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Abstract 

Maps and cemetery data imply that York County has been a dynamic environment since 

its founding in 1749.  The community that once inhabited the area was close-knit, and there is 

evidence to suggest that the needs of the community changed throughout time.  Based on map 

data, it can be concluded that the Stauffers did own land near the Bermudian Creek.  The 

Bermudian Creek supported mills which were an integral part of early towns. There is evidence 

that a mill existed on the Stauffer farm which sheds light onto the life of the Stauffers and the use 

of outbuilding.  

Made in central Pennsylvania, the redware pottery found at the site suggests that the 

Stauffers used simple, utilitarian pottery for their food preparations.  The iron artifacts also show 

that the people of York had simple tastes.  However, the few bits of ceramic imply that, when 

possible, the Stauffers splurged on gentile objects.  The shoes, made around the turn of the 20th 

century, illustrate a different phase of life on the farm and indicate that the building was later 

used as a trash dump. 

Introduction 

Nestled in the woods of York County, Pennsylvania, the Stauffer outbuilding and farm 

convey the story of how life once was in York.  An ordinary family, the Stauffers cannot be 

studied through textual evidence alone.   Scholars must look towards archaeological evidence to 

gain a more thorough understanding of how the Stauffers interacted within their community.  

Maps and cemetery data are useful for helping to depict the community that lived in York 

County, and they demonstrate how the community changed throughout time.  Based on textual 

and archaeological evidence a gristmill was once on the property.  Three types of archaeological 
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evidence: pottery, metal work, and shoes, further explain the Stauffers’ lifestyle and their 

connection to the larger York community. 

Maps and Cemeteries 

By analyzing maps and cemetery data of the region surrounding the Stauffer farm, it is 

possible to reconstruct the community that once inhabited the area.  Seeing how land was divided 

throughout York County is one way of doing this.  “A Genealogy of the Townships of York 

County,” shows that Franklin Township, where the Stauffer farm exists, has been its own 

township since 1809.
i
  Prior to this, Franklin Township was part of Monaghan Township.  An 

1876 York County atlas contains the earliest map that shows how land was divided.
i
  The map 

also illustrates where roads were, and where buildings stood.  Along with showing that a 

community existed in Franklin Township, the map is also an asset to our class’ Stauffer Farm 

project because it confirms that a building was located on land owned by “J&E Stouffer” in 

1876.  The building is adjacent to the Bermudian Creek, in the southeastern section of Franklin 

Township near Washington Township.  It is also worth noting that many of the names found on 

this map correspond with names of roads that are found in this section of modern day York 

County, such as “Elicker and Orebank.”   

A 1911 map of York County furthers our understanding of how the county changed 

throughout time.  Developed by the State Highway Department, the map reveals more roads, 

likely indicating an increase in population density.
ii
  Also the roads lead to other roads in York 

County, and not just to the town of York.  This shows that people wanted or needed to travel to 

other places besides York.  This also increases the likelihood that a building such as the Stauffer 

outbuilding may have served as a blacksmith shop to serve local people from Franklin Township 

that were not willing to make the commute to York.     
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Cemetery data gathered from the Franklin Church Cemetery located on Clearview Rd. in 

Franklin Township, and the Bermudian Church of the Brethren Cemetery located in Washington 

Township tells more about the community that once lived in York County.  The Franklin Church 

Cemetery is a cemetery associated with the Franklin Union Church, a redbrick church 

constructed in 1847.
iii
 By looking at who is buried in the cemetery it is apparent that many 

families were buried together and the community in Franklin Township was close-knit.  For 

instance, Lawrence Heikes lived from 1790-1866 and was buried with his wife Catherine Myers, 

who died in 1849, and his second wife Elizabeth Smith whom he married after the death of 

Myers.  Heikes’ and Smith’s daughter, Sarah, who died at six months of age, was also buried 

there.  Another couple that experienced the death of a child was Daniel and Lydia Brown.  Their 

daughter Catharine died at the age of sixteen in 1863, more than a decade prior to when Daniel 

and Lydia past away.
iv
  That family is buried in the Bermudian Church of the Brethren 

Cemetery, a cemetery that was establish in 1856.   

Mills 

In the 1700s, a group of Scottish-Irish, Swiss and German settlers settled in Dillsburg and 

by the Stauffer farm land areas. The land was complete wilderness with clusters of Native 

Americans.
v
 However, these settlers transformed the wilderness into an industrious place. 

