsinboro 62,17.00

Mannington 241.03.10

parlor, hall, parlor
chamber, hall
chamber, kitchen,
milk cellar, great
cellar, the negro
quarter

inner chamber,
outward chamber,
parlor, parlor closet,
cellar, outward room,
mantelshelf, chimney,
out doors

parlor, shop, out
room, chambers
cellar, out doors

hall, lodging room,
hanging press, hall
chamber, cellar,
kitchen

hall, little room,
parlor, chamber,
cellar, kitchen,
barn

outward room,
inward room

204Q

248Q

250Q

254Q

259Q

293Q

LTT
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Estate value
Township £E .s.d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

James Whitton

Mary Fettar

Henry Walmsley

Joseph Whitton

William Tyler

1732/33

1721

1721

1733

1733/34

yeoman

innkeeper

yeoman

yeoman

Mannington 1104.17.11

Salem 184.18.00

Salem 492.03.06

Mannington 1132.00.02

Alloways 271.13. ?
Creek

hall, parlor, hall
chamber, parlor
chamber, garret,
cellar, kitchen,
kitchen chamber,
malt house, barn,
out of doors

parlor, hall chamber,
parlor chamber,
garret, hall, kitchen
chamber, kitchen,
cellar

parlor, white room,
parlor chamber,
kitchen, white room

hall, parlor, hall
chamber, parlor
chamber, white room,
out garret, outer
cellar, inner cellar,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber, malt house

new house, new
house chamber,
middle room, out
room, chamber,
kitchen

305Q

306Q

326Q

334Q

354Q

811
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Estate value
Township £ .s .d

Reference
Inventory entries number _

Name

William Thompson

Richard Woodman

George Abbott

Robert Johnson

1734

1726/27

1729

1728

bricklayer

yeoman

yeoman

Alloways 146,13. ?
Creek

Mannington 215.09.09

Elsinboro 477.12.00

Salem 560.15.11

outer room, inner 361Q
room, chamber,

cellar, shop, out

doors

south room, lodging 363Q
room, new room,

common room,

upstairs, middle

room, cellar, kitchen

inner room, chamber 383Q
over the inner room,

middle chamber and

old garret, new house,

little room and new

room chamber, upper

little room and new

garret, kitchen,

kitchen loft

front kitchen chamber, 399Q
back chamber, closet,

garret, brick kitchen,

hall, little room before

the hall, hall chamber,

hall garret, out kitchen,
cellar, shop

611



‘uoissiwiad Inoyum panqiyoud uononpoudal Jayung “Jaumo 1ybuAdoo ay; o uolssiuuad yum paonpolday

Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township £ .s .d Inventory entries number
John Den(n) 1733 Alloways 273.07.00 hall, parlor, parlor 424Q
Creek chamber, hall
chamber, garret,
kitchen, cellar, still
house, an old house,
out of doors
James Chamless 1729 Alloways 317.10.11 chamber, garret, 4350Q
Creek south room, outer
room, cellar
John Goodwin 1733 bricklayer Salem 184.06.04 1/2 innermost room below = 443Q
stairs, closet, outermost
room, upstairs little room,
back room upstairs, entry
upstairs, cellar, kitchen
Daniel Stretch 1735 yeoman Alloways 102.19.06 parlor, closet, 463Q
Creek chamber, kitchen,
kitchen chamber,
field
Sarah Remmington 1733 Salem 47.00.00 hall, kitchen, 482Q
chamber, lot
John Remmington 1732/33 Salem 30.19.06 parlor, hall, 483Q

kitchen, chamber

0zt
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Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township E.s.d Inventory entries number
William Penton 1735 yeoman Alloways 134.18,07 inner room, outer 484Q
Creek room, chamber
Edward Keasby 1733/34 Salem 451,08,08 1/2 parlor, hall, hall 494Q
chamber, parlor
chamber, garret,
kitchen, parlor
closet, cellars,
shop, granary, bam,
out of doors
Samuel Wade 1734 Alloways 836.11.04 1/2 new rcom, outermost 516Q
Creek room, little room,
new loft, old garret,
kitchen and kitchen
chamber, smokehouse
and cellar
Daniel Fogg 1745 Alloways 186.16.00 lower room, inner 560Q
Creek room, upper room,
granary
William Hunt 1740 yeoman Mannington 197.17.08 new room, new 588Q
house chamber
Joseph Thompson 1739 Alloways 137.08.02 out room, chamber, 598Q
Creek out doors

121
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Reference

Name

Date of
inventory

Occupation

Estate value
Township E .s.d

Inventory entries

number

Joseph Wood

William Willis

John Redstreak

Isaac Saterthwaite

Samuel Smith

1743

1740

1739

1737

1737/38

carpenter

weaver

"esqulre ”

Mannington 282,16.06

Alloways 568,18.07 3/4
Creek

Penn's 605.07.11

Neck
(Pennsville)

