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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Artifacts dating to the Middle Tennessee Frontier Period (1779-1830) (Jolle\ 1984) 

were recovered from the earliest of several historic components identified at the Drennon 

site (40DV447) in Davidson County, Tennessee. The Frontier Period covers the initial 

settlement of the area and the area's transformation into a hinterland of the westward 

moving frontier. The Drennon site Frontier Period artifacts indicate that the sites earliest 

historic inhabitants were active participants in a worldwide trade network. Frontier period 

artifacts were recovered from a portion of the site which contained features and structure 

foundations associated with the earliest historic occupation of the site. The varied nature 

of the Frontier Period cultural material suggests that traditional views of frontier isolation 

and simplicity are not correct in all situations. Traditional views of the American Frontier 

include the belief that these fringe areas were isolated places where settlers either 

manufactured most of the material goods needed for everyday life or did without them. 

Trade goods introduced into these areas were thought to be the basic necessities with few 

if any, luxury or status items included. In other words it has been popularly believed that 

frontier settlers were for the most part self sufficient (Abemethy 1932: 3; Alderman 1986: 

14; Lewis 1977: 154-155; Perkins 1991: 486). These ideas have lately been challenged, 

since historical records show that traders and storekeepers dealt in a greater variety of 

consumer goods than was previously recognized. While it was probably not easy to bring 

in some of these goods there was evidently a demand in frontier areas for consumer goods 

other than mere necessities. Also, frontier farmsteads may have been isolated by distance 

from each other but they were not very self-sufficient since they relied on neighbors and 

stores to supply material goods necessary for everyday life (Gump 1989: 3; Perkins 1991). 

There were two active frontiers in Tennessee prior to 1830. One was in East 

Tennessee with its commercial center was Knoxville. The second frontier was in Middle 



Tennessee, centering around Nashville. These two frontiers were separated by the 

Cumberland Plateau (Figure 1) which formed an effective barrier to most communications 

between the two areas. Because of this separation the inhabitants of the two frontiers 

developed trade and communication networks which were oriented in different directions. 

Two types of evidence exist for the participation of the inhabitants of the two 

frontiers in the world wide trade network which was in place during this period. One type 

is archaeologically based on a study of the Frontier Period artifacts on the Drennon site and 

a comparison of them to those found at similar sites in Middle and East Tennessee. The 

second is based on studies of advertisements placed in Knoxville and Nashville newspapers 

during this period. The newspaper advertisements reveal the types and variety of consumer 

goods available in the two areas during this period. These two types of data present a picture 

of consumerism on the two frontiers. A consumer is defined as "One that consumes, 

especially one that acquires goods or services for direct use or ownership rather than for 

resale or use in production or manufacture" {American Heritage Dictionary 1996: 405). 

Consumerism, as used in this thesis, is the study of how goods and services were obtained 

and distrubuted for individual use or ownership. 

Site Background 

In 1994 and 1995 archaeologists from the Transportation Center at The University 

of Tennessee, Knoxville conducted investigations on the Drennon site (40DV447). The site 

was located in the proposed extension of State Route 155 (Briley Parkway) from Brick 

Church Pike to Ellington Parkway, north of Nashville in Davidson County, Tennessee 

(Figure 2). These investigations were conducted for the engineering firm of IDE Associates 

under a contract with the Tennessee Department of Transportation. The site was situated 

on a hilltop overlooking US 31 -W (Dickerson Road) from the west (Figure 3). The Drennon 

site contained both prehistoric and historic components. Prehistoric components consisted 

of burials and lithic deposits which were concentrated in the northern and western portions 

of the site. The historic components were mainly in the southern and eastern portions of the 
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site although there was considerable overlap between them. All hi stone periods from the 

Frontier Period to the present were identified on the site. The later histonc components are: 

the Antebellum Period (1831-1860), the Civil War and Reconstruction Period (1861 -1870), 

the Late Nineteenth Century Period (1871-1900), the Early Twentieth Centur>' Penod (1900-

1930, and the Modem Period (1931-present). The histonc components consisted of 

concentrations of artifacts in a lawn area, pit features, foundation features, bone and artifact 

scatter features, and a standing board covered log structure. The Frontier Period component 

was restricted to the southeast portion of the site (Figure 3). The standing structure was 

located to the south outside of the proposed highway corridor and was probabK erected 

during the Frontier Period (Alvey et al. 1994:69). 

Phase n testing of the historic portion of the site was conducted in the fall of 1994. 

Testing indicated that an early historic Frontier Period component (late eighteenth through 

early nineteenth century) was present in a lawn area southeast of the prehistoric component. 

Intact cultural deposits, included the foundation of at least one outbuilding and a possible 

midden. 

In the fall of 1995, Phase III data recovery was conducted on the histonc portion of 

the site. Building foundations and other features were identified at this time. A domestic 

structure foundation (Feature 99) with associated features was identified at the east end of 

the site (Figure 3). This structure contained the earliest historic artifacts and is thought to 

date from to the Frontier Period of the Nashville area (1790-1830). The structure foundation 

appears to have been of a log house. A rectangular depression upslope to the south of the 

proposed right-of-way was noted but not excavated (Figure 4). This depression is thought 

to be the foundation of a domestic structure constructed during the Antebellum Period. 

Written information on the Frontier Period inhabitants of the Drennon site was 

compiled by Duggan (1997). The earliest occupants of the site were the Hooper family 

Beginning in 1783 Absolam Hooper acquired property totaling 1,500 and 2,000 acres in 

Davidson County. Absolam Hooper's descendants eventually owned several thousand acres 

in northwest Davidson County. The Drennon site is located on a tract of 350 acres located 

on Ewing Creek. Absolam Hooper bought this tract in 1787 from a Revolutionary' War 
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Figure 4. Drennon Site Frontier Period Features. 



veteran named Samuel Vemor. In 1798 he deeded 268 acres of this tract to his son Ennis 

Hooper who was residing on this tract at the time. Ennis Hooper died in 1801 His onh 

child, Claiborne Hooper inherited the tract along with other properties. Claiborne Hooper 

was wealthy and was considered one of the leading citizens of the area. 

Ennis Hooper resided in a two story log and frame structure on the property during 

the Frontier Period. This structure may correspond to the limestone foundation identified 

as Feature 99 during the Phase III data recovery (Figure 4). The log structure presently 

standing on the Drennon site may be a portion of Ennis Hooper's house. This structure is 

thought to be part of a double pen log house with a dog trot dating to the eighteenth century. 

Claiborne Hooper later built a colonial style red brick mansion on the property. The 

mansion faced Dickerson Road; its location may correspond to the rectangular depression 

situated south of the proposed right-of-way (Figure 5). The mansion was burned by a slave 

confined to a garret room but the date of this incident is not available. It is not certain if the 

mansion was completely destroyed at this time. An antebellum mansion was supposedly 

still standing in the late 1940's when the property was acquired by the Lucas family. The 

house was dismantled at this time due to its state of disrepair. The standing log structure 

may have been utilized as a detached kitchen for Claiborne Hooper's mansion during the 

Antebellum Period (1831-1960). A second detached kitchen was possibly associated with 

Feature 99. This possible structure is marked by the presence of a chimney pad (Feature 

100) and a cellar pit (Feature 103) (Figure 4). 

Study Aims 

The Frontier Period contexts of the Drennon site consist of an artifact scatter with 

associated features located in the eastern portion of a lawn area (Figure 4). Later historic 

components were identified from north and west of these eariy deposits. The artifact 

assemblage recovered from the Frontier Period component of the Drennon site contains a 

large number of moderate to high status consumer items. Artifacts include ceramics, glass 

drinking vessels and containers, window glass, bone handled tableware, buttons, European 

made gunflints, and other artifact types. Many of these items were imported into the area 
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for distribution to local consumers. The presence of this material indicates that the Hooper 

family were participants in the woridwide trade network which was functioning at the time. 

The aim of this study is to determine if the large number of consumer items present 

in the Frontier Period component at the Drennon site is an anomalous condition or if other 

Middle and East Tennessee Frontier Period sites contain similar material. If they do it will 

indicate that frontier isolation and simplification, in this area, was not as great as has been 

suggested in the past (Abemethy 1932: 3; Alderman 1986: 14; Lewis 1977: 154-155). It will 

also show that inhabitants of these two Tennessee frontiers were active participants in the 

intemational trade network. Consumerism on sites in the two frontier areas will be 

compared to determine their differences and similarities. To date no study has compared 

consumerism between the Middle and East Tennessee frontiers. This study makes these 

comparisons and attempts to place them in the context of the intemational trade network. 

The mechanisms for procurement and distribution of consumer goods in each area will also 

be examined. Finally, trade routes to the two areas will be compared and consumer goods 

sources will be identified. 

The Middle and East Tennessee frontiers were settled at about the same time. 

However, they were separated by a virtual "wildemess." The East Tennessee frontier was 

situated in the Ridge and Valley physiographic province (Figure 6). The high ridges and 

narrow valleys of this province are oriented northeast to southwest channeling travel and 

trade routes in these directions. The Middle Tennessee frontier was located in the Interior 

Low Plateaus province. This province consists of a series of eroded plateaus cut and drained 

by major rivers including the Ohio, Cumberland, and Tennessee. Travel and trade routes 

here are oriented along the major river valleys, all of which flow westward into the 

Mississippi. The two frontiers are separated by the Appalachian Plateau, or, as it is known 

in Tennessee, the Cumberland Plateau. The plateau is much higher than either of the two 

flanking provinces and in early historic times it was an effective barrier to communication 

between them (Shimer 1972:24-34, 44-47). These geographic conditions caused 

contemporaneous trade routes to the two frontiers to be quite different. Because of this, the 
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feature and excavation unit contexts associated with the Frontier Period component of the 

Drennon site will be studied to determine their age, value, and points of origin. Features 

associated with the Frontier Period on the Drennon site include the foundation and floor fill 

of a probable log stmcture, a chimney pad and associated mbble, a cellar, and bone and bone 

and artifact concentrations. These features contained many of Frontier Period artifacts 

including a large amount of consumer goods. The stmcture area was investigated by the 

excavation of 1 m x 1 m test units excavated from the ground surface, the mechanical 

removal of surface soil by a backhoe, 1 m x 1 m and 2 m x 2 m units scraped to expose the 

foundation, and 1 m x 1 m test units excavated through the subsoil following mechanical 

removal of topsoil. Documentary data will be studied to determine how consumer goods 

arrived in the Nashville area and what methods of distribution were utilized. 

Historical Background 

The earliest European incursions into the Tennessee area were by French fur traders 

or Voyaguers. They traveled up the Cumberland River to trade at a salt lick known as the 

French Lick which was the future site of Nashville. This trade was the earliest recorded 

account of consumerism in the Middle Tennessee area (Abemethy 1932:196; Folmsbee et 

al. 1969:32). 

In the 1760's the trading post consisted of a cluster of cabins surrounded by a 

stockade. The Treaty of Paris of 1763 which ended the French and Indian War formally 

transferred control of the Cumberland River area from France to England. Despite the 

transfer of power, French traders carried on commerce at the French Lick. Timothy 

Demonbreun (Jacques-Timothe De Montbrun) began trading at the French Lick around 1769 

(Bums 1989:5; Cate 1957:215, 218-219; Peckham 1964:208-210). 

The earliest attempt at English occupation of the Termessee area was the 

establishment of Fort Loudon on the Little Tennessee River in 1756. It was built during the 

French and Indian War by South Carolina colonial troops to forestall French attempts to 

influence the Cherokee. The fort lasted until 1760 when it was surrendered to Cherokee 

besiegers (Folmsbee et al. 1969:39-42; Peckham 1964:202-204). 
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In 1763 King George III decreed that all settlement west of the Appalachian 

Mountains be halted. This included the Tennessee area. In 1768 Sir William Johnson 

negotiated separate treaties with the Iroquois and Cherokee. This opened up the Great 

Valley of Virginia for settlement. However, immigrants from Virginia moved beyond the 

Cherokee treaty line into the Watauga and Holston river valleys in the upper Tennessee 

River drainage. This was land claimed by North Carolina. The first settler in the area was 

William Bean of Virginia. The Treaty of Lochaber in 1770 supposedly pushed the Cherokee 

boundary to the west of the new settlements. Immigration into the Tennessee settlements 

increased in the eariy 1770's. Virginians and North Carolinians formed the bulk of the new 

settlers. Some of the North Carolinians were fleeing political trouble in that colony 

(Abemethy 1932:1-3; Allen and Lawson 1967; Folmsbee et al. 1969:53-57; Peckham 

1964:202-204; Rogers 1925:3). 

Settlers began to push farther into the Cherokee lands. It was thought that the 

settlements in the Watauga and Nolichucky river valleys and in Carter's Valley were part 

of Virginia and thus open to settlement. Deputy Indian Agent Alexander Cameron ordered 

settlers to leave when it was proven that they were south of the Virginia claim. The settlers 

in the Nolichucky River Valley and Carter's Valley vacated at once. The Watauga River 

Valley settlers, under the leadership of James Robertson, leased the land from the the 

Cherokee for a period of eight years. At this time Virginia relinquished all claims to the 

Watauga settlements. North Carolina did not recognize the settlements although they were 

on land claimed by the colony. Because of these events the Watauga settlements were 

effectively cut off from Royal and colonial authority. To bring some sort of order to the area 

the settlers organized the Watauga Association and the "District of Washington." The seat 

of the court was established at Sycamore Shoals, magistrates were appointed and laws were 

framed. In 1775 the Cherokees complained to the British Govemment that the Watauga 

settlements were unlawful intmsions into their lands. The Royal Govemor of North 

Carolina, Josiah Martin, ordered the Wataugans to move out of their settlements. However, 

this proclamation was ignored by the settlers. In 1774 war had broken out between Virginia 

and the Shawnee and allied tribes. This war, known as Lord Dunmore's War, culminated 
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in a colonial victory at the Battle of Point Pleasant. This brought a temporarv end to raids 

on the settlements (Abemethy 1932:8, 11-15; Allen and Lawson 1967). 

Richard Henderson and other land speculators formed the Transylvania Compan\ to 

claim lands west of the Watauga settlements. Daniel Boone had hunted and explored the 

Kentucky region while James Robertson had explored the Cumberiand River Valley Both 

had reported to Henderson on the nature of the country in these two areas. In 1775 at 

Sycamore Shores near modem Elizabethton, Tennessee, Henderson concluded a treaty for 

the purchase of land west of the Cumberland Mountains in what is now Kentucky and 

Middle Tennessee. The treaty also allowed the Wataugans to purchase the land that they had 

leased from the Cherokee. North Carolina recognized the District of Washington and it 

became officially Washington County, North Carolina in 1778 (Abemethy 1932:11-15; 

Allen and Lawson 1967; Henderson 1914: 345, 353). 

Daniel Boone was commissioned by Henderson to cut the Wildemess Road through 

Cumberland Gap into Kentucky. James Robertson led a party to the Cumberland River area 

in 1778 to explore the southem portion of the Transylvania purchase. The validity of the 

Kentucky portion of the treaty lands was denied by Virginia which claimed the area. 

However, the Cumberland River settlements were recognized by North Carolina (Abemethy 

1932:19-29). 

In 1779 James Robertson and John Donelson established a settlement near the French 

Lick on the Cumberland River. Because of the barrier of the Cumberland Plateau the 

Robertson-Donelson party split into two groups. Robertson and a small party went overland 

with the future settlement's livestock. Donelson and the majority of the settlers traveled in 

flatboats down the Tennessee River to the Ohio and then up the Cumberland River. The two 

parties joined in the winter of 1779-1780 (Abemethy 1932:27-28; Bames 1976:148-149). 

Fort Nashboro was established near the French Lick and the town of Nashville grew 

up around it. Soon after the establishment of Fort Nashboro a number of satellite stations 

(fortified cabins or blockhouses) were developed in the area. Bledsoe's Fort is an example 

of these settlements. It was established by Isaac Bledsoe near what is now Gallatin, 

Tennessee. It began as a collection of cabins with a fort being built later. Robert Hays 
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established a station known as "Fort Union' in either 1784 or 1785 that was later known as 

Haysboro. Other stations were Mansker's, Eaton's, Asher's, and Killgore's (Carr 1958:7; 

Robinson 1967:265; K. Smith 1996). 

The Cumberiand settlements were isolated from the established Wautauga 

settlements to the east. To bring some type of order to the area the stations around Fort 

Nashboro established a democratic self-goveming agreement. The tenets of this agreement 

were written down and were known as the Cumberland Compact. The settlement was 

govemed by a committee of guardians. Two were chosen from each station with James 

Robertson heading the committee. The Cumberland River settlements nearly died out in 

1782. Richard Henderson left the colony and many of the original three hundred settlers left 

the area. All but three of the stations were abandoned and the govemment ceased to 

function. However; beginning in 1783, new immigrants began to come into the area. In 

1785, the settlers at Clarksville, at the mouth of the Red River signed a similar agreement 

known as the Clarksville Compact (Abemethy 1932:30-32; Williams 1944). 

In 1777 the North Carolina legislature drew new boundaries for Washington Countv' 

These boundaries encompassed the total area of the future state of Tennessee even though 

they covered lands belonging to the various Indian tribes of the area. In 1783 a land act 

dealing with the westem land was enacted by the legislature. Although Indian claims to 

Tennessee were assured by a treaty in 1777, the legislature considered these claims invalid. 

This was because most of the tribes had supported the British during American Revolution. 

The Cherokee were allowed a small area south of the Holston, French Broad, and Pigeon 

rivers. Davidson County was created to provide a local govemment for the Cumberiand 

River settlements. Richard Henderson's land claims in the Cumberland River Valley were 

repudiated but he and his associates were granted land in East Tennessee in compensation. 

The rest of the area was thrown open to land speculators. Rates were set which allowed land 

to be sold for less than five dollars per one hundred acres (Abemethy 1932:36-37; 49-51). 

In 1784 the East Tennessee settlements attempted to separate from North Carolina 

and form the state of Franklin. A govemment was formed and John Sevier was elected 

Govemor. The proposed state did not include the Cumberiand River settlements. North 
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Carolina refused to give up their westem counties and the proposed state did not meet 

federal requirements for the formation of a state. Intemal stnfe in the Franklin leadership 

caused proposed statehood to fail (Abemethy 1932:57-68; Folmsbee et al. 1969:79-96). 

During the American Revolution the Spanish supported the colonists. It was in the 

Spanish interest to forestall British encroachment down the Mississippi Valle> and to 

neutralize forces in British West Florida. However, in 1784 Spain closed the Mississippi 

River to Americans. Spanish officials felt that the closure of the nver and increased pressure 

on the westem settlements by the Indians would halt America encroachment on their 

territories. This cut off trade between settlers in Middle Tennessee and Kentucky and 

Natchez, New Orleans, and the Gulf of Mexico. Between 1783 and 1795, the official 

Spanish position was to maintain the peace between the Southeastem tribes and encroaching 

Americans while unofficially encouraging Native American resistance to American 

expansion. Talapoosa sources are quoted as saying, "We are surprised beyond measure that 

our father in New Orleans tells us that we should make peace with the Americans, and at the 

same time that we should make war upon them" (Berry 1917:462). The Spanish thought that 

the closure of the Mississippi and increased pressure from the tribes would force the 

Americans to halt their westward expansion. The closure of the Mississippi caused 

considerable hardships on the settlers on the westem frontier. The exportation of their 

agricultural products was more difficult without access to the downstream markets. The 

federal govemment decided at this time not to press the Spanish to open the Mississippi. 

John Jay was trying to negotiate commercial treaties with Spain and it was felt that 

discussion of opening the river would hamper them. When this was put to Congress the 

northem states voted to accept the closure, while the southem states voted to oppose it. This 

caused the first major sectional controversy in American history (Abemethy 1932:91-93; 

James 1917:193-208). 

The Cumberland River settlers were indignant over the federal govemment"s 

decision not to attempt to open the Mississippi River. Secret negotiations were opened 

between certain leaders of the area, including William Blount, and the Spanish minister 

Gardoqui. The purpose of these negotiations was to cause the Cumberiand River settlements 
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to secede from the United States and come under the protection of Spain. The Spanish 

conspiracy died down in 1786 when congress decided not to give up on navigation nghts to 

the Mississippi River. However, in 1788 the conspiracy arose again. The Cumberland River 

settlements were named the Mero District in honor of Miro, the Spanish Govemor of 

Louisiana. In addition to the pressure on Congress from rumors of the Spanish conspiracies, 

democratic societies in Kentucky brought political pressure to bear on Congress and the 

President. This pressure influenced the negotiations and demands were made that Spain 

open the Mississippi to trade. In 1795 territorial adjustments between Spain and the United 

States gave control over disputed areas to the United States. This led to the reopening of the 

Mississippi to trade (Abemethy 1932:93-102; Berry 1917:477; Coulter 1924). 

The population of the Tennessee region increased in the years following the 

American Revolution. By 1790 there were approximately 35,000 residents. Most of the 

newer residents were land seekers but there were also a number of merchants, lawyers, 

doctors, and other professional people. In the same year, Tennessee was designated the 

Territory of the United States South of the River Ohio, more commonly called The 

Southwest Territory. William Blount was named Territorial Govemor and also Indian Agent 

for the territory. Tennessee became a state in 1796 after a great deal of political 

maneuvering. In that year the territory had achieved a population of over 60,000, the 

minimum needed for statehood. Termesseans were predominantly Republicans (forerunners 

of the modem Democratic Party) who favored Thomas Jefferson in the approaching 

presidential elections. His opponent was the Federalist, John Adams. The Federalists had 

a majority in the Senate and opposed Tennessee statehood for political reasons. The House 

of Representatives had a Republican majority and favored passage of statehood. A 

compromise was reached whereby Tennessee was admitted to the union in 1796 but they 

would only have one representative and two senators until the elections of 1800. After that 

election there would be two representatives. Tennesseans had not waited for passage of 

statehood but drafted a constitution and held congressional elections without approval from 

the Federal govemment. William Blount and William Cocke were the first senators and 
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Andrew Jackson was the first representative. John Sevier was elected the first govemor of 

the state (Abemethy 1932:137-142; Folmsbee et al. 1969:110-112; Rogers 1925:8, 9, 11). 

Nashville had been established as a town in 1784. A log courthouse was built and 

the stockade of Fort Nashboro was dismantled. The town began to grow at this time. 

Homes were mainly of logs but frame and brick houses were also built. Lardner Clark is 

credited with being the first merchant to set up shop in Nashville but the date of the 

establishment of his store is uncertain. Early supplies were brought in from James 

Wilkinson's dry goods store in Kentucky. By 1788, Nashville also had two stores, two 

tavems and a distillery. In the same year a road had been opened to East Tennessee. Trade 

routes were opened along the river system connecting Nashville to New Orleans, Louisville, 

and Pittsburgh. Churches and schools were established and the settlement of the area 

increased. Prior to the development of river trade with the outside world Nashville was 

considered subordinate to Knoxville in East Tennessee. Nashville developed faster than 

Knoxville in the early years of the nineteenth century primarily due to its easier access to 

world markets. This development quickened with the invention of the steamboat. 

Steamboats first reached Nashville in 1819. Steamboat communication with Knoxville did 

not develop until nearly a decade later (Abemethy 1932:193-201; Bums 1989:14). 

The first quarter of the nineteenth century saw a great deal of development in 

Tennessee. The economy of the state was based on agriculture; tobacco, cotton, and com 

were the main crops. The raising of horses and mules also became important in Middle 

Tennessee. Hogs were the main cash animal, the region becoming a major source of pork 

and bacon. Middle Tennessee was an early producer of cotton but this crop did not really do 

well in the area. Instead, the economy became more based on supplying food and other 

goods to cotton producing areas further to the south. Tobacco was easier to grow and it 

eventually became the major cash crop (Abemethy 1932: 29; Amow 1960:291-305, 315-318; 

Rogers 1925: 44-53). 

Middle Tennessee was not directly affected by the War of 1812 but many 

Tennesseans served in campaigns against the Creeks and British. Many local militia troops 

fought at the Battle of New Orleans in 1815. The war was a boon to Tennessee's economy. 
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Prior to 1812 there was little hard currency in the state, most of the commerce of the time 

was carried out by barter. During and after the war much cash was spent in the state by the 

Federal govemment to raise and pay troops and to buy supplies (Abemethv 1927: 212-213: 

Folmsbee et al. 1969: 136-140; Miller 1960: 60-61). 

The first banks in Nashville were the Nashville Bank, chartered in 1807, and a 

branch of the Bank of the State of Tennessee in 1811. The Bank of the State of Tennessee 

was founded in Knoxville and was the first Tennessee bank to have branch banks. Branches 

of the Bank of the State of Tennessee were also established in Jonesboro, Clarksville, and 

Columbia. By 1817 the Bank of Nashville also had established branch banks. The first two 

Tennessee banks and the special interest groups who supported them successfully fought the 

establishment of a branch of the Bank of the United States in Nashville. The establishment 

of which had been sought by the merchant class in Middle Termessee. The panic of 1819 

led to a backlash against the established state banks and their backers by large segments of 

the population. By 1827 the Second Bank of the United States had a branch in Nashville. 

This was after the Bank of Nashville was liquidated in 1826 (Abemethy 1927:312; Campbell 

1939:35, 37, 39; Sellars 1954: 66-67). 

By 1830 Middle Termessee could no longer be considered part of the frontier. Trade 

was well established with world markets. Agriculture was the mainstay of the economy but 

some agriculture related industries had been established such as, barrel making, black 

smithing, boat building, brewing and distilling, carpentry, cloth making, gun making, iron 

manufacture, milling, nail manufacture, pottery manufacture, rope making, tailoring, 

tanning, tinware manufacture, and wheel making (Amow 1960:291-298; 77?̂  Clarion [TC] 

1808b, 1808i, 1808j; The Clarion and Tennessee Gazette [TCG] 1819f, 1820b; The Clarion 

and Tennessee State Gazette [CTSG] 1818i, 1818k, 18181, 1818n; Douglas 1961: 20; The 

Democratic Clarion \DC\ 1809c; Gaston 1984:49-52; Rogers 1925: 47, 76-78, 80, 84; The 

Tennessee Gazette [TG] 1801e, 1805e, 1805h, 1807a). 
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CHAPTER II 

THEORY AND METHOD 

Theoretical Background 

Historical archaeology in North Amenca has a somewhat different theoretical 

emphasis from that of prehistoric archaeology in the same area. North American histoncal 

archaeology may be defined as the study of the modem worid through the use of both 

anthropology and history. Sources other than excavated material may be utilized to study 

sites and regions. Archaeological data may be utilized to complement histoncal 

documentation when studying historical archaeology problems. This is particularly tme 

when dealing with isolated or disenfranchised groups. 

The unique potential of historical archaeology lies not only in its 
ability to answer questions of archaeological and anthropological 
interest, but also in its ability to provide historical data not available 
through documentation or any other source. The inadequate 
treatment of the disenfranchised groups in America's past, excluded 
from historical sources because of race, religion, isolation, or 
poverty, is an important function of contemporary historical 
archaeology and one that cannot be ignored. (Deagan 1982:171) 

The above statement deals with groups which until recently have been routinely 

ignored in historical studies. However, not only have the poor and disenfranchised been 

ignored but many of the middle class have also been neglected as well. Middle-class 

persons who were not politically or socially prominent or who were not notorious in some 

way have seldom been the subjects of historic studies. Yet, it is these same relatively 

faceless people who were the major consumers and producers of a region and who formed 

the backbone of the local economy. 

The large amount of artifactual and architectural remains recovered from the 

Drennon site may be studied in order to give a better view of consumerism during the 

Frontier Period in Middle Tennessee. Documentary information may also be utilized, if 

available, to shed additional light on this subject. Documentary data are not restricted to 

archival data on the early occupants but also include documentation of the trade routes and 
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networks of the period as well as information on what consumer goods were available in the 

region and how they were distributed. However, if adequate documentary data are not 

available then the artifactual data should be sufficient to shed some light on the subject. 

The modem world began to develop at the beginning of the sixteenth century with 

the spread of European culture by exploration, colonization, and trade. The 

intercoimectedness of Europe and European influenced areas is considered to be a world 

system. Known as worid systems theory, the global network of culture is a large, self-

contained system. Within the world system regional and local systems are interconnected 

despite differences in distance and culture. Events which occur in one part of the world 

system can affect persons and cultures in distant portions of the system. An example would 

be the exertion of influence on farmers by urban dwellers due to urban control of 

agricultural markets (Orser and Fagan 1995: 11-14; Owens 1996: 74-75; Schlebecker 1960; 

Walderstein 1980). 

The settlement and Europeanization of North America is an important part of the 

development of the world system. Some scholars believe that the development of the world 

system began earlier but that it took: 

a sudden lurch forward in the sixteenth century; slowed in the mid-
seventeenth century to form in the eighteenth and nineteenth 
centuries a mighty flow that transformed at first half the globe, 
ultimately the whole of it, more ftmdamentally than any development 
except the Industrial Revolution. This transforming phenomenon 
was the movement of people outward from their original centers of 
habitation - the centrifugal Volkerwanderungen that involved an 
untraceable multitude of local, small-scale exoduses and 
colonizations, the continuous creation of new frontiers and ever-
widening circumferences, the complex intermingling of peoples in 
the expanding border areas, and in the end the massive transfer to the 
Westem hemisphere of people from Africa, from the European 
mainland, and above all from the Anglo-Celtic offshore islands of 
Europe, culminating in what Bismarck called "the decisive fact in the 
modem worid," the peopling of the North American continent. 
(Bailyn 1986a: 4-5) 
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The settlement of North America progressed by the formation of initial colonies 

These colonies developed into settled areas or hinteriands surrounded by frontier margins 

The frontiers expanded outward from the initial areas of colonization as older frontier areas 

were transformed into hinterlands which were linked into the developing world s\ stem b> 

ties to the European homelands. 

The frontier in North America has been defined as the area on the edge of settlement. 

This type of frontier separates the settled hinteriands from unsettled areas (Morgan 1993:13). 

It "may be defined as a region in which the dispersal of settlement into a new territory takes 

place. It is the zone that separates the unsettled and settled portions of a territory that lie 

within or under the effective control of the state [Kristof 1959:274; Weigert et al. 1957:115]" 

(Lewis 1977:154). 

This type of frontier is geographical in nature consisting of the "frontier of 

occupance." The frontier of occupance consists of an area containing no more than two 

persons per square mile. It suggests a simple line separating settled areas from the unsettled. 

This type of frontier was thought to have ended in the United States in 1890 (Tumer 1949). 

In actuality, the North American frontier is much more complicated than a simple line of 

occupancy. Five frontier types were recognized as existing in the Southeast. The first is the 

frontier of occupance with two or less persons per square mile. The others are: 

The "grazing frontier" was typical of areas with fewer that six 
people per square mile. The "extensive agricultural frontier," 
in tum, characterized areas that had fewer than eighteen 
persons per square mile. The "intensive agricultural frontier" 
appeared in areas with population densities below forty-five 
people per square mile. Lastly, the "industrial frontier" was 
found in areas surpassing forty-five persons per square mile. 
Otto (1989:2-3) 

These types of frontiers are also somewhat geographical in nature. The basis of this 

system of successive frontiers tied to economic types and population densities is based on 

von Thunen's model of the isolated state. Von Thunen was a Pmssian landowner in the 

1820's who was interested in a study of transportation costs versus agricultural costs and 

profits. He created a model of a completely isolated nation state situated on a plain 
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surrounded by a wildemess. The state was circular and was centered around a single major 

city. Roads radiated from the central city and all transportation of products was b\ wagon. 

The economy was agricultural in nature. Also radiating out from the cit\' were different 

agricultural zones. They ranged from intensive agriculture near the city through extensive 

agriculture to grain growing, grazing, and finally trapping and fur trading. Theonsts have 

since used von Thunen's ideas to present concentric models of frontier development, 

particularly agricultural development (Otto 1989; Peet 1971; Schlebecker 1960; von Thunen 

1960). 

To a degree, there is some validity to the concentric model of frontier development. 

The farther a producer is from a central market the lower production costs are. However, 

the revenue obtained on these products is also lower due to increased costs of transportation. 

The more perishable and/or bulky a product is, the greater the likelihood that it will be 

grown close to the market center. A converse of this would be that the more perishable and 

bulky a manufactured good, is the more likely that it will be distributed and consumed near 

the manufacturing site. The concentric model of frontier development holds only as long 

as only land transportation is utilized. The presence of easier means of transportation such 

as river and ocean travel distorts the concentric zones of production and distribution. In the 

Middle Tennessee frontier settlement first occurred along the major and minor rivers and 

streams. These areas had the richest farm lands and were the most accessible for 

transportation and outside communication. The settlement along rivers and streams formed 

a dendritic pattem of settlement and development as opposed to a concentric one (Otto 

1989; Peet 1971; Schlebecker 1960). 

The frontier in North America then was a wide belt containing a variety of settlement 

and economic zones. Because of this it must be viewed as a dynamic expanding system. 