Centuries later, the material remains they left behind provide a view into their lives. One type of 

these remaining structures is mills. The mills shed light on the life and daily functions of the 

early settlers. In the excavation of the Stauffer Farm, maps indicated that a mill existed south of 

the farm’s outbuilding. The Stauffer mill could hold possible clues into the early functions of the 

farm and the life of Stauffer family.  



 5 

 The settlers in York County were mainly farmers. They had farmed in their homeland 

and therefore did the same thing when they arrived in Dillsburg in the 1700s. As a result mills 

were erected originally to grind farm crops such as corn.
vi
 Milling was one of the first industries 

in York county dating back as early as 1749 which encouraged other industries such as the 

making of turbines.
 vii
 In this they were beneficial in building up the towns. Mills were not only 

places of work, but also interactive places where socializing would occur.
viii
  

 There was speculation that the Stauffer farm that we were excavating once had a mill 

along the Bermudian Creek. Maps indicate that a mill did indeed exist along the Bermudian 

creek which ran from Washington Township and then eastward to the Conewago Creek.
ix
 Four 

mills along the Bermudian have been documented: Trimmer’s Mill, Baker’s Mill, Bentz Mill, 

and Clear Spring Mill. These grist, saw mills were used to produce products such as corn meal, 

feed and lumber.
x
 None of these mills that were recorded belonged to the Stauffers. Furthermore, 

after excavation, no mill or parts of mills were found. Although a mill has not been found yet, 

there are strong indications that a mill did in fact exist on the Stauffer farm. 

 The Hoffmans who gained ownership of the farm after the Stauffers remembered that a 

mill existed. John Hoffman did not recall a mill from when he was a child, but had been told that 

a mill existed at an earlier point in time.
xi
 Furthermore while early maps of York County 

included the mill there was no mill on the map after 1821. The 1876 map indicated that there was 

a Stauffer mill. The mill was labeled as G&S mill which meant that it was a grist, saw mill.
xii
 

Grist mills crushed grains to produce flour and cornmeal or animal feed. Ken Mark director of 

the Oakes Museum noted that the missing mill on the 1821 map indicated that the mill was only 

in use for a short period of time.  
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 Ken Mark believed that the location of the farm was further evidence that a mill existed. 

It was necessary for mills to be near flowing bodies of water to power them. Water from streams 

was used to power mills. They also needed to be near farms for easy transportation of crops.
xiii
 

The path of the raceway came down and curved around the outbuilding. This was an ideal area 

for the wheel and shaft of the mill since it allowed it to gain best speed. Ken Mark also came 

across a court case between Christian and Jacob Stauffer and Oliver Evans over a patent for a 

hopper boy. The Stauffers argued that the hopper boy was not Evan’s original invention and 

contended his patent. They claimed that their relative John Stauffer had built a hopper, the place 

where grain was fed into the millstones, thirty to forty years before Evans patented it.
xiv
 This 

court case is more evidence for the existence of a mill on the farm.  

 The outbuilding showed signs of industry itself. Grafitti on the south walls in the eastern 

room show evidence that some form of industry occurred on the farm. Likewise there are 

sketches of wheels on the southern wall in the east room. The east and west walls also had what 

appeared to be measurements and prices. Furthermore, records revealed that Jacob Stauffer was 

recorded as having a mill business, producing granaries, corn, and wheat from 1812-1825.
xv
 A 

grist mill existing on the Stauffer farm is therefore plausible. 

 The whereabouts of the mill remain questionable. Aerial photo of the property showed a 

road along the east of the house. Dr. Pettegrew therefore believed that perhaps it resided south of 

the room, while Ken Mark believed that it laid further south at the creek’s bend.
xvi
 The exact 

location of the lost mill is still debatable and the search for it makes the excavation exciting. Ken 

Mark showed this intrigue when he said, “We’re so much at the beginning that it’s going to be 

interesting to watch. Now look at what [we have] come up with. Now if we’re still doing this, 

which I think we still will be three or four years down the road, compared to what you guys have 
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done to those. And what has happened in between what have been able to piece together, that’s 

what’s going to be fun.”
xvii 

Archaeological Evidence 

 The archaeological evidence from the dig at the Stauffer outbuilding illustrates various 

phases of life at the farm.  This can be seen through three of the most prevalent types of artifacts: 

pottery, metal, and shoes. 