Salem 626.19.04 1/2

Mannington 1306.19.06

lower room of the
house, upper room,
milk house, field

west end of the house
above stairs, east
upper room, lower
north room, west room
below stairs, parlor,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber, shop, barn

parlor chamber,
parlor, [?], kitchen,
out houses, cellar

hall, lower chamber,
outer chamber
upstairs, innermost
chamber, loft and
little room, kitchen,
cellar

parlor, hall, back
chamber, fore
chamber, inward
garret, outward garret,
kitchen, inward
cellar, outward cellar,
room over the kitchen,
out house

610Q

615Q

644Q

655Q

659Q

(AAN



Date of
inventory

Occupation

Township

Estate value
E .s .d

Inventory entries

Reference

number
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Name

ARlchard Smith

John Pledger

Francis Gandonel

Leonard Gibbon

Joseph Goodwin

1740

1743

1734

1744

1742

"asquire “

yeoman

gentleman

gentleman

Elsinboro

Alloways
Creek

Salem

1073.10.11 1/2

350.14.02 1/2

147.03.08

585.00.00

250.00.00

new room, room over
head, parlor, little
room, back room and
garret, kitchen
chamber, kitchen,
old kitchen

parlor, room upstairs,
kitchen, cellar

inner room, little
room upstairs,
outer room, cellar,
office

lower room, chamber,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber, cellar

little room upstairs,
entry room upstairs,
hall downstairs,

inner room down-
stairs, kitchen,
kitchen chamber,
cellar and old kitchen

660Q

673Q

689Q

692Q

694Q

eCl



‘uoissiwiad Jnoynm pauqiyoud uoponpoidal Jaypng Jaumo WbuAdoo sys Jo uoissiuad yum paonpoidey

Estate value
Township & .5 .d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

Samuel Mason

Charles Oakford

Bradway Stretch

William Nicholson

Jonathan Waddington

Date of
inventory Qccupation
1744 yeoman
1742
1749 farmer
1753

1752

Elsinboro  1172.14.03

Alloways 290.00.10
Creek

Alloways 364.09.00
Creek

Mannington 1072.04.04

Alloways 489.12.07
Creek

white room, little
room, house, flour
room, front room,
hall chamber, hall,
garret, cellar,
kitchen, kitchen
chamber, room over
the house, out of
doors

inner room, outward
chamber, inward
chamber and little
room, outward room,
out of the house

upper room, garret,
lower, back room,
old house chamber,
cellar

parlor, rooms over
the parlor, rooms

over the kitchen,

cellar, kitchen

inner room, next
room, COMmMOn room,
outward chamber,
inward chamber,
kitchen, barm and
field

712Q

725Q

752Q

855Q

857Q

pel
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Name

Date of
inventory

QOccupation

Estate value
Township £ .s.d

Inventory_entries

Reference
number

Abraham Watson

Benjamin Acton

John Andrews

Samuel Mason

Richard Willis

1749

1749

1759

1759

1759

tanner

Salem 333.10.08

Salem 1710.17.00

Salem 333,11.08

Mannington 493.12.06

Alloways 880.04.08
Creek

lower room, first
chamber, second
chamber, garret and
cellar

hall, inner room,
first chamber,
second chamber,
third chamber,

outer room, kitchen,
kitchen chamber,
cellar, out doors

inner parlor, great
parlor, kitchen,
upstairs, kitchen
loft, cellar

inward chamber, out
chamber, parlor,
inward room, kitchen,
kitchen chamber and
cellar, granary, barn

best room, chamber,
kitchen, gregroes
room, cellar

885Q

912Q

942Q

952Q

958Q

AN
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Township

Estate value
E .s .d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

William Chandler

Soloman loyd

Samuel Hedge

David Evans

Willlam Penton

1755

1759

1759

1750/51

1758

innkeeper

Presbyterian
minister

yeoman

Mannington

Salem

Salem

Pilesgrove

Alloways
Creek

486.08.11

ans

449.14.00 1/2

217.06.01

413.08.03

107.04.06

hall, inward room,
room over the inward
room, room over the
hall, garret, kitchen,
cellar, bam

lower room, outer
room, house closet,
kitchen, big room
upstairs, little room,
long room, garret,
cellar, outer cellar,
store house

front inward room,
back room, hall,
inward chamber,

out chamber, cellar,
kitchen

study, room next to
to study, other
chamber, below
stairs, cellar, garret,
shop

house or lower
room, front room
upstairs, back room,
cellar

961Q

978Q

991Q

1007Q

1030Q

971
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Township

Estate value
E.s.d

Reference
Inventory entries number

Name

k Isaac Thompson

Mary Jones

Mark Dickeson

William Siddens

1758

1756

1757

1755

"esqulre ]

widow

shopkeeper

Alloways
Creek

Salem

Alloways
Creek

Salem

185.17.06

96.04.10

290.11.07

1534.14.06

house, front room 1052Q
below, back room

below, front room

upstalirs, back room

upstairs, kitchen,

barn, field

hall, office, chamber 1063Q
over the office,

chamber over the

hall, little chamber,

new chamber, garrets,

entry and little room,

kitchen, cellar and

store house

L21

front inner room, 1066Q
back inner- room,

outer room in the

house, house chamber,

cellar, kitchen

chamber, barn

dwelling house, 1073Q
tnward room, chamber,

shop, back room,

creek house, kitchen

chamber, granary,

granary loft, cellar,
smokehouse, up town

house, cellar, kitchen,

yard, wharf, lot
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Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township £ .s .d Inventory entries number
James Mason 1755 yeoman Mannington 739.01.04 inward room, inward 1075Q

chamber, outward
chamber, outward
room, kitchen, room
back of the kitchen,
back kitchen, mill

