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Executive Summary:  
 

This review of the nomination for 318 E. Durham Street agrees with the assessment 
of the nomination by the staff of the Philadelphia Historical Commission. The property does 
not meet Criterion A for its association with Ashton S. Tourison, whose work in the 
immediate vicinity for Sedgwick Farms is of vastly different character in its scale, 
materiality, and architectural ambition. The subject property shows none of the 
characteristics for which Sedgwick Farms is identifiable. Nor is the ownership of the subject 
property by Mrs. Amelia Lehnert of significance. As noted in the staff report, the building 
supposedly had its beginnings as a stable, but the Lehnert family obviously would have 
actually lived in the brick residence facing Sprague Street. Initially musical 
instrument factory was in the German craft district of old city where he also lived during the 
formative years of his business. Mr. Grossman in fact is recorded by the 1940 US census in 
another residence several blocks away; the actual residents of 318 E. Durham Street from 
1930 ff. can be determined from the US census and telephone and city directories. 

Similarly the nomination badly misinterprets the development history of East Mount 
Airy. Sedgwick Farms is not as claimed 

he development of East Mount Airy had begun a full generation earlier in the 
1880s in nearby properties subdivided and developed by the president of the Reading 
Railroad, Franklin Gowen, who had laid out the railroad stations through his property that 
set the stage for East Mount Airy and began its subdivision. Other developers, notably Frank 
Mauran preceded Tourison in large scale building activities in the immediate vicinity under 
the name of Stenton Farms, initiated when Mauran purchased the Stenton Country Club in 

ison followed rather 
than led the development. 

Criteria E, G, and J are not met as well in that the subject building 
better known work, being either a partial renovation of an earlier stable, or a modest service 
residence replacing the previous barn rather than new, purpose-built suburban housing. It is 
a minor building, that in materials, scale, and social ambience is drastically different than 

 project which consisted of new houses constructed in historical 
styles on spacious suburban lots, creating a unified architectural and economic community. 
The renovation as dated in the nomination c. 1900 would have been accomplished prior to 
the creation of the third Tourison business that was formed when Ash G. Bartle 
Tourison, trained as an architect at Cornell who graduated in 1905, joined his father in the 
building firm. If it was built prior to 1905, it would not be the work of the firm that created 
much of the Sedgwick Farms neighborhood because that firm had yet to be established; 
instead it appears to be a minor service building that began as a frame structure and later 
was modified and largely rebuilt but again in it is tiny original footprint. The building has lost 
integrity in the removal of much of its original detail. 

Further, the building does not meet Criterion H as an established and familiar 
feature. The building itself is of modest size being considerably smaller than its surrounding 
buildings, largely screened by hedges and is now set amidst a full city block of apartment 
houses and parking lots developed in the 1960s by builder, John McShain.  

Finally the house is strikingly at odds with the buildings of its context in a block that 
is now largely filled with 1960s apartment houses. It is not representative of the large 
houses of the regional development and is at odds with the community patterns that would 
meet Criterion J. Thus, the summation of the Philadelphia Historical Commission staff 
(following) accurately captures the failures of the nomination and designation of this minor 
building is not appropriate.  
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PHC Staff review: 
 

OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 318 E. Durham 
Street as historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places.  
Under Criterion A, the nomination argues that the subject property is closely 
associated with Aston S. Tourison, an important developer of the Sedgwick Farms 

Henry Lehnert, a well-respected maker of musical instruments, and Louis Grossman, 

significance under Criterion A. Under Criterion C, the nomination argues that the 

along the Reading Railroad commuter train line a

Sedgwick Farms Company, was responsible for constructing most of the houses that 
still remain on the 300 and 500 blocks of East Durham Street. The nomination 
argues that Tourison was a pioneer in residential development in East Mt. Airy who 
designed in a wide range of architectural styles across a wide range of home prices. 
Under Criterion H, the nomination describes the subject property as an established 
and familiar feature to the current residents of both the block and the surrounding 

character of this community-  
 
Tourison is unquestionably an important figure in the history and development of 

Tourison reportedly renovated this building does not qualify it for historic 
designation. Tourison constructed and renovated hundreds of buildings in northwest 