 Pottery shards were the single most ubiquitous archaeological find.  They were found in 

every unit, and usually in every level of each unit.  As James Deetz noted in his groundbreaking 

book on early American archaeology, this is common for archaeological digs because pottery, 

while fragile, is mostly indestructible and does not corrode or become discolored over time.
xviii

  

The most common type of pottery found at the Stauffer site was low fired red earthenware.  Like 

the name suggests, the clay which the pottery is made from is tinted red, so the ceramics turn out 

with a hint of red in them as well.  The shards from the site are glazed on at least one side, if not 

both.  This glaze varies on a spectrum from light brown to black.  If the pottery is only glazed on 

one side, the glaze tends to be on the curved, inside part of the fragment.  Since this is the part of 

the ceramic which would actually touch the food, this makes sense.  The glaze kept the 

permeable clay from absorbing the food, and made the pot easier to clean.  The redware pottery 

pieces were found in a variety of shapes, sizes, and thicknesses.  They were not all used for the 

same exact vessels, but came from different types of pots.  A few of the pottery shards found at 

the farm are ceramic.  They are thinner than the redware pottery and are glazed in white with 

brown or blue decorations. 



 8 

 The prominence of redware pottery in this particular site is unsurprising because central 

Pennsylvanians regularly produced redware pottery.  Jeannette Lasansky notes that low fired red 

earthenware was commonly made in central Pennsylvania from 1780 to 1810, and was used until 

1870 when people became concerned about lead poisoning from the lead contained in the glaze.  

Interestingly, York County produced about three times as much redware pottery as other 

counties.  Because the red tinted clay was widely available in the region, this type of pottery 

could be easily produced by hand and then sold locally.  Central Pennsylvania pottery was 

usually glazed with manganese or iron which accounted for its varying shades of brown.
xix
  The 

pottery found at the Stauffer outbuilding is consistent with Lassansky’s central Pennsylvania 

redware pottery.  It is red and has the typical brown glaze.  Since the pottery was usually sold 

locally, it is likely that the Stauffer family (or whoever bought the pottery) actually purchased it 

in York County.  The fact that it was found in most units and most levels of those units shows 

that importance of his product to the users.  In early America, most pottery was used in food 

preparation, cooking, serving, or storage, an interrelated system known as foodways.
xx
  Because 

this pottery served such a utilitarian purpose, the family must have used this type of pottery 

regularly over an extended period of time.   

Ceramic is a relatively uncommon find in American archaeology because it had to be 

imported from across the Atlantic which made it expensive.  The fact that a few pieces of 

ceramic were found at the site shows that the Stauffer family had access to a little bit of money 

and decided to invest it in ceramics.
xxi
  Also, the ceramics were found in level three of units one, 

two, and three.  Thus, it was all being used at approximately the same time.  Apparently the 

family bought ceramics, but did not continue to use them.  Perhaps the family was trying to 
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break into a Richard Bushman’s gentile America by purchasing small bits of gentility where they 

could afford it, but could not sustain this lifestyle long term.
xxii

 

 There has been much speculation about the nature of the Stauffer outbuilding and, while 

it was likely a mill in its first phase of existence, it was probably also some sort of a blacksmith 

shop at another point in time.  This can be tentatively confirmed by the furnace inside the West 

Room and the number of metal artifacts discovered in the ground, particularly in the trenches   

immediately outside of the building doorways.  John D. Curry notes that the rural blacksmith 

was an important community member in the 18
th
 century because he provided so many of the 

area’s needed goods.  Blacksmiths purchased their raw materials in bar form and then created the 

iron into whatever product their customer needed.  Pennsylvania had a large number of iron 

furnaces in the 18
th
 and 19

th
 century, so the Stauffer farm blacksmith was probably able to easily 

procure his materials.
xxiii

 

 While it is difficult to classify all of the iron materials discovered at the site, a few of the 

pieces from trench 3 are identifiable.  The metal rectangle with a central hole and smaller holes 

on opposite corners could have been an escutcheon plate.  This would have been used to protect 

the handle of a box lock on a door.  The Stauffer escutcheon is quite simple and plain, but these 

plates could be quite decorative depending upon the taste and wallet of the customer.
xxiv

  Unit 3 

also contains two hinges, a large one from level 2 and a smaller one from level 1.  Hinges of this 

nature were an integral part of any door from a small chest or cupboard to a large door.
xxv
  