Beginning in 1760 the frontier edge (the frontier of occupancy) was pushed outward from 

the initial British settlements along the Atlantic seaboard. From New England to Georgia 

settlements expanded up the major river valleys (Bailyn 1986b: 9). The old coastal 

settlements which had been considered as the semiperiphery of the British Empire were 

developing into core hinteriands as the new frontier areas were created (Paynter 1985:168). 
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In the coastal and piedmont areas of North America development was generally concentnc 

in nature. The major area of dendritic development was along the Hudson Ri\er in New 

York. The greatest distance of expansion was on the frontiers of Georgia and South 

Carolina where movement was not constricted by the Appalachian Mountain chain. NearK 

all of the new westem settlements were connected by continuous areas of settlement with 

the older colonies. However, the Watauga settlements of westem North Carolina, 

southwestem Virginia and upper East Tennessee were separated from the settled areas b\ 

the Blue Ridge Mountains (Bailyn 1986b: 9). 

When the frontier was expanded west of the Appalachian Mountain chain, the 

westem edge of the North American frontier was expanded at a relatively rapid rate. 

Between 1776 and 1830, it progressed from the eastem edge of the Appalachian Mountain 

chain to the Great Plains and into the Rocky Mountains (Lindley 1919: 167-191). North 

American frontier expansion west of the mountains was not always continuous. Vast 

purchases of land such as the Louisiana Purchase caused large new areas to be added to the 

United States. The frontier-hinterland continuum west of the mountains was one of degrees. 

There was a gradual change in complexity between the edge of the frontier and core of the 

hinterland. Because of the rapid movement of the frontier it took time to consolidate the 

areas between the Atlantic coastal settlements and the frontier edge into settled hinterlands. 

In this area the dendritic pattem of settlement replaced the concentric one. Optimal areas 

such as river bottoms and other relatively level, well watered lands filled up first. In these 

areas hunters and graziers were replaced by farmers. Marginal areas such as mountain 

ranges were settled later. Examples of these marginal areas are the Cumberland Plateau in 

Termessee and the Cumberland Moimtains in Kentucky. Initially these areas were seen as 

obstacles to be overcome rather than as areas to be settled. They were not settled until after 

the more optimal areas that surrounded them were filled up. These so-called marginal areas 

became the major livestock producing areas of the two states. In these and other areas 

frontier conditions existed well behind frontier edge for considerable periods of time. The 

dendritic pattem of settlement created a mosaic of frontier-hinteriand conditions sometimes 

within short distances of each other. In the Middle Tennessee area the Frontier Period is 
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considered to have finally ended by 1830, this is approximately fift\' years after the initial 

settlement by Robertson and Donelson (Jolley 1984; Owsley 1945). 

Traditionally the frontier has been depicted as a mde isolated area where the 

inhabitants eked out a bare living with few amenities. While there is tmth to this idea for 

some of the inhabitants, it does not hold in all cases. Archival and archaeological research 

in Tennessee and Kentucky suggests that many frontier dwellers were part of a consumer 

network that was intemational in scope, in other words, they were closel> linked to the 

worid system (Faulkner 1984; Perkins 1991). This economic condition should not come 

as a surprise: 

The area of colonization must remain tied to the metropolitan 
area from which settlement originated, because it is largely 
dependent on the maintenance of a complex network of trade 
and communications linkages that serves as the route of 
movement for new immigrants and supplies as well as an 
outlet for colonial products. This network also provides the 
basis for the social, political, economic, and ideological 
integration of the newly settled territory. (Lewis 1977:154) 

Two distinct early frontier areas in Tennessee were the middle and east areas which 

were settled separately but at about the same time. Middle Tennessee settlement centered 

around Nashville while East Tennessee settlement was established first in the Wautauga 

River area and later around Knoxville. The Middle and East Tennessee frontier areas were 

isolated from each other by the Cumberland Plateau which was an effective barrier to 

communication between these two areas for several decades (Jolley 1984:3-4; Luther 

1977:54; Young 1993:11-22). 

Frontier conditions are characterized by people, who, living in: 

isolated places, have to make do with scarce local resources, 
have to assert and defend their existence against various man-
made and natural obstacles, and in order to secure more than 
their bare subsistence, depend on a network of exchange 
whose operators are far away and beyond their control. While 
local condition shape their everyday lives and provide a 
living, they know they need to communicate and exchange 
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goods with the more densely populated centers of production 
and consumption. (Adams 1992:463) 

A model is presented for studying such frontier areas: 

The frontier model is characterized by the following five 
conditions. First, prolonged contact must be continually 
maintained between the colonists and their parent society. 
Second, as a result of its relative isolation and the attenuation 
of trade and communications linkages with the homeland the 
intrusive culture exhibits a sudden loss of complexity. Third, 
the settlement pattem in the area of colonization becomes 
more geographically dispersed than that of the homeland 
unless temporarily impeded by restrictive conditions. Fourth, 
the dispersed settlement pattem within the area of 
colonization is focused around central settlements called 
frontier towns. The frontier town serves as a nucleus of 
social, political, economic, and religious activities within a 
portion of the colony, and as terminus of the transportation 
network within the colony [Casagrande et al. 1964:312]. 
Finally, as the colony changes through time it also varies 
geographically. The pattem of temporal growth and change 
in a single community is replicated spatially, with those 
settlements closest to the moving frontier always representing 
the earliest stages of frontier development. As the colony 
expands with the influx of new settlers, areas of earliest 
settlement experience marked changes in population density 
and settlement pattem and become integrated at the national 
level [Steward 1955: 48-49] with the sociocultural system of 
the homeland. (Lewis 1977:154-155) 

The second point of this model deals with a loss of complexity in the frontier society 

due to its relative isolation. Archaeological and archival evidence from Kentucky and 

Tennessee indicates that in these frontier areas isolation may not have been as great as 

suggested by the model. This thesis will test this model with the artifact assemblage from 

the Drennon site. 

The last portion of the model deals with the integration of the more settled areas of 

a frontier area into the national level. That is the transformation of a frontier into a 
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hinteriand. The mechanisms of frontier-hinterland tend to follow certain pattems. A four 

class system of frontier society and settlement has been presented, these four classes are; 

the hunters who lived by the rifle; the first settlers who did 
some hunting, but devoted most of their time to farming; the 
tme farmers and the enterprising men from Kentucky and the 
Atlantic states who founded towns and trade, speculated in 
land, and began the fabric of society: and a fourth class of old 
settlers, who were really the third class in its maturity. 
Atherton(1937: 155) 

The mechanisms by which frontier areas are transformed into hinterlands include a 

rise in commerce and consumerism. Consumensm, whether on the frontier or in the 

hinterland, is part of capitalism which is considered to be a major portion of the 

globalization which led to the development of the modem worid (Orser and Fagan 1995: 59). 

It will be demonstrated that the Drennon site artifactual assemblage represents participation 

in the worldwide trade network which was in place from the latter portion of the eighteenth 

century through the first third of the nineteenth century. A comparison of frontier era 

consumer pattems at the Drermon site and at East Tennessee frontier era sites will aid in the 

determination of the similarities and differences between the two areas. 

Methodological Background 

All historic artifacts were cleaned and sorted at The University of Tennessee, 

Transportation Center laboratory in Knoxville. Artifacts were first sorted into gross 

categories based on material. These included glass, ceramic, metal, and bone. Unmodified 

animal bone was removed to be studied by zooarchaeologists from The University of 

Tennessee's Department of Anthropology. 

Historic artifacts were analyzed on the basis of South's (1977: 95-96) group, class, 

and type system (Table 1). South's system does not cover all the artifact types identified at 

the Drennon site, additions were made to accommodate these other types. For example, 

building debris has been added to the architectural group to cover hammer dressed limestone 

spalls, brick fragments, plaster, mortar, and daub. 
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Table 1: Artifact Classes and Groups (From South 1977: 95-96) 

Class Number and Name Types 

Kitchen Artifact Group 

Ceramics 

Wine bottle 

Case bottle 

Tumbler 

Pharmaceutical type bottle 

Glassware 

Tableware 

Kitchenware 

over 1 GO types 

several types 

several types 

plam, engraved, enameled 

several types 

stemmed, decanter, dishes, etc. 

cutlery, knives, forks, spoons 

pots, pans, pothooks, gridirons, trivets, 
metal teapots, water kettles, coffee pots, buckets, 
handles, kettles, etc. 

Bone Group 

Bone fragments 

Architectural Group 

Window glass 

Nails many types 

Spikes 

Construction hardware 

Door lock parts 

Building debns 

Furniture Group 

Furniture hardware 

hinges, pintles, shutter hooks and dogs, staples, 
fireplace backing plates, lead window cames, etc. 

doorknobs, case lock parts, keyhole escutcheons, 
locking bolts and brackets 

brick fragments, mortar, hammer dressed 
limestone flakes and blocks, etc 

hinges, knobs, drawer pulls and locks, escutcheon 
plates, keyhole surrounds, handles, rollers, brass 
tacks, etc. 
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Table 1. (continued) 

Class Number and Name 

Arms Group 

Musket balls 

Gunflints, Gunspalls 

Gun parts. Bullet molds 

Types 

Clothmg Group 

Buckles 

Thimbles 

many types, shoes, pants, belts 

several types 

Buttons many types 

Scissors 

Straight pins 

Hook and eye fasteners 

Bale seals 

Glass beads 

from bales of cloth 

many types for weanng or weanng on clothmg 

Personal Group 

Coins 

Keys 

Personal items 

Tobacco Pipe Group 

Tobacco pipes 

Activities Group 

Construction tools 

Farm tools 

wig curlers, bone brushes, mirrors, nngs, signet 
sets,watch fobs, fob compass, bone fan, slate 
pencils, spectacle lens, tweezers, watch key, and 
other "personables" 

ball clay pipes, many types 

plane bits, files, augers, gimlets, axe handles, 
saws, chisels, nves, punches, hammers, etc. 

hoes, rakes, sickles, spades, etc. 
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Table 1 (continued) 

Class Number and Name T>pes 

Toys 

Fishmg gear 

Colono-Indian pottery 

Storage items 

Ethnobotamcal 

Stable and bam 

Miscellaneous hardware 

Other 

Military objects 

marbles, jews'-harps, doll parts, etc 

fishhooks, sinkers, gigs, harpxwns 

or types clearly associated with histonc 
occupanons 

barrel bands, brass cock, etc 

nuts, seeds, hulls, melon seeds 

stirrups, bits, harness bosses, horseshoes, wagon 
and buggy parts, rein eyes, etc 

rope eye thimbles, bolts, nuts, chams, andirons, 
tongs, case knives, flatirons, wick tnmmers, 
washers, etc. 

button manufacturing blanks, kiln waster 
furniture, silversmithing debns, etc , reflecnng 
specialized activities 

swords, insignias, bayonets, artillery shot and 
shell, etc. 
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Historic ceramics constitute one of the largest t>pes of histonc artifacts recovered 

from the Frontier Period component. The initial study of the ceramics was based on sherd 

analysis. Ceramics were first sorted by rim or bod\ sherds. Rim sherds were each given an 

individual specimen number. They were then identified by ware, surface finish, and 

decoration. If possible, the vessel diameter was measured and vessel t\pe was identified. 

Body sherds were identified by ware, surface finish, decoration, and, if possible, vessel form. 

The minimum number of vessels was determined for each ware tvpe. This was done by 

matching rim and body sherds of the same decorative motifs or surface finish. Mean 

ceramic dates were determined from a chart compiled from the works of South (1977:210-

212) and S. Smith (1983:171) (Table 2). Only certain ceramic types were used in dating. 

These included those for which distinct time spans of manufacture could be determined and 

those types which were most commonly identified from the site. 

A scaling system of ceramics values developed by S. Smith (1983: 59-60) was used 

to determine site status. This system compares the percentages of stonewares, refined and 

unrefined earthenwares, and porcelains between sites of known status. The percentage 

levels of an individual site are compared to those of known sites allowing a relative status 

level to be determined. George Miller (1980 and 1991) has developed a more refined 

method of value determinations based on the comparison of creamware prices to those of 

higher priced ceramic types. This method requires a finer degree of time determination than 

was available for the Dreimon site Frontier Period assemblage. 

Another dating technique utilized was window glass thickness. Technological 

advances during the nineteenth centur>' caused panes of window glass to be manufactured 

with greater thicknesses through time. A formula for determining relative dates from the 

thicknesses of window glass was developed by Moir (1987). This formula is: 

date = (84.22 X thickness) + 1712.7. 

It IS recognized that the increase in window glass thickness was not a continuous process and 

that thicknesses may var\ across a single pane of glass. However, when large numbers of 
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Table 2: Mean Ceramic Dates 

Types Used 

Porcelain 

Overglaze enameled 

Stoneware 

"Black basaltese" 

Creamware 

Undecorated 

"Annular wares" 

Pearl ware 

Undecorated 

Transfer printed 

Underglaze polychrome (finelme) 

Underglaze blue hand pamted 

Embossed rehef 

Edge decorated 

Annular (banded, swirled) 

Annular (Mocha) 

Whiteware 

Undecorated 

Transfer pnnted 

Edge decorated 

Hand-painted polychrome 

Hand-pamted blue floral 

Mocha/annular 

Ironstone 

Yellowware 

Date Ranges 

c 1790-1825 

c 1750-1820 

c 1762-1820 

c. 1780-1850 

c. 1780-1830 

c. 1795-1840 

c 1795-1805 

c. 1780-1820 

c 1800-1820 

c. 1780-1830 

c. 1790-1830 

c. 1795-1830 

c. 1820-1900+ 

c 1830-1860+ 

c. 1830-1860+ 

c 1830-1870 

c. 1830-1870 

c. 1830-1870+ 

c 1840-1900+ 

c. 1830-1930 

.Median Date 

1808 

1785 

1791 

1798 

1805 

1818 

1805 

1800 

1810 

1805 

1810 

1813 

1860 

1845 

1845 

1850 

1850 

1850 

1870 

1880 

Source 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(South 1977) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(South 1977) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 

(Smith 1983) 
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window glass fragments are measured age trends may be observed. A chart has been 

developed to present year equivalents of window glass thicknesses (Table 3). 



Table 3: Moir Formula Dates by Thickness. 

Thickness=Date Thickness=Date Thickness=Date Thickness=Date 

85=1784.3 

.86=1785 

.87=1785.97 

.88=1786.8 

.89=1787.7 

.90=1788.5 

.91=1789.3 

.92=1790.2 

.93=1791 

.94=1791.9 

.95=1792.7 

.96=1793.6 

.97=1794.4 

.98=1795.2 

.99=1796.1 

1.00=1796.9 

1.01=1797.8 

1.02=1798.6 

1.03=1799.5 

1.04=1800.3 

1.05=1801.1 

1.06=1801.97 

1.07=1802.8 

1.08=1803.7 

1.09=1804.5 

1 10=1805.3 

1.11=1806.2 

1.12=1807 

1.13=1807.9 

1 14=1808.7 

1.15=1809.6 

1.16=1810.4 

1.28=1820.5 

1.29=1821.3 

1.30=1822.2 

1.31=1823 

1.32=1823.9 

1.33=18247 

1.34=1825.6 

1.35=1826.4 

1.36=1827.2 

1.37=1828.1 

1.38=1828.9 

1 39=1829.8 

1 40=1830 6 

1.41=1831.5 

1 42=1832.3 

1.43=1833.1 

1.44=1833.98 

1.45=1834.8 

1 46=18357 

1.47=18365 

1 48=1837.4 

1.49=1838.2 

1.50=1839 

1.51 = 1839.9 

1.52=1840 7 

1.53=1841.6 

1.54=1842 4 

1.55=1843.2 

1.56=1844.1 

1.57=1844.9 

1.58=1845.8 

1 59=1846.6 

1.71=18567 

1.72=18576 

1 73=18584 

1 74=1859 2 

1.75=1860.1 

1.76=1860.9 

1.77=1861 8 

1 78=18626 

1.79=1863.5 

1.80=1864.3 

1 81=1865.1 

1.82=1865.98 

1 83=1866.8 

1.84=1867.7 

1.85=1868.5 

1 86=1869.4 

1 87=1870.2 

1.88=1871 

1.89=1871.9 

1.90=18727 

1.91=1873.6 

1.92=18744 

1 93=1875.3 

1.94=1876 1 

1 95=1876 9 

1.96=1877.8 

1 97=1878.6 

1.98=1879.5 

1.99=1880.3 

2.00=1881.1 

201 = 1881.98 

202=1882.8 

2 14=1892.3 

2.15=1893 8 

2.16=1894.6 

2.17=1895 5 

2.18=18963 

2 19=1897 1 

220=1897.98 

2.21 = 1898.8 

2.22=1899.7 

2.23=1900.5 

2.24=1901.4 

2.25=1902.2 

2.26=1903 

2.27=1903.9 

2.28=1904.7 

2.29=1905.6 

2.30=19064 

2.31 = 19073 

2 32=1908 1 

2.33=19089 

2.34=1909.8 

2.35=1910.6 

2.36=1911 5 

237=1912.3 

2.38=1913.1 

2.39=1913.99 

240=1914.8 

2.41=19157 

2.42=1916.5 

2.43=1917.4 

244=19182 

2.45=1919 
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Table 3 (Continued). 

Thickness=Date Thickness=Date Thickness=Date Thickness=Date 

1.17=1811.2 

1 18=1812 1 

1.19=1812.9 

1.20=18138 

1.21 = 1814.6 

1.22=1815.5 

1.23=1816.3 

1.24=1817.1 

1.25=1817.98 

1.26=1818.8 

1.27=1819.7 

1.60=1847 5 

1 61 = 18483 

1.62=1849.1 

1 63=184998 

1.64=1850.8 

1 65=1851 7 

1 66=1852.5 

1.67=18534 

1.68=1854.2 

1.69=1855 

1.70=18559 

2 03=1883.7 

2.04=1884 5 

205=1885.4 

2 06=1886 2 

207=1887 

208=18879 

2.09=18887 

2.10=18896 

2.11 = 1890 4 

2.12=1891 3 

2.13=1892.1 

246=19199 

2.47=19207 

2 48=1921.6 

2 49=1922 4 

250=1923.3 

2 51=1924.09 

2.52=1924.9 

253=192578 

2 54=1926 62 

2 55=1927 46 

256=1928.3 
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CHAPTER III 

THE DATA BASE 

The data base consists of both artifactual and documentarv data. Artifactual data 

were recovered from excavation unit and feature contexts. Documentary data were drawn 

from advertisements placed in Nashville and Knoxville newspapers during the Frontier 

Period. 

Excavation Units 

A series of nineteen 1 m x 1 m units were excavated across the lawn area. These 

units were excavated in arbitrary 5 cm levels. The units were excavated below surface 

instead of from an elevated datum in order to conform to the natural contours of the ground 

surface. Excavated soil was water screened through 1/4" (6.35 mm) and 1/16" (1.6 mm) 

hardware cloth. Ten liters of soil were retained from the southwest quarter of each unit-

level for water flotation. Two wall profile maps were made in each excavation unit. These 

profiles were also photographed. 

The south wall profiles of units 990 N, 1068 E and 997 N, 1069 E were typical of the 

soil zones encountered during the excavations. In excavation unit 990 N, 1068 E the profile 

consisted of a thickened A soil horizon (Figure 7). This soil was a very dark grayish brown 

(10YR3/2) silt loam containing hammer dressed limestone flakes and blocks and faunal 

remains. There were yellowish brown (10YR5/4) clay disturbances at the top of this unit. 

The south wall profile of excavation unit 997 N, 1069 E exhibited ash lenses which were 

present in portions of this area (Figure 8). Four soil zones were recognized in this profile, 

they were differentiated on the basis of soil color and texture. Their formational sequence 

was: 

Zone D - a 1-8 cm thick layer of dark yellowish brown 
(10YR4/4) sterile clay loam was at the base of the unit, this 
zone corresponds to the "B" soil horizon. 

Zone C - a 1-20 cm thick layer of very dark grayish brown 
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9 9 0 N 
I 0 6 9 E 9 9 0 N 

I 0 6 8 E 

40DV447 

cm 

ZONE A - VERY DARK GRAYISH-BROWN 
( 10 Y R 3 / 2 ) SILT LOAM 

DISTURBED-YELLOWISH-BROWN 
( 10 Y R 5 / 4 ) CLAY 

ROCK 

BONE 

30 cm 

Figure 7. South Wall Profile of Excavation Unit 990 N, 1068 E. 
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9 9 7 N 
I 0 7 0 E 997 N 

I069E 

40 DV447 

ZONE A - VERY DARK GRAYISH-BR0\A^N 
( I 0 Y R 3 / 2 ) SILT LOAM 

ZONE B - LIGHT GRAY ( I 0 Y R 7 / I ) ASH 
CONTAINING CHARCOAL, BURNED 
CLAY AND BONE 

VERY DARK GRAYISH-BROWN 
( I O Y R 3 / 2 ) SILT LOAM (HEAVILY 
COMPACTED) 

D - DARK YELLOWISH-BROWN 
( I 0 Y R 4 / 4 ) CLAY LOAM 

^ ZONE C -

^ ZONE 

30cm 

Figure 8. South Wall Profile of Excavation Unit 997 N, 1069 E 
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(10YR3,'2) silt loam containing histonc artifacts was 
deposited over Zone D. this zone corresponds to the lower 
portion of the "E' soil horizon. 

Zone B - a 3-14 cm thick discontinuous lens of liL̂ ht erav 
(10YR7/1) ash containing charcoal, bumed clay, bone, and 
histonc artifacts was deposited over Zone C, this zone 
corresponds to the upper portion of the "E" soil honzon. 

Zone A - a 19-28 cm thick layer of very dark grayish brown 
(10YR3/2) sih loam containing histonc artifacts was 
deposited over Zone B, this zone corresponds to the "A" soil 
horizon. 

Ash lenses, layers of hammer dressed limestone flakes and blocks, and heavy 

amounts of Frontier Penod cultural material were encountered in the exca\ ation units. 

Excavation unit data are contained in Table 4. 

Features 

Features from the Frontier and later historic periods were present on the Drennon 

site. Frontier Period historic features were located in the eastem portion of the site. They 

include foundation lines from a possible cabin, a chimney pad and associated mbble, a 

cellar pit, historic posts, and bone and artifact scatters. These features contained a large 

amount of early historical material including many consumer goods. Feature data are 

presented in Table 5. 

The features were mapped in plan view (Figure 3). Differing excavation techniques 

were utilized to investigate the variety of feature types. 

The stmcture foundation area. Feature 99, was investigated by the excavation of four 

1 m X 1 m umts excavated through the subsoil following mechanical removal of topsoil by 

a backhoe and the exposure of the stmcture foundation by the hand scraping 1 m x 1 m and 

2 m x 2 m units. All soil from the 1 m x 1 m excavation units was water screened through 

1/4" (6.35 mm) and 1/16" (1.6 mm) hardware cloth. Ten liters of soil were retained from 

the southwest quarter of each umt-level for water flotation. Foundation lines were exposed 
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Table 4: Drennon Site Frontier Period Excavation Units 

Unit Levels Depth m cm from Feature Comments 
ground surface 

989 N, 1065 E 6 30 

989N, 1069 E 3 15 

989 N, 1071 E 6 30 

990 N, 1068 E 7 35 

990 N, 1071 E 9 45 

990 N, 1074 E 7 35 

992 N, 1072 E 5 25 

993 N, 1068 E* 4 20 

994 N, 1068 E 8 40 

994 N, 1071 E 3 15 

994 N, 1074 E* 4 20 

996 N, 1070 E* 4 20 

996 N, 1072 E* 4 20 

997 N, 1067 E 9 45 

100 

99/100 

100 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

Anockl^a'was5-10 
cm below ground 
surface. 

An ash lens and rock 
layer was 5-20 cm 
bek>w gromd surfece 

Arockljtyerwas5-20 
cm below ground 
surface 

Ash and mortar lenses 
were present 

Clay disturbances 
were present near the 
top and base of the 
unit. 

There were heavy 
concentrations of 
limestone m the upper 
levels. 

Thick ash lenses and 
charred wood were 
present 
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Table 4 (Continued). 

Unit Levels Depth m cm from 
ground surface 

Feature Comments 

997 N, 1069 E 45 99 There was a complex 
profile with more than 
one ash lens A thick 
layer of hammer 
dressed flakes and 
blocks was present 
in the top 20 cm 

998 N, 1066E 10 99 This unit was heavily 
disturbed by a recent 
water line 

998 N, 1070E 45 99 A layer of limestone 
debns and bone was 
present at 10-20 cm 
below surface 

* = Units excavated after mechanical removal of topsoil 
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Table 5: Frontier Period Feature Data. 

Feature Descnption Comments 

99 A structure foundation. There were lines of foundation stones, ash lenses, 
and concentrations of cultural matenal 

100 A C-shaped chimney pad. There were hammer dressed hmestone flakes and 
blocks and concentrations of cultural matenal 

101 A bone concentration 

102 A bumed post. 

103 A cellar pit. This feature was heavily impacted on the east 
by a recent water line and on the west by the root 
mat of a hackberry tree 

106 A bone concentration. 

107 A bone and ceramic 
concentration. 

by troweling, artifacts trowel sorted from the fill over and around the lines were collected 

by unit. Most of the units were 1 m x 1 m, however, some were 2 m x 2 m. All foundation 

stones exposed by troweling were plan mapped (Figure 3). Feature 100, the chimney pad, 

was investigated in a similar manner to Feature 99. 

The bone scatters, features 101, 106, and 107 were investigated by the removal of 

all surface bone and artifacts. The remaining soil from around the material was taken as 

flotation samples. 

Feature 103, the pit cellar, was divided into three segments. Each segment was 

excavated in 5 cm arbitrary levels. Fill soil was water screened and 10 liter flotation 

samples were collected from each level. 

Feature 102, a bumed post, was bisected. The fill from each half was removed and 

a profile was photographed and drawn. The fill from the first half was water screened. The 

fill from the second half was taken as a flotation sample. 

Feature 99 may be the foundations of Ennis Hooper's log and frame house. The 

southem end of this feature was not determined, it may extend outside of the right-of-wa\ 

(ROW). 
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Features 100 and 103 may be part of a detached kitchen located to the rear of Feature 

99. The large limestone blocks of Feature 100 face away from Feature 99 and the cellar. 

Feature 103 is in front of it. This configuration suggests that thev were part of the same 

stmcture. 

The bottom of Feature 103, a cellar pit, had been enlarged by the excavation of an 

irregular sided pit. This feature contained a large amount of historic debns. The likeK 

explanation for this is that when Claibome Hooper constmcted his brick mansion in the 

1820's he had Ennis Hooper's house dismantled. At that time the probable kitchen was 

either tom down or moved. The standing stmcture to the south of the ROW may be either 

the old kitchen or part of Eimis Hooper's house. The large amount of debris found in the 

enlarged cellar may be the result of the clean up after the old house was dismantled. There 

is a 10-15 cm layer of soil over the foundation stones of Feature 99 and over Feature 100, 

possibly from the formation of a lawn for the mansion and the smoothing out of the ground 

surface. 

Artifacts 

A total of 2,278 artifacts was identified from Frontier Period contexts at the Drennon 

site. A large number of prehistoric and historic artifacts from other contexts were also 

recovered from the site but are not considered here. Cultural material was identified from 

the kitchen (n=1816), architectural (n=335), fumiture (n=13), arms (n=5), clothing (n=36), 

tobacco pipe (n=6), personal (n=4), and activities (n=63) groups. Bones and bone fragments 

were not included in the artifact totals, there were 1,821 of these items. 

Kitchen Group 

Eighteen hundred sixteen kitchen group artifacts were identified. They were from 

the ceramic (n= 1,481), glassware (n=301), tableware (n=26 ), and kitchenware (n=8) classes. 
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Ceramics 

Ceramics consisted of refined and coarse earthenwares, porcelains, and stonewares. 

Refined earthenwares were creamware, pearlware, whiteware, and refined redwares. Coarse 

earthenwares were all redwares. Porcelains were undecorated and overglaze enamel 

decorated Chinese export wares, and undecorated European porcelains. Stonewares were 

British Brown, black basaltese, salt glazed, and Bennington glazed. One hundred forty 

earthenware body sherds were either too badly bumed or eroded to determine types. These 

consisted of 22 rims and 118 other sherds. The other sherds were bodies (n=99), bases 

(n=13), footrings (n=4), handle (n=l), and lid (n=l). 

Redwares. Redwares were utilitarian wares which were mainly locally produced 

(Ketchum 1981: 1-45; Sweezy 1994: 19-32). (3ne hundred eighty-four coarse redware sherds 

were recovered from Frontier Period contexts. There were 21 redware rim sherds and 167 

body sherds. Eighty-six redware sherds were from nonfeature contexts. Four of these were 

rim sherds. Sixty-one sherds were from Feature 99, nine of these were rimsherds. The 

remaining 37 sherds, including eight rims were from Feature 103. 

A minimum of 43 vessels was represented. Vessel forms were bowls (n=3), jars 

(n=17), plates (n= 2), cups (n=l), flower pots (n=2) and indeterminate (n=18). The flower 

pots were probably intrusive from later historic components. One vessel was identified from 

nonfeature contexts, 25 were from Feature 99, six were from Feature 103, and seven were 

reconstmcted from sherds from both Features 99 and 103. All of the redware sherds were 

undecorated. Surface treatments consisted of lead glazes, lead and copper glazes, lead and 

manganese glazes, and slipped surfaces. Unglazed surfaces were present on some of the 

sherds. 

Refined redwares. Refined redwares were red bodied earthenwares which were 

utilized as containers and table settings. Four body sherds, two each from Features 99 and 

103 were identified. Vessels represented were two bowls, ajar and a cup. The cup was blue 

and white painted. One of the bowls had a painted exterior but it was so bumed that the 

color could not be distinguished. 
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Creamware Creamware or cream colored wares were imported from England 

Cream colored wares were developed in England in the mid-eighteenth century. They were 

perfected by Josiah Wedgewood by 1762 and were often generically called Queen's ware. 

The color was basically white with a creamy yellowish tint. Early creamwares normally 

were yellower than later ones but the amount of variation in tint even on the same vessel 

made determination of age by tint impractical (Noel Hume 1991: 124-125; Majewski and 

O'Brien 1987:116-117;G. Miller 1980: 1-2). 

Three hundred fifty-three creamware sherds were present in excavated Frontier 

Period contexts. There were 83 rim sherds and 270 other sherds. The other sherds included 

208 body sherds, 58 basal sherds, 2 footring sherds, 1 finial, and 1 lid sherd. One hundred 

thirty creamware sherds were from nonfeature contexts, 31 of these are rims. One hundred 

fourteen sherds were from Feature 99, 24 of these are rims. One hundred nine sherds were 

from Feature 103, 28 were rims. 

A minimum of 64 vessels was identified. Vessel forms were 37 bowls, 21 plates, 2 

cups, 2 mugs, 1 pitcher and 1 unidentified service vessel. The unidentified service vessel 

was represented by a ball shaped finial from the top of a lid. The majority of both rim 

(n=79) and other sherds (n=235) were undecorated, these included the finial, footring, and 

lid sherds. However, some decorated sherds (n=40) were present. Decorative motifs 

included annular (n=23) and mocha (n=17) motifs. Aimular decorated vessels were five 

bowls and a mug. Mocha decorated vessels were eight bowls, a pitcher, and a mug. A 

minimum of 33 creamware vessels was identified from Feature 99, 20 were from Feature 

103, a minimum of 10 vessels was reconstmcted from sherds from both Features 99 and 

103, and one vessel was from a nonfeature context. 

Pearlware. Pearlware dates from the end of the eighteenth century into the first 

quarter of the nineteenth century. Peari wares were imported from England. The color was 

whiter than the earlier creamwares but not as white as the later whitewares. Pearlware was 

the result of Josiah Wedgewood's experiments to produce a whiter bodied tableware. The 

creamy body was covered with a lead glaze combining increased amounts of flint and some 

cobalt. This glaze made the bodies appear whiter than the eariier creamwares. This ware 
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was known as "Peari White," "china glaze," or "pearlware." Pearl wares may be 

distinguished by a bluish tint to the surface and a puddling of bluish glaze in depressions on 

vessel surfaces especially along footrings (Noel Hume 1991: 128-12: G. Miller 1980: 2). 

Five hundred fifty-four pearlware sherds were from Frontier Penod contexts. These 

included 153 rim sherds and 401 other sherds. Non-rims were 273 body sherds, 118 basal 

sherds, 8 footrings and 2 handles. Two hundred ninety-four sherds were undecorated, 2 of 

these were rim sherds, 180 were body sherds, 103 were basal sherds, 8 were footrings, and 

1 was a handle. The remainder of the sherds exhibit a variety of decorative motifs. These 

included blue transfer print (n=62), blue shell edge (n=54), green shell edge (n=41), 

underglaze polychrome fineline hand painted (n=42), underglaze blue hand painted (n=32), 

mocha swirled (n=12), embossed relief (n=7), annular (n=4), mocha (n=2), and overglaze 

red painted (n=2). Two sherds were so damaged that their surfaces could not be determined. 

Two hundred eighty-three pearlware sherds were from nonfeature contexts, 80 of these were 

rims. One hundred eighty-one sherds were from Feature 99, 49 of these were rims. One 

body sherd was from Feature 100. Eighty-nine sherds were from Feature 103, 24 were rims. 