Erasmus Fetters 1756 Salem 1671.11.02 1/2 parlor, front room, 1080Q
front chamber, back
chamber, garret,
kitchen and yard

Robert Conaway 1760 yeoman Penn's 274.16.01 little house, room, 1086Q
Neck little loft, other
(Pennsville) . loft, kitchen

Acquilla Barber 1760 Pilesgrove 166.16.06 1/2 barn, loft over the 1087Q

cellar, cellar, house,
back room, kitchen,
kitckaen loft

Henry Stubbins 1761 yeoman Elsinboro 766.03.03 1/2 hall, parlor, large 1092Q
room upstairs, little

room upstairs, garret,
kitchen, dairy house,
kitchen loft, cellar,

granary, smokehouse

821



"uoissiwuad Inoypm payqiyoud uononposdel Jayung “IaUMO WBuAdoo auy jo uoissiwad yum paonpoiday

Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township £ .s.d Inventory entries number
James Wiggins 1761 yeoman Salem 338.03.01 1/2 front room below 1096Q
stairs, back room

below stairs, front
room upstairs, back
room upstairs,
kitchen and closet,
back kitchen, kitchen
chambers, cellars,
out of doors

Alloways 302.12.00 little room over the 1107Q
Creek hall, long room, hall,

little room over the

cellar, school room,

middle room, kitchen,

cellar, lofts, little

cellar, barn

Richard Mofs 1760

Willtam Waddington 1760 Alloways 630.07.06 1/2 little room above 1117Q
Creek stairs, great room

above stairs, little

room below stairs,

middle room below

stairs, cellar, out

room and kitchen

Salem 109.04.11 parlor, front kitchen, 1121Q
upstairs, cellar, cut
doors

Hannah Test 1760 widow

621
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Date of
inventory

Occupation

Estate value
Township E.s .d

Inventory entries

Reference
number

Name

Soloman Ware

William Masfield

Samuel Abbott

John Thompson

William Tuft

176G

1761

1760

1767

1762

yeomean

Alloways 452.09.00
Creek

Elsinboro 387.08.08

Elsinboro  1106.11.01 1/2

Mannington 176.07.00

1052.11.04

inner room, hall,
cellar, kitchen,
shop, barn

parlor, hall, little
room, back room,
garret, kitchen,
kitchen loft, cellar,
bamn

hall, dining room,
stove room, hall
chamber, garret,
dining room chamber,
stove room chamber,
kitchen, cellar

lower room, upstairs,
outer room, shed,
cellar

hall, new room, long
room, little room
kitchen chamber, back
room do:, garret, out
cellar, back kitchen,
front kitchen, out doors

1122Q

1125Q

1146Q

1177Q

1212Q

0€t
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Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township E.s.d Inventory entries number
William Dickeson 1764 yeoman Alloways 425,03,04 1/2 house, chamber, 1229Q
Creek cellar, middle room,
kitchen, chamber,
fields, bam
William Daniel 1764 Alloways 314,02.07 upstairs, kitchen 1238Q
Creek cellar, out doors
Mary Stubbins 1764 widow Elsinboro 120.02,08 1/2 hall, parlor, room 1249Q
over the hall, chamber
over the parlor, garret,
kitchen, cellar, dairy
house, smokehouse,
granary, barn
John Redstreak 1768 Penn's 236.19.11 brick house, house, 1266Q
Neck middle room, loft,
(Pennsville) old kitchen and yard,
barn
Joseph Philpot 1767 Penn’s 231.16.02 lower room, cellar, 1270Q
Neck chamber
(Pennsville)
Sarah Ware 1765 widow Alloways 581,05.09 inner room, house, 1322Q
Creek back room, little room,

kitchen, cellar,
kitchen chamber

I€1
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Date of Estate value Reference
Name inventory Occupation Township E.s.d Inventory entries number.
John King 1764 Mannington 95.16.05 upstairs, out doors, 1336Q
bam
William Adams 1769 yeoman Alloways 326.05.08 big room, new 1365Q
Creek chamber, old
chamber, kitchen,
cellar, bam
Michael Miller 1769 yeoman Upper 585.15.00 parlor, chamber, 1366Q
Alloways kitchen, cellar,
Creek barn and stable,
out doors
George Heltzer 1773 Elsinboro 287.17.03 parlor room, house 1527Q
chamber, cellar,
entry, kitchen
Pile Smith 1769 yeoman Mannington 911.12.10 parlor, inward room, 1534Q
back room upstairs,
little room upstairs,
garret, kitchen
chamber, kitchen,
- cellar, milk house
Bartholomew Wyatt 1770 Mannington 602.18.10 parlor, inner room 1536Q

below stairs, back
room upstairs, west
room upstairs, garret,
kitchen

el



































































