Again, these particular hinges are plain and practical, but they could have been fancier.  Another 

metal artifact, a long strip of metal with a curve at one end and 3 nails along the side, could have 

been a hasp.  This was used on Pennsylvania German farms to lock horse stables.  This is also 

rather austere compared with some other surviving hasps.
xxvi

  Finally, our archaeology team 
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found hundreds of wrought nails which the blacksmith would have made in a variety of sizes for 

different uses on the farm and elsewhere.
xxvii

 

 The iron artifacts discussed here are a small sampling of the metal objects uncovered at 

the site.  Although chosen somewhat arbitrarily for this study, they show the simplicity of life in 

rural York County.  These people lived on the frontier and were not overly concerned with detail 

and decoration.  The iron artifacts are all simple and utilitarian rather than decorated.  Abraham 

Stauffer was known to be a member of the Conewago Brethren, a Christian denomination which 

emphasized simplicity.  Many of his neighbors were Conewago Brethren as well and also would 

have embraced this simple lifestyle.
xxviii

  Thus, the Stauffers, who made the iron artifacts, and the 

neighbors who purchased them, would have both been interested in simple, cheap products.  This 

connects well with the ratio of simple redware pottery to fancy china discovered the site.  The 

people of York County were struggling to survive in the frontier and did not have much money 

to spend on extras.  Also, because the pottery and metal objects were found throughout the 

layers, it appears that the inhabitants of the building were using it for domestic (food preparation) 

purposes as well as a blacksmith shop for an extended period of time in the late 18
th
 and early 

19
th
 centuries.  This is when the building was being inhabited. 

 The final type of artifact, the shoes, illustrate an entirely different phase of life at the 

Stauffer outbuilding.  These shoes were deposited in the post-abandonment phase when the 

building was no longer being used for habitation or as a work space, but was used as a place to 

store trash instead.  Shoes were found throughout the property, and apparently were even more 

widespread when Diane Phillips purchased the property from Spence Thornton in the 1970s.
xxix

  

The shoes represented here are men’s shoes from the late 19
th
 century.  This can be surmised 

because they are double soled, close with ties, are held together with nails in the heel, and have 
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distinct right and left shoes.  Shoe buckles disappeared from style after the French Revolution 

because they were seen as bourgeois rather than republican and shoes began to tie instead.  Also, 

these shoes were mostly created through mechanized production and have distinct rights and 

lefts.  This began during the Civil War when shoe manufacturing became a crucial part of the 

war effort.  Men’s work shoes which tied up the front were used from the Civil War until World 

War I.  The soles are made of vulcanized rubber which became available in the late 19
th
 

century.
xxx
  So, the shoes themselves can be dated to about 1890 to 1910.  Consequently, the 

post-abandonment phase of the building dates after that.  Sometime after 1910 the shoes went out 

of fashion or fell apart, and were dumped at the building because it was no longer being used for 

habitation or as a work space.  By that point in time, blacksmithing would not have been as 

lucrative of a profession because of the advent of industrialization and the family likely would 

have moved to the larger, and much nicer, farmhouse. 

Research Process 

 To begin this process we located the deed which details Abraham Stauffer’s purchase of 

the farm in 1764 on microfiche in the York County Courthouse records.  We also found 

information about the Bermudian Creek Brethren, records of Abraham Stauffer’s will and 

probate record (which could not be accessed), and maps of the region at the York County 

Heritage Trust.  We also visited the Brethren in Christ archives but they did not have any 

relevant information.  Using Thomas Schaefer’s York County at 250: Patterns of Our Past Matt 

obtained information pertaining to maps and cemeteries.  Naomi visited the Harrisburg State 

Museum, took a virtual tour of the York County Heritage Trust, researched in Miller’s Tales, and 

listened to a taped interview of Ken Mark to learn about the history of mills and the Stauffer 
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farm in particular.  Katie looked through the archaeological evidence and used various books to 

identify the artifacts.  

 Making use of archaeological and textual evidence led us to conclude that the Stauffer 

farm was part of a larger community.  The Stauffers interacted economically with one another 

through the trade of pottery, and through milling and blacksmithing.   The people were tied to the 

land and lived in a close relation with one another.  However, the archaeological evidence and 

maps also suggest that the Stauffers interacted with the rest of York County and the wider world.  
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