The rim and other sherds represented a minimum of 105 vessels. Vessel forms were 

42 plates, 24 bowls, 18 saucers, 12 cups, 4 teacups, 2 platters, 2 creamers, and 1 octagonal 

plate. Transfer printed vessels were 12 saucers, 3 cups, 3 teacups, 3 plates, 1 platter, and 1 

bowl. Blue shell edge vessels were 15 plates, 1 octagonal plate, 1 platter, and 1 possible 

dessert plate. Green shell edge vessels were 18 plates. Underglaze polychrome fineline 

hand painted vessels were 9 bowls, 4 cups, 2 saucers, 1 tea cup, and 1 creamer. Underglaze 

blue hand painted vessels were 7 bowls, 5 saucers, 4 cups, and 1 creamer. Mocha swirled 

vessels were 4 bowls and 1 cup. Annular vessels were 3 bowls. There were also 2 embossed 

relief blue shelledge plates, 1 embossed relief plate, and 1 overglaze red hand painted plate. 

A minimum of 55 pearlware vessels was identified from Feature 99, 13 were from Feature 

103, a minimum of 18 vessels was reconstmcted from sherds from both Features 99 and 

103, and 19 vessels were from nonfeature contexts. 

Whiteware. Whiteware was developed from pearlware and eventually replaced it 

near the end of the first quarter of the nineteenth century. Whitewares were developed in 
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Great Britain but were eventually produced in the United States (G. Miller 1980:2). 

Eighty-three whiteware sherds were recovered from Frontier Penod contexts. There 

are 11 rim sherds and 72 other sherds. The other sherds were 62 bod\' sherds and 10 basal 

sherds. Sixty sherds were undecorated, the remainder had the decorative motifs of transfer 

pnnt (n=18), underglaze blue hand painted (n=2), embossed relief (n=2), and mocha (n=l) 

The transfer printed whitewares were in a variety of colors. The\ consist of dark blue (n=9), 

red (n=3), light blue (n=2), black (n=2), pink (n=l), and purple (N=l). Thirty-two 

whiteware sherds were from nonfeature contexts, three of these were nms. Forty-four sherds 

were from Feature 99, five of these were rims. Seven sherds were from Feature 103, three 

were rims. 

A minimum of 14 whiteware vessels was identified, all from Feature 99. Ten were 

transfer printed, these were 5 saucers, 4 plates, and 1 teacup. The remaining vessels were 

undecorated, these were 2 bowls, 1 plate, and 1 cup. 

Ironstone. Ironstone is a refined stoneware which was first produced to challenge 

the sale of foreign porcelains. Ironstones were produced in Great Britain begiiming in the 

early nineteenth century and extending into the twentieth centurv. The majority of ironstone 

was produced after the Frontier Period. Its presence in features and excavation units of this 

period probably represent later intmsions from other historic components (Majewski and 

O'Brien 1987: 122-123). 

Nineteen ironstone sherds were recovered from Frontier Period contexts. There were 

6 rim sherds and 13 other sherds. The other sherds were 12 body sherds and 1 basal sherd. 

Sixteen sherds were undecorated, the remaining three had an embossed relief decoration on 

a plain body. Ten ironstone sherds were from nonfeature contexts, two were rims. Eight 

sherds were from Feature 99, four were rims. One ironstone body sherd was from Feature 

103. 

A minimum of seven ironstone vessels was identified, two were from Feature 99 and 

five are from nonfeature contexts. Six were undecorated, these were four plates, one cup, 

and one chamber pot. The remaining vessel was an undecorated mug. 
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Porcelain. Porcelain is a hard paste ceramic first produced in China. It was 

introduced into America in the seventeenth century. Chinese porcelains were decorated w ith 

underglaze and overglaze hand painted designs. In archaeological contexts, the overglaze 

painted porcelain designs had often faded away but ghosts of the designs are evident when 

the sherds are held in the correct light. Chinese porcelains were most commonK part of tea 

sets (Noel Hume 1991: 100, 257-265). 

One hundred nineteen porcelain sherds were recovered from Frontier Penod 

contexts. There were 36 rim sherds and 83 other sherds. The other sherds were 59 body 

sherds and 24 basal. Fifty-two porcelain sherds were from nonfeature contexts, 14 of these 

were rims. Twenty-five sherds were from Feature 99, 11 of these were rims. Forty-two 

sherds were from Feature 103, 11 were rims. 

A minimum of 31 porcelain vessels was identified. There were 17 saucers and 15 

teacups. Twenty-seven vessels were overglaze hand painted decorated, these were 16 

saucers and 10 teacups, 5 teacups were undecorated. Eighteen porcelain vessels were from 

Feature 99, six were from Feature 103, and six were reconstmcted from sherds from both 

Features 99 and 103. 

Stoneware. Stoneware was represented by four types, salt glazed, black basaltese, 

British brown, and Bennington glazed. Salt glazed stonewares were produced in America 

and Europe and could be obtained locally. Black basaltese was produced by Josiah 

Wedgwood begiiming in 1750, it was also produced later by other British potters. The single 

vessel of this type may represent an heirloom piece of the Hooper family. British brown 

stonewares were manufactured in England in the eighteenth century. Mugs of from one pint 

to half-gallon sizes and bottles were made of this material. Bennington glazed vessels were 

first manufactured near Bennington, Vermont in the late eighteenth century. They have a 

thick yellow-brown lead glaze (Noel Hume 1991: 112, 120-121; Sweezy 1994: 19-32). 

Twenty-two stoneware sherds were recovered from Frontier Period contexts. These 

were salt glazed (n=13), black basaltese (n=7), British brown (n=l), and Bennington glazed 

(n=l). Salt glazed sherds were 11 body, 1 basal, and 1 neck. Eleven salt glazed sherds were 

from nonfeature contexts, while two were from Feature 99. There was a minimum of six 
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saltglazed stoneware vessels. They were four jugs, one jar, and one crock. There were 

seven black basaltese sherds, they were four body, two basal, and one lid. Four of the black 

basaltese sherds were from Feature 99, one was from Feature 103. and one was from a 

nonfeature context. They were from a single vessef a coffee pot. Bntish brown stoneware 

was represented by a single body sherd from a large mug from Feature 99. The single 

Bermington glaze body sherd may be from a large kitchen jar. This sherd was from Feature 

99. 

Yellow ware. Yellow ware was a yellow bodied earthenware produced from the 

middle to late nineteenth into the twentieth centuries. The three yellow ware body sherds 

are from a plate. Two sherds are from nonfeature contexts and one is from Feature 99. 

Glass 

Kitchen group glass artifacts consisted of the classes of bottles, tumblers, 

pharmaceutical type bottles and vials, and general glasswares such as bowls, unidentified 

type drinking glasses, goblets, flasks, jars, and other containers. 

Bottles. Bottles were represented by 44 glass sherds. Thirty-three are from round 

bodied bottles while 11 are from flat sided square bottles. Round bodied bottle fragments 

consisted of 21 body sherds, six basal sherds, two rim sherds, two lip sherds, one neck sherd, 

and one shoulder sherd. Their colors were olive green (n=13), clear (n=8), green tinted 

(n=7), dark green (n=2), green (n=2), and blue tinted (n=l). Square bodied bottle fragments 

consisted of 10 body sherds and one basal sherd. Their colors were green tinted (n=4), blue 

tinted (n=2), clear (n=2), green (n=2), and dark green (n=l). Twenty-eight round bodied and 

10 square bodied bottle sherds were recovered from Feature 99. Five round bodied bottle 

sherds and one square bodied bottle sherd were recovered from Feature 103. 

Glass bottles were both imported from England and manufactured in America during 

the Frontier Period. In most cases, the origins of the contents determined the origin of the 

bottle. Light blue or blue tinted square bodied bottles may be of French origin, although 

some blue tinted bottles were American made. Olive and dark green bottles probably held 

wines and other liquors and could have been of either American or European origins. Many 
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green wine and liquor bottles were made in England. Patent medicine and other 

pharmaceutical bottles of American and English origins were also manufactured and 

imported during this period. Many of these were square bodied although some were round. 

Most of these were clear but some colored bottles were used (Noel Hume 1991:60-76). 

Glass bowl. Glass bowl sherds were identified from Feature 99. There were four 

rims, two footrings, and one base. One rim was green tinted, all other sherds were clear. 

Table Glass. Table Glass included tumblers, goblets, and unidentified type dnnking 

glasses. These artifacts were identified from Features 99 and 103. A goblet was identified 

from Feature 99 by a single clear basal sherd. Tumblers were heavy bodied stem less 

drinking glasses. Thirteen tumbler sherds were present. One clear tumbler base was from 

Feature 103. Twelve tumbler sherds were from Feature 99. One tumbler base was of an 

amethyst tinted glass, the other 11 sherds were all clear. They were five bases, four bodies, 

and two rims. One of the clear bases was of a frosted glass. Sixteen other drinking glass 

sherds were identified. Four clear drinking glass nms were from Feature 103. Nine clear 

drinking glass rims and three drinking glass bases were from Feature 99. 

Flasks. Flasks were represented by two clear body sherds from Feature 103. 

Jar. Jar sherds are identified from Feature 99. There were one clear basal sherd, one 

clear rim sherd, and one green tinted body sherd. 

Vial. Vial sherds were from Features 99 and 103. There were two green tinted body 

sherds from Feature 103 and one clear neck sherd from Feature 99. 

Other containers. Other containers were represented by 211 sherds from features 99 

and 103. These sherds may have been from some of the other kitchen glass types but they 

were too fragmentary to be definitely identified. One hundred ninety-two were from Feature 

99. Two were basal sherds, 190 were body sherds. Colors identified from Feature 99 were 

amber (n=14), amethyst (n=5), blue tinted (n=4), clear (n=l 10), clear frosted (n=4), cobalt 

blue (n=l), green (n=3), green tinted (n=45), and olive green (n=6). Nineteen sherds were 

from Feature 103, all were body sherds. Colors identified from Feature 103 were clear 

(n=l 1), clear frosted (n=2), cobalt blue (n=l), green tinted (n=4), and olive green (n=l). 
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Tableware 

Tableware consisted of cutlery, table knives, forks, and spoons. Twenty-six 

tableware fragments were present in Frontier Period contexts. Three of the artifacts were 

bone handle fragments, the remainder were metal. Some of the metal knife handles had 

carved bone plates still present. Only one cutlery artifact, a butcher knife blade from Feature 

103, was identified. Table knives were represented by three complete knives, three blades, 

and seven handles. Table knife handles were composites of bone and metal. Bone plates, 

some exhibiting carved decorations, were riveted to the metal hafts of table knives. One 

handle consisted of only a single bone plate fragment. One table knife and one table knife 

blade were from Feature 99, the remainder were from Feature 103. Eight pewter spoon 

fragments were present in Feature 103. Seven were spoon bowl fragments and one was a 

spoon handle. Two metal handles from Feature 99 and two bone handles, one from Feature 

99 and one from Feature 103 could have been from either spoons or forks. 

Kitchenware 

Eight kitchenware artifacts consisting of various types of metal cooking vessels and 

serving piece fragments were identified. There were three cast iron Dutch oven fragments 

from Feature 99. These were two lid fragments and one rim fragment. One cast iron kettle 

rim was from Feature 99. Two cast iron skillet fragments were from Feature 103. One 

unidentified cast iron cooking vessel fragment was from Feature 99. An iron pitcher handle 

was from Feature 103. 

Bone Group 

Bone Group material consisted of the remains of food animals discarded on the site. 

The faunal material was analyzed by Judith A. Patterson from the Department of 

Anthropology at The University of Tennessee. Faunal remains were identified from 

Features 99, 100, 103, 106, and, 107. A total of 1,821 bones and bone fragments was 

recovered from feature contexts. Feature 103, a cellar pit, contained the greatest number of 
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bone at 1,060 items. The species represented and the number of elements of each by feature 

is presented in Table 6. 

Pig (S. scrofa) bones dominated the Frontier Period faunal assemblage at the 

Drennon site. There were 1,385 pig bone and bone fragments recovered from feature 

contexts, this represents 76% of the total bone. There was a minimum number of 23 pigs 

present. This fits into what is known about agricultural practices during the Frontier Period 

in Tennessee. Pigs have been noted as being the most numerous of all farm animals on the 

Tennessee frontiers. This was part of a general Southeastem agricultural pattem. Pigs were 

raised in great numbers and many were herded to market (Amow 1984: 222, 232, 234, 248; 

McWhiney 1988: 53-54; Rogers 1925: 50). 

Domestic cattle was the next most numerous species at 12.8% (n=233), this 

represented a minimum of nine individual animals. Wild and domestic mammals, birds, 

fish, and shell fish accounted for the rest of the faunal remains. Some of the species 

including rats, wood rats, and the common flicker probably represented accidental deaths 

on the site since these species were probably not food sources. 

Architecture Group 

Three hundred thirty-five artifacts were identified from the Architecture Group. 

They were mainly nails (N=204) and window glass fragments (N=128). A large amount of 

building debris consisting of brick fragments, hammer dressed limestone blocks and flakes, 

clay chinking, and mortar fragments was noted but was not included in this study. 

Nails 

Nails were the most common of the Architecture Group artifacts. All nails were 

recovered from Feature 99. The eariiest examples present are a variety of wrought nails 

(N=28). Wrought nail types were general wrought nails (n=9), rose head nails (n=9), L-head 

flooring nails (n=6), mushroom head nails (n=3), and flat head nails (n=l). Wrought nails 

were generally manufactured prior to 1800. Wrought nails are also found in stmctures 

postdating 1800 in such architectural features as doors, window frames, and shutters. These 
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Table 6: Faunal Species from Frontier Period Features. 

Species Feature 99 Feature 100 Feature 103 Feature 106 Feature 107 Total 

Pig 
{Sus scrofa) 

Cow 
{Bos taurus) 

Goat 
{Capra hircus) 

Horse 
{Equus caballus) 

Dog 
(Canis familiaris) 

Domestic cat 
{Felis domesticus) 

Sheep/goat 
{Caprine sp.) 

White-tail deer 
{Odocoileus 
virginianus) 

410 

96 

2 

1 

2 

1 

120 840 15 1385 

20 103 2 12 233 

Eastem cottontail 
rabbit 
{Sylvilagus floridanus) 5 5 21 31 

Gray squirrel 
{Sciurus carloinensis) 3 29 17 49 

Rat 
{Rattus rattus) 3 3 

Eastem woodrat 
{Neotoma floirdana) 

Opossum 
(Didelphis marsupialus) 4 

Raccoon 
(Procyon lotor) 1 

Eastem mole 
(Scalpus aquaticus) 

10 10 
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Table 6 (Continued) 

Species Feature 99 Feature 100 Feature 103 Feature 106 Feature 107 Total 

Birds 

Chicken 
{Gallus gallus) 13 4 37 54 

Turkey 
{Meleagris gallopavo) 12 12 

Bobwhite quail 
{Colinus virginianus) 2 2 

Common flicker 
{Colaptes auratis) 1 ' 

Mallard duck 
{Anas platyrynchos) 2 1 3 

Fish 

Freshwater drum 
(Aplodmotus grunniens) 1 

Channel catfish 
(Ictalurus punctatus) 1 

Shell fish 

Clam 
(Mercenaria mercenaria) 

Total 542 189 

1 

1 

1060 2 28 

2 

1 

1 

1821 
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items were often salvaged and reused in later structures. Cut nails were the most common 

of the nail varieties (N=167). Cut nails were manufactured after 1800. They continued in 

use until the introduction of wire nails in the late nineteenth century. The nine wire nails 

present in Feature 99 were probably intmsive from later historic components (Sloan 1986: 

251). 

Window Glass 

Window glass comprised the second most common class of Architecture Group 

artifacts. Four fragments were from Feature 103, the remainder were from Feature 99. 

Window glass fragments ranged in thickness from .79 - 2.26 mm. The mean window glass 

thickness was 1.32. The mean date derived from window glass thicknesses was 1823.9. 

Other Architecture Group Artifacts 

Other Architectural Group artifacts were a bolt and a metal staple from Feature 99 

and a hasp or hinge from Feature 103. These artifacts may have been part of a door or 

window shutter. 

Fumiture Group 

Fumiture group artifacts were mirtor fragments, fumiture tacks, a brass finial, and 

an omamental metal plate. A total of 13 artifacts was identified as belonging to this group. 

Mirror 

Five mirror fragments were recovered from Feature 99. Each of these artifacts was 

a fragment of clear glass exhibiting mercury staining on one side. These fragments may 

have been from either a full length mirtor or a hand held one. 

55 



Fumiture Tacks 

Six fumiture tacks were recovered from features 99 and 103. Four iron tacks and 

one brass tack were from Feature 99. One brass tack was from Feature 103. These tacks 

may have been used on chair seats. 

Omamental Pieces 

Two metal omamental pieces, probably parts of fumiture, were from Feature 99. 

One was a brass finial possibly from a large dresser or a bed. The other was an omamental 

plate which may have been attached to a drawer. 

Arms Group 

The arms group consists of weapons and weapon related artifacts. Five artifacts were 

present in this group. Arms group artifacts identified from Frontier Period contexts were 

gunflints, lead shot, and a lead sheet, possibly a source for ball ammunition. 

Gunflints 

Two gunflints were identified, each was from Feature 99. One was of English 

manufacture, the other was French. 

The English gunflint was either for a horse pistol or a rifle. It measured 18.6 mm x 

16.6 mm x 5.4 mm. It is an English fine grade flint. Fine grade flints had a flattened 

quadrangular cross section as opposed to the triangular cross section of the English ordinary 

grade flint. It was made of a translucent dark gray flint which probably originated from one 

of the flint quarries in the vicinity of Brandon in Sussex County, England. It was rectangular 

and exhibited the sharp comers common to English made gunflints (Hamilton 1980a: 139; 

Woodward 1960:29-39). 

The French gunflint was probably for a musket. It was made from honey colored 

French flint, and measured 24.1 mm x 21.9 mm x 8.31 mm. This example was of the French 

fine grade which was similar in cross section to the English fine grade. The honey or taffy 

colored flints were produced in the Champagne and Picardy regions of France. French flints 
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originally were manufactured with a rounded heel and did not exhibit the se\erely 

rectangular outline of the English style. This example did not have the rounded heel but was 

very rectangular in outline. French flints produced in the early nineteenth century were 

manufactured with rectangular outlines so that both of the opposing ends could be used 

before the gunflint was discarded (Hamilton 1980b: 139; C. Smith 1960:40-69). 

Lead Shot and Sheet Metal 

Two lead shot were recovered; one from Feature 99 and one from Feature 103. This 

type of ammunition was probably used in a shotgun or a fowling piece. Shot was produced 

by dropping molten lead through a colander from a 200 feet tall shot tower into tubs of cold 

water (Hamilton 1980a: 132-133). 

The remaining artifact attributed to the arms group was a piece of sheet lead 

recovered from Featxire 103. This artifact may have been a source for the production of lead 

ball ammunition for a muzzle loading weapon. 

Clothing Group 

Thirty-seven clothing group artifacts were identified from Frontier Period contexts. 

There were 26 buttons, five beads, two belt buckles, one suspender buckle, two cufflinks, 

and an ivory object which may have been a corset stay. 

Buttons 

Buttons were utilized as clothing closures and for decorative purposes. During the 

late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries buttons were almost exclusively used on men's 

clothing. Women's clothing mainly used laces or hook and eye closures. Buttons on 

women's clothing were more decorative than functional. Men's clothing types using button 

closures were great coats, frock coats, waistcoats, jackets, shirts, breeches, and banyans 

(Fink and Ditzler 1993: 11-12; Hinks 1995: 5-10). 

Twenty-six buttons were recovered from Frontier Period contexts. Identified button 

types were metal loop-back (n=16), bone single-hole disks (n=5), glass and metal swiri-back 
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(n-1), shell disk (n=l), 4-hole glass (n=2), and the brass ring frame of a brocade type button 

(n=l). 

Metal loop-back buttons were disks with loop shanks soldered to their reverse side. 

The attachment of the loop shank was done in two forms. "Alpha" shanks had straight ends 

at the p)oint of attachment while "omega" shanks had bent over ends which looked like the 

Greek letter 'Q. "Alpha" shanks were thought to have been manufactured between 1770 and 

1800, "omega" shanks date after 1800 (Hinks 1995:59-60). Twelve of the loop-back buttons 

from the Drennon site had "alpha" shanks. The remaining four were too damaged to 

determine the shank type. Metal loop-back buttons were recovered from features 99 (N=7), 

100 (N=l), and 103 (N=8) There were 11 made of brass, three of a brass-copper alloy, and 

two of white metal. A brass loop-back from Feature 103 was decorated with two concentnc 

circles. Inscriptions and/or designs were present on the backs of four loop-back buttons. 

The inscriptions and/or designs were: 12 stars and the word GILT; the word PLATED, the 

words EXTRA RICH LONDON, and the words TREBLE GILT. 

The diameter size of metal loop-back buttons may be utilized to determine the type 

of clothing on which they were sewn. Coat size buttons ranged from 18.5 mm to greater 

than 35 mm. Waistcoat size buttons ranged from 14 mm to 18.5 mm (Hinks 1995:35). 

Diameters could be determined for 11 of the Drermon site loop-back buttons. Seven buttons 

fell within the size range for coats. Three were from the size range for waistcoats. One had 

a diameter of 13 mm, this was smaller that the size range for waistcoats. However, it is 

possible that it was from this type of clothing. Loop-back button size data are presented in 

Table 7. 

Five bone single-hole buttons were recovered, four were from Feature 103 and one 

was from Feature 99. Two functions have been identified for bone single-hole buttons. One 

was as the core for cloth buttons, while the other was as the backing for composite metal 

buttons. In each case, the central hole was used to secure a shank to the back of the button 

These types of buttons could have been used on coats, waistcoats, shirts, or breeches. They 

were manufactured in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries (Hinks 1995: 64-65, 

67). Three of the one-hole bone buttons were intact enough to determine diameters. Two 
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Table 7: Metal Loop Back Buttons. 

Diameter Metal Clothmg Type Feature = 

26 

25.6 

21 6 

20.3 

19.8 

19.6 

18.8 

17.6 

17.5 

147 

13.3 

white metal 

white metal 

brass 

brass 

brass 

brass-copper alloy 

brass 

brass 

brass 

copper 

brass 

alloy 

coat 

coat 

coat 

coat 

coat 

coat 

coat 

waistcoat 

waistcoat 

waistcoat 

waistcoat'' 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

103 

99 

103 

103 

of these from Feature 103 had diameters of 17.5 mm and 17.3 mm. These examples may 

have been from waistcoats. One from Feature 99 had a diameter of 11.6 mm, it may have 

been from a shirt. 

There was one shell-disk button recovered from Feature 99. The center of this 

button was broken so that the type of attachment was indeterminate. Some shell disk 

buttons had shank attachments, others had four holes (Hinks 1995:68-70). 

One brass ring frame for a brocade or other cloth button was recovered from Feature 

103. Brass rings like this one were used as the frames for various types of cloth buttons in 

the late eighteenth and eariy nineteenth centuries (Hinks 1995: 71-73). The brass nng had 

a diameter of 20.8 mm and may have been from a coat. 

The remaining two buttons were a gold glass swiri-back button Feature 103 and a 

small white glass 4-hole button from Feature 99. These buttons may have been intmsive 

from later historic components. 

Cuff-links 

Cufflinks were specialized types of clothing closures similar in function to buttons. 

They are used to keep together the cuffs of shirts, and are also known as sleeve buttons. 

59 



They look like two buttons connected with brass wires or loops (Hinks 1995:45-49). One 

example was a plain surface brass disk with an attached segment of brass wire from Feature 

99. The remaining second disk of this artifact was missing. The second cufflink was from 

Feature 103. The disk portions of this artifact were oval and were marked with Masonic 

symbols. In the center of each disk was the Masonic logo. On the four sides of the center 

symbol were a quarter moon, a disk which may represent the sun, a trowel, and a triangle 

with a dot in it. This last symbol may represent a pyramid with an eye in the center. 

Beads 

Beads were recovered from Feature 103. Five glass beads were identified, three were 

cobalt blue in color and the other two were golden. All appeared to have been drawn beads 

(Fogleman 1991: 9). One of the blue beads and both of the gold ones were faceted, the other 

two blue beads were smooth surfaced. Glass beads have been identified in slave and 

nonslave contexts on a number of sites in Middle and East Tennessee. Blue faceted beads 

similar to those from Feature 103 were identified from slave cabins at the Hermitage and at 

the Gowen Farmstead in Nashville and at the Mabry site in Knoxville (McKelway 1994: 204; 

South 1977:155-161; Weaver et al. 1993:260-261). Faceted beads have been associated with 

slave quarters on these other sites. However, at the Drennon site they were from Feature 103 

which was interpreted as being in a detached kitchen. It is possible that the beads were used 

on clothing or as decorations by slave cooks. It is also possible that they were on clothing 

which was handed down to slaves from the white occupants of the site. Beads were also 

associated with a nonslave domestic stmcture at site 40RE192 in Roane County, Tennessee. 

There is a possibility that the Roane County stmcture was related to either a historic 

Cherokee occupation or to a Euroamerican one (Longmire 1996: 60-65). 

Buckles 

Two buckles were identified from Features 99 and 103. One of the buckles was 

probably from a belt while the other was from a pair of suspenders. The belt buckle was 
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completely of brass and was recovered from Feature 103. The suspender buckle was brass 

and was from Feature 99. 

Corset Stay 

A possible corset stay was recovered from FeaUire 103. It was made of ivor\ and had 

a slot on one end. 

Personal Group 

Nine artifacts were identified from the Personal Group. Personal Group artifacts 

were eyeglasses, clasp and pocket knives, and the fermle from a cane. 

Clasp or Pocket Knives 

Two clasp or pocket knives were identified from Features 99 and 103. Each had 

more than one folding blade. The handle materials were indeterminate on each one. 

Cane Fermle 

A brass fermle from a walking cane was identified from Feature 103. A fermle was 

the metal end of a cane, it covered the portion that came in contact with the ground. 

Tobacco Pipe Group 

Six tobacco pipes were recovered from Feature 99. All of these pipes were probably 

reed pipes. Reed pipes did not have molded stems. Instead, stems made of reeds were 

inserted into an opening at the base of the bowl. They were also known as stub stem pipes. 

Three were bowl rim fragments, one was a bowl fragment, and two were basal fragments 

exhibiting insertion holes for reed stems. All six pipes were earthenware, one was of glazed 

redware and had a fluted surface. The redware pipe was undecorated, the other five all 

exhibited decorations. The decorations on two were anthropomorphic face designs. The 

base of one of these "face" pipes also had a molded floral design. The remaining three pipe 
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fragments were decorated with embossed floral or leaf designs. Anthropomorphic pipes 

were common between 1770 and 1840 (McDaniel et al. 1979). 

Activities Group 

Sixty-three Activities Group artifacts were identified from features 99 and 103. 

Activifies Group artifacts were organized into classes based on use. These were lighting 

class (n=20), stable and bam class (n=20), container class (n=2), writing class (n=2), 

fireplace class (n=l), household class (n=3), tool class (n=l), toy class (n=5), and 

miscellaneous class (n=8). 

Lighting Class 

Lighting class artifacts were all lamp chimney glass fragments. All of these artifacts 

were recovered from Feature 103. 

Stable and Bam Class 

Stable and bam class artifacts were associated with agricultural and sometimes w ith 

transportational related activities. Stable artifacts were one horseshoe, seven horseshoe 

nails, and two hamess buckles. The horseshoe was from Feature 103. Six of the horseshoe 

nails were cut and one was wrought, all were from Feature 99. The hamess buckles were 

from Feature 99. The remaining artifacts from this class were a length of chain from Feature 

99, two individual chain links from Feature 103, two fence staples from Feature 99, and six 

wire fragments from Feature 99. 

Container Class 

Container class artifacts were a ceramic ink bottle and an iron bucket handle. A 

single British brown stoneware ink bottle was identified from six body sherds recovered 

from Features 99 and 103. One of the sherds was from the vessels shoulder. Ceramic 

bottles had two periods of popularity in England. The eariy period was from the mid-

seventeenth to the mid-eighteenth centuries. Their use declined with the increased use of 
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glass bottles in the late eighteenth centur\ The popularity of ceramic bottles was revived 

in the eariy nineteenth centur} Increased British duties on glass bottles in 1812 made the 

use of ceramic bottles profitable again (Noel Hume 1991 78-79). 

Writing Class 

Writing class artifacts were a graphite pencil lead from Feature 99. A single slate 

fragment was recovered from Feature 99. This item may have been a portion of a chalk 

board. 

Fireplace Class 

The fireplace class was represented by a single cast iron andiron leg from Feature 99. 

Household Class 

Household class artifacts were a scissor and two scissor fragments. One pair of 

scissors and a scissor handle were from Feature 103, a scissor blade was from Feature 99. 

Tool Class 

Only one tool class artifact was present. This was a bit fragment of a cutting tool, 

p)ossibly a chisel from Feature 103. 

Toy Class 

Marbles were the only toy class artifact identified. Two of the marbles were made 

of limestone and three were of clay. One of the limestone marbles was from Feature 103, 

all of the others were from Feature 99. The diameters of the limestone marbles were 17.3 

and 16.9 mm, the diameters of the clay marbles were 17.9, 14.6, and 9.5 mm. 
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Miscellaneous Class 

Artifacts which could not be identified to any of the other classes were placed in this 

group. There were two metal plates, two metal straps, and two square rods from Feature 99 

and one metal sheet from Feature 103. 

Site Dating 

Two dating methods were utilized, mean ceramic dating and mean window glass 

dating. Two mean ceramic dates were derived for the Frontier Period component, one was 

from the sherd count and the other was from the vessel count. The sherd count date was 

1806.7, the vessel count date was 1808.1. One thousand sixty-seven rim and other sherds 

were utilized to derive the sherd count date. Two hundred twenty-one vessels were used to 

derive the vessel count date. Sherd and vessel totals by mean ceramic year are presented in 

Table 8. The sherds and vessels postdating 1818 were probably intmsive from the later 

historic components. If they are not considered the mean ceramic dates for sherds is 1801 

(derived from 963 sherds) while the date for vessels is 1802.7 (derived from 199 vessels). 

Table 8: Frontier Period Sherd and Vessel Counts by Mean Ceramic Year. 

Mean Ceramic Year 

1785 

1791 

1798 

1800 

1805 

1808 

1810 

1818 

1845 

1850 

1860 

1870 

1880 

Totals 

Rim Sherds 

7 

80 

4 

7 

114 

30 

8 

21 

1 

10 

6 

281 

Other Sherds 

235 

35 

25 

317 

22 

14 

44 

16 

3 

52 

13 

3 

786 

Sherd Totals 

7 

315 

39 

32 

431 

52 

22 

65 

17 

3 

62 

19 

3 

1067 

Vessels 

1 

48 

16 

17 

58 

25 

11 

23 

10 

1 

3 

7 

1 

221 
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A mean date of 1823.9 was derived from window glass thicknesses. This date is 

denved from the total number of window glass from Frontier Penod contexts. Window 

glass fragments ranged in thickness from .79-2.26 mm. 

The shank styles of metal disk loop back buttons may also be used for relative dating 

purposes. "Alpha" shanks are thought to have been manufactured between 1770 and 1800, 

"omega" shanks date after 1800 (Hinks 1995:59-60). Twelve of the loop back buttons from 

the Drennon site have "alpha" shanks. This puts them in the last quarter of the eighteenth 

century. These dates are for the manufacture of the "alpha" shank buttons, their use may 

have continued into the early portion of the nineteenth century. However, the fact that no 

"omega" style shanks are present indicates a late eighteenth century date. 

Documentary Data 

Primary documentary data on the availability of consumer goods in Frontier Period 

Middle Termessee was obtained from the Termessee State Library and Archives in Nashville. 

Consumer data were taken from newspaper ads from between 1800 and 1825. The 

newspapers studied were the Clarion (TC), the Clarion and Tennessee Gazette (CTG), the 

Clarion and Tennessee State Gazette (CTSG), the Democratic Clarion (DC), the Impartial 

Review and Cumberland Repository (IRCR), the Nashville Gazette (NG), the Nashville 

Republican (NR), the Tennessee Gazette (TG), and the Tennessee Gazette and Mero-District 

Advertiser (TGMDA). Some problems arose in citing the early newspapers. The Clarion 

changed its name frequently. It was originally the Tennessee Gazette, then the Tennessee 

Gazette and Mero-District Advertiser, the Clarion, the Democratic Clarion, the Clarion and 

Tennessee Gazette, and the Clarion and Tennessee State Gazette.The Nashville Gazette 

became the Nashville Republican for one issue before changing back to the Nashville 

Gazette. It eventually became the Nashville Republican again after 1827. 

Primary documentary data on the availability of consumer goods in Frontier Period 

East Tennessee were obtained from the University of Tennessee Library and the East 

Tennessee Historical Society in Knoxville. Consumer data were taken from newspaper ads 

from between 1791 and 1823. There was a gap in these data between 1803 and 1816 where 
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no newspapers could be found in the archives. The newspapers studied were the Knoxville 

Gazette (KG), the Knoxville Gazette and Weekly Advertiser (KGWA), and the Knoxx'ille 

Intelligencer. The Knoxville Gazette and Weekly Advertiser was a brief name change of the 

Knoxville Gazette. 