The connections to former owners are likewise tenuous. This building was an 
outbuilding on the property, not the main building, which was located to the west on 
Sprague Street, and therefore has limited connections to former owners. Moreover, 
this building fails to evidence the development of East Mt. Airy; the planned 
developments like Sedgwick Farms are certainly worthy of designation, but this one 
is not. Finally, this small building cannot be considered an established and familiar 
visual feature; it is not large, tall, or located in a prominent place. The staff questions 
the identification of this building on the 1901 Bromley map and contends that the 
yellow spot on the map that is interpreted as this building is nothing more than a 
smudge. The spot is the wrong size and shape, is in the wrong location, is not 
outlined in black like other wood-frame buildings on the map, and does not appear 
on the 1910 Bromley map. The building does not merit historic designation.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination fails to 
demonstrate that the property at 318 E. Durham Street satisfies Criteria for 
Designation A, C, E, G, H or J  

 
Documentation: 
 

In the case of this nomination, the purpose of the nomination as stated in the 
introduction is the attempt to resolve a city planning conflict by using Philadelphia Historical 
Commission processes despite the lack of merit of the structure that is nominated. The 
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following corrections and new information support and amplify the conclusion of the PHC 
staff that the building in question, 318 E. Durham Street, does not merit designation. 
 
Criterion A: The fact that Tourison owned the property at some later date does not make it 
the Ashton Tourison house .   

• In the early twentieth century, Tourison was living at 32 E. Sedgwick Street, near 
Germantown in the area developed by the Gowen Estate. Later, f 
residence moved to , facts which 
can be confirmed by US census, city directories, and property atlases.  

 
Conclusion: Although Tourison owned the property at a later date it remained in the 
ownership of the Lehnert family after 1910 (Bromley Atlas, 1910) and in fact as proven in the 
death notice of Henry Lehnert until after his death at the end of 1916 (Philadelphia Inquirer, 
17 December 1916). The fact that it was owned by a developer does not necessarily confer 
significance  unless the building design or the later owner is of special consequence. In this 
case neither case for significance can be made. 
 
The lack of importance of 318 E. Durham to the life and career of musical instrument 
manufacturer Henry Lehnert can also be readily determined.  

• , beginning with nearly a decade in Boston 
before moving to the old city neighborhood of Philadelphia in the 1860s.  

• s were centered in the northern part of Center City 
Philadelphia in the metal crafting district of the city.  

• In 1870 his workplace was listed as 911 Vine Street, while his residence was a few 
blocks away at 434 Garden Street.1 This conforms to the pattern of many 
industrialists who lived near their workplace to keep an eye on production. 

• th Street while his 
residence is listed at the corner of Sprague near E. Mount Airy. 2  

• 

1.  
• The Lehnert family would have resided in the brick house shown in various atlases 

fronting on Sprague Street and not in the stable to the rear at the location of 318 E. 
Durham.  
 

Conclusion: The staff  and has at 
most a peripheral association with him is accurate and given the lack of clear dating on the 
building, the building in its present condition may not have even existed during the years 
that Lehnert lived at the property. 
 

 
1870 Gopsills Philadelphia City Directory, p. 912. factory on Vine Street and his home a few blocks 
away on Garden Street. 

 
 

 
1  1870, p. 912 

2 , 1897, p. 1156. 
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Hopkins Atlas of Philadelphia, 1875. Green outlines at Lehnert business at 911 Vine Street (bottom) and 
residence at 434 Garden Street (top) 

 
In 1885, Lehnert had moved his factory to 427 N. Ninth Street and was living in Mt. Airy.  In 
the 1890 directory the address was refined to Sprague Street near E. Mt. Pleasant.3  
 

 
 Philadelphia Directory, 1885, p. 1086 

 

. 
, 1890, p. 1084. 

 

 
3 , 1885, p. 1086; 1890, p. 1084.  
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A second claim is made for significance on the grounds that the house was later the home 
of Louis Grossman, a dentist with publications about endodontic dental practice.  

• The US census record for 1940 finds Grossman living at 348 E. Meehan Street. 4 
• In the 1930s Grossman lived at 135 S. 54th Street, near his professorship at Penn.5 
• also lists 348 E. Meehan Street. 
• For his research, his University of Pennsylvania Dental School professorship where 

he created modern endodontic practice would be the site best associated with his 
articles and textbook, Root Canal Therapy (1940). 

• Grossman may have owned 318 E. Durham Street but he never lived at this site. 
• In the 1930 and 1940 censuses the building at 318 E. Durham was occupied by a 

William Gravell and his wife Dorothea. Property records list the house as being sold 
by Dorothea Gravell in the 1950s after  death.  