Consumer data were derived from advertisements placed in these newspapers by 

local merchants. Often the ads would contain lists of goods available for sale. Some of 

these lists were very general but some, particularly for dmggists, were more specific. A list 

was compiled from these ads containing all of the goods offered for sale dunng the Frontier 

Period in Nashville and Knoxville. 
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CHAPTER IV 

CONSUMERISM AT THE DRENNON SITE 

One of the largest historic components at the Drennon site was from the Frontier 

Period. This component consisted of artifacts and features located in the eastem portion of 

a lawn area (Figure 3). The majority of Frontier Period artifacts were recovered from in and 

around Feature 99, a house foundation, and associated features. Many of these artifacts were 

consumer goods. How and where did the eariy residents of this site acquire these goods? 

It is possible that some of them were in the possession of the original site settlers. However, 

it is probable that the majority were obtained through either purchase or trade in the local 

area. Newspaper advertisements from selected years between 1800 and 1825 show that 

many of the consumer goods represented by Frontier Period artifacts were available from 

local merchants. There were locally produced items and goods imported from other areas 

both inside and outside of the United States. 

The Frontier Period artifact assemblage consists of kitchen, bone, architecture, 

fumiture, arms, clothing, personal, tobacco pipes, and activities group material. Artifacts 

from each of these groups will be examined to determine their places of origin and their 

availability in the Middle Tennessee area during this time. 

The Kitchen Group contained the greatest amount of consumer artifacts identified 

from the Frontier Period at the Drennon site. There were 1,816 of these artifacts from the 

ceramics (n=l,451), glasswares (n=301), tablewares (n=26), and kitchenwares (n=8) classes. 

The Ceramics class was made up of refined and coarse earthenwares, porcelains, and 

stonewares. Ceramics were of both local and nonlocal origins. 

Redwares and salt glazed stonewares probably originated both locally and outside 

the Nashville area. As early as 1799 potters were working in the Nashville area. In that year 

Schauss and Null were manufacturing pottery in that area. They are listed as making salt 

glazed stonewares. Redwares are not mentioned in advertisements. There was a listing of 

crockery in 1825 by L. Browning; this may refer to redware type earthenwares. However, 

stonewares are mentioned twice. In 1806 the firm of Evans, Lewis, and Company of 
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Wheeling, Virginia advertised that they could supply stonewares to customers in Nashville. 

In 1820 Dyer Peari advertised that he had a quantity of stoneware for sale. The Ev ans. 

Lewis, and Company stoneware was definitely listed as being made in Wheeling. Dyer 

Pearl's stoneware had no place of origin listed. Stoneware and possibly redware may have 

been imported into the area as containers for liquids such as whiskey. Vaneties of whiskey 

were listed for sale in eight advertisements between 1806 and 1825 by Stephen Cantrel Jr. 

and Company, Cowdin and Sanderson, Robert S. Curtey, McLoughlin and Tilford, and 

George Poyzer (Amow 1984:300-301; The Clarion and Tennessee Gazette [CTG] 1820b; 

The Democratic Clarion [DC] 1809b, 1809h, Impartial Review & Cumberland Repository 

[IRCR] 1805a, 1806f, 1806g, 1806h, 1806k; iVav/zv/Z/e Gazette [NG] 1825g. 1825k; Sweezy 

1994:19-23). 

There were four types of refined earthenwares identified in the Frontier Period at the 

Drennon site. These were creamware, pearlware, whiteware, and refined redware. All of 

these were produced in England during the Frontier Period. Creamware was the earliest of 

the these major type. Pearlware replaced creamware by the early nineteenth century. In tum 

whitewares were becoming popular by around 1820. Advertisements for Queen's ware were 

present in Nashville newspapers throughout the first quarter of the nineteenth century. 

Between 1801 and 1825 Queen's ware was advertised 25 times by 19 different merchants 

(Appendices A and B). In none of the advertisements were any of the ceramic types listed 

as anything other than Queen's ware even well after the time when creamwares were no 

longer in general use. It must be assumed that by the 1820's the term Queen's ware was a 

generic term for any white bodied table vessel. Refined earthenwares were one of the most 

commonly advertised consumer goods in Nashville newspapers. The great numbers of these 

artifacts recovered from the Frontier Period component at the Drennon site reflects the 

availability of these ceramics in local stores {The Clarion and Tennessee State Gazette 

[CTSG] 1818a, 1818f, 1818q, 1819a, 1819d, 1819e 1820c; DC 1809a; Noel Hume 

1991:124-125, 128-129; IRCR 1805c, 1806a, 1806f, 1806h, Majewski and O'Bnen 

1987:116-117, 122-123; G Miller 1980: 1-2; NG 1825e, 1825g, 1825m, 1825p;NR 1825a, 

1825b; TG 1800b, 1801a, 1806). 
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European and American potters attempted to manufacture porcelains to challenge 

the Chinese imports with variable results. During the Frontier Period, the finest porcelains 

were still being manufactured in China and were often known as Chinaware. They were 

most commonly made into tea sets; this is apparent at the Drennon site where all porcelains 

were either saucers or teacups. There were also pearlware and whiteware tea sets. Saucers 

and teacups of these two wares were identified from the Drennon site Frontier Period 

component. Chinawares were listed for sale by three merchants: Bustard and Eastin in 1800, 

1805, Stephen Cantrell Jr. and Company 1818, and Samuel Ewing in 1825. China tea sets 

were listed for sale by Robertson and Curtey in 1818. A. Whiting advertised Bntania tea 

pots and Britania tea sets in 1825. It is not certain if these were ceramic or metallic teawares 

(CTG 1818a; Noel Hume 1991: 100, 257-265: NG 1825o; NR 1825b; TG 1081a, 1805b). 

Black basaltese, British brown, and Bennington glazed stonewares were not listed 

in any of the advertisements. Black basaltese and British brown stonewares were of English 

origins and were possibly handled by local merchants. There is also a possibility that the 

basaltese coffee pot was a Hooper family heirloom. This could not be determined with the 

data at hand. Bermington glazed were of American origins and may have also been available 

from local merchants even though this type of stoneware is not listed by name (Noel Hume 

1991: 112, 120-121; Sweezy 1994:19-32). 

Bottles were represented by both round bodied and square bodied glass fragments. 

Jar, vial, and other container fragments were also present. Glass bottles were advertised for 

sale by James and Washington Jackson in 1805 and by Thomas Kirkman in various 

advertisements between 1805 and 1810. The most common colors for bottles were green, 

olive green, and dark green. These may represent wine or other liquor bottles. Light blue 

square bodied bottles may be of French origin and could have contained brandies or other 

spirits. A variety of liquors including whiskey, brandy, gin, and rum as well as wine, beer, 

and cider were listed in advertisements placed between 1801 and 1825 (Appendices A and 

B). Spirits represented a variety of foreign countties and areas of America. There were 

French brandy, Jamaica and New England rums, and Spanish (Malaga, Madeira, sherry, and 

Tenerife), Portuguese wine (Lisbon), and Sicilian wines. A variety of patent dmgs and 
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medicines were also listed for sale in Nashville dmggist shops of the penod. Manv of these 

were probably transported in bottles or vials. Jars and other containers mav have contained 

a variety of foods. Many food types were listed in the newspaper advertisements (CTG 

1818d, 1818e, 1818f, 1819b, 1819c, 1819e;CTSG 1818d, 1818g, 1818q:DC 1809a, 1809c, 

1809f, 1809g, 1809h; Noel Hume 1991: 60-76; IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806b, 1806f, 1806g, 

1806h, 1806i, 1806j, 1806k; The Nashville Clarion [NC] 1808a: NG 1825a. 1825d, 1825g, 

1825k, 1825n, 1825o, 1825p; The Tennessee Clarion [TC] 1808c, 1808d; TG 1801a, 1805b, 

1805c, 1805f, 1806c. 1806d, 1806e, 1806j, 1806k. 18061 1806m. 1807b, 1807c, 1810a, 

1810b, 1810c). 

Flask fragments were present in Feature 103. Decorated and plain flasks contained 

liquors dunng the Frontier Period. Decorative glass flasks were manufactured throughout 

the United States from 1816 to 1860. They often depicted historical figures, particulariy 

George Washington, the American eagle, and scenes of everyday life. Glass flasks were 

listed for sale by the companies of Thomas Yeahman and J. and R. Woods and of T. W. 

Dyott in 1825. Dyott listed Washington and Eagle flasks, Lafayette and Eagle flasks, and 

flasks with various other designs including Benjamin Franklin, ships, stars, and comucopia 

(McClmton 1950: 56-63; NG 1825i, 1825p). 

Table glass from the Drennon site was represented by tumblers, goblets, and 

unidentified type drinking glass fragments. Glass tumblers were advertised by name by the 

firm of Thomas Yeahman and J. and R. Woods m 1825. Hollow glassware was also 

advertised by Alex Porter in 1818, by George Poyzer in various advertisements between 

1806 and 1809, and by Alexander Richardson in 1819 and 1820. Stemmed glass goblets had 

a long history in England, dating back to the early seventeenth century and include both 

English and Italian made forms. They were still being manufactured m England and 

America in the early nineteenth centtiry (CTG 1818c, 1819a, 1820c; DC 1809h; Noel Hume 

1991: 192-193; IRCR 1806f, 1806h, 1806k: NG 1825p; TG 1806d). 

Tablewares consisting of bone handled knives and pewter six)ons as well as butcher 

knives and some possible fork handle fragments were well represented m the Dreimon site 

Frontier Period assemblage. Much cutlery and other tablewares were manufactured in 
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London and Sheffield, England and imported to America. Pewter spoons and other 

tablewares were also manufactured in America. Cutlery and other tablewares including 

forks, knives, and ivory handled knife and fork sets were advertised by Robertson and 

Currey in 1818 and by A. Whiting in 1825. Unspecified types of cutlery were advertised by 

Baird and Boyce in 1806, Bustard and Eastin in 1801, James and Washington Jackson in 

1805, Thomas Kirkman in 1805, J. G. Martin and Co. in 1819, Joseph Porter and Co. in 

1818, George Poyzer between 1806 and 1809, and William Wnght and Co. in 1805 and 1806 

(CTG 1819d; CTSG 1818a, 1818p; DC 1809h; Noel Hume 1991: 177-184; IRCR 1805b, 

1805c, 1806a, 1806f, 1806h, 1806k; NG 1825o; TG 1080a, 1805c, 1806d, 1806f, 1806k). 

Kitchenware class artifacts identified from the Drennon site were primarily from 

cooking vessels. Castiron Dutch oven, skillet, and kettle fragments are present. The only 

noncooking vessel kitchenware artifact is the iron handle of a pitcher. Castiron cooking 

wares are not specifically named in newspaper advertisements of the Frontier Period. 

However, they may have been locally produced. Castiron cooking vessels and other locally 

made castiron objects were generically known as castings at that time. Iron castings were 

advertised by William Carrol and Co. in 1810, James and Washington Jackson in 1805, 

George Poyzer between 1806 and 1809, Thomas Proctor in 1809, and Alexander Richardson 

m 1819 and 1820 (Amow 1984: 296; CTG 1819a, 1820c; DC 1809c, 1809h; IRCR 1806f, 

1806h, 1806k; TG 1805c, 1806d, 1810a). 

The Bone Group was represented by a variety of species of both domestic and wild 

animals, fish, and fowl. The majority of these were probably deposited on the site as a result 

of domestic activities. Farms such as the one owned by the Hoopers were largely self 

sufficient at this time. Most of the meat and plant foods consumed by the inhabitants were 

probably grown and processed on the property. However, the bone group probably 

represents participation in the tt-ade network of the period. A large number of farm products 

were sold locally, additionally many of the local merchants took produce in exchange for 

consumer goods. In 1801 Joseph Engleman, a local butcher, was advertising that he wished 

to obtain cattle. Pork was another major agricultural product of the time. Pork was sold 

locally and was also shipped to other areas (Amow 1984: 213-229; TG 1801e). 
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The Architecture Group was represented mainly by nails and window glass. Nails 

accounted for the largest number of artifacts of this group. While some wrought and wire 

nails were present, the majority are cut nails. Cut nails replaced wrought nails after 1800. 

According to Nashville newspaper advertisements wrought nails were still being sold after 

1800. Wrought nails were advertised for sale by William Cartoll and Co. in 1810 and bv 

Thomas Proctor in 1809. There were two nail manufactories listed in newspaper 

advertisements, Thomas Porter and Co. in 1808 and Thomas Proctor in 1809. Proctor sold 

wrought nails and a variety of cut nails. Thomas Porter advertised varieties of cut nails. 

Nails imported from Boston, Philadelphia, and Pittsburgh were also advertised for sale in 

1825 (CTG 1818d, 1818f, 1819e; CTSG 1818g, 1818e; DC 1809a, 1809c, 1809f, 1809h; 

IRCR 1806f, 1806h, 1806i, 1806k; NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 1825g, 1825m, 1825p; Sloan 

1986: 251; TC 1808c, 1808d; TG 1806d, 1810a). 

Window glass was the second most numerous Architecture Group artifact type. 

Window glass was manufactured as early as the seventeenth century in England and France. 

Technological changes through time lead to the manufacture of larger panes of glass. The 

earliest advertisement for window glass in the Nashville area was by Timothy Demumbmn 

in 1801. He advertised window glass for sale at his tavem by the box or in lesser quantities. 

In 1825 Thomas Wells advertised glass panes measuring 8" x 10", 10" x 12", and 12" x 18". 

In the same year Cowdin and Sanderson also advertised the 8" x 10" size panes. Ten 

merchants advertised window glass for sale in advertisements between 1801 and 1825 (CTG 

1818c; DC 1809c, 1809g, 1809h; Noel Hume 1991: 233-235; IRCR 1805b, 1806f, 1806g, 

1806h, 1806k. 1806J; NG 1825g, 1825n; TG 1801b, 1805c, 1806d, 1806e, 1810a, 1810b). 

A hasp or hinge was also identified from Feature 103. Hinges were listed for sale 

at Thomas Porctor's nail manufactory in 1809 (DC 1809c). 

The Fumiture Group was represented by mirtor fragments, lamp chimney glass, 

fumiture tacks, and omamental pieces. Fumiture was being imported and was also being 

made locally. Local fumiture makers were S. Williamson and Company who advertised 

chairs and settees in 1818 and Elias Bobson who advertised custom made fumiture 1825. 

Fumiture imported from nonlocal sources, including Japanned ladies dressing cases. 
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mattresses and bedticking, various types of lighting devices, and unspecified fumiture types, 

were being advertised between 1806 and 1825 (CTSG 1818f, 1818q; DC 1809g, 1809h; 

IRCR 1805b, 1806f, 1806h, 1806k; NG 1825a, 1825c, 1825g, 1825o; TG 1806c, 1806d, 

1806e, 1807g, 1810b). 

Arms Group artifacts recovered from the Frontier Component were two lead shot, 

one fragment of sheet lead, and two gunflints. One gunflint was of British manufacture 

while the other was French. 

The French were the earliest producers of flake gunflints, a technological 

improvement over the earlier gunspalls. Throughout most of the eighteenth century the 

French dominated the gunflint market. During much of this period, they were even the 

source of the majority of gunflints used in the armies of their enemies such as the English. 

The manufacture of flake type gunflints was a French state secret. This type of gunflint was 

not produced in England until the 1790's. It is thought that French prisoners of war 

introduced this type of manufacturing technique to England. By the first quarter of the 

nineteenth century the English were producing and exporting large numbers of gunflints and 

were challenging the French dominance in the trade. British gunflints were produced mainly 

near the town of Brandon in Sussex County in southem England. Brandon gunflints were 

shipped overseas from Liverpool, Bristol, London, and Birmingham. Flints sold for about 

one dollar per thousand, twenty flint workers could produce between 200,000 and 250,000 

flints per week (Hamilton 1960: 73-79; C. Smith 1960: 40-69; Woodward 1960:29-39). 

The gunflints and lead shot could have been deposited on the Drennon site any time 

during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. Such items were probably locally 

available and might have been purchased in local stores or from local guimiakers. Lead shot 

was listed for sale by C. Stump and Company between 1806 and 1818, by Thomas Deadrick 

in 1820, and by Armstrong and Seay in 1825. Lead shot might also have been manufactured 

m the home from sheet lead. Gunflints were not specifically listed for sale in any of these 

advertisements but they could have been available from these sources or from local 

gunsmiths such as S. Crockett in 1818 (CTG 1818d, 1820d; CTSG 1818e, 1818m; DC 

1809a, 1809f; IR&CR 1806i; NC 1808a; NG 1825a). 
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Clothing Group artifacts from the Frontier Period were mainly buttons and cufflinks. 

Beads, belt buckles, a suspender buckle, and a possible corset stay were also identified 

Most of the identifiable buttons were from coats and waistcoats or vests. Two cufflinks 

were from shirts (Fink and Ditzler 1993: 11-12; Hinks 1995 5-10, 35, 45-49, 59-60, 64-65, 

68-73). 

Nashville area tailors were manufacturing a variety of clothing during the Frontier 

Period. Locally made clothing types were big or great coats, unspecified type coats, ladies 

habits, ladies spencers, men's clothing in general, pantaloons, regimentals, short coats, and 

vests. Local tailors were Jesse Barber and Co. in 1807, J. Condon and Son in 1825, 

Dickerson and Tyree in 1808, Michael Dowlin in 1805, and Smiley and Gamble in 1808 

(NG 1825f; TC 1808i, 1808j; TG 1805h, 1807a). 

A larger amount of clothing was imported from England and the eastem part of the 

United States. Coats are advertised by Wards in 1818 and greatcoats were specifically 

mentioned in advertisements by C. Stump and Co. in 1809. Clothing in general was listed 

for sale by 12 different merchants in the first quarter of the nineteenth century (CTG 1819a, 

1820c; CTSG 1818h, 1818p;DC 1809f, 1809h; IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806f, 1806h, 1806k; 

NG 1825d, 1825o; NR 1825b; TG 1805a, 1805c, 1806c, 1806d, 1806e, 1806k, 1807b, 

1810b). 

Glass beads were specifically listed in 1805 advertisements by two different 

merchants, James and Washington Jackson and Thomas Kirkman Beads could have also 

come in as decorations on hats or women's clothing. Shirt buttons were advertised by some 

merchants. Suspenders were listed in advertisements by Thomas Kirkman in 1805, Thomas 

Jones and Co. in 1806 and 1807, and by T. E. Waggman in 1805 (IRCR 1805b; TG 1805a, 

1805c, 1806c, 1807b). 

Personal Group artifacts identified from the Frontier Period were eyeglasses, clasp 

and pocket knives, and a cane ferrule. Eyeglasses are the only one of these items advertised 

in the Nashville newspapers of the period. J. Martin carried eyeglasses or spectacles in 

1808, Thomas Wells advertised them in 1825. Neither merchant listed the places of origin 

of these items (NG 1825n; TC 1808h). 
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No Tobacco Pipe Group artifacts were advertised in Nashville newspapers of the 

Frontier Period. These items may have been so common that merchants did not feel that it 

was necessary to advertisement them. They may have also been manufactured by local 

potters. 

Activities Group Artifacts are divided into the seven classes of stable and bam, 

container, writing, fireplace, household, tool, toy, and miscellaneous. 

Stable and bam class artifacts from the Frontier Period were a horseshoe, horseshoe 

nails, and a hamess buckle. Neither horseshoes nor horseshoe nails were listed in an\ 

advertisements. These items would probably have been available at blacksmith shops in the 

Nashville area. Blacksmithing was one of the earliest business started in the area. 

Blacksmiths were listed as charging $4.00 to shoe a horse in Nashville in 1799. Hamess 

buckles would have come from saddlers shops. Bridles, bridle bits, and saddle bags would 

all have had buckles. These items were advertised by Thomas Jones and Co. in 1806 and 

1807, by Alexander Richardson in 1819 and 1820, and by William Wright and Co. in 1805 

and 1806. Saddler shops were run by John Williams in 1805 and Hewlett and Harper 1818, 

hamess buckles could have been obtained from these sources. (Amow 1984: 197, 204; CTG 

1819a, 1820c; CTSG 18181; IRCR 1805c; TG 1805e, 1806c, 1806k, 1807b). 

Container class artifact consisted of a stoneware ink bottle and an iron bucket handle. 

Buckets were not listed in advertisements. The British brown stoneware ink bottle could 

have been obtained from local merchants. In 1818 and 1819 G A. Bedford, a wholesale and 

retail dmggist, advertised durable ink for sale. It is possible that this ink was contained in 

ceramic bottles of British origin. However, the container type was not listed in the 

advertisements (CTG 1818e, 1819b). 

None of the writing, fireplace, toy, or household class artifacts from the Drennon site 

were listed in any advertisements. These items may have been available from local 

merchants. Andirons could have been manufactured by local blacksmiths. The clay and 

limestone marbles may have been made on the site. 
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The single tool class artifact was a fragment of the bit end of a cutting tool, possibly 

a chisel. Chisels were not mentioned in any of the advertisements of the period. However, 

a number of tools including carpenters adzes were sold by William Cartol and Co. in 1810. 

The consumer goods identified from the Frontier Penod component of the Drennon 

site were derived from a variety of sources. These sources represent a variety of nations on 

at least three continents. Goods were coming in from China, England, France, Portugal. 

Italy, Spain, and different areas of the United States. The number and variety of these 

consumer goods reveal that the Hoopers were active participants in the world trade network 

that was in place at the end of the eighteenth century and the beginning of the nineteenth 

century. The values of these consumer goods is difficult to assess. Prices are listed very 

rarely in the newspaper advertisements of this period. The method of assessing ceramics 

values devised by George Miller (1980, 1995) does not work for the Drennon site Frontier 

Period component since the time frame can not be broken down into precise enough blocks 

of years. The number and variety of pearlwares and porcelains do indicate high status for 

the inhabitants. It is known that the Hooper family was well to do, owning a large amount 

of land and several slaves. The reflection of this affluence appears in the variety and types 

of consumer goods recovered on the site. 
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CHAPTER V 

NASHVILLE/MIDDLE TENNESSEE FRONTIER PERIOD 

CONSUMER PATTERNS 

A study of Nashville/Middle Tennessee Frontier Period consumer pattems inv olv es 

the study of more than one element. First, the geographical setting must be examined to 

determine how it affected the flow of goods into and out of the area. This involves an 

examination of trade routes connecting Middle Tennessee to the world ttade network. 

Second, the origins and development of the trade network serving Middle Tennessee must 

be examined. Third, how did changing technological and economic factors during the 

Frontier Period affect the trade flow? Fourth, what types of consumer goods were available 

and where did they originate? Fifth, how did the economic picture of Middle Tennessee 

change through the Frontier Period? Sixth, how were goods distributed in the Nashville 

area? 

Geographic Factors Affecting Nashville and 
Middle Termessee Trade 

Middle Tennessee is drained by the Cumberland River and its tributaries. The 

Cumberland is part of the Mississippi-Ohio River system. This system drains a major 

portion of the central United States. The use of the Mississippi-Ohio River system was an 

essential component to the settling of the Upper Mid-South and the Midwestem portions of 

the United States. Land transportation in the midcontinent prior to 1850 was cmde with few 

paved roads or bridges. The movement of produce along the rivers helped change this area 

from a wildemess into the nation"s agricultural heartland. Additionally the nvers enabled 

consumer goods to be imported and distributed with relative ease. After 1850 railroads 

began to penettate this area causing a decline in river traffic (Beard 1943; Haites and Mak 

1971, Rogers 1925:19-20). 

The second major geographic factor affecting Middle Tennessee ttade routes is the 

Cumberland Plateau (Figure 6). The plateau nses east of the Cumberland River drainage. 
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Its elevation averages one thousand feet above the neighbonng physiographic regions The 

plateau's edges are steep bluffs which are broken in only a few places. Two of the breaks 

are Cumberiand Gap which is located along Tennessee's northem border and the gorge of 

the Tennessee River on the state's southem border. The plateau formed a major barrier to 

ttade and communication between the Middle and East Tennessee areas dunng the Frontier 

Period (Luther 1977: 54-62). 

Because of these geographic factors, trade and communication with Middle 

Termessee were more easily achieved along the westem river system or along land routes 

which extended to the north and south along westem edge of the Cumberland Plateau than 

along routes which crossed the plateau. River ttade routes to Middle Tennessee began either 

in Pittsburgh or in New Orleans. They followed the Ohio or Mississippi rivers, respectivelv, 

to the mouth of the Cumberland River near Smithland, Kentucky. The Cumberland River 

was then followed to the river ports of Clarksville and Nashville. Nashville lies 

approximately one hundred eighty miles upstteam from the mouth of the Cumberland. The 

head of navigation of the Cumberland River is upstream from Nashville at the Cumberland 

Falls in Kentucky. One major obstacle to river ttaffic was the Harpeth Shoal located 

approximately thirty-five miles downstteam from Nashville near Clarksville. There is some 

discrepancy on the degree of difficulty of ttavel up the Cumberland River. The Cumberland 

River cmrent was described as "gentle" by one researcher. However, others relate that the 

current was so swift that flatboats and barges needed to be kedged or poled upstream (Beard, 

1943:317, 319; Douglas 1961:25; Rogers 1925:57). 

A difficult water route did exist between Middle and East Tennessee. This route 

followed the Termessee River to the Ohio and then up Cumberland to the Nashv ille area. 

The Tennessee River route was very long and difficult. Travel upstteam was very slow due 

to the swift curtent and the large number of natural and human hazards. In the spring of 

1790 Major John Doughty took thirteen days to ttavel the first two hundred twenty nver 

miles. Natural barriers to river ttavel were numerous whirlpools, narrows, sand bars, shoals 

and rock ledges which were impassable at low water. The most notable of these were the 

Muscle Shoals in northem Alabama. A large whirlpool known as "The Suck" was located 
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just downstteam from Chattanooga. Additionally, the Chickamauga ttibe, an offshoot of the 

Cherokee, often attacked travelers along the middle portion of the nver. Because of these 

problems river ttade did not develop between Knoxville and Nashville (Folmsbee et al. 

1969:74; Livingood 1949:21; Stonn 1945:121). 

A 1795 map of Kentucky and the surtounding tertitories published by Smith, Reid, 

and Wayland shows that a number of trails or traces extended outward from Nashville 

(Figure 9). These land routes connected the Nashville/Middle Tennessee frontier to the 

outside world. One route extended eastward to Knoxville. In 1787, the North Carolina 

legislature held a lottery to raise funds to establish this "ttace" (trail) cormecting the Middle 

and East Tennessee settlements. The trace was begun in 1788, it extended from the south 

end of Clinch Mountain to Nashville. After Tennessee achieved statehood in 1796 the road 

was improved and became part of the great stage road which cormected the eastem seaboard 

with the lower Mississippi River Valley. The portion of this road between the Tennessee 

River and Nashville would be supplanted by the Walton Road m 1799. The original section 

of the Walton Road connected Carthage in Smith County and Fort Southwest Point in Roane 

County. This was a toll road, toll gates and inns, known locally as stands, were established 

along its length. Mile markers were placed every three miles along the road. In places the 

Walton Road followed the earlier Avery Trace (Abemethy 1932:156; Amow 1984: 100-101; 

Bretz 1926:4-5; Dickinson 1995; Smith, Reid, and Wayland 1795). 

A ttace crossed the Cumberland River at Nashville. This route forked a few miles 

to the northwest of the settlement. The northwest fork extended to Clarksville at the mouth 

of the Red River. The northeast fork extended into Kentucky, passing through Bowling 

Green and terminating m Louisville. The modem highways U.S. 31-W and 1-65 parallel this 

route. The Mountain Leaders ttace ran southwest into Mississippi. The Natchez Trace 

would later follow this path. The Glover trace ran west from Nashville crossing the 

Tennessee River at the mouth of the Duck River. Taylor's Trace to the Cherokee nation ran 

southeastward to northem Alabama. A final trail followed the north bank of the 

Cumberland River northeast to west of Price's Station in Kentucky. This ttail connected 
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Figure 9. Trails Leading into Nashville in 1795 (From Smith, Reid, and Wayland 1795). 
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with others which extended on to Danville and the other central Kentucky towns (Smith, 

Reid, and Wayland 1795) 

Prior to the coming of the steamboat, the Wildemess Road into Kentucky from 

Virginia and Tennessee at Cumberiand Gap was heavily utilized in the importation of 

consumer goods. Many of these goods found their way into Middle Tennessee. After 1820 

however, the relative ease with which goods were moved on the rivers allowed this old land 

route to fall into disuse. This accelerated the switch of ttade orientation in Kentucky and 

Middle Tennessee from land based eastem sources to water based westem and northem 

sources. In 1826 a stagecoach route was established between Frankfort, Kentucky and 

Nashville, Tennessee. This was part of a stagecoach route which extended from Washington 

DC. to New Orleans. Maps show roads leading to Kentucky from Nashville. One of these 

extended north from Nashville to Bowling Green and eventually to Louisville. This route 

is near the present day highways U.S. 31-W and 1-65 and passes near the Drennon site. A 

second route extended from Nashville to Danville, Kentucky (Bretz 1926:28; Gronert 1918: 

323; Smith, Reid, and Wayland 1795). 

In 1800, the Natchez Trace was authorized by Congress. It was primarilv proposed 

to be a mail route connecting Nashville and Natchez. However, other ttavelers including 

ttaders would use it as well. The route of the Natchez ttace followed a series of older Native 

American ttails which cormected the Cumberland and Mississippi rivers. These ttails 

included the Chickasaw and Choctaw traces. The first portion of the Natchez trace was 

constmcted by members of the 2nd United States Infantry Regiment under the command of 

General James Wilkinson. Because of the slow pace of constmction, the proposed route was 

divided into three sections in 1805 and civilian conttactors bid to finish the work A date 

of October 1, 1807 was set for the completion; however, constmction wasn't finished until 

1809. By 1823 the Natchez Trace was part of a mail route described by the Postmaster 

General as the main route of communication between Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 

Missouri and the lower Mississippi Valley (Bretz 1926:6-9; Davis 1995: 25-29). 
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The Origins and Development of the 
Middle Tennessee Trade Network 

The earliest commercial endeavor along the Cumberland Riv er was the fur trade 

Following the explorations of LaSalle and Tonti, French ttaders (coureurs de bois) began to 

penettate into the Southeast. As eariy as 1694 Jean Couture made contact with the English 

settlements in South Carolina (Crane 1916:3-18). French traders from Kaskaskia, 

Vincennes, and New Orieans would seasonally trade with Native Amencan groups in the 

Cumberiand River at a salt lick known as French Lick which was the future site of Nashville 

(Bacon 1956:32; Bums 1989:5). It was described as being near a sulphur spring situated on 

low ground near the Cumberiand River (Abemethy 1932:27-28). 

Voyageurs from New Orleans, Vincennes, and Detroit had 
traded at the "French Lick" before Robertson made his 
settlement of the fort on the bluff This commerce was plied 
along the rivers in canoes and pirogues just as it was 
conducted with the Indians of the forest throughout the 
Mississippi Valley. (Abemethy 1932:196) 

In the 1690's Martin Chartier and his Shawnee wife traded in the area. A French 

trading post was in existence at the salt lick between 1710 and 1714. The ttading post was 

abandoned in 1714 when the Shawnee were expelled from the area by the Cherokee (Bums 

1989:4; Folmsbee et al. 1969:32). Jean du Charleville was an assistant at this post but the 

name of the head of the post is not known (Folmsbee et al. 1969:32). French traders 

continued to operate in this area until after the arrival of English settlers in the winter of 

1779-80 (Bacon 1956:32; Bums 1989:5). Timothy Demonbreun traded at French Lick for 

several years. He would leave Kaskaskia in Illinois in the fall and ttavel to French Lick and 

would winter there ttading for fiirs. In the spring, he would take the furs to New Orleans for 

sale. He would then ttavel back up the Mississippi to Kaskaskia for the summer. He 

continued this practice until 1790 when he moved his family to Nashville and opened a 

tavem (Bums 1989:5: Cate 1957:214, 218-219). 

The French were not the only Europeans ttading in the area. English ttaders crossed 

the Appalachians to ttade for many years prior to settlement. In 1682. La Salle observed a 
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great number of European ttade goods among the Native Amencans in the Mississippi 

Valley which he attributed to trade with the English. By the middle of the eighteenth 

century English ttaders, mainly from South Carolina, had made contact with all of the major 

tribes of the Southeast. English traders from South Carolina had been penetrating the 

interior as far west as by the Mississippi River since the late seventeenth century. By 1707 

the colony of South Carolina had begun to require that these traders be licensed. By this 

time many of the ttibes looked to the English as the prime source of consumer goods. The 

French and English competed for the ttade and political loyalties of the tribes. English trade 

goods were both cheaper and more plentiful than those of the French English ttade goods 

included "guns, powder, bullets, flints, knives, tomahawks, hatchets, hoes; clothing of all 

sorts, especially blankets . . . match-coats, mffled shirts, laced hats, petticoats, stockings -

red and blue preferred- ribbons; bracelets, anklets, beads, hawks-bells, scissors, and awls" 

(Rothrock 1929:13). 

By 1756 the colony of Virginia tried to enter the ttade system with a publicly 

supported trading post near the Cherokee town of Chota on the Little Tennessee River in 

East Tennessee. This was an attempt to prevent the Cherokee from joining the French 

against the English in the French and Indian War. This attempt failed and trade with the 

Cherokee went back to the private sector. The major French allies were the Choctaws. 

Most of the major tribes, the Chickasaw, Cherokee, and Creek either ttaded evenly with both 

sides or sided primarily with the English. While furs were a major resource sought by the 

early French and English traders. Native American slaves were also a sought after 

commodity. Many of these were sold in the markets in South Carolina (Crane 1916:3-18; 

Franklin 1933:22-26; Rothrock 1929: 6-9; Scroggs 1910:249-251). 

In 1768 and 1769, Joseph Hollingshead, a representative of a Philadelphia ttading 

company, was operating in the Cumberiand River Valley. He supervised the hunting and 

packing of game and the shipment of the meat to New Orleans and Fort Charttes in Illinois. 

In 1770, Kaspar Mansker and a party of hunters took a load of furs downstream from the 

French Lick to Spanish conttolled Natchez. In 1774 Jacob Sandusky ttansported a cargo of 
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ftirs and tallow from the Cumberiand River to New Orieans (Cart 1958:28: Douglas 1961: 

xii; Durham 1971:156-157). 

The fur ttade was slowly supplanted by agriculture following the establishment of 

the English settlement of Ft. Nashborough at French Lick in the winter of 1779-1780. But 

the fur trade did not die out all at once. As late as 1805, a New Orleans companv was 

authorizing the purchase of $1,000 worth of bear skins from the Nashville area. The fur 

ttade declined as settlements spread outward from Nashville and Clarksville. Fur beanng 

animals diminished in numbers with an increase in hunting by settlers and a decrease in 

habitat caused by clearing and plowing of the land and increased competition from domestic 

animals (Bacon 1956: 32). 

Trade between the westem American settlements and Spanish New Orleans began 

in the 1770's when lumber, often in the form of flatboats, was shipped down the Mississippi. 

In 1777 war materials were moved up the Mississippi from New Orleans. After 1781 regular 

trade on the Mississippi began when Tardiveau Honore established routes between 

Louisville, Kentucky and the Spanish river ports. By 1785 Philadelphia merchants had 

agents in New Orleans. The Mississippi River was officially closed to Americans between 

1783 and 1795. However, clandestine trade continued, often with the aid of Spanish 

officials. This was risky, however, due to the danger of confiscation of goods. New Orleans 

owed its success as a river port to trade with the American settlements upriver. When New 

Orleans became an American city in 1803 it had a population of 8,000. By 1836 the 

population had increased to over 60,000. In 1816 the total tonnage of shipping entering New 

Orleans was over 87,670 tons. This was cartied in "6 steamboats, 594 barges (keelboats), 

and 1,287 flatboats. This amount of freight was valued at $13,062,540" (Winston 1924:202). 

New Orieans had become one of the major ports in the United States. It was an integral part 

of the world-wide trade network with ships artiving from many foreign countries and river 

craft arriving from all over the Southeast and the old Northwest Territories (Carson 1920:33-

34). 

Other agricultural products were brought down river for sale in New Orleans besides 

cotton and tobacco. Flour, grains, and vegetables produced in the Ohio and Tennessee riv er 
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valleys were important ttade items. In 1807 133,403 bartels of flour and 42,631 bushels of 

com entered New Orieans. The majority was from Kentucky. Virginia, and Pennsylvania 

with lesser amounts from Tennessee and Ohio (Galpin 1928:496-497, 500). 

Wholesale produce price listings were printed in Nashville newspapers dunng the 

Frontier Period. These listings gave the wholesale prices for produce in Nashville and what 

these items were going for in New Orleans. Table 9 presents wholesale produce pnces in 

Nashville for December 20 1806 (IRCR 18061). 

Table 10 presents sale prices for products both imported and domestic in New 

Orleans in December 18,1805. The newspaper article that this table was derived from was 

partially illegible and was difficult to read. Not every item listed could read and completelv 

illegible items were not included in this table (ERCR 1805d). 

These listings present the types of produce and consumer goods which were available 

in both Nashville and New Orleans. Many of the consumer goods imported into Nashville 

were entering the United States through the port of New Orleans Some of the items on the 

New Orleans price lists, particularly the wines were also listed for sale in Nashville 

newspaper advertisements (Appendices A and B). 

Changing Technological Factors 
During the Frontier Period 

Technological advances in ttansportation during the Frontier Period were made 

primarily in the watercraft used in the river trade. The earliest craft were canoes and 

pirouges, these were followed by flatboats and barges, keel boats, and steamboats. 

The French ttader Timothy Demumbreun was said to have used canoes in his 

triangular ttade pattem between Kaskaskia, the middle Cumberiand River and New Orleans. 

There is no definitive description of the early canoes but they may have been made from 

hollowed ttee ttimks (Abemethy 1932:199; Cate 1957:218-219). 

Flatboats first made an appearance on the Cumberiand River with the Donelson party 

in the winter of 1779-80. Flatboats were large rectangular flatbottom boats with low 
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Table 9: Wholesale Pnces Curtent at Nashville: December 20 1 806. 
Item 

Ashes, Pearl and Pot 
Bacon 
Beef per cwt. 
Butter per barrel 
Bees Wax per barrel 
Bear skins from 
Beaver fiir per lb 
Bar iron per cwt. 
Bncksper 1000 
Cotton, loose per cwt 
Cotton, baled 
Cotton balmg per yd 
Cotton cordage per lb 
Candles per lb 
Com per bbl 
Castings per cwt 
Deer skins per cwt 
Flour, country per cwt 
Flour, imported per bbl 
Furs, small 
Feathers per lb. 
Hog's lard per lb. 
Lead per cwt. 
Leather, sole 
Lime per bush 
Meal, Indian 
Pork per cwt. 
Potatoes per bush 
Rice per lb. 
Salt per bush. By the bbl 
Staves per 1000 
Tobacco per cwt. 
Tallow per lb. 
Tar per gal. 
Twme per lb 
Wheat 
Whiskey per gal. 

Pnce 

none 
none 

$ 2.00 
$ 16 '/2 
$ ,25 
$ .75 to $2 00 
S 1.00 
$1000 
$ 8 00 
$15 00 
$17 00 
$ 38 
$ .12'/i 
$ .18 '/2 

$ 1 00 
$20.00 
$ .16 
$ 3.00 
$ 8.00 
$25.00 
$ .50 
$ .09 
$10 00 
S .27 
$ 16 
from$ 42 to $.50 
$ 3.00 
$ .37 V2 

$ .0 9 
$ 2.00 
$ 8.00 
$ 3.00 
$ 10 
$ .66 2/3 
$ 58 

none 
$ .75 
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Table 10: Pnces Curtent at New Orleans; November 18, 1805 

Item 
From 

Pnces 
To 

Bacon 
Beans, white 
Beef, Atlantic pnme 
Beef, west country 
Brandy, peach 
Butter 
Candles, dipped 
Candles, molded 
Candles, spermacetti 
Chairs 
Cheese, American 
Castings 
CofTee, green 
Cordage, Kentucky 
Cordage, spun yard 
Calfskins, tanned 
Com meal, kiln dned 
Cotton 
Cotton baggmg, good quality 
Duck, Amencan 
Fish, cod 
Fish, salmon 
Fish, mackerel 
Fish, hemng 
Fish, shad 
Flour, Atlantic 
Flour, Monogahela 
Flour, Kentucky 
Gunpowder, Amencan 
Hemp, west country 
Ham 
Hides, from 16 to 28 lbs 
Hogs lard 
Iron, bar 
Leather, sole 
Lead, in pigs 
Lead bars 
Lead, wiute-dry 
Lead, ground m oil 
Lead, m sheets 
Lumber, pme planks 
Lumber, walnut planks 
Lumber, cherry planks 
Lumber, poplar planks 
Lumber, staves 
Lumber, hogsheads 
Lumber, barrels 
Red oak hogsheads 

illegible 
illegible 
S1200 
$ 7.00 
$ .75 
$ 31 
$ 18 
$ .22 
$ .65 Vi 
$2400 
$ .28 
$ 08 
$ .37 
$ 8 00 
$ .10 
$25.00 
$ 2.50 
$ .21 
$ .39 
$ .18 
$ 9.00 
$ 9.00 
$16.00 
$ 8.00 
$1200 
$10.00 
$10.00 
$ 7 00 
$ .50 
$ 7.00 
$ 18 
$ 1 00 
$ 14 
$ 7.00 
S .23 
$ 950 
S .90 
$ 90 
$ 4 00 
$ .20 
$40.00 
$2500 
$30.00 
$20.00 
$34.00 
$25.00 
$24.00 

$10 16 
$ 7 00 
$1300 
$ 8 00 

$ .37 

S 25 
$ .75 
$3000 
$ .35 
$ 10 
$ 38 
$ 9 50 
$ .12 
$34.00 
$ 3 50 
$ .23 
$ .50 

$1000 
$10.00 
$16.50 
$10.00 

$12.50 
$10.25 
$ 8.00 

$ 7.25 

$ 2.00 

$ 8 00 
$ .25 
$1000 

$50.00 
$30.00 
$35.00 
$25 00 
$40 00 
$26.00 
$3600 
$3000 
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Table 10 (Continued). 

Item 

Pork, Atlantic pnme 
Pork, west country 
Potatoes 
Saltpeter 
Soap, white 
Soap, brown 
Soap, Marseilles 
Soap, Castile 
Sugar 
Tallow 
Tobacco, Kentucky 
Wme, Madeira 
Wme, Sherry 
Wme, Tenenffe 
Wme, Malaga 
Wine, Claret 
Whiskey 

Pnces 
From To 

$18.00 
S1600 
$ 3 00 
$ .18 
$ 10 
$ 13 
$ .20 
$ .50 
$ 12 
$ 1.15 
$ 5.50 
$ 2.50 
$ 1.25 
$ 1.00 
$ 1.00 
$ 4.50 
$ .50 

$ 4 00 

S .20 
$ 14 

$ 2.14 
$ 8.50 
$ 3.50 
$ 2.50 
$ 1 50 

$ 8.00 
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freeboards. In many cases they were roofed over or had small cabins constmcted at one 

end. They were mainly used in downstream transportation of goods as it was difficult to 

move them against river curtents. They would be loaded with goods and taken down to New 

Orleans from Nashville. The entire cargo including the boat would be sold upon reaching 

the market. The boats would be broken up for lumber in New Orleans (Abemethy 

1932:27,199-200; Folmsbee et al. 1969:74-75). 

Barges were similar in manufacture to flatboats. The first barge to reach Nashville 

was in 1809. Prior to this travel up the river was by canoe or flatboat. Some of the barges 

were very large and could be utilized for more than one ttip. However, most were sold for 

lumber in New Orleans. Barge crews would normally walk or ride back up to Nashv ille 

Those barges which were taken back upstteam were propelled by pwling or kedging. 

Kedging is a process by which a boat is pulled upstteam by the attachment of cables to rocks 

and ttees on the river bank. This was a very labor intensive and time consuming process and 

was only used in the swiftest curtents. One of the largest of the early barges was called the 

GeneralJackson and was used for several voyages on the rivers. After the introduction of 

steamboats barge loads of goods would sometimes be towed. A round-trip between 

Nashville and New Orleans by barge could take up to six months. On one of these trips 

commodities moved by R. Rapier and Company (an early ttading company) from Nashville 

to New Orleans were agricultural products such as cotton and tobacco. Cargo ttansported 

back to Nashville consisted of sugar, coffee, tea, and molasses. Company officials indicate 

that imports to Nashville by river were small during the penod of major barge traffic. A 

more complete list of agricultural produce leaving Nashville by barge includes "cotton, 

bacon, pork, lard, tallow, leather, peltty, whisky, com, beeswax, and sundry other products" 

(Bacon 1956:32, 34-35; Beard 1943:319; Douglas 1961: xiv-xv, 16-17). 

Keelboats were inttoduced slightly later. They were propelled by long poles and had 

a more stteamlmed shape which gave them greater speed. They were approximately fifty 

feet in length, pointed at each end, and had a nartow deck mnning completelv around their 

sides. Keelboats were used during the first third of the nineteenth century until they were 

finally replaced by steamboats. Large keelboats were also known as barges. There was a 
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great deal of overiap between the use of barges, keelboats, and steamboats. Some of the 

better known keelboats were the Royal George, the Grampus, the Fearnaught, the 

Champion, the Mary Ann, the General Pike, and the Hotspur. Keelboats could make the 

round trip between Nashville and New Orieans in about three months . This was also the 

same amount of time needed to reach the Falls of the Ohio (Louisville) from New Orleans 

(Abemethy 1932:199; Bacon 1956:34; Carson 1920:36-37; Douglas 1961:16-17). 

The first steamboat used on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers was the New Orleans. 

It was launched on March 11, 1811, in Pittsburgh by Nicholas J. Roosevelt. It was intended 

for ttade between New Orieans and Natchez. It served the area until July 14, 1814 when it 

hit a snag near Baton Rouge. The General Jackson was the first steamboat on the 

Cumberland River. It was built in Pittsburgh and launched in March 15, 1818 by Gen. 

William Cartoll. It reached its' home port of Nashville on March 11,1819. It was delayed 

from reaching Nashville earlier by low water at the Harpeth Shoals. During the year 

between the ship's launching and its artival in Nashville it participated in a number of 

voyages on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. It served the area until 1821 when it hit a snag 

at the Harpeth Shoals. Other steamboats soon followed the General Jackson in the 

Cumberland River area. Other early steamboats were the Rifleman, the General Robertson, 

the Cumberland, the General Greene, the Nashville, and the Mechanic. From New Orleans 

to Nashville freight rates averaged $1.50 per hundred pounds, passenger rates were $40.00 

for the round trip. From Nashville to New Orleans the rates were 62'^ cents per hundred 

pounds with passenger rates of $30.00. Steamboats cut the time of trips between Nashville 

and New Orleans considerably. The Paul Jones "made the trip from New Orleans to 

Nashville in eight days, twenty-one hours" (Beard 1943:325-328; Douglas 1961:6-9, 14-15, 

19). 
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Political and Economic Factors Affecting 
Trade and Commerce During 

the Frontier Penod 

Trade and commerce during the Frontier Period were affected by changing socio

economic conditions. These conditions were determined by political events including 

financial panics, trade restrictions, monetary problems, and foreign and domestic wars. 

Wars between the British and the French Republic (1792-1797) and later the 

Napoleonic Empire (1799-1815) caused both dismptions and opporttinities for worid ttade. 

The British navy tried to maintain a blockade of the French ports. During the war with the 

French Republic, this blockade was not very effective. French ships were able to carry on 

trade with the United States and the West Indies dunng this war. Large amounts of grain 

were purchased in the United States and ttansported to France despite the British blockade. 

The blockade was more effective during the Napoleonic wars even though the British had 

to blockade a greater number of ports. During this period, the French controlled ports 

sttetchmg from the Baltic Sea to the Mediterranean. Aiding the British blockade effort from 

1806-1812 was a trade embargo placed on Great Britain, France, and their colonies by the 

American goverrmient. The embargo was designed to coerce the British and French into 

recognizing American rights in the westem hemisphere. In response to these restrictions 

there was a marked increase in smuggling and piracy particularly in the Louisiana region. 

While British and French goods became more difficult to obtain they still entered the United 

States (Glover 1978: 33, 34, 46, 89; Hickey 1981). 

Trade and commerce were slow to develop on the frontier due to a lack of hard 

curtency and difficulties with the banking system. Hard curtency was scarce on the frontier 

as it was in the rest of the United States. Available curtency was often in the form of foreign 

coins. However, there were many discrepancies in how the various types of coins were 

valued and made equivalent to each other. The problem became so bad that Congress finally 

declared in 1805 that only Spanish dollars and parts of dollars could be used: 
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News from Washington 

On the third day of May last, all foreign coins, excepting 
Spanish dollars and parts of dollars, ceased to be a legal 
tender for the payment of debts in the United States. As the 
act of Congress, making French, Spanish, and Portuguese 
gold coins and French crowns as a tender expired on the said 
third day of May. (TG, 1805i) 

The United States mint was established in 1791 as a branch of the State Department 

because President Washington thought that the Treasury Department had too much to do. 

There was a lack of bullion so that by 1797 the total minted coinage equaled only $775,000. 

Much of the American minted coins had left the country to pay for imported goods. 

The problem of counterfeiting arose in the late eighteenth century Counterfeit 

coinage and curtency were both being passed at this time. In 1793 counterfeit coins made 

by plating copper coins with silver began to be circulated in Jonesborough in East 

Termessee. The coins were dated 1789, 1790, and 1792. Many were so poorly plated that 

the copper core was visible. These coins were thought to have been produced by a gang 

from Georgia. In 1794 counterfeit bills were being passed in Philadelphia. In that same 

year, William Cox had his death sentence for passing counterfeit bank bills commuted by 

Govemor Isaac Shelby of Kentucky. However, Cox was still wanted m Tennessee for the 

same offence. 

Prior to the War of 1812, the lack of curtency remained a problem for merchants and 

consumers. A complex system of business ttansactions was worked out based on barter and 

letters of credit. An advertisement for John Williams saddlers shop in 1805 stated that they 

would take either cash or a variety of local produce in exchange for saddles or bridles. 

During the war a great deal of Federal curtency was spent in the state through recmitment 

and paying of ttoops. Following the war, commerce increased accelerating after 1818 with 

the inttoduction of the steamboat. More hard curtency was introduced into the area through 

ttade and the need for banks increased (Abemethy 1927:212-213; J. Miller 1960:60-61; TG 

1805e). 
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The first banks in Tennessee were the Nashville Bank chartered in 1807 and a branch 

of the Bank of the State of Tennessee founded in Knox-ville in 1811. The Bank of Tennessee 

was the first to have branches. Besides the one in Nashville, branches were in Jonesboro, 

Clarksville, and Columbia. By 1817, the Bank of Nashville also had branches. The first two 

Tennessee banks and the special interest groups who supported them successfully fought the 

establishment of a branch of the Bank of the United States in Nashville. The establishment 

of the bank had been sought by the merchant class in Middle Tennessee. The panic of 1819 

led to a backlash against the established state banks and their backers bv large segments of 

the population. By 1827 the Second Bank of the United States had a branch in Nashville. 

This was after the Bank of Nashville was liquidated in 1826 (Abemethy 1927:312: Campbell 

1939:35, 37, 39; Sellars 1954: 66-67). 

The period between 1817 and 1827 saw a ttansition in the national economy from 

a "simple colonial economy of subsistence farming and staple exportation . . . (to a) period 

of dynamic growth and the ttansition toward a complex industrial society' (Sellars 1954:61). 

Types and Points of Origin of Consumer Goods Available 
During the Middle Tennessee 

Frontier Period 

Prior to the end of the French and Indian War in 1763, French traders had a well 

established trade network operating west of the Appalachian Mountains. This network 

included the Cumberiand River drainage. After the war, this area was transferted to Bntish 

conttol. British merchants were quick to take advantage of the change in ownership. While 

some French traders still operated in the British-held tertitories, more and more British 

ttading firms began to move into the area. After the American Revolution, Amencan ttaders 

supplanted the British. One result of the taking over of the old French ttade network by the 

British and later the Americans was to shift trade orientation away from the east coast for 

American citizens west of the mountains. While many of their goods still came in through 

the Atlantic ports, there was a growing dependency on the Mississippi River and the Gulf 

Coast ports. 
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England's victory in the French and Indian War had 
broadened this already far-flung trade pattem. The first 
English ttading firm west of the Mississippi in the Illinois -
Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan, established in 1766 - had 
taken the old towns and routes of the French ttaders, and to 
them added Philadelphia; this meant wagons up and over the 
mountains to Pittsburgh, or Fort Pitt as it was then known, 
batteaux down the Ohio, then up the Mississippi to Forte 
Chartres. 

The Cumberland merchant inherited the whole of this giant 
pattem - Montreal to New Orieans, Philadelphia to 
Kaskaskia. He did not himself go into British temtory, but he 
did business with French traders whose goods had come by 
way of Montteal and Detroit. He also mhented that 
institution unknown in the Old World - the store, dealing in 
many commodities. Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan had 
represented an early version of the department store, but the 
development of this institution was not confined to the British 
colonies. It began before colonization; the first sea captains 
trading with the Indians had a form of floating department 
stores - trinkets, rum or brandy, kettles, and brightly colored 
cloth had represented many shops. (Amow 1984:336) 

By the end of the eighteenth century, there were nearly twenty stores in Nashville. 

The goods were said to be inferior in quality to what could be obtained in Lexington, 

Kentucky and were higher in price. Merchants in Pittsburgh obtained their goods m Atlantic 

coast cities and then transported them to Nashville by river. This was a tnp of 

approximately 1200 miles and would take several months. The Pittsburgh merchants who 

ttansported goods down the Ohio River to the frontier stores were often partners with or 

factors for the large merchant houses in Philadelphia which were the sources of their 

supplies. These merchant houses had agents throughout the frontier area to sell the goods 

to stores for cash or to ttade them for agricultural products. It has been estimated that seven 

tenths of the consumer goods sold on the frontier came from England. English goods were 

listed as "coarse and fine jewelry, cutlery, iron mongery, and tin ware" (Rogers 1925: 25, 

56-57, 59). 
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Other goods came in American ships from India, the Caribbean islands, and France: 

Drapery, mercery, dmgs, fine earthenware, muslins, 
nankeens, tea, and like were brought directly from India to 
the United States in American ships; and they got coffee and 
raw sugar from the Carribees. The French goods, which were 
imported, were taffetas, stockings, brandies, and mill stones. 
(Rogers 1925:59) 

Great Britain and other European nations continued to supply a large portion of the 

manufactured goods sold in American stores dunng the eariy years of the United States. 

This is reflected in the repeated calls for a protective tariff by early Amencan manufacturers 

(Nelson 1979:975). 

A study of advertisements placed in Nashville newspapers between 1800 and 1825 

shows that a large number of consumer goods were being imported from around the world. 

Ninety-four merchants were identified from these advertisements. These merchants 

advertised a variety of goods and services which were of both local and nonlocal origins. 

A complete listing of merchants placing advertisements in Nashville newspapers during this 

period is presented in Appendix A. A listing of goods and services from these 

advertisements is presented in Appendix B. 

The variety and types of imported consumer goods advertised during this period 

reveals that the local merchants were actively participating in the world ttade network which 

was in place during this period. In addition to consumer goods which might be considered 

necessities such as tools, gunpowder, lead shot, salt, sugar, and certain other foods there 

were a large number of items which may be considered as luxury items. Oysters, chocolate, 

capers, cheeses, London mustard, raisins, a variety of wines, brandies and other spirits, 

Chinese and Indian teas, many types of clothing, large numbers of patent medicines and 

dmgs, fine china and silver plated teawares, paints, dyes, and perfumes were all finding their 

way into the local stores (CTG 1818a, 1818b, 1818c, 1818d, 1818e, 1818f, 1819a, 1819c, 

1819d, I819e, 1819h, 1820a, 1820c, 1820d; CTSG 1818a, 1818b, 1818c, 1818d, 1818e, 

1818g, I818h, 1818k, l818o, 1818p, 1818q; DC 1809a, 1809b, 1809c, 1809f, 1809h; IRCR 

1805b, 1805c, 1806b, 1806f, 1806g, 1806h, 1806i, 1806j, 1806k; NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 

1825e, 1825d, 1825g, 1825h, 1825k, 1825m, I825n, 1825o, 1825p; NR 1825b; TC 1808c, 
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1808d, 1808g;TG 1800a, 1800b, 1801a, I801f, 1805a, 1805b, 1805c, 1805e, 1805f, 1806d, 

1806e, I806f, I806j, 1806k, 18061, 1806m, 1807b, 1807c, I8l0a. I8l0b, I8l0c). 

Some products were locally manufactured, particularly iron farm implements. Many 

of these were manufactured by local blacksmiths and sold directly to consumers. Weeding 

hoes manufactured in Montgomery County in 1796 were sold for $3.25. Hoes were one of 

the main farm implements at this time. Plows were also locally made. A bar shear plow 

owned by Samuel Buchannan was sold for $6.00 (7 shillings) in 1787 (Amow 1960:292, 

295). 

Nashville merchants were obtaining their stocks m trade from both the Atlantic coast 

cities and from New Orleans. The newspaper advertisements often list where the goods 

were being imported from. Cities mentioned within the United States were Philadelphia 

(13 advertisements). New Orleans (11 advertisements). New York (6 advertisements), 

Baltimore (3 advertisements), Cinciimati and Pittsburgh (2 advertisements each), and 

Wheeling and Lexington (1 advertisement each). In one advertisement the sources were 

referted to as eastem cities, in another goods were listed as coming from New York via New 

Orleans. Many of the goods from Atlantic coast cities may have been transshipped through 

New Orleans. Europe was mentioned once, London was mentioned twice, and Yorkshire 

and Manchester, England were mentioned once each. It is not known if the goods listed as 

coming from Europe entered the United States through the Atlantic ports or through New 

Orleans (CTG 1818e, 18l8f, 1819b, 1819c, 18l9e; CTSG 1818b, 1818c, 1818g, 1818h. 

1818o; DC I809e, 1809g; IRCR 1805a, 1805b, 1806a, 1806d; NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 1825g, 

I825h, 18251, 1825m, 1825n, 1825p; NR 1825a, l825c;TC 1808b, I808h). 

The Changing Economic Picture During 
the Middle Tennessee Frontier Period 

In 1778-1779 James Robertson led a party of nine to the French Lick area. While he 

ttaveled on into Kentucky some of his men stayed near French Lick and put in a com crop. 

This was one of the earliest historic accounts of agriculture in the area (Amow 1983: 212). 

The Cumberland River settlements developed an agriculture based economy. During the 
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early period of settlement subsistence farming was practiced. However, as time passed 

surpluses of agricultural products began to be exported. Com was the staple crop of the 

pioneer farmer. Com became the major crop because it was relatively easv to grow and 

could be stored better than other types of grain. As the crop matured the leaves could be 

removed and used as livestock fodder. Much of the crop was reserved for domestic use and 

for seeds. Some of the surplus was sold to tavem and inn keepers to feed guests" livestock 

and to iron manufacturers for their oxen and horses. Most of the surplus was used to fatten 

livestock for market, for barter with local merchants, or to make whisk> for pnvate 

consumption or ttade. Com in the form of livestock or whisky was more portable than in 

the form of grain (Amow 1960:291-298; Rogers 1925:44). 

Cotton and tobacco soon became the other two major cash crops of Middle 

Termessee. Some tobacco was grown during the period of early settlement but it was not 

an important crop at that time. By 1790, however, it was a common crop and would increase 

in importance through time. John Donelson is credited with planting the first cotton crop 

in the Cumberland River settlements in 1780. Cotton was an established crop along the 

Cumberland River by the late 1780's. Early cotton crops were small, with much of it used 

in the home manufacture of cloth. By 1799, with the inttoduction of the cotton gin, it 

became a major cash crop of the region. It was sold as fiber and very little cotton cloth was 

manufactured in the home after this time. In 1825 the total of cotton exported through the 

river port of Nashville was valued at one million dollars. Cotton lost importance in the 

region by 1850. There were problems with the length of the growing season in the 

Cumberland River Valley. It became more profitable for farmers to supply "the things the 

cotton planters could not or would not supply for themselves - horses and mules, meal and 

com, pork and more pork and though much less than Kentucky, some hempen rope and 

bagging" (Abemethy 1932:29; Amow 1960:298-305, 315-318; Douglas 1961:19; Rogers 

1925:45-47). 

Various grains, fruits, and vegetables were also grown but were used more for animal 

food and home consumption than for trade. Flax was also grown m the early years of 
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settlement. It was used in the manufacture of linen cloth. Later, as cotton replaced linen as 

the cloth of choice, flax raising declined (Amow 1960:309-311, 319-323: Rogers 1925:45-

47). 

The main domestic animals were horses, mules, cattle, and pigs. Pigs were the most 

common food animal. They were allowed forage in the canebrake in the spnng to root out 

the new growth. They ranged through orchards in the summer until the majonty of the fmit 

was ready to fall, hi the fall and winter they were allowed to range free through the forests. 

Since pigs could be raised for very little cost, profits realized on them were high. They 

could be driven to market or they could be sold or used for barter m the form of pork, bacon, 

or lard. Cattle were raised for both dairy products and for beef Cattle were also fairly 

cheap to raise allowing high profits to be realized on them. For the most part they were 

allowed to graze in meadows and forests. Like pigs, they could be dnven to market or 

slaughtered. Beef and dairy products could be sold or used for barter. In 1795 butter and 

cheese sold for eight and one third cents a pound in both Nashville and Knoxville. Some 

sheep were raised but they were never a major animal resource. They were often the victims 

of attacks from bears and wolves. Because of this and because they were more difficult to 

raise due to the need for constant shepherding they were not a high profit resource. Some 

poultry was raised, but it was not an important resource. Chickens and other fowl were not 

a popular food source during the early frontier period (Rogers 1925: 49-53). 

Slavery was present in the Cumberland River settlements from the beginning. One 

of Robertson's party in 1779 was a slave. Slaves were bought and sold in the area 

throughout the Frontier Period. However, many ttansfers in slave ownership were in the 

form of bequests in wills and gifts to relatives and friends. These gifts were often to 

celebrate births and weddings. The African-American population increased dramatically 

through time. In 1790 there were 659 slaves and 18 freemen in the settlements. By 1820 

these numbers had increased to 7,099 and 187, respectively (Bames 1976; Goodstein 1979). 

Businesses developed in Nashville and throughout the Cumberland River 

settlements. Most of the early businesses were stores which supplied the local farmers with 

both staples which they could not grow or make and with luxury items. Often these stores 
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were established by major landowners. There had been an emerging dichotomy in 

eighteenth century colonial America between businessmen and farmers. Businessmen ev en 

at this early date were sometimes viewed as city dwelling exploiters of farmers. 

Yet by any reasonable definition of business, a large 
percentage of American farmers were also businessmen, and 
even the frontier was a mixed area of business and 
agriculture. The "myth of the garden", the Tumer conception 
of the unique power of the frontier wildemess, and the 
Jeffersonian ideal of the independent farmer have all tended 
to obscure the importance of business in mral regions. 
(Cochran 1967:7) 

This mixture of business and farming was often evident on the Middle Tennessee 

frontier. Many early stores here were started by landowners who were seeking to augment 

their income. An example of this was a store begun in Clover Bottom by Andrew Jackson 

in 1795. To stock his store : 

he had gone to Philadelphia and sold 50,000 acres of 
Tennessee land. Having made his purchases, his boxes and 
bartels were loaded on wagons and hauled to Pittsburgh. A 
flatboat carried them to the mouth of the Cumberland, where 
they were ttansferted to keel boats and poled up the river past 
Nashville to the landing near Clover Bottom. (Abemethy 
1927:311) 

There was a certain amount of industrial development in the Cumberland River area, 

most of which was related to agriculture. These consisted of milling, blacksmithing, 

carpentry, cooperages, and wheelwrights. Cloth making was begun by 1794 when a small 

factory for the manufacture of cotton cloth was established. Tanneries were also established 

in Middle Tennessee (Rogers 1925:76-78,80). 

Iron manufacture was another early industty in Middle Tennessee. This industry was 

established as early as 1802 when a Dr. Brown built a fumace near the mouth of Yellow 

Creek in Montgomery County. The Cariisle Fumace was established near Dover on Bear 

Creek (Douglas 1961:20; Rogers 1925:84). 

Distilling was one of the early industries of the Cumberland River settlements. The 

majority of distilling was carried on at the household level. In general only a few 
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households possessed stills. However, these were used by the entire neighborhood Com 

was converted into whisky, peaches and other fiiiits were made into brandv. Distilling began 

early in Robertson County. The springs in this area were free of sulphur and iron, the 

presence of these minerals in water would tum whisky black. Two of the earliest distillers 

were Thomas Woodard and Arthur Pitt. Both started out as farmers who distilled whisky 

as part of normal farming activities. The Woodard distillenes became large concems in 

successive generations (Amow 1960: 291-298; Gaston 1984: 49-52: Rogers 1925: 47). 

Building was another industry which developed eariy in Nashville. Architecture in 

the Cumberland River settlements was primarily of log. Log cabins of various forms were 

utilized for housing. Log stockades and blockhouses were used for protection. Windows 

were often a luxury in log cabins; however, some of the older and more established houses 

had them. Mary Morris Smith described log stmctures in Lebanon, Tennessee in 1812. 

"Never before had I seen hewed log houses painted with lime. I called them striped houses. 

Most of them were rough log houses without windows. Some of the older settlers had better 

homes with glass windows, but that was a rare and comfortable luxury for those times" 

(Crutchfield 1976: 162-174; Lawlor 1970: 80). 