•  
 

 
1940 US Census, Ward 22, block 27: Louis Grossman address: 348 E. Meehan Street, occupation dentist; 
Grossman, dentist, lived at 3402 Baring Street according to the 1930 Polk Philadelphia City Directory, p. 608. 
 
 
 

 
US census, 1930, enumeration district -51-6-12: Gravell listed renting at 318 E. Durham Street; Gravell is also 
listed in the Philadelphia City Directory for 1930 at the same address. 

 
4 United States Census, 1940, for Grossman, Ward 22, block 27, sheet 11 A: for Gravell, Ward 22, block 13-14, 

ED 57-460 sheet 2 A. 

5 “ New York Times. March 26, 1988, Section 1, Page 38. 1930s 
Philadelphia telephone directories list his address at 135 S. 54th in proximity to his teaching at Penn which began 
in 1926. (Philadelphia Telephone Directory, 1931, p. 270: Library of Congress.  Accessed 7.21) 
https://www.loc.gov/resource/usteledirec.usteledirec08084/?sp=148&r=-0.056,0.08,0.569,0.325,0  

https://www.loc.gov/resource/usteledirec.usteledirec08084/?sp=148&r=-0.056,0.08,0.569,0.325,0
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1940 US Census, Ward 22, block 14 William Gravell address: 318 E. Durham Street  
continue to  

 
When significance is claimed under Criterion A for a builder / designer or resident / 

owner the building must meet the tests of the PHC criteria not as average or ordinary but as 

association with a significant person. Neither test is met.  
 
Criterion A is claimed for the building itself: 

Has significant character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage or 
cultural characteristics of the City, Commonwealth or Nation or is associated with 
the life of a person significant in the past; 

 
Conclusion:  
As demonstrated above Criterion A is not met for 318 E. Durham Street as representative of 
the work of Ashton S. Tourison, being neither exemplary of the type of work for which he is 
known in the Sedgwick Farms district nor for its role in the careers of its later tenants. It is 
further claimed in the supplement to the nomination that this building is crude because it is 
an early project.  

• Tourison had been active as an independent builder since 1877, first as Tourison 
Brothers, then under Ashton S. Tourison after 1886. This was not an early project. 

• He already 
mansion in Chestnut Hill, the elegant townhouses for Beauveau Borie at 1017-19 
Spruce Street designed by George C. Mason in 1888, and also for Mason, the US 
Navy War  in 1892.  

• This is a low-budget rehab but it is not an important example. 
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Criterion C.  
Criterion C  that a building or structure reflects the environment in an era 
characterized by a distinctive architectura  is similarly not met.  

• The building at 318 E. Durham Street is minor and out of keeping with the large 
stone-faced houses that were advertised as Sedgwick Farms.  

• Instead it is a servant building to an earlier residence that appears to have been 
designed independent of  business c. 1908. 

• Further, the present context of 318 E. Durham Street, now consisting of multiple 
1960s apartment houses recently painted grey and white, and their attendant 
parking lots, is so altered as to remove whatever integrity and value the building may 
have had.  

 

  
318 E. Durham Street, aerial context (Google) surrounded by 8 apartment blocks and parking; street view 
looking SW (photo: G. Thomas) 
 

 
Parking lot setting of 318 E. Durham Street (photos: G. Thomas) 

 
Criteria D, E. and F are claimed for the building as well. They require that a building: 
 

(d) Embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style or engineering 
specimen; or,  
(e) Is the work of a designer, architect, landscape architect or designer, or engineer 
whose work has significantly influenced the historical, architectural, economic, 
social, or cultural development of the City, Commonwealth or Nation; or,  
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(f) Contains elements of design, detail, materials or craftsmanship which represent a 
significant innovation;   

 
• These criteria are not represented by 318 E. Durham Street whose size, materials, 

and style are all of far lesser quality than the houses in its vicinity.  
• Though evidently owned at one point after 1916 by Tourison, it does not meet 

Criterion E as a significant work that influenced either the immediate vicinity or the 
development patterns of the vicinity. 

• Nor does it meet Criterion F in demonstrating that the building contains elements of 
.   

• Moreover, if the early twentieth century date is accurate, then 318 E. Durham was 
from ctice prior to establishing his development business 
which occurred after 1905 with his son as architect / designer. Because it was 
owned by the Lehnert family, it was not part  

• Most of the original wood trim has been either removed or covered with aluminum 
sheathing, further reducing the interest of the building.  