Inn keeping was another important early trade in Middle Termessee. Inns offered 

lodging for ttavelers and served as community centers for local areas. A famous inn was the 

one owned by Lucinda "Graimy" White which was established south of Nashville m 1812 

(Loyd 1968). 

One of the most important of the early commercial enterprises of Nashville was the 

ttansportation of goods on the westem rivers: 

barge and keel boat ttansportation on the Cumberiand 
became the largest enterprise of the city. John Coffee, 
George Poyzer, Christopher Stump and Messers. Rappier, 
Turner, Spriggs and others were operating many such boats 
between Nashville and New Orieans. Regular commercial 
ttansportation was an accomplished fact on the Cumberland. 
Tobacco, com, indigo, hogs, horses, flour and cotton were the 
principal items hauled from Nashville and Clarksville down 
the river. (Douglas 1961: xiv) 
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How Consumer Goods Were Distributed in 
Middle Tennessee Dunng 

the Frontier Penod 

Stores would probably not be established until there was a sufficient population to 

make them profitable. This might only be a short period, however Perkins (1991) relates 

that a store stocking a vanety of goods was established at Fort Hartod in Kentucky within 

a year of its founding. Floating stores on flatboats and keelboats have been mentioned on 

the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. Inland, peddlers would operate in areas before stores were 

established. In many frontier and rural areas itinerant peddlers would obtain goods from cit> 

merchants and vend them in small towns and farms. They would ttavel by foot, on 

horseback, or by wagon either bartering or selling their goods (Atherton 1937: Jaffee 1991). 

The best view we have of the distribution of goods in this area is in the newspaf)er 

advertisements of the period. No evidence could be found for the presence of peddlers in the 

newspapers studied. These people evidently did not rely on newspapers but may have shown 

up at tavems, farms, or other public places to vend their wares. We cannot assess their 

numbers or the amount of commerce that they carried on in the Nashville area. 

On the other hand, store based merchants advertised extensivelv between 1800 and 

1825. As previously mentioned, 94 separate merchants and stores placed advertisements 

during this period (Appendix A). They listed the places of origin of their goods and often 

the terms of sale. Eariy advertisements such as those of George Poyzer in 1806 claim that 

they will only take cash in exchange for goods; however, by 1809 Poyzer listed both cash 

and cotton as mediums of exchange (DC I809h; IRCR 1806f, 1806h, 1806k). 

Other merchants such as James Stewart in 1818 advertised that they would sell 

directly to planters. Mr. Stewart had "groceries from New Orleans and dry goods from the 

eastem cities in exchange for tobacco"(CTSG 1818b). 

Produce taken in exchange for goods would often be sold or ttaded back to the 

general public. In 1808 Thomas Porter and Company's nail manufactory advertised that 

they had Monongahela flour for sale. In 1818 William Bosworth, a rope maker, listed a 

"quantity of first rate cheese, wholesale or retair'(CTSG 1818k; TC 1808b). 
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The advertisements show that a complex system of barter and exchange was used 

early in the economic history of the Nashville area. As hard curtency was inttoduced into 

the area cash exchanges replaced the eariier system. Stores were the pnmary centers of 

distribution of consumer goods that we can identify. However, barter between landowners, 

and sales by pack peddlers helped to fill out the exchange of consumer goods in this area. 
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CHAPTER VI 

CONSUMERISM ON THE KNOXVILLE EAST 

TENNESSEE FRONTIER 

The Knoxville/East Tennessee Frontier was established in 1769, approximately ten 

years prior to the settlement of Nashville/Middle Tennessee frontier. Settlers spread out 

from the original Watauga settlements to claim land in other portions of upper East 

Tennessee. Early towns established in this area were Jonesboro, Blountville, and 

Rogersville. In 1786 James White established White's Fort on the Tennessee River just 

downstteam from the junction of the Holston and French Broad rivers. The name was 

changed to Knoxville in 1791, the same year it became the capitol of the Southwest 

Territory. In 1792 Knox County was created (Abemethy 1932: 53, 120; Folmsbee et al. 

1969: 86-87, 100-101; Folmsbee and Deadrick 1941: 3, 8, 11-12). 

Geographic Factors Affecting Knoxville 
And East Tennessee Trade 

The East Tennessee frontier was situated in the Ridge and Valley physiographic 

province or Great Valley (Figure 7). This province averages 45 miles in width and has an 

area of approximately 9,000 square miles, or neariy one fifth of the State of Tennessee. It 

extends from Virginia to Georgia, and is bounded on the west by the Cumberland Plateau 

and on the east by the Unaka Mountains. It is marked by high ridges and nartow valleys 

formed by alternating bands of hard and soft rock strata. These land formations are oriented 

northeast to southwest, the major rivers of the region flow generally toward the southwest. 

The geographic factors of the northeast-southwest ttend of landforms within the Ridge and 

Valley physiographic province and the elevations of the physiographic provinces flanking 

it dictated the directions of ttade and communication flow throughout the Frontier Period. 

The orientation of these landforms made communication across the mountains to the east 

very difficult. Travel and ttade routes were easier toward the northeast. This meant that it 
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was easier to reach the Virginia and Maryland coasts than it was to reach those of North and 

South Carolina (Luther 1977: 63-74; Shimer 1972:24-34). 

East Tennessee was connected to the Atlantic Coast by wagon roads northeastward 

through Virginia and eastward across the Appalachian Mountains to the North and South 

Carolina port cities. The routes northeastward up the Great Valley were much easier than 

the ones which crossed the mountains. The Good Spur route extended through westem 

Virginia to the Holston River Valley. The earliest trail to the Watauga settlements from 

North Carolina extended across the mountains from Morganton. At first this was merely a 

pack trail; in 1797 it was converted into a rough wagon trail. This route was never 

considered to be a good road, but until 1799 it was the chief means of communication 

between the two areas. A more northerly route crossing the mountains via Flower Gap 

offered a better route to the Watauga settlements. This path crossed the mountains just north 

of the Virginia-North Carolina border. While it was easier, this route was a much longer 

way around. Travelers from North Carolina would more often take the southem route even 

though it was more difficuh (Abemethy 1932: 154-159; Rogers 1925: 20-21). 

In 1791, it was proposed by Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson that national postal 

routes be expanded to include the Southwest Territory. The first Federal postal route to 

enter Tennessee ran from Richmond, Virginia to Danville, Kentucky passing through 

Rogersville, Termessee. At this time, a private postal route was established by George 

Roulstone, the publisher of the Knoxville Gazette. This route connected Knoxville and other 

East Termessee towns to the Federal route. In 1794, Congress established a postal route 

between Richmond and Knoxville. This marked the opening of the first post office in 

Knoxville. Rogersville and Knoxville were the only Federal post offices established in the 

Southwest Territory. Other post offices were established in East Tennessee after statehood 

in 1796. During this period, one main stagecoach road existed connecting Abingdon, 

Virginia and the towns of East Tennessee. This route extended from Abingdon to 

Blountville. At Blountville, it split into three routes, a westem extension ran through 

Kingsport and Rogersville, a second route extended to Jonesboro, the third route went back 
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up into Virginia by way of Estillville (the modem Gate City). The westem and Jonesboro 

routes joined at Knoxville (Matthews 1930: 22; Phillips 1990: 18-32). 

In 1821, President Andrew Jackson proposed a mail road to extend from Knoxville, 

Tennessee to Columbus, Mississippi. This road would bypass the old route from Knoxville 

to Nashville; however, the older route would stay in existence to serve the more northerly 

parts of the Mississippi Valley (Bretz 1926:18-19). 

The nvers of East Tennessee follow the general ttend of the landforms. The 

headwaters of all the rivers are to the northeast and they flow to the southwest. The 

stagecoach and postal routes m East Tennessee had to cross a great number of rivers and 

sfreams. Ferry crossings of the Tennessee River and its tributaries were important parts of 

the early trade and communication network. They served not only as river crossings but 

were also the sites of small communities often having stores, blacksmith shops, and inns 

located near by. During the Frontier Period many of the ferry crossings were run by 

Cherokees or by Euroamericans who had married into Cherokee families (Holmes 1990: 54). 

The Termessee River was a potential water route from East Tennessee to the westem 

rivers. However, as has been previously stated this route was extremely long and difficult. 

Natural and human barriers to ttade prevented the river from becoming a major path for 

ttade. It was nearly 2,000 miles from Knoxville to New Orleans. In order to make the trip 

by boat travelers would wait for flooding upstteam to create a rise or "tide" to carry them 

over the shoals and rock ledges downstream. Some trade in heavy goods was cartied on 

down the Termessee River but this was not a steady route and there was much difficulty in 

ttansporting goods back upstteam. This difficulty in access by river caused East Tennessee 

to be relatively isolated and retarded progress. Steamboat navigation of the Tennessee River 

began in 1828 with the arrival of the Atlas. However, due to the difficulty of river ttavel 

steamboat ttansportation was uncertain (Folmsbee and Deadrick 1941: 19; Livingood 1949: 

24-25; Rogers 1925: 54). 
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The Changing Economic Picture Dunng 
the East Tennessee Frontier Penod 

In East Tennessee, as in Middle Tennessee, farming was the pnmary occupation. 

Farm animals and crops in East Tennessee were mainly the same as those utilized m Middle 

Tennessee. There was less cotton in East Tennessee than in Middle Tennessee but most of 

the other crops were the same. Fur ttapping and small cottage industries were commonly 

ancillary activities of landowners. Landon Carter paid taxes on 10.450 acres in Carter 

County in 1799. In addition to farming the land he owned a sawmill, a grist mill, a tub mill, 

and three iron forges (Dickinson 1982:319; Gump 1989: 90-132; Rogers 1925: 41-55). 

In the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries a variety of produce and other 

goods in addition to cash and public securities were taken in exchange for consumer goods. 

The items listed in these advertisements present one view of the agricultural and industtial 

items being produced in East Termessee. The list includes assorted nondomesticated furs 

and hides consisting of bear, deer, fox, mink, muskrat, otter, raccoon, and wildcat. Domestic 

animals and animal products were bacon, beef cattle, beef, beef hides, butter, unspecified 

hides, hog's lard, horses, lambs wool, pork, poultry, and tallow. Bee's wax was another 

popular item, it is mentioned more times in advertisements (n=15) than any other type of 

barter item. Feathers were also taken in ttade. Plant products were cotton, com, flax, flour, 

fodder, ginseng, hay, hemp, oats, rye, and wheat. Materials produced in the area taken in 

ttade were gunpowder, iron, linsey, linen, salt, and sugar {Knoxville Gazette (KG) 179Id, 

179If, 1792b, 1792c, 1792e, 1792h, 1793b, 1794b, 1794c, 1794d, I794e, 1794g, 1794h. 

1794n, 1794p, I794q, 1794r, 1794t, 1795e, 1801a, 1801 e, 180If, 1801k, 1802c, I802d, 

1803e). 

Commercial development in East Tennessee was a slow process. Most of the 

industries developed were those which either supported the farming community or which 

processed farm products. The iron industty was an eariy development, it was established 

in East Tennessee as early as 1784. A Colonel King owned an iron works in Sullivan 

County by that date. In 1801 Francis Preston was advertising for cord wood to be delivered 

at either his iron works or his salt works in southwest Virginia. The Pactolus Ironworks 
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were in operation in Sullivan County between 1789 and 1830. Moses Cavitt was the first 

operator. Ownership of the works passed in succession to Walter King and Companv (1795-

1810), Elihu and Elijah Embree (1811-1820), and Elijah Embree (1821-1830). The Pactolus 

works produced iron bars which were sold pnmarily to local blacksimths. Some of the iron 

was retained at the works and used in the production of nails. Other ironworks were also 

located over East Tennessee from North Carolina to Virginia (Amt 1966: 176-196; KG 

1801g; Rogers 1925: 83). 

Salt making was also practiced m the area, the most famous saltworks were at 

Saltville, Virginia. William King and the firm of King and Crozier supplied salt to the East 

Tennessee area (KG 1801a, 180le, 1802c, I803e; Rogers 1925: 58). 

Other businesses and industries were developed in East Tennessee dunng the 

Frontier Period. Knoxville became the commercial and industrial center of the state during 

this period. Retail and wholesale stores were established throughout East Termessee. In 

1802 up to twenty stores were open in Knoxville. By the 1820's businesses such as inns and 

tavems (often advertised as houses of entertainment), barber shops, and a confectionary shop 

were in operation. Industties developed during this time were distilling, boot and shoe 

making, book binding, clock and watchmaking, hat making, tanning, dyeing, tin and 

coppersmithing, cabinet making, chair making, carriage making, gunsmithing, saddle 

making, tailoring, paper manufacture, stoneware manufacture, coopering, and flour milling. 

A commission business was opened in 1803 by John Kidder and Company. Thev advertised 

that they would carry products to New Orleans on a commission basis (Abemethy 1932: 181; 

Folmsbee and Deadnck 1941: 19; KG 1791a, 1791 d, 179If, 1792a, 1792b, I792d, 1792f, 

I792g, 1792h, 1793b, 1794a, 1794b, 1794c, 1794d, 1794e, I794f I794g, I794h, 1794i, 

1794J, 1794k, 1794m, 1794p, 1794q, I794r, 1794u, 1795b, 1795c, I795d, 1795e, 1801b, 

1801c, 180 Id, 1801 i, 18011, 1801m, 1802b, 1802e, 1803a, 1803b, 1803c, 1803f, 1803h, 

1803J, 1803k, 1816b, 1818a, 1818b, 1818c, 18l8d, 1818f, 1818g, 1818i, 1818k,; Knoxville 

Intelligencer {¥A) 1819a, 1819b, I819f, 1819g, 1822e, 1822f; Rothrock 1946: 89). 

107 



Tvoes and Origins of Consumer Goods 
Available During the East Tennp^c;ee 

Frontier Penod 

The earliest recorded importation of consumer goods into East Tennessee w as in 

1772. Evan Shelby brought a load of goods from Fredenck. Marvland to the Watauga 

settlements by way of Fort Pitt. Included were "blankets, shoes, linen, pots, sugar, and tea" 

(Abemethy 1932:4-5). 

The sources of consumer goods reaching East Tennessee merchants were from cities 

along the Atlantic Coast. Five eastem cities were named in Knoxville newspaper 

advertisements during the Frontier Period. Baltimore was most frequently mentioned, it was 

cited as a source of goods in twelve advertisements. Philadelphia was second with nine 

citations. Richmond was mentioned twice and Lynchburg, Virginia and Salem, North 

Carolina were mentioned once each (KG 1791c, I791d, 1791f, 1792b, I792h, 1793b, 1794b, 

1794c. 1794g, 1794h, 1794j, 1794p, I794q, I794r, 1794t, 1795c, 1801a, 180If, 18011, 

1802c, I802d, 1802e, 1803d, 1818h;KI 1822b, 1822c, 1822d) 

East Termesseans, like Middle Termesseans, owned a mbcture of locally made goods 

and imported items. An inventory of John Carter's possessions was made in 1781 m lieu of 

a will. They included "four beds and three bedsteads; two chests and one trunk; one table 

and six chairs; fourteen plates; half a dozen place settings of knives, forks, and spoons; a tea 

kettle and a coffee pot; two pots: one "kittle"; a "duch" oven; and a skillet" (Dickinson 

1982:322). Gump (1989: 230-236) made a study of material goods owned by inhabitants of 

Washington County, Termessee in the twenty years before statehood (1777-1796). Data on 

possessions were obtained from wills and estate inventories contained in Washington County 

court records. A large number of consumer goods are mentioned in these lists. They 

included housewares, clothing, fumiture, building and farm tools, firearms, livestock, and 

other items. Many of these items including Queen's ware, pewter, glasswares, and other 

manufactured items would have been imported into the area. It is not known how many of 

these items were brought into East Termessee by the original settlers. However, it is likelv 

that many items were purchased after their arrival. 
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A list of merchants advertising in Knoxville newspapers is presented m Appendix 

C. A detailed list of consumer goods and services advertised in Knoxville newspapers are 

presented m Appendix D. Many of the merchants either did not list the items thev had for 

sale or they only mentioned general classes such as hardware, dry goods, dmgs, and patent 

medicines. Several merchants did make lists of their goods, however. From these lists it is 

possible to determine the range of consumer items offered for sale in Knoxville and East 

Tennessee during this period. Kitchen Group articles listed for sale represent a vanety of 

imported goods. Queen's ware, "delph" ware, glasswares, most of the dmgs and patent 

medicines, much of the alcohol, and many of the groceries were probably impx)rted. Jamaica 

and Antigua mm, Madeira, Malaga, port, sherry, and Tenerife wines were all imported. 

Grocery items such as Hampers English cheese, Liverjwol salt, the spices, teas, chocolate, 

and coffee would all have come from other parts of the world. Turlington s Balsam of Life 

and Godfrey's Cordial were patent medicines which had their origins in mid-eighteenth 

century England. They were still being manufactured in the early nineteenth century since 

the advertisement for them was placed in the Knoxville Intelligencer in 1819 (KG 179Id, 

179If, 1792b, 1792c, I792d, 1792e, 1792f, I792g, 1792h, 1793a, 1793b, 1794b, 1794c. 

1794d, 1794e, 1794f, 1794g, 1794h, 1794j, 1794m, I794n, 1794p, 1794q, 1794r, 1794s, 

1794t, 1794u, 1795c, 1801a, 1801 e, 180 If, 18011, 1802a, 1802c, 1802d, 1802e, 1803b, 

1803d, 1803e, 1803f, 1803i, 1806c, 1816a, 1816b, 1818c, 1818h, 1818j, \%\^\: Knoxville 

Gazette and Weekly Advertiser {YSJ^NA) 1797b; KI 1819h, 1822a, 1822b, 1822c, 1822d; 

Noel Hume 1991:74-75). 

Architecture Group goods possibly of local origins were nails, spikes, hinges, and 

door latches, although these items may also have been imported. Probable import items 

from this group were paints and paint supplies and window glass (KG 1791 d, 1792b, 1792h, 

1793b, 1794h, 1794r, I801e, I803e; KI I819h, 1822d). 

Fumiture Group and Arms Group goods could have been either of local or nonlocal 

ongins. Bedticks and coverlets were probably of local origin. Gunsmiths were present in 

the area so many of the firearms and firearm parts could have been of local manufacture. 
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Lamps and candlesticks may have been imported (KG 179Id, 1792b, 1792c, 1792h. 1793b. 

1794h, 1794r 1801e, 1803e, 18l8h;KI 1822b). 

Clothing Group goods present a mixture of locally manufactured and imported items 

Boots, shoes, hats, some types of cloth, and many items of clothing were being made locally: 

however, many of these items were also imported. Other items such as beads, buttons, 

cloaks, some types of cloth, dyes, pins, needles, thimbles, and thread were probablv 

imported (KG 179Id, 1792b, 1792c, I792h, 1793b, 1794b, I794h, 1794r, 1801b, 1801c, 

1801e, 180li, 1801m, 1802b, I803e, 1803h, 1818b. 1818d, 1818h, ]818i. 1818j, 18181: KI 

1819g, 1819h, 1822a, 1822b). 

Many of the Personal Group goods as well as much of the Activities Group items 

may have been imported. Local sources were manufactunng saddle gear, wagons, 

handcarts, and fire buckets. Items such as medical instmments. Bibles, pnmers, jewelrv, 

musical instruments, and umbrellas and parasols were probablv imported. Many of the tools 

couldhavebeeneitherof local or nonlocal origins (KG I79ld, 1792b, 1792c, 1792h. 1793b. 

1794h, 1794r, 1795a, 1795e, 1801e, 1803e, 1803h, 1803i, 18l8f, 1818j: KGWA 1797b; KI 

1819a, 1819e, I819f, 1822b, 1822d). 

Distribution of Consumer Goods in the 
Knoxville/East Tennessee 

Frontier Area 

Consumer goods were disttibuted in the Knoxville/East Tennessee area by pack 

peddlers and retail and wholesale stores. Pack peddlers were present in the East Tennessee 

settlements at an eariy date. Billy Deery from Ireland was one of the better known of these 

peddlers. His stock in trade consisted of "garters, thimbles, needles and pins, hair bmshes, 

pie pans, writing papers, and nbbons" (Clayton 1977:150). He cartied his goods over his 

shoulder wrapped in a shawl tied to the end of a stick and ttaveled over much of the area 

before settling down to buy a tavem, the Deery Inn, in Blountville in 1795. This was a 

combination inn and store. Deery earned on a thriving business by bringing in consumer 

goods from Baltimore for which he would often accept agncultural goods in ttade. Among 
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items that were bought and sold locally by Deery were "hides, honey, fmits, herbs, feathers, 

eggs, wool, and ftirs" (Clayton 1977:153). By 1821 Deery had gotten into the transportation 

business as well. He had acquired eight stagecoaches and fifty teams of horses (Clayton 

1977). 

Knoxville and East Tennessee merchants either owned their own stores or tavems 

or rented sales space in houses, tavems. or stores of others. In 1795 King and Crozier 

advertised that they were selling an assortment of goods from Philadelphia at Captain John 

Stone's store. Captain Stone's store was evidently a popular place to vend goods; James 

Montgomery advertised in 1794 that he was selling salt there. Captain John Chisholm was 

another property owner who rented space for other merchants. John Sapp advertised in 1795 

that he was doing silver and gold plating at Captain Chisholm's. Stephen Duncan and 

Company owned a store m Knoxville where they sold a variety of goods. Edward McFarling 

sold dry goods and groceries at the fording of the Big Pigeon River but it is not certain 

whether he owned a store or was renting space from someone else. Other early Knoxville 

and East Tennessee merchants were John Summerville, James Ore and James and Samuel 

Miller (KG 1791d, 1793b, 1794a, 1794c, 1794e, 1794g, I794h, 1794j, 1794n, 1794m, 

I794q, 1794r, 1795a, 1795f). 

In conclusion, consumer goods both from other areas of the United States and from 

foreign countries were entering East Termessee through the Atlantic Coast ports. These 

goods were shipped overland in wagons mainly from Baltimore and Philadelphia. East 

Tennessee could not participate directly in trade with New Orleans and the Gulf Coast due 

to the difficulties of ttavel on the Tennessee River. Consumer goods reaching the area were 

vended by peddlers, store and tavem owners, and by persons who would rent space in 

buildings owned by others. These goods were then bought by the general public using cash, 

public securities, fiirs, and farm produce. 
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CHAPTER VII 

COMPARISON OF CONSUMERISM BETWEEN 

THE KNOXVILLE/EAST TENNESSEE AND 

NASHVILLE/MIDDLE TENNESSEE 

FRONTIERS 

Middle and East Tennessee became rivals for political influence and trade 

Originally East Tennessee had a larger population than Middle Tennessee and Knoxville was 

the commercial as well as the political capitol of the state. Through time the more 

advantageous setting of Nashville and the greater fertility of the Cumberland River region 

led to a shift in population, commerce, and political influence from East Tennessee to 

Middle Termessee (Abemethy 1932: 181). 

The ttade pattems in the two areas were also oriented in different directions. East 

Tennessee merchants received their goods directly from the Atlantic Coast. They were 

linked by wagon roads northeastward through Virginia and across the Appalachian 

Mountains to the North and South Carolina port cities. The Cumberland River settlements 

were oriented more to the west. Water routes linked them to New Orleans and Pittsburgh. 

Overland routes extended to supply sources in Kentucky. Cumberland River merchants 

engaged in a ttade network which had been established by early French ttaders. This 

network was expanded by British and American ttaders following the French and Indian War 

(Amow 1984: 336; Rogers 1925: 20). 

While the routes into the two regions of Tennessee were from different directions, 

manv of the sources of goods were the same places (the Atlantic Coast cities) during the 

early portion of the Frontier Period. The ports of Baltimore and Philadelphia were the home 

areas for merchants engaged in ttade to the Tennessee and Kentucky frontier areas. Goods 

were transported over wagon roads from these ports to Pittsburgh where they were 

ttanshipped by water to merchants in Kentucky and Middle Termessee. These same ports 

were the sources for merchandise sent to East Tennessee through Virginia. The opening 

of the Spanish ports on the Mississippi River caused the Middle Termessee merchants to 
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begin to change their sources. While goods still came from the Atlantic Coast through 

Pittsburg, new sources in the Gulf of Mexico became more important. The development of 

river trade, first with barges and keel boats and later with steamboats allowed the Middle 

Tennessee merchants to receive a greater number and vanetv of goods than was available 

in East Tennessee (Beard 1943; Haites and Mak 1971; Rogers 1925:56). 

The Atlantic coast merchants and later the New Orleans ones received much of their 

stock from Great Britain. During the Tennessee Frontier Penod, Bntain was the foremost 

manufacturing and trading nation on earth. The Industrial Revolution in Bntain began ca. 

1780; however, even pnor to this England and to a lesser degree Scotland were major world 

ttaders. Industrialization had begun in the British Isles well before the hidustnal Revolution. 

During the seventeenth century Bntish foreign trade began to increase. British trade pulled 

ahead of the Italians and French who had been the ttaditional leaders in world ttade. At the 

same time, they rivaled the Dutch who at this time were world leaders. Foreign ttade 

increased dramatically throughout the eighteenth century. This increase was not steady due 

to a number of foreign wars throughout the century. However, some of these wars led to 

greater advances in ttade. The war with the Dutch in the early part of the century led to the 

effective elimination of Great Britain's major trading rival. The results of this war led to 

the dramatic increase in the size of British merchant fleets. Another major factor for this 

increase in British world trade was a series of acts of Parliament which required that all 

ttade with the colonies be ttansacted through Britain. Certain products of the colonies such 

as tobacco had to be ttanshipped through Britain, this increased the pnce to worldwide 

markets. Trade between the colonies and between the colonies and foreign nations also had 

to be transacted through Great Britain. Finally, the colonies were forbidden to produce 

certain goods such as hats and woolens (Grassby 1995:396-397; Thomas and McCloskey 

1981). 

The American colonies were dependent on Great Britain for most luxury items and 

many staples throughout most of the pre-revolutionar\ period. Manufactunng in the 

colonies was slow to start but production did increase through time. Necessities were 

probably the earliest items manufactured. Through time, however, local artisans began to 
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copy the more popular luxury items. Much of the eariy manufactunng was in the New 

England area. Manufactunng was probably carried out in small scale shops, the passing on 

of knowledge was by the master-apprentice system (Thomas and McCloskey 1981). 

When consumer goods advertised in Nashville and Knoxville newspapers are 

compared, a number of similarities and differences are noted. In the Kitchen Group certain 

items such as Queen's ware and glass wares are being imported in to both areas. There are 

many similarities in groceries as well. Both areas are receiving almonds, bacon, cheese, 

coffee, chocolate, raisins, salt, sugar, teas, and certain spices. One grocery class that is 

showing up in the Nashville newspapers but not in the Knoxville ones is fish and seafood. 

The majority of species mentioned are salt water varieties. James Stewart in 1818 advertises 

the arrival of shad, mackerel, salmon, herring, and oysters on the Constitution from New 

Orleans. The inference is that seafood was being shipped by boat to Termessee exclusively 

from New Orleans. Fish and seafood would probably not have survived a wagon trip from 

the Atlantic coast cities. There were also differences in the types and distribution methods 

of dmgs and patent medicines between the two areas. There were many more vaneties of 

these items advertised in Nashville than in Knoxville (Appendices B and D). The methods 

of distribution are also different. Three dmggists advertising in Nashville newspapers during 

the Frontier Period; however, no dmggists were advertised m the Knoxville newspapers 

during this time. In Knoxville doctors advertised the sale of medicines to families. The only 

advertisement by a dmggist in the Knoxville papers was by Thomas Wells, a Nashville 

druggist in 1822 (CTG 1818a, 1818c, 1818d, 1818e, 1818f, 1818p, 1819a, 1819b, 1819c, 

1819e, 1819d, 1820a, 1820c; CTSG 1818a, 1818b, 1818c, I8l8e, 1818g, I8I81, 1818k, 

1818q; DC 1809a, 1809b, 1809c, 1809f, 1809h; IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806b, I806f, I806g, 

1806h, 1806i, 1806j, 1806k; KG 1791d, 1792b, 1792c, 1792d, I792e, I792h, 1793b, 1794h, 

1794n, 1794r, 1795e, 1795f, 1801a, 1801 e, 180If, 18011, 1802a, 1802c, I802d, 1802e, 

1803d, 1803e, 1803i, 1818c, 1818f, 1818h, 1818j, 18181; KGWA 1797b; KI 1822a, 1822b, 

1822c, 1822d, 1822h;NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 1825d, I825e, 1825g, I825i, 1825k, 1825m, 

18250, 1825p; NR 1825b; TC 1808a, 1808c, 1808d; TG 1800b, 1801a, 1801f, 1805a, 1805b, 
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1805c, 1805f, 1806c, 1806d, 1806e, 1806f, 1806i, I806j, 1806k. 1806m, 1807b, 1810b, 

1810c). 

Some Architecture Group items were advertised much more often in Nashville 

newspapers than in Knoxville ones. Paints and painting supplies were mentioned a similar 

number of times in both areas. However; there were major differences in nails and window 

glass. Nails were advertised by only one merchant in Knoxville newspapers, this was by 

William King in July of 1803. Nails were advertised by 16 merchants in Nashville 

newspapers. One reason for this discrepancy was that two Nashville nail manufactones 

were in operation in 1808 and 1809 by Thomas Porter and Company and by Thomas Proctor. 

These manufactories made both wrought and cut nails. Nails were also being imported from 

Boston, Philadelphia, and Pittsburg. No nail manufactories were listed in Knoxville. 

However, nails were being made at some of the iron works in the area. Window glass was 

the other Architecture Group class in which there were major differences between the two 

areas. Window glass was mentioned by only one merchant in Knoxville but by 10 in 

Nashville. In 1794 John Summerville was selling 8" x 10" glass. Window glass in Nashville 

was advertised as being sold in 8" X 10", 10"x 12",and 12" x 18" panes (CTG 1818a, 1818c. 

1818d, 1818f, 1819a, 1819c, 1820c; CTSG 1818c, 1818g, 1818e; DC 1809a, 1809b, 1809c, 

1809f, 1809h; IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806f, 1806g, 1806h, I8O61, I806j. 1806k: KG 1794h. 

1803e;NC 1808a, 1808c, l808d;NG 1825a, 1825g, 1825k, 1825m, 1825n, I825p; Rogers 

1925: 83; TG 1801b, 1805c, 1806e, 1806d, 1806j, 1806k, 1810a, 1801b). 

Fumiture and Arms Group items advertised in both Nashville and Knoxville were 

basically similar but there were some notable differences. Advertised East Tennessee 

Fumiture Group items consisted of lighting items and bed clothing. Cabinet and chair 

makers were in business in this area during the Frontier Period. However, they were not 

advertising in the newspapers available for study. Fumiture items advertised in Nashville 

were much more diverse. Chairs, Japanned ladies dressing cases, settees, and tt^nks were 

mentioned as well as brass and silver lamps, candle sticks and snuffers along with 

spermacetti (whale oil) candles and oil. Arms Group goods were very similar in each region. 

Guns, gun parts, gunpowder, shot, and lead were advertised. A notable absence in both 
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Knoxville and Nashville newspaper advertisements were gunflints. It is possible that 

gunflints were so commonly available that merchants who dealt in firearms and shooting 

supplies did not feel it necessary to advertise them (CTG 1818d, 1819a, 1820c, 1820d: 

CTSG 1818d, 1818f, 1818g, 18181, 1818m, 18l8p, I8l8q; DC 1809a, 1809f, 1809h; IRCR 

1805b, 1806f, 1806h, I8O61,1806k; KG 179ld, 1792b, 1792c, I792h, 1793b, 1794h, 1794r, 

18l8h;KGWA 1797a; KI 1822b; NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 1825c, 1825g. 1825m, 1825o;TC 

1808c, 1808d; TG 1806c, 1806d, 1806e, 1807b, 1810b). 

Clothing Group consumer goods were both locally produced and imported into each 

region. Five tailors; Jesse Barber and Company, Dickerson and Tyree, Michael Dowlin, E. 

Marshall, and Stanley and Gamble, advertised in Nashville newspapers between 1805 and 

1808. Four tailors; John Anthony, James Boyd, William Bryan, and Thomas P. Roberts, 

advertised in Knoxville newspapers in 1801 and 1818. Bryan advertised that he was making 

leather clothing including breeches, gallonuses, gloves, moccasins, and pantaloons. Shoe 

and boot makers and hatters were also advertised in the Knoxville newspapers but not in the 

Nashville ones. Cloth, clothing, and clothing manufacture and maintenance items such as 

pins, needles, thread, were also advertised in each region. The types of cloth and clothing 

mentioned in the advertisements were very similar for both areas (CTG 1818e, 1818d, 

1818g, 1819a, 1819b, 1820c; CTSG 1818a, 1818b, 1818h, 1818p; DC 1809a, 1809f, 1809h: 

IRCR 1805a, 1805b, 1805c, 1806b, 1806d, 1806f, 1806h, I8O61, 1806k; NC 1808a; NG 

1825d, 1825e, 1825f, 1825g, 1825k, 1825m, 1825n, 1825o, 1825p;TC 1808c, 1808d, I8O81, 

1808j;TG 1800b, 1801a, 1805a, 1805b, 1805c, 1805e, 1805f, I805h, 1806a, 1806c, I806d, 

1806e, 1806J, 1806k, 1806m, 1807a, 1807b, 1810a, 1810b, 1810c). 

A variety of Personal Group consumer goods were advertised in both Nashville and 

Knoxville newspapers (Appendices B and D). There was a great deal of similarity in 

Personal Group items in the two areas. Reading and writing materials included Bibles, 

children's books, school books, joumals and day books, stationery, and ink. Health and 

beauty aids items such as combs, brushes, perfumery, pomatum, soaps, razors, tooth brushes, 

and tooth powder were advertised. Musical instmments included violins, fifes, and flutes. 

Other personal goods and services were playing cards, cigars, eye glasses, and goggles (CTG 
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1818d, 1818e, I818f, 1819b, 1819c, 18l9e; CTSG 18I8g, 18l8j; DC 1809a, 1809f, 1809h; 

IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806b, 1806c, 1806e, 1806f, 1806h, I806i. 1806k; KG I79lb, I79lc. 

179Id, 1792b, 1792c, 1792h, 1793b, 1794h, 1794r, 1795a, 1803d, I818f, I818h. 1818j: 

KGWA 1797b; KI 1819a, 1819d, 1822a, 1822b; NC 1808a; NG 1825a, 1825e, 1825g. 

1825h, 1825k, 1825n, 1825o, 1825p; TC 1808c, I808d, I808h; TG 1800b, 1801a, 1801c. 

1805a, 1805b, 1805c, 1805f, 1805g, 1806c, 1806d, I806e, I806g, 1806k, 1806m, 1807b, 

1810b, 1810c). 

The types and variety of Activities Group consumer goods advertised in both 

Knoxville and Nashville area newspapers are similar (Appendices B and D) Both areas had 

many types of tools, saddlery, and general hardware Major differences were found in two 

areas. In Knoxville ttansportation related items mentioned other than saddlery and hamess 

were hand carts and wagons. In Nashville flatboats and keel boats were advertised. These 

advertisements reflect the differing ttade orientations of the two areas. That is, river 

transportation in Nashville and overland ttansportation in Knoxville. Another major 

difference was in the listings of medical equipment. In the Knoxville newspapers only one 

advertiser, Abraham Steiner, listed this type of equipment. In the Nashville newspapers all 

of the dmggists listed medical equipment and they went into great detail describing the exact 

types. The similarities in Activities Group artifacts between the two areas outweigh the 

differences (CTG 1818a, 1818b, 1818d, 18l8e, 1818f, 1819a, 1819b, 1819c, 1819d, 18l9e, 

I819f, 1820c, 1820d; CTSG 1818a, 1818c, 1818g, 1818k, 18181; DC 1809a, 1809b, 1809c, 

1809f, 1809h; IRCR 1805b, 1805c, 1806a, 1806b, 1806d, I806e. I806f 1806h, 1806i, 

1806k; NC 1808a; KG 1791c, 1791d, 1791e, 1792b, 1792c, I792f, 1792h, 1793b, 1794h, 

1794r, 1795b, 1795f, 1801a, 180If, 18011, 1802c, 1802e, I802f, 1803e, I803h, 1803i, 

1806c, 1816a, 1818e, 1818j; KI 1819b, 1819c, 1819e, 1819f, 1822a, 1822b, 1822d, 1822g; 

NG 1825d, 1825g, 1825i, 1825k, 1825m, I825n, 1825o, I825p; TC 1808a, 1808c, 1808d; 

TG 1800a, 1800b, 1801a, 1805a, 1805b, 1805c, 1805f, 1806c, I806d, 1806e, I806f, 1806h, 

18061, 1806m, 1807b, 1806i, 1807c, 1810a, 1810b, 1810c; Tennessee Gazette and Mero-

Distnct Advertiser {TGMDA) 1807). 
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The newspaper advertisements consulted indicate that there were significant 

differences in the availability of certain consumer goods between the Middle and East 

Tennessee frontier areas. However, they do indicate that both areas were active participants 

in the world trade network. 

Were the differences in availability of consumer goods discemable on Frontier 

Period archaeological sites in the two areas? Besides the Drennon site, the Gowen 

Farmstead site and the first Hermitage in the Nashville area were studied. In East Tennessee 

excavation reports from the James White Second Home, and the Ramsey House in Knox 

County and 40RE192 in Roane County were consulted (Figure 10). 

The two other Middle Termessee sites, the Gowen Farmstead and the first Hermitage, 

are both located southeast of the Dreimon site. The Gowen Farmstead was located east of 

Nashville and was excavated to mitigate the impact of an expansion of the Mettopolitan 

Nashville Airport. The site was multicomponent, the earliest occupation was by three 

generations of the Gowen family between 1786 and 1842. A number of stmctures including 

the main house, a bam, a smokehouse, two storage stmctures, and two slave cabins were 

excavated. The first Hermitage site was the first home of Andrew Jackson on the Hermitage 

estate. It was a two story log stmcture situated in Jones Bend of the Cumberland River in 

northeastem Davidson County. This stmcture was occupied by the Jacksons dunng the 

period of 1804-1820. When the second Hermitage (the Hermitage mansion) was competed 

in the early 1820's the first Hermitage was ttansformed into slave quarters (Bngance 1976: 

87-92; Weaver et al. 1993:1, 23-33). 

Two of the three East Tennessee sites were located in Knoxville. The James White 

Second Home site was located east of downtown Knoxville near the north bank of the 

Tennessee River. It was a story and a half saddlebag log stmcture. White erected the house 

in the late eighteenth century and lived in it until his death in 1821. The property eventuallv 

was purchased by the McCammon family who dismantled the house in 1852. The site was 

Phase II tested in 1981, a Phase III excavation was conducted in 1982. The second 

Knoxville site was the Ramsey House which was also known as Swan Pond. It was built in 

1797 and was occupied until the I940's, it is now a historic house museum. The site was test 
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excavated in 1976, 1985, and 1994. The results of these different excavations were 

combined for this study (Faulkner 1984, 1986, 1995: Roberts 1986) 

The third East Tennessee site was site 40RE192. The site was occupied between 

1820 and 1840. This is the Frontier Period for Roane County, this area was not opened up 

for Euro-American settlement until 1820 when the area was acquired from the Cherokee. 

The site consisted of a domestic stmcture area containing a chimney pad, pit cellar and some 

circular pit features (Longmire 1996: 1). 

The consumer goods which survived the best in the archaeological record were 

ceramic, glass, and metal artifacts from the various groups. These represent a variety of 

goods; however, many of the consumer goods which marked major differences in the two 

areas such as clothing types and perishable foods have not been identified archaeologically. 

At the Drermon site and the other Middle and East Tennessee Frontier Period sites 

the most commonly identified artifacts were Kitchen Group ceramics, glasswares, and 

tablewares; Clothing Group buttons; and Architecture Group window glass and nails. 

Consumer goods artifacts from the Arms, Fumiture, Personal, and Activities groups were 

also identified but they were not as frequent. Table 11 presents the percentages of the 

artifact groups from each of the six sites under study (Faulkner 1984: 41-188; Faulkner 1995: 

61-97; Longmire 199636-59; S. Smith 1976: 135-236; Roberts 1986: 13-32; Weaver et al. 

1993:136-296). 

There is considerable variability in the percentages of each artifact group. The 

greatest differences are in the Kitchen and Architecture groups. The Drennon site and site 

40RE192 have the highest percentages of Kitchen Group artifacts and the smallest 

percentages of Architecture Group artifacts. The Frontier Period component at the Drennon 

site and site 40RE192 both represent deposits which had little or no inttiisions from later 

time periods. This is not the case in the other four sites where later occupations were 

present either overlying Frontier Period components or intmsive into them. The Frontier 

Period component at the Drennon site was confined to a portion of the yard which was not 

built upon during later periods. Site 40RE192 was not occupied at all after the Frontier 

Period. If both of these sites were early log stmctures then they would probably not have 
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Table 11: Percentages of Artifact Groups from Frontier Period Components of Sites Under 
Studv 

Group Drennon Gowen First James White Ramsey 40RE192 
. Hermitage Second Home 

Kitchen 79.7 35.9 56.4 47.6 54.8 84 0 

Architecture 14.7 59.6 40 4 48.1 35 8 6.0 

Furniture 0.6 0.04 0.1 0.3 2.6 10 

Arms 0.2 0.1 0.2 04 0.3 0.2 

Clothmg 1.6 1.9 1.8 1.0 0.8 6 0 

Tobacco Pipe 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 

Personal 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.2 0,4 3.0 

Activities 2.5 2.0 0.4 2_2 5_8 3_02 

had a great deal of architectural debris such as nails and window glass if they were not 

modemizedby later occupants (Brigance 1976: 27-92; Faulkner 1984: 3-8; Faulkner 1986; 

Longmire 1996:60-70; Weaver et al. 1993: 20-44). 

All of the artifact groups contain consumer groups. However, the Kitchen Group 

contains some of the easiest recognized consumer items. For a comparative view of Kitchen 

Group ceramics on the six sites these artifacts are grouped into the five classes of porcelains, 

coarse earthenwares, refined earthenwares, stonewares, and other ceramics. Other ceramics 

are ironstone, yellow ware, and other types which were not included in the other classes. 

Comparative ceramics data are presented in Table 12. 

A scaling system to assess status was developed by Samuel Smith (1980: 59-60) for 

sites in Tennessee. This system compared the percentages of higher and lower priced 

ceramics. Porcelains and refined earthenwares were considered to be the higher priced 

items while coarse earthenwares and stonewares were the lower priced ones. Porcelains and 

refined earthenwares were imported items while the coarse earthenwares and most of the 

stonewares were of domestic manufacture. Basahese and British brown stonewares were 
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Table 12: Comparative Ceramics Data from Frontier period Components of the Sites Under 
Study. 

Drennon Gowen First James White Ramsey 40RE192 
Hemiitage Second Home 

Porcelam 8.0 4.0 5.3 5.0 6 8 1.3 

Coarse 12.7 3.0 14 87 4.1 123 
Earthenware 

Refined 76.3 89.0 87.1 77.7 67.2 85.9 

Earthenware 

Stoneware 1.5 2.0 3.7 37 13.3 0.4 

Other 1.5 2.0 2.5 4.7 8.6 0.1 
Ceramics 

imported. Chinese trade porcelains may be considered luxury items, primarily tea cups and 

saucers. China wares were advertised in newspapers in Nashville but not in those in 

Knoxville. This does not mean that they were not available in Knoxville since porcelain was 

present on all three of the Knoxville sites under study indicating these ceramics were 

available locally. China tea sets were specifically advertised by Robertson and Curtey in 

Nashville in 1818. The distance of transportation of porcelains probably made them rare 

and desired consumer goods. Referring to Table 11, the highest percentage of porcelains 

was at the Drennon site while the lowest was at 40RE192. The inhabitants of the Drennon 

site were upper class landowners living near a major distribution center. The inhabitants of 

40RE192 were frontier farmers who were distant from a major center of distribution. The 

inhabitants of the other sites were located near the towns of Nashville and Knoxville and 

would have had better access to porcelains than the inhabitants of 40REI92. However, the 

percentage of refined earthenwares on 40RE192 was the third highest of the six sites studied. 

This may indicate that the price of porcelains was greater than that of the refined 

earthenwares and that these items were chosen as a response prevailing prices rather than 

to availability. At present however, there is not sufficient data to support this (CTG 1818a; 

CTSG 1818c, 1818p; DC 1809b; IRCR 1806b; Longmire 1996: 64; NR 1825b; TG 1800b, 

1801a, 1805b). 
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Refined earthenwares were the most common ceramics on all six of the sites (Table 

11). The highest percentage of these was at the Gowen farmstead while the lowest 

percentage was at the Ramsey house. Refined earthenwares, known genencally as Queen's 

ware in the newspaper advertisements, have been shown to have been av ailable from manv 

merchants in both regions of Tennessee. They were used as the standard table setting dunng 

the Frontier Period. Their presence in early contexts on these sites and in advertising 

throughout the period reveals that they were available from the earliest years of settlement 

m both areas of Tennessee (Faulkner 1984: 77-102; Faulkner 1995: 88; Longmire 1996:36-

59; Roberts 1986: 17; S. Smith: 1976:164-184; Weaver et al. 1993:185-210). 

Other Kitchen Group artifacts were present on all of the sites. Bottles and glass 

drinking vessels as well as table wares were identified. Glass bottles and glass bottle 

fragments were identified on all of the sites, would have contained a variety of liquids 

including spirits and wines, possibly condiments, dmgs, and patent medicines. Cutlery and 

metal cooking vessels were also present on the sites. All of these items have been shown 

to have been advertised in both Middle and East Tennessee newspapers of the period and 

were probably available early in the history of the two areas (Faulkner 1984: 77-102: 

Faulkner 1995: 91; Longmire 1996:36-59; Roberts 1986: 17; S. Smith: 1976:164-184; 

Weaver etal. 1993:185-210). 

Clothing Group buttons and, to a lesser degree, buckles were present on all of the 

sites imder study. They would have been parts of a variety of clothing items available at 

local stores in the two areas as has been previously presented (Faulkner 1984: 140-162; 

Faulkner 1995: 96; Longmire 1996::36-59; Roberts 1986:22-23; S. Smith 1976: 195-202, 

204-211; Weaver et al. 1993: 223-245). 

Architecture Group artifacts had the second highest percentage of consumer goods 

on each of the six sites (Table 10). Nails and window glass were the dominant matenal 

types of this group. Nails and window glass have been shown to have been available from 

both local and nonlocal sources (Faulkner 1984: 116-133; Faulkner 1995:71-96; Longmire 

1996: 36-59; Roberts 1986:18-20; S. Smith 1976: 216-231; Weaver et al. 1993:210-222). 
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Consumer goods were present in the other artifact groups on the six sites. However, 

these items only accounted for minor percentages of the artifact assemblages. Because of 

this they will not be studied in detail here. 

Newspaper advertisements and archaeological data from Middle and East Tennessee 

show that many consumer goods were available locally in these two areas and that they were 

being deposited in domestic sites. The advertisements and archaeological data indicate that 

from an early point in time inhabitants of the two frontiers were active participants in the 

world wide trade network in place at the time. There were differences in the methods of 

access to the ttade network between the two areas which caused differences in the goods 

available. However, many items particularly ceramics, and other Kitchen Group artifacts. 

Architectural Group materials, and Clothing Group items were available on both frontiers. 

At present archaeological data from the Frontier Period is limited to a relatively few 

domestic sites. As more Frontier Period sites are excavated in the two areas a fuller picture 

of what consumer goods were being utilized on domestic sites will become available. 
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CHAPTER VIII 

CONCLUSIONS 

A persistent American myth is that persons inhabiting frontier areas were isolated 

and self-sufficient. In other words, they were cut off from supph sources and they had to 

manufacture the basic necessities of life. This myth had its ongins in histonc writings and 

political ideals. Historians have perpetuated the idea of frontier isolation and self 

sufficiency: 

In the first half of the eighteenth century stteam after stteam 
of German and Scotch-Irish immigrants poured into the 
frontier known as the Old West. Here, in the back country of 
New England, the Great Valley of southeastem Pennsylvania, 
centtal and westem Maryland, the Piedmont of Virginia and 
the Carolinas, and the Valley of Virginia, they had to adopt 
a pattem of life entirely isolated from European influences. 
Here they formed the first pioneer society with characteristics 
which are regarded as typically Amencan. (Camso 1959: 13) 

Abemethy (1957:129-142) describes a series of southem frontiers with increasing 

degrees of self-sufficiency. Again isolation and a lessening of dependency on European 

influences is implied. 

The myth began with early political writings. Thomas Jefferson and other early 

Republicans (as the Democratic Party was then known) hoped that the national economy 

would be agrarian based with independent, self-sufficient farmers and small shopx)wners 

forming the backbone of the country. This idea proved to be illusory, however (Appelby 

1993; Perkins 1991:486). 

In part the idea of frontier isolation was furthered by writings of ttavelers in the 

Appalachians during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Overpopulation and 

soil erosion in the mountains had reduced the inhabitants during this period to poverty. 

Travelers through the area observed families making many of their necessities from local 

resources. They assumed that these activities reflected what life had been like during the 
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Frontier Period. However, pioneer families bought many of the same items that their 

descendants were forced to make (Amow 1984: 268-270). 

Tennessee frontier settlers were isolated by distance from their sources of consumer 

goods. However, the data presented here indicate that they were active participants in the 

worid system at least as far as procurement and utilization of consumer goods are concemed. 

Even at an early date consumer goods from as far away as China were appearing on sites in 

Middle and East Tennessee. Much of the material culture appeanng on archaeological sites 

of this period were imported goods. The inhabitants of the Tennessee frontiers; farmers, 

land speculators, merchants, and all others relied on nonlocal consumer goods for a large 

number of necessities and were tied into the world wide trade network. Evidence for this 

reliance on the world ttade network is present in the newspaper advertisements of the day 

and in archaeological data recovered from Frontier Period sites. This refutes the belief of 

pioneer self-suffiency which has arisen in America. "However, even though most 

households were separated, they were not self-sufficient. There was an interwoven social 

and economic network that bound each home unit into a larger community" (Gump 1989:3). 

This trade network was centered in Europe but was world-wide in scope. The spread of 

European influence throughout the world beginning in the fifteenth century helped to unite 

the globe into a single intertelated system. This worid system has been described bv 

Wallerstein (1980) and Orser and Fagan (1995: 59). 

The Frontier Period inhabitants of the Drennon site (40DV447) were active 

participants in a world-wide consumer ttade system. Artifacts excavated from Frontier 

Period features at the Drermon site represent consumer goods of both local and intemational 

origins. Artifacts of probable local origins include nails, both wrought and cut, some 

redware ceramics, and some stonewares. Artifacts of nonlocal origins include British made 

ceramics, metal goods, glassware, gunflints, and Chinese trade porcelain. Other Frontier 

Period sites in Middle and East Tennessee had similar artifact assemblages. Consumer 

goods, particulariy imported Kitchen, Architecture, and Clothing group artifacts were 

present on all of the sites studied. 
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A study of advertisements in Nashville and Knoxville Frontier Penod newspapers 

reveals that a variety of consumer goods was available in local stores shortlv after these 

communities were established. The availability of non-local consumer goods at an eariy 

date indicates that persons living in these two Tennessee frontier areas were active 

participants in the world ttade network. 

The second condition of the Lewis model of frontier development (Lewis 1977: 154-

155) was a relative isolation that led to an attenuation of communication and trade to the 

hinterlands. The variety and number of consumer goods advertised in Nashville and 

Knoxvdlle newspapers of the Frontier Period and appearing on Middle and East Tennessee 

archaeological sites described in this study indicate that conditions of isolation were 

apparently short lived in these two areas. A study of consumer pattems in Kentucky by 

Perkins (1991) shows that a consumer frontier developed there shortly after initial settlement 

in the mid-l770's. The development the Kentucky consumer frontier closely paralleled the 

rise of consumerism in the Tennessee frontier areas. Merchants quickly followed the initial 

settlers into the frontier areas to exploit the expanding market place. If the American 

frontier is viewed as a dynamic expanding system, then it should not be surprising that 

merchants would quickly follow the first settlers into a new area to take advantage of a 

market which, early on, would have less competition than in the more settled hinterlands. 

These merchants would have been instrumental in helping to keep the lines of 

communication open to the more settled hinterlands. By inttoducing new types of goods and 

new styles of clothing they would have kept people in frontier areas informed of some of the 

ttends developing in the more settled areas. 

Consumerism in the two Tennessee frontier areas developed differently due to 

geographic considerations. The two areas were isolated from each other to a great extent 

by the barrier of the Cumberiand Plateau (Luther 1985: 54-62). Middle Tennessee eariy on 

developed a river ttansportation system which connected it to New Orleans on the Gulf of 

Mexico and to Pittsburgh and other Ohio River ports m Kentucky. On the other hand. East 

Tennessee had to rely on land ttansportation due to the many natural barriers to navigation 

on the Termessee River. East Tennessee merchants had to obtain their goods from the 
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Atlantic Coast cities by wagon. After the inttoduction of steamboat communication with 

Nashville in 1819, large cargoes of consumer goods could be more easilv transported up the 

rivers from New Orieans causing a shift in the center of commerce in Tennessee from 

Knoxville to Nashville. Despite the differences m the paths used to import consumer goods 

to the two Tennessee frontiers many of the items brought in were the same. Kitchen items 

and clothing advertised in the newspapers of the two frontiers were neariy identical. The 

major differences were in foods and dmgs. However, the similarities in consumer goods 

were greater than the differences. What reallv differentiated consumer pattems on the two 

frontiers was the methods of ttansportation of goods. 

The idea of frontier isolation in Tennessee and of the self-sufficiency of Tennessee 

frontier inhabitants is challenged by data presented m this study. Consumer artifacts 

recovered from Frontier Period components on a number of Tennessee historic sites shows 

that frontier inhabitants were active participemts in the world ttade network. Advertisements 

from Nashville and Knoxville newspapers of this period reinforce the archaeological data. 

These advertisements present a variety of nonlocal consumer goods available in each 

frontier. 
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Merchants advertising in Nashville newspapers between 1801 and 1825 

1. Armstrong & Seay (1825) 

2. Baird & Boyce (1806) 

3. Jesse Barber & Co. Tailors (1807) 

4. Bedford & Co. (1806, 1809) 

5. G. A. Bedford Wholesale & Retail Dmggist (1818, 1819) 

6. J. R.Bedford (1809) 

7. Montgomery Bell (1825) 

8. Elias Bobson (1825) 

9. Wm. Bosworth, Ropemaker (1818) 

10. Boun & Lowery (1806) 

11. Thomas Britton (1806) 

12. L.Browning (1825) 

13. Thomas M. Buriand, Brewery (1818) 

14. Bustard and Eastin (1800, 1801, 1806) 

15. Joseph Engleman, Butcher (1801) 

16. Thomas Ryan Butler (1806) 

17. Thomas Campbell (1825) 

18. Stephen Cantrel Jr. & Co. (1809, 1818) 

19. William Cartol & Co. (1810) 

20. Hanton Cattlet (1806, 1807) 

21. J. Condon & Son (1825) 

22. Cowdin & Keen (1825) 

23. Cowdin & Sanderson (1825) 

24. S.Crockett (1818) 

25. Roberts. Curtey (1806) 

26. Deadrick & Foster (1801) 

27. Thomas Deadrick (1820) 
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28. Decker & Dyer (1825) 

29. Timothy Demumbmn (1801) 

30. E. Dickerson & R. Tyree Tailor Shop (1808) 

31. David Doonan (1808) 

32. Michael Dowlon Tailor Shop (1805) 

33. T. W.Dyots(1825) 

34. Joseph Engleman (1801) 

35. Evans, Lewis & Co. of Wheeling, Va.( 1806) 

36. Samuel Ewing (1825) 

37. Fishel & Gallatin of Lexington, Ky. (1806) 

38. R.P.Hayes (1825) 

39. James Hennen Dmgs and Medicines( 1805, 1806) 

40. Geo. Hewlett & Harper, Saddlers (1818) 

41. R. A. Higginbotham Wholesale & Retail Dmggist (1819) 

42. Thomas Hill (1818, 1819) 

43. The Impartial Review & Cumberland Repository - Newspaper (1806) 

44. James & Washington Jackson (1805) 

45. Thomas Jones & Co. (1806) 

46. Joseph M. Keen (1806) 

47. Thomas Kirkman (1806, 1809, 1810) 

48. Leavitt & Tracy (1820) 

49. McKieman & Stout (1818) 

50. McLoughlin & Tilford (1825) 

51. S. McManus - The Nashville Tin Factory (1825) 

52. Ellis Maddox (1807) 

53. John & James Marford of Pittsburgh (1818) 

54. E. Marshall (1806) relocated from Philadelphia 

55. Marshalls & Watkins (1818) 

56. J. Martin (1808) 
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57. J. G.Martin & Co. (1819) 

58. W. & G. Morgan & Co. (1810) 

59. Paul Negrin (1825) 

60. George Patton (1807) 

61. Dyer Peari (1820) 

62. A. & A. Porter (1808) 

63. Alex Porter (1818) 

64. Joseph Porter & Co. (1818) 

65. Thomas Porter & Cos. Nail Manufactory (1808) 

66. George Poyzer (1806, 1809) 

67. Thomas Proctor's Nail Manufactory (1809) 

68. R. Rapier & Co. (1818) 

69. Alexander Richardson (1819,1820) 

70. Richmond & Flint (1818) 

71. Robertson & Curtey (1818) 

72. Robertson & Elliot (1825) 

73. Charies Robinson (1800) 

74. L.&W. Sittler (1825) 

75. Smiley & Gamble Tailor Shop (1808) 

76. James Stewart (1818) for ttade directly to planters 

77. William Stewart (1819) 

78. C. Stump & Co. (1806, 1808, 1809, 1818) 

79. Stump & Cox (1818) 

80. Tait & Stothart (1801) 

81. The Tennessee Gazette (1801) 

82. Trigg, King, & Richardson (1808) 

83. T.E. Waggman (1805) 

84. Wards (1818) 

85. Matthew Watson (1825) 
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86. Ths. Wells (1825) 

87. A. Whiting (1825) 

88. John Williams Saddler (1805) 

89. S. Williams & Co. (1818) 

90. John S. Williamson (1806) 

91. N. Wilson & Co. (1808, 1809) 

92. William Wnght & Co. (1805, 1806) 

93. J. B.Woodward (1805) 

94. Th. Yeahman & J. & R. Woods (1825) 
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Table 13: Goods and Services Available From Merchants Advertising in Nashville 

Newspapers: 1800-1825 

Goods and Services 

Brewerys 

Butchers 

Dmggists 

Jewelers 

Nail manufactorys 

Ropemakers 

Saddlers 

Tailors 

Tavems 

Tin makers 

Kitchen Group 

Alcohols: 

beer: 

ale 

Adv 

draft (Pittsburgh) 

porter: 

brandy: 

Cognac 

French 

unspecified 

cider 

gin: 

Cincinnati 

& Chillecothe 

unspecified 

Holland 

ertiser numbers from Appendix A 

13 

15 

5.39,41 

59 

65.67 

9 

40.88 

3, 30, 32. 54, 75 

73 

51 

13 

28 

23 

13, 19,67 

42,45. 69, 78, 92 

1.14,58,78,87,92 

23,42.66.68,69 

67 

67,78 

42,87 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

mm: 

Jamaica 

New England 

unspecified 

spirits & liquors unspecified 

Jamaica spirits 

old spirits 

wine: 

cider wine 

claret 

Lisbon 

Madeira 

Malaga 

port 

sherry 

Sicilian 

Tenerife 

unspecified 

whiskey: 

country 

Monongahela 

west country 

unspecified 

Brass kettles 

Castings 

Chinaware 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

25.68.78 

1,42,68.69 

23. 68. 69. 78 

12,39,42 

42,45,67,87,92 

66 

67 

4, 42, 47, 68, 78 

58, 87, 92 

4, 42, 45, 47. 58, 68, 69, 78. 87. 92 

1,4,25,78,87 

14,42,45,47,58,68,78,87 

4,14,25,45,47,58,68,78,92 

1,87 

1,42,45,68,78,87 

23,92 

23 

18.23.66 

66 

25,50 

74 

19,44,66,67,69 

14.18,36 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitcen Group (continued) 

China tea sets 

Cooking stoves 

Crockery 

Cutlery: 

forks 

knives 

ivory handled knife & fork sets 

steel forks 

steel knives 

unspecified 

Dmgs & patent medicines: 

aether 

aethiops mineral 

ague & fever drops 

alcohol 

aloes 

Allison's Lemon Acid 

allum 

Anderson's Pills 

aniseed 

antislonial: 

powder 

wine 

antimony 

aqua fertis 

aqua fortis 

Advertiser numbers from appendix A 
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71 

74 

20 

71.87 

71,87 

87 

87 

87 

2, 14,44,47,57,64,66,92 

5,41 

41 

39 

5,41 

5,41.47,86,94 

5 

5, 14,41,45.86,92 

5,41,48 

41 

41 

41 

41.47 

39 

5,41 



Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

aranetto: 

American 

Spanish 

artow root 

arsenic alb. pulv. 

ashes pearl 

assefoetida 

balsam: 

Canada 

Capivi 

copaiba 

honey 

Pemvian 

sulphur 

tolutan 

Barbadoes tar 

bark: 

Pemvian 

Pemvian red 

Pemvian yellow 

angustura 

cascarilla 

canella 

simamuba 

Bateman's Drops 

bay berries 

41.47 

5 

5 

5,41 

94 

86 

41 

5,41 

5 

41 

5,39 

5,41 

5,41 

5.41 

5,41 

5,39 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5,39.41.47 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

blue vitriol 

bole Armenian 

borax 

brimstone 

British oil 

Burgundy pitch 

calomel 

camphor 

canella alba 

cantharides 

carbonate of 

amino 

iron 

magnesia 

soda 

cassia 

castor 

castor cold expressed powder 

barks 

castor Russ 

castor oil 

catechu 

caustic com. 

caustic lunar 

cephalic snuff 

47 

5,41 

5,41.74 

12,45,68,69,86 

5,39,41,47 

5,41,86 

5,39,41,47.86 

39,41,47,86 

5 

5,41 

86 

86 

86 

86 

5 

5 

41 

41 

5,39,41 

41 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

165 



Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

cerate: 

simple 

Tumers 

chalk ppt. 

American 

French 

chalomile flowers 

chalybeate wine 

Ching's Celebrated Worm 

Medicatmentum 

Ching's Worm Lozenges 

Chisolm's Pills 

Church's Cough Drops 

cochineal 

cocul. Indie 

colocynth 

Colombian oil 

Colombia root 

Colombo 

pulv. 

red 

conserve of roses 

hips 

copperas 

com plasters 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

41 

41 

5,41 

5 

5 

41 

41 

39 

41 

41 

39 

5,41 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

39 

5 

5 

41 

41 

1,5,14,45,69,92,94 

86 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

cortosive sublimate 

court plaster 

cowsitch 

cream of tartar 

Dalby's Carminative 

digitalis 

diuretic salts 

Dover's Powder 

Eau de Luce 

elixir of: 

paregoric 

vitriol 

proprietatla 

emery com 

emery fine 

emetic tartar 

epsom salts 

ergot 

essence of: 

Bergamotte 

hemlock spmce 

lemon 

mustard 

peppermint 

tansv 

41 

41 

41 

5.39.41,47,86 

5 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

5,41.86 

41 

5,41.47 

5 

5.41 

5,39 

39,41,47 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

veneris 

wormwood 

exttact of 

bark 

chamomile 

liquorice 

genitian 

fegrifug. Antim, 

flowers of 

benzoin 

bismuth 

chamomile 

henaoin 

sulphur 

zinc 

fol.: 

digitalis 

sinna India 

pulv. 

Fowlers Arsenical Solution 

French chalk 

fxt: 

cicuta 

cort Pem 

Gentian 

galls 

gallea alp. 

5 

5 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5 

5 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

5,41 

5,41 

5 

5 

41 

41 

5 

5 

5 

41 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group f continued^ 

Geoffrey' Cordials 

Glauber salts 

Godfrey's Cordial 

golden tincture 

green copperas 

Greenough's Tincture for 

the Teeth & Gums 

gum: 

ammoniacum 

Arabic 

assafoetida 

benzoin 

camboge 

colbanum 

copal India 

cumian 

galban 

gamboge 

gurac 

India 

juniper 

kine 

masil 

mastich 

myrrh India 

S.A. 

5.47 

5,39,41,45,47,86 

39.41 

39,41 

86 

39 

5,41 

41,86 

5 

5,41 

41,86 

41 

5,41 

41 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

41 

5 

41 

5,41 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) _ ^ _ 

sandrach 

scamony 

scamony Smyma 

tragacanth 

Haerlam oil 

Henry's Cal. Magnesia 

Hooper's Pills 

Iceland moss 

ipecach 

isinglass 

itch ointments 

jalap 

James' Powder 

juniper berries 

lapis calaminaris 

laudanum 

Lee's Celebrated Lozenges 

Lees New London Pills 

lemon acid 

Lign. Qua-sia 

Lima bark 

lint patent 

liquorice 

ball 

root 

41 

5,41 

5 

5,41 

41 

5 

5,39,41 

5,41 

48,86 

5,41 

39 

86 

41 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

39 

5,41 

41 

5 

5 

5,41 

5 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

root refined 

manna, flake 

magnesia 

American 

calcined 

English 

mere. Cortos. Sub. 

mercurical ointment 

muriatic acid 

musk in grains 

musk in pod 

nitre, refined 

nitrious acid 

oil of 

almonds 

amber 

amygd. 

armiseed 

anisi 

cami 

cirmamon 

cloves 

juniper 

lavendar 

mint 

oilvar 

5.39.41,86 

41 

5 

41 

5 

5 

41 

41 

5,41 

41 

41 

5 

41 

41 

5 

41 

5 

5 

41 

5,41 

5,39,41 

5,41 

41 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Apt)endix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

olive 41 

origanum 5,41 

peppermint 41 

permyroyal 41 

pimento 41 

pulegii 5 

Sabinae 5 

sassafras 5,41 

sativ. 5 

savin 

succin.com. 

citrine 

41 

5 

turpentine 41 

vitriol 5.39.41 

wormseed 5,41 

ointment: 

basilicon 41 

41 

mercurical 41 

spermacetti 41 

percipitate 41 

5 39 
opium -̂  -̂ ^ 

Turkish 86 

orange peel 5,41 

paper long 5 

pearl barley 5. 39 

phosphoms "̂  ̂  
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

Saunders 

rhubarb 

root of 

alkanet 

Colombo 

genseng 

hellebore black 

hellebore white 

India pink 

mazereon 

oriana 

snake Virginia 

snake scheka 

valerian 

squill 

sago 

salt of 

ammon cmde 

ammon vai. 

ammoniac 

hartshom 

nitte 

petre 

Rochelle 

soda 

soda phospor. 