• The evidence of advertisements for Sedgwick Farms demonstrates that Criteria D., 
E. and F. are better met by the stone houses on large lots across the street that 

as exemplified in their advertisements that 

 or like the ad (below)  6 In every way, 
318 E. Durham does not meet this standard, with five rooms, 1 bath, and modest 
interior materials in a simple stucco house that is not representative of a significant 
style and contains no examples of  

 

 
Advertisement for Sedgwick Farms house Evening Public Ledger, September 14, 1915, p. 20. 

 
6 Philadelphia Inquirer September 4, 1909, p. 11. 
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Large houses across E. Durham Street (photo: G. Thomas) Google Earth view of large houses of neighborhood. 
 

Examination of the house finds that it was cheaply built.  
• Much of the building was built above a crawl space that has damaged the framing 

such that the south room and the room above both have a clearly observable 
downslope toward the south wall.   

• Further, it was constructed with undersized 2 x4  
that have cracked and are failing. 

• The lot size is far below the norm of the Tourison development comprising 4,400 sq. 
ft where the typical lot for a Sedgwick Farms house is twice as large. 

 

 
Cracks entirely through undersized roof rafter. Every rafter inspected had similar problems. 
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Conclusion: The character of the building, its initial purpose as a service building and the 
economy of its construction are in accord with the evaluation of the PHC staff. The building 
does not merit designation by the standards of Criteria E, F, and G. 
 

• 

work as a builder.  
• With a career dating back to the mid-1870s, Tourison was already a skilled 

builder when he did the rebuild of 318 E. Durham Street. 
• 

firm for the Gowen estate that are listed in the  in the late 1880s.  
• Other examples 

the Germantown Cricket Club by McKim, Mead & White (1890), George C. 
-19 Spruce Street for Beauveau Borie (1888) and 

Luce Hall for the US Navy War College, Newport, RI (1891) also designed by 
George C. Mason.7 

 

     
Documented earlier building projects by Ashton S. Tourison (that  firm active 1886 ff,), left: 1017-19 Spruce 
Street for Beauveau Borie, designed 1888, by George C. Mason; right: Mannheim Cricket Club, designed 1890, 
McKim, Mead & White. 

 

 
7 Each of these projects are documented in the  
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Luce Hall, United States Naval War College, Newport RI (1891), designed by George C. Mason. 

 
Criterion H:  
It is claimed in the nomination that 318 E. Durham Street meets criterion H: 
 

Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristic, represents an 
 

 
This criterion in essence calls for a building to be a landmark by which a community 

orients itself. This would be the case for a prominent house, or perhaps a school or a church 
such as the nearby Grace Epiphany Episcopal Church a few blocks to the northwest in the 
center of the Gowen Estate development.8 Location also matters in meeting this criterion 
with a prominent site and visibility critical to its purpose.  

• In the case of 318 E. Durham Street, the building is mid-block, set back from the 
street, and largely screened by high hedges reducing its visual impact. 

• Further, it is set amidst 1960s apartment houses and their parking that form the 
dominant image of the block. 

 

    
Lack of street presence of 318 E. Durham Street (photos: G. Thomas) 

 
Conclusion: The physical evidence of the site confirms the PHC staff analysis that the 
building does not meet Criterion H. 

 
8   
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The nomination claims that 318 E. Durham Street meets Criterion J:  
Exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, social or historical heritage of the 
community. 

 
This criterion addresses the issue of regional development and its character. The 

nomination claims that the building at 318 E. Durham Street was Ashton Tourison
documented commission in the region. As the builder of many of the houses of the 
Sedgwick neighborhood, this leads in turn to the claim that it was Tourison who originated 

efined the turn of the (last) century use and 
 

 
• In fact, the East Mount Airy neighborhood is far more directly the result of the 

development activities of Franklin B. Gowen, president of the Philadelphia & Reading 
Railroad, who placed commuter stations in the vicinity of his own properties and 
began the subdivision of his property with the goal of making a - 
and upper-middle-class population that would be drawn by architect- designed 
houses with well-landscaped grounds, generous open spaces, convenient 

9  
• The Gowen project began in the mid-1880s before Gowen was ousted from his 

position as president of the railroad, and included the subdivision and development 
of many houses just to the west of the Sedgwick Farms development. 

• Further it was the Gowen family that gave the site to Grace Episcopal (now Grace 
Epiphany) church, creating an important institution of the community. 

 

 
 (1897) detail pl. 6 showing Gowen 

Estate (green arrow) development (red oval) in the vicinity of Mt. Airy and Mt. Pleasant (now Sedgwick Station) 
preceding Tourison  by 10 years. 

 
9 Putney, section 8, p. 6 
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Moreover, Tourison was not even the first important developer to work in the 
immediate Mt. Pleasant Station / Stenton area. Beginning in 1905, Frank Mauran (also 
known for being an owner of the Wilson Eyre-designed Neill and Mauran house in the 
Rittenhouse Square neighborhood) had acquired a large tract of land comprising the former 
Stenton Country Club along the border of Philadelphia and laid out a development that by 
1910 

10 This confirms that Mauran  preceded that of Tourison. 
 

 
Philadelphia Inquirer, 

November 27, 1910, p. 46. 

 

 
10 Philadelphia Inquirer 

project in East Mount Airy, providing accurate dates of purchase and the scale of his operation.  



Evaluation of PHC Nomination for 318 E. Durham Street p. 14 

 

Notably, the page in the November 10, 1910 Philadelphia Inquirer on the 
suburbanization of Germantown discussed multiple developers and their projects with a 
section specifically s, but Tourison was ignored 
apparently because he had yet to make sufficient progress to merit comment in the article.11 
 

 
Philadelphia Inquirer, 

November 27, 1910, p. 46. 

 

 
11 Philadelphia 

Inquirer, November 27, 1910, p. 46. 
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G. W. Bromley, Atlas of the City of Philadelphia (1910) detail plate 9. This shows the Gowen developments to the 
left (red oval) (green oval) on the right. Although Tourison 
was acquiring future development sites,  was not sufficiently underway to be noted in the 
atlas.  

 
Without going into extensive detail, East Mount Airy  development begins with the 

Gowen Estate subdivision, then was followed by Frank Mauran  Stenton Country Club 
project to the north, and then followed by Tourison  
 

Newspaper advertisements make clear that by 1908 
getting underway, Mauran already had numerous houses constructed in the neighborhood: 
  

 
Philadelphia Inquirer, November 18, 1908, p. 13. Mauran has numerous houses completed by this date. 
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stage in the development of East Mount Airy and not, as claimed the origin of that 
development. 
 

 
Philadelphia Inquirer, September 24, 1910, p. 11 

 
 

  
Philadelphia Inquirer, September 4, 1909  houses were larger and typically more expensive. 
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Other claims about the history of the neighborhood are factually wrong.  
• 

first buildings of the neighborhood.  
• The claim on pgs. 3 and 12 that Tourison 

wrong. The street was named and laid out many years earlier, appearing on maps 
before the Civil War. Sedgwick Street was already opened above Germantown 
Avenue by 1901 (Bromley Atlas) and was laid out by that date beyond the city limit. 

• The servant building adaptation at what became 318 E. Durham Street was not a part 
of the Sedgwick Farms development in date, building type, and mode of design and 
construction. It is not what is described in the nomination as 

apparently 
an earlier renovation of a minor stable into a service house for a now demolished or 
altered house facing Sprague Street. 

• The claim that the stable was built in 1901 is inaccurate in that it is clearly 
represented on the Hexamer Atlas of 1896 in essentially the same footprint, 
suggesting that the building had been constructed 
attached stable. The fact that there is a basement under the 2 ½ story wing 
demonstrates that this portion was not a barn. 
 

 
Hexamer Atlas, 1896, showing main house facing Sprague Street and rear 2 ½ story stable with one story 
side and rear wings. 

 
• nothing to do with the descriptions in 

 to Buy a 
and the magazine article is mis-dated as January 1920 when it is in fact in 
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the May issue.12  The preferred house as described in the article is larger than this 
converted servant house. 

• -family homes at Sprague 
atlas shows a brick twin with a dividing line between the units. That house appears to 
change again in the 1890s, and again in the 1920s indicating that it was rebuilt 
several times. The present house now faces E. Durham Street, is faced in stucco and 
is certainly a new construction or a massive rebuild. 
 

Condition: 
 

Contrary to the assessment in the nomination, the building is unoccupied and in poor 
condition with extensive termite damage evident in the basement, sagging floors in the 
southmost room on the first and second stories, and the roof structure is failing with 
undersized 2x 4 rafters that are cracked in multiple places where visible. 
 

        
 

        
House as renovated: Joseph Eddleman, Jr. Collection, Germantown Historical Society; present house June 2021  

 
As evidenced in the undated photographs of the house in the Joseph Eddleman, Jr. 

scrapbook at the Germantown Historical Society, the house has lost much of its original 
detail including the Victorian trusses and shingles in the gable ends, the lattice piers 