41 

5-47 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5 

5 

5 

41 

41 

5 

41 

5 

5 

5 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

tartar 

sang. Draconi 

sap Casvili 

seeds: 

caraway 

cardamon 

coriander 

farmgreck 

Jemsalem oak 

grains of paradise 

sem Anisi 

senna, Alex. 

sem Anisi 

sieer's Opodaldoc 

Spanish flies 

spermacetti 

spirits of 

ammonia 

bartshom 

hartshom 

lavendar 

nitte 

turpentine 

wine 

sponge 

Steer's Opodeldock 

5,41 

5 

5 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5 

39,86 

5 

39 

39 

41 

41 

39 

41 

39,41 

39,41 

41 

41 

41 

41 
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Table 13 (conttnued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

Stoughton's Bitters 

sugar candy 

sugar lead 

sulphus roll 

sweet oil 

tartar emetic 

tartar vitriol 

tere inth Venet. 

tertjaponica 

tincture of aloes 

assefoetida 

bark 

bark huxhams 

cantbarides 

castor 

digitalis 

genitian 

muriate of iron 

myrrh 

rhubarb 

senna 

Turiington's Balsams 

turpeth mineral 

tutty 

unguent murcuriale 

uva ursi 

5,39,41 

5,41 

5.41 

5 

39 

5,41 

5 

5 

5 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5,41,47 

41 

41 

5 

86 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

vitriol: 

alba 

blue 

white 

vitr. Antimony 

wax: 

white 

yellow 

white percipitate 

Wilkinson's Antibilious Pills 

woormseed oil 

yellow & red bark 

zinc 

unspecified 

Frying pans 

Glassware: 

cut glass 

glass bottles 

glass flasks 

glass tumblers 

hollow glass ware 

unspecified 

Groceries 

almonds 

bacon 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

5 

41 

41 

5 

5,41 

41 

41 

5 

41 

47 

41 

5, 20, 23, 39, 42, 45, 47, 86, 92 

69 

87 

44,47 

94 

94 

63, 66, 69 

2,12.14.23,33,36,44,45. 58,64,66, 

67,69,71,92 

4 

13,23,26,66,78 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

capers 

cheese 

Cheshire cheese 

pine apple cheese 

chocolate 

coffee 

cordials & sweetmeats 

fish & seafood 

anchovies 

cod 

hertings 

mackerel 

oysters 

salmon 

shad 

flour 

lard 

molasses 

mustard 

London mustard 

olives 

raisins 

rice 

salt 

4,31 

1.9.48,69 

78 

63 

45. 48, 50, 87. 92 

1,4,14.17.18,23,42.45.47.49,50, 

58, 66, 68, 69, 78, 79, 87, 92, 94 

68, 69. 78 

4 

68 

42, 58, 68, 78 

4, 45, 78 

45,76 

4, 45, 68, 78 

42, 68, 78 

1,13,23,61,65,91 

78 

1,78 

45,58 

1 

4 

4,42,45,58,68,78,83 

42 

18,25,44,50,66,67,94 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

spices: 

allspice 14,50,58,69.78,92 

cinnamon 39. 45. 58. ̂ 4 

cloves 5. 39. 45 

ginger 14. 45. 50. 58, 69. 86. 92. 94 

mace 39,45 

nutmeg 5, 39. 45, 58, 87, 94 

pepper 4,14,23,39,45. 50, 58,68, 78, 86,92. 

94 

saffron 5 

sage 39 

sugar 1,2,4,14,17,23,42,45,47,50.58,67, 

68, 69, 78, 79, 83, 85, 87, 92, 94 

tamarinds 5 

tapioca 5.39 

teas: 

Bohea 14,58 

Congo 92 

gunpowder 68,87 

hyson 45, 50, 78, 92. 94 

hyson skin 14,45 

imperial 4,18,50,58,78,87,92.94 

Souchong 4,92 

young hyson 45.68,69,87.92 

unspecified 66,83 

unspecified 44, 47, 57, 62, 66, 76 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

Iron mongery 

Japarmed ware 

Pewter: 

plates 

spoons 

unspecified 

Queensware 

Silveware: 

Sheffield plate 

silver castors 

silver soup ladles 

silver tablespoons 

silver teaspoons 

silver ttays 

unspecified 

Stoneware 

Teawares: 

Britania tea pots 

Britania tea sets 

copper tea kettles 

iron tea kettles 

Japarmed tea caddies 

Japarmed tea ttays 

silver teaware 

tea caddies 

19,44.47,66 

14,92 

45 

45 

44,45,47 

2. 14,17,23,36. 42. 44, 45, 47. 57, 58, 

64, 66, 68, 69. 85, 92, 94 

87 

87 

87 

87 

87 

87 

69 

13,35 

87 

87 

19 

19 

87 

87 

44,47 

87 
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Table 13(conttnued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

tea kettles 

Tinware 

Waffle irons 

Wash kettles 

Bone Group 

Beef 

Pork 

Architecture Group 

Hinges 

Nails: 

Boston nails 

clasping nails 6, 7, 8, & 10 d 

cut nails 

6, 7, 8,& 10 d 

flooring brads 

nails8, 10, 12,&20d. 

Philadelphia made nails 

"Phoenix" nails 

Pittsburg nails 

saddlers tacks 

sprigs 

wrought nails 

unspecified 

Paints, dye stuffs & colors: 

blue paint 

carmine 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix A 

74 

13. 14,19,23. 37,44.47, 51.66,67, 92 

19 

74 

15 

30,31.78 

67 

85 

78 

1, 19,42.66,67,79 

78 

78 

69 

94 

23 

85 

67 

67 

19,67 

4.18,23.44,47,50,67,92 

47 

5.39,41 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Architecture Group (continued) 

chrome yellow 

copal vamish 

distilled verdigris 

drop lake 

fig blue 

frankfort black 

fustic 

gold leaf 

green paint 

ivory, black 

king's yellow 

lamp black 

lamp yellow 

leads: 

black 

red 

white dry 

white ground in oil 

litharge 

ochre: 

yellow 

spmce 

manganese 

naples yellow 

patent green 

patent yellow 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

5,41 

39 

39 

39,41 

5,39,41 

39 

5 

5,39,41,47 

47 

5,41 

5,39,41 

5,39 

41 

5,41 

5.39,41,45 

5,41 

5,41 

5,41 

5 

41 

5,41 

39 

5 

5,39.41 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Architecture Group (continued) 

pmssian blue 

red chalk 

red tartar 

redwood ground 

reeve's water colors 

rose pink 

rotten stone 

shell & leed lacquer 

silver leaf 

Spanish brown 

spirits of turpentine 

ter de Sienna 

umber Turkey 

vamish copal 

vamish black for leather 

Venetian Red 

verdigris 

Vermillion 

Chinese 

English 

white chalk 

white lead 

whiting 

American 

Spanish 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

5.39.41 

5,39,41 

5 

5 

5 

5,39,41 

5 

39 

5,39,41 

5,39,41,47,86 

5 

5,41 

5,41 

5,41 

41 

5,41 

5,41,86 

41 

5,41 

5 

5 

1,23.39,45,55,86,94 

5, 86, 94 

5,41 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Architecture Group (continued) 

Painting supplies: 

camel's hair pencils 

paint bmshes 

pallet knives 

putty-

sttewing smalts 

turpentine 

Window glass 

8" X 10" 

10"X 12" 

I2"x l8" 

White flint glass 

Fumiture Group 

Chairs 

Fumiture (unspecified) 

Japarmed ladies dressing cases 

Lighting 

candles 

spermacetti candles 

brass candlesticks 

brass lamps 

silver molded candlesticks 

silver candle snuffers 

spermacetti oil 

Matresses 

bedticking 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

41 

41 

41 

41.67.94 

41 

41,86,94 

19.25.29,44,47.63.66.67 

23.86 

86 

86 

19 

89 

8-45 

87 

66 

1,68.78 

87 

87 

87 

87 

68 

23 

45,47 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Fumiture Group (continued) 

Settees 

Tmnks 

Arms Group 

Guns 

Gun powder 

Lead shot 

Clothing Group 

Cloth 

Clothing 

big coats 

coats 

greatcoats 

Gentlemen's London 

coats 

gloves 

mittins 

hosiery 

ladies habits 

ladies spencers 

men's clothing 

pantaloons 

regimentals 

short coat 

suspenders 

89 

40 

24 

23,55.66.69.71,78.85 

1.27,78 

12.23,36,45,47,66,69. 71,78,83,87, 

92 

12,21,36,44,45,47.66,69,71,78,83, 

87,92 

30 

30 

75,78 

84 

47, 78. 83, 88 

47 

66,69,78,83.92 

32 

32 

30 

75 

30 

45. 47, 83 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Clothing Group (continued) 

vests 

women's riding dresses 

Dry goods 

Dyes: 

indigo: 

indigo Beng. 

indigo Spanish 

(unspecified) 

logwood 

madder 

Glass beads 

Handkerchiefs 

Headgear 

hats 

beaver & castor hats 

bonnets 

ladies headdresses 

Feathers 

ostrich feathers 

Ribbons 

Shawls 

Silver-eyed needles 

Shoes 

sandles 

slippers 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

30 

3 

2. 14. 17. 50. 58. 64. 66, 76. 78. 85, 87, 

92 

5 

5,39 

14,50,66,86,94 

4, 5. 45, 69, 86 

5, 50, 69, 86, 94 

44,47 

87 

17,44,45,47,66,69,83,92 

87 

37. 45, 47, 66 

45 

92 

87 

87,92 

92 

87 

19,45,47,54,58,66,69,78. 85. 87,92 

78 

58, 66, 92 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Clothing Group (continued) 

boots 

shoe leather 

Shirt buttons 

Personal Group 

Blankets 

rose & point blankets 

Blank wartants 

Books & newspapers: 

blank books 

books (unspecified) 

children's books 

day books 

joumals 

land law books 

ledgers 

out of town newspapers 

school books 

spelling books 

Bmshes: 

cloth bmshes 

hair bmshes 

unspecified 

Combs: 

tortoise shell combs 

unspecified 

Dancing lessons 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

19,47.54.66,78,87 

50 

44,47 

45,66 

87 

43 

66 

92 

43 

45 

45 

43 

45 

43 

45 

43,94 

23 

23 

86,87 

43,47 

23.83 

93 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Personal Group (continued) 

Executions 

Goggles 

Ink: 

durable 

printers 

Jewelry: 

broaches 

finger rings 

gold chains 

pearl jet 

unspecified 

Keys 

Paper: 

copy paper 

printing paper 

stationary & writing paper 

wrapping paper 

Pen knives 

Perfumery: 

essence of 

Burganotte 

Lavender 

lemon 

musk 

thyme 

unspecified 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

43 

86 

5 

23 

87 

87 

70 

70 

56, 58, 70 

70 

23 

23 

17,43,45,47,66,80,92,94 

23,94 

86 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39,86 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Personal Group (continued) 

Playing cards 

Pomatum, French 

Razors 

Razor strops 

Seals 

Sealing wax: 

black 

red 

unspecified 

Shoe bmshes 

Soaps: 

Castile 

London 

Palm 

Windsor 

unspecified 

Slaves 

Spangled fans 

Spectacles 

Sweet oil 

Tobacco: 

chewing tobacco 

James River chewing tobacco 

American cigars (i 

Spanish cigars 

unspecified 

segars) 

( " ) 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

45,87 

5 

87 

87 

70 

5,41 

41 

5 

58 

39 

87 

41 

5,39,41 

45,86 

16 

44,47 

56,86 

1,45 

50 

14.28 

14 

14,23,42.45,78 

66 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from App)endix A 

Personal Group (continued) 

Toilett & looking glasses 

Teeth bmshes: 

brass 

silver 

unspecified 

Tooth powder 

Umbrellas: 

silk 

silk parasols 

unspecified 

Violins 

Violin strings 

Wash balls 

Watches 

Activities Group 

Bells 

Carding equipment: 

cotton cards 

whitemore cards 

wool cards 

Coatings & booking bays 

Cordage 

cotton ropes 

Flatboats 

45.45 

41 

39 

83 

83 

45,47 

45 

45 

5,39.41 

70 

67 

14.23.47,50,58,69,92 

85.92 

14,47,50,58,69.92 

69 

66 

94 

77 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Activites Group (continued) 

Glue: 

English glue 

unspecified 

Hardware 

Hamess: 

cart 

collars 

dray 

wagon 

Ironwork 

Keel boats 

Leather: 

hog skins 

kip skins 

skirting leather 

unspecified 

Locks 

Mathematical instmments 

Medical instruments: 

amputation 

artificial leeches 

catheters: 

elastic gums 

female 

metalic 

silver male 

Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

86 

41.45 

2, 12, 14. 37, 45. 57. 58, 64, 69. 83. 92 

40 

40 

40 

40 

52 

23 

69 

69 

69 

66 

87 

45 

5.86 

41 

41 

5 

5 

5.41 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

couching 

cupping 

dissecting 

improved nipple apparatus 

lances: 

abcess 

com. thumb 

evan's 

gum 

roses' 

lythotomy 

midwifery 

obstetrical 

pocket instmment sets 

puiliken's straight swivel 

seton needles 

surgical 

teeth extraction 

teeth scaling 

teeth sets 

tooth forceps 

toumquets 

trepaning 

tmsses 

unspecified 

vials 

5.86 

5,86,41 

5.41 

41 

41 

5 

5 

41 

5 

5,41 

5,41 

86 

5 

5,41 

41 

45,86 

41,86 

86 

5 

5 

41 

5,41,86 

86 

5,20,41 

86 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

Metals 

brass 

sheet 

copper 

iron 

bar 

hoop 

"Juniata" 

pig 

rod 

sheet 

unspecified 

wheel 

wire 

wrought 

lead: 

steel: 

bar 

unspecified 

I: 

bar 

blister 

crawley or crowley 

English 

German 

Swedish 

73 

73 

23, 55, 58, 66, 67 

94 

19,42 

23 

94 

67, 73, 94 

18,69,87 

67 

73 

18 

27 

47 

69 

67 

19,23,45,57,69,78,94 

19,23,47,57.58,69,78,92,94 

23 

44, 47, 69,'94 

69 

ttn: 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

bar 

block 

Military & fancy goods 

Oils: 

linseed 

spermacetti 

tanners 

ttain 

unspecified 

Pump tools 

Rope & cordage: 

bale rope 

bale cords 

boat cables 

canvas 

cordage 

plow-lines 

rope for rigging boats 

& barges 

twine: 

blocking 

seine 

sewing 

wrapping 

Shelter solder 

Stills 

69 

69 

70 

18,86 

86 

18,45,67,69,78 

86 

86 

11 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

73 

19,37,46,73,92 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

Sweeping bmshes 

Saddlery: 

bridle bits 

bridles 

martingales 

saddles: 

men's 

women's 

unspecified 

saddle bags 

saddlebag hides 

unspecified 

Scotch bagging 

Seeds: 

flaxseed 

garden seeds 

Shop fumiture: 

apothecaries scales & 

balances 

bolus knives 

weights 

cmcible & black lead pots 

English glass bottle funnels 

double flint glass 

gaily pots in nests 

glass sloped tinctures 

2 ounces 

2 gils -

58 

19 

45, 69, 92 

40 

40 

40 

45, 69, 92 

45,69 

69 

12, 14,19,43,47,66,92 

5 

67 

62,86 

5,41 

23 

39 

39 

5 

39 

41 

41 

195 



Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

glass funnels 

glass fumiture 

graduated measures 

iron pestles 

marble slabs 

mortars and pestles: 

composition 

glass 

marble 

unspecified 

lamp glasses 

lancets pocket instmments 

nipple shells and breast pipes 

pill boxes 

tin 

unspecified 

wood 

pungent salt bottles 

queen'sware ointment jars 

with covers 

salt mouthed bottles 1 gal. -

4 ounces 

scales & weights 

sheet lint 

stoppered bottles 

tin capped specie jars 

41 

86 

5,39,41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

5,39 

5 

39 

39 

41 

39 

41 

5 

41 

41 

39 

39 

39 

41 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

unspecified 

vials 

green 

unspecified 

white 

wide mouth common smelling 

bottles and covers 

one pint 

half pint 

Sundries: 

blacking ball, paste 

bottle corks 

court plaster 

elastic spring tures 

ivory injection pipes 

pill boxes 

pumice stone 

syringes: 

female 

peni. 

half pint 

one pint 

one quart 

vial corks: 

wafers, common 

Surveying compasses 

5. 12.33,39 

41 

5 

41 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5,41 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5,41 

86 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

ivities Group (continued) 

Tar 

Tobacco kegs 

Tobacco screws & trimmings 

Tools: 

anvils 

augers 

axes 

belt sickles 

blacksmiths anvils 

blacksmiths bellows 

blacksmiths hammers 

blacksmiths vices 

brass & iron head 

fire irons 

broad axes 

carpenter's adzes 

carpenter's tools 

claw hammers 

crosscut saws 

draft chains 

drawing chains 

edged, toothed saws 

files 

glue kettles 

hatchets 

haulter chains 

9 

69 

69 

69,94 

19 

67,78 

19 

78 

40,78 

78 

78 

87 

19 

19 

67 

19 

78 

19 

49,69 

87 

87 

73 

67 

19 
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Table 13 (continued) 

Goods and Serv ices Advertisers numbers from Appendix A 

Activities Group (continued) 

hoes 

log chains 

mahogany bellows 

mattocks 

mill irons 

mill saws 

pit saw s 

ploughs 

plough irons 

sad irons 

screw augers 

scvihes 

shingling hatchets 

shovels 

smith "s anvils 

spades 

Swedish iron & 

plough molds 

ttace chains 

tongs 

vices 

wartanted axes 

weeding hoes 

67. 

19, 

87 

67 

19 

78 

58 

53 

19. 

69 

67 

69. 

19 

19, 

19 

19. 

69 

69, 

19 

69, 

19 

19. 

69 

69 

67 

78 

94 

94 

78,94 

94 

78 
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APPENDDC C 

MERCHANTS ADVERTISING IN 

KNOXVILLE NEWSPAPERS 

BETWEEN 1791 AND 1823 
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Merchants Advertising in Knoxville Newspapers Between 1791 and 1823 

95. Alexander & Outlaw (1818) 

96. Robert Anderson (1819) 

97. John Anthony (1801) 

98. James Armstrong (1795) 

99. Dr. Bailey (1818) 

100. James Bird (1792) 

101. J. W. Blackwell & Company (1819) 

102. J. W. Blackwell (1822) 

103. James Boyd (1818) 

104. Edward Brackenridge (1801) 

105. Thomas Brown (1803 

106. William Byran (1801) 

107. James Campbell (1802) 

108. Richard Campbell & Company (1797) 

109. Mrs. Campbell (1801) 

110. Alexander Carmichael (1793) 

111. John Chisholm (1794) 

112. Abraham Cole (1792) 

113. Richard I. Conn (1792) 

114. M.&S. Cowan (1794) 

115. N.&S. Cowan (1794) 

116. Nathaniel Cowan (1794) 

117. Cromwell & Willie (1822) 

118. David Deadrick (1794) 

119. Dowler & Shall (1803) 

120. Stephen Duncan & Company (1794) 

121. Eichelberger& Calhoun (1816) 
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122. John N. Gamble (1818) 

123. RG. Godley (1822) 

124. Robert Gordon (1819) 

125. David Grahams (1802) 

126. James Guthrey (1792) 

127. Daniel Hamblin (1791) 

128. August Hammer (1822) 

129. Haynie and Luttrell (1823) 

130. B. & J. Hollins & Co. (1818) 

131. Thomas Humes (1803) 

132. John & Robert Hunter (1795) 

133. Robert Johnston (1794) 

134. John Kidder & Co. (1803) 

135. William King (1795, 1801, 1803) 

136. King & Crozier (1795, 1801, 1802) 

137. Knoxville Gazette (1791, 1801) 

138. Knoxville Intelhgencer (1819) 

139. David Land & Stephen Duncan (1795) 

140. Moses Lindsay (1819) 

141. Love and Shaifer (1803) 

142. Charies McClung (1794) 

143. Charles McClung & Son (1816) 

144. Edward McFarling (1794) 

145. William McNeill (1803) 

146. Dr. F.May (1803) 

147. James Miller (1792) 

148. James & Samuel Miller (1794) 

149. James Montgomery (1794) 

150. A. Nelson (1792) 
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151. Nelson & Co. (1792) 

152. Josiah Nichol (1801, 1802) 

153. Josiah & John Nichol (1801, 1802) 

154. James Ore (1794, 1795) 

155. Morton Peterson (1819) 

156. Francis Preston (1801) 

157. Alexander Purdom (1795) 

158. Moses Rawlings (1803) 

159. John Reed (1819) 

160. William C. Roadman (1818) 

161. Samuel Roberts (1818) 

162. Samuel L. Roberts (1822) 

163. Thomas P. Roberts (1818) 

164. Robert E. Sanders (1822) 

165. John Sapp (1795) 

166. Sebire & Dontec (1818) 

167. Gottlieb Shober (1791) 

168. Alexander Simrall (1797) 

169. John Smart (1822) 

170. Stegall & McKee (1801) 

171. Abraham Steiner (1818) 

172. Joseph C. Sttong (1819) 

173. Summerville & Ore (1791) 

174. John Summerville (1791, 1793, 1794) 

175. Lewis Tiner (1797) 

176. Dr. Watkins (1801) 

177. John Wetzell (1801) 

178. Joseph H. Wetzell (1803) 

179. Benjamin White (1794) 
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180. Wilson, Ducker, & Canick (1816) 

181. Leighton Wood (1818) 

182. Robert Wyly (1794) 
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APPENDIX D 

GOODS AND SERVICES AVAILABLE FROM 

MERCHANTS ADVERTISING IN 

KNOXVILLE NEWSPAPERS 

BETWEEN 1791 AND 1823 
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Table 14: Goods and Services Advertised in Knoxville Newspapers 1791-1823 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Barbershops 164,169 

Blacksmiths shops 105, 112 

Book binding 181 

Boot and shoe making 104, 170 

Clock and watchmaking 96 

Commission business 134 

Confectionary shop 166 

Copper manufactory 101 

Dyeing 104 

Doctors 99, 133, 145, 146,176 

General goods 100,114,115,118,120,142, 143, 147, 

148,150, 153, 154, 173, 174 

Hat making 125, 159. 177, 178 

Inns and tavems (Houses of Entertainment) 105,109,113, 122, 127,149,157,158, 

160 

Ironworks 156 

Saddle shops 132,155 

Sah works 135,156 

Taiming yards 116, 139 

Tailoring 97, 103, 163 

Kitchen Group 

Alcohol 

brandy: 

French 130 

unspecified 147 

cordials 95 
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Table 14 (conttnued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

Jamaica spirits 182 

porter 95 

mm: 

Antigua 130 

Continental 182 

Jamaica 130 

unspecified 95, 147 

whiskey: 

common 130 

Irish 130 

rectified 130 

unspecified 147 

wine: 

Madeira 130 

Malaga 123, 130 

port 130 

sherry 130 

Tenerife 123 

unspecified 95, 147 

unspecified 110,126,160,179 

Brassware 1 -1 

Castings: 

25 gallon kettles 175 

10 gallon kettles 175 

10 gallon pots 175 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

6 gallon pots 

4 gallon pots 

3 gallon pots 

2 gallon pots 

andirons 

Dutch ovens 

pans 

spiders 

unspecified 

Coffee mills 

Crockery 

Cutlery: 

butcher knives 

forks 

knives 

unspecified 

Delph ware 

Dmgs and 

patent medicines: 

ague and fever drops 

aloes 

alum 

Anderson's pills 

assafoetida 

Bateman's drops 

bisdicamutum 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

175 

175 

175 

175 

175 

175 

175 

175 

136 

128, 174 

108 

147 

147,151,174 

147,151, 174 

123,131,152,162,180 

121,174 

146 

147 

123, 130, 147. 174 

146, 172 

147 

146, 147, 172 

146 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

brimstone 

British oil 

camphor 

castor oil 

copperas 

essence of peppermint 

glauber salts 

Godfrey's cordial 

Harlem oil 

Hooper's pills 

Lee's antibilious pills 

medicamatum 

oil of vitriol 

opoldeldoc 

Turlington's Balsam of Life 

wormseed oil 

unspecified 

Frying pans 

Glasswares: 

common hollow glass 

cut hollow glass 

unspecified 

Groceries 

almonds 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

123.147. 151 

172 

147 

172 

95,123, 130, 147, 151,174 

146, 172 

147 

146. 172 

172 

172 

172 

172 

172 

172 

172 

172 

113,133,145,151, 171 

174 

128 

128 

108,123.131,136,152,153,174,18 

130 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

cheese: 

Hampers English 

unspecified 

chocolate 

coffee 

lemon juice 

molasses 

raisins 

salt 

Liverpool salt 

spices: 

allspice 

cinnamon 

cloves 

ginger 

nutmegs 

mace 

pepper 

sugar: 

brown 

loaf 

teas 

bohea 

gunpowder 

hyson 

imperial 

130 

123 

151,174 

95,123,130.151,174 

95 

95 

123,130, 174 

100, 130, 135, 136, 

132 

151 

123, 130,147,151, 

123,174 

174 

123,130,147,151. 

123,130, 147, 174 

174 

123, 130,147, 151, 

95,123,130,174 

95,123,130, 174 

151 

130 

151 

149 

174 

174 

,174 

123,130 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Kitchen Group (continued) 

young hyson 

unspecified 

Ironmongery 

Japaned ware 

Pewter: 

basons 

dishes 

pints 

plates 

quarts 

unspecified 

Queen's ware 

Tea kettles 

Tinware 

Bone Group 

Beef 

Architecture Group 

Door latches 

Hinges 

Nails 

Paints and paint supplies: 

aqua fortis 

blue vitriol 

camel hair pencils 

123,130 

95. 107. 117.119. 131. 135. 136. 144, 

151,152.160,161, 162. 174, 180 

123 

121 

147 

147 

147 

147 

147 

147. 151 

107.119,123.126.131,136,151,152, 

153,162, 174, 180 

147 

101, 126,151 

111 

174 

147, 174 

135 

172 

172 

172 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Arhitecture Group (continued) 

chromic yellow 172 

patent green 172 

patent yellow 172 

quicksilver 172 

red lead 172 

rose pink 172 

Spanish brown 172 

Turkish umber 172 

verdigris 172 

Vermillion 172 

white lead 172 

yellow ochre 172 

unspecified 162 

Spikes 174 

Window glass 

8"x 10" crown type 174 

Fumiture Group 

Bedticks 151 

Door latches 174 

Candles 130 

Candlesticks 147 

Coveriids 151 

Lamps 128 

Wood screws 174 

Arms Group 

Guns 128 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Arms Group (continued) 

Gunlocks 128, 174 

Gunpowder 135, 147, 151 

Lead 130,147.151 

Pistols 128 

Pistol locks 128 

Shot 130,151 

Clothing Group 

Aprons 147,151 

Beads 123. 128 

Bindings 123 

Bobbins 174 

Boots 95, 104, 123. 170 

Buttons 123, 147, 174 

Cloaks 151 

Clothing 97, 103, 123. 147. 151, 161, 163, 174 

Cloth 114,123,135,147.151,161,174 

Cotton fringe 128 

Dry goods 107. 119, 123. 131,135, 136,147, 151, 

152.153,161, 178, 180 

Dyes: 

indigo 95,123.130,172,174 

madder 95,123,130,147,151.174 

unspecified 104, 162 

Epulates 168 

Feathers 177 

Galloons 128 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Clothing Group (continued) 

Handkerchiefs 147 

Haimets 161 

Hats: 

boy's 147 

men's 147,151 

women's 147, 151 

unspecified 123. 125, 135. 159, 177. 178 

Hose 

men's 147 

women's 147 

Lace: 

gold 168 

silver 168 

Leather: 

breeches 106 

gallonuses 106 

gloves 

moccasins 

106 

106 

pantaloons 106 

Needles 123, 147, 151 

Pins 123,128,147,151 

Ribbons 128 

Scissors 147,151 

Sewing silks 128 

Shawls 151 

Shears 147 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Clothing Group (continued) 

Shoes 

Shoe and knee buckles 

Shoe and buckle bmshes 

Stockings 

men's 

women's 

Tapes 

Thimbles 

Thread 

Personal Group 

Books: 

Bibles 

blank books 

Dillworth's Aritmatic 

divinity books 

primers 

sermons 

spelling Books 

Testaments 

Watt's Psalms and Hymns 

unspecified 

Canes 

Cigars 

Combs: 

hom 

ivorv 

95.104,123, 170 

147. 151, 174 

151 

151 

151 

123, 174 

147 

123. 128, 147 

147, 151 

181 

147 

147 

147 

147 

147.151 

147. 151 

147 

138, 174 

161 

130 

128 

128 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Personal Group (continued) 

tortoise shell 128 

unspecified 123 

Ink stands 147 

Jewelry: 

finger rings 96 

gilt keys 96 

gilt seals 96 

gilt watch chains 96 

gold keys 96 

gold seals 96 

gold watch chains 96 

necklaces 96 

unspecified 165 

Knives: 

clasp 147, 174 

Dutch 174 

pen 147,151,174 

pocket 151 

Looking glasses 128, 161, 174 

Marbles 128 

Musical instmments: 

fifes 128 

flutes 128 

violins 108, 128 

violin strings 128 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services 

Personal Group (continued) 

Paper: 

writing 

printing 

stationary 

Parasols 

Pencils 

Pocket books 

Razors 

Razor hones 

Reticules 

Soap: 

shaving 

unspecified 

Slave (wished to purchase) 

Slate 

Snuff boxes 

Umbrellas 

Watches: 

gold patent lever watches 

plain watches 

silver watches 

Activities Group 

Cards 

cotton 

tow 

wool 

Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

147, 167, 

167 

131, 174 

161 

147, 151 

128 

147 

128 

161 

174 

130 

137 

128 

128 

161 

96 

165 

96 

123,147,151,152,153 

147 

123,147,151,152,153 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Activities Group (continued) 

Cowskin whips 

Cutting knives 

Fire buckets 

Fire shovels 

Fire tongs 

Hardware (unspecified) 

Hand carts 

Horses 

Leather: 

bridle 

saddle 

shoe 

Medical instmments: 

Surgical 

unspecified 

Metal: 

brazier's copper 

iron 

steel 

tin in boxes 

Paper: 

wrapping 

Deeds of Conveyance 

Saddlery: 

bridles: 

bits 

128 

128 

140 

174 

174 

119, 121, 131, 135, 136, 180 

178 

150 

139 

139 

139 

171 

171 

124 

135,136, 147 

147,174 

124 

167 

137 

151 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Activifies Group (continued) 

curb 151 

snaffle 151 

unspecified 119, 132, 135. 147, 155, 178 

horse whips 174 

riding whips 161 

saddles: 

men's 119,147,151 

women's 119, 147, 151 

unspecified 135, 147, 178 

saddlebags 119,174. 178 

saddlebag locks 147 

saddle irons 174 

spurs: 

plated 174 

spring steel 174 

stirmp irons 151 

unspecified 121 

Spirming wheel irons 174 

Steel ttaps 147 

Stills 101, 102, 147 

Tools: 

augers 

polished bit 174 

screw 147, 174 

boxwood mles 174 

brass cocks 147, 174 
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Table 14 (continued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Activities Group (continued) 

carpenter's adzes 174 

chisels 147,174 

cooper's axes 174 

cutting knives 147, 174 

files 

blacksmith's 147 

small 147 

unspecified 174 

gimblets 147, 174 

hammers 147 

hand bellows 174 

iron squares 174 

locks: 

pad 147,174 

horse 174 

stock 174 

mahogany castors 174 

plane bits 147,174 

mles: 

carpenter's 174 

cooper s 

saws: 

compass 

174 

174 

dove tail 174 

hand 174 

keyhole 174 
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Table 14 (conttnued) 

Goods and Services Advertiser numbers from Appendix C 

Activities Group (continued) 

sash 174 

tenon 174 

scythes 128, 147, 162, 174 

scythe stones 128 

shoemakers tools 147,174 

sickles 162 

smith's vices 147 

spades I74 

steel yards 174 

Wagons 178 

Weaver's bmshes 151 

Wire 147, 174 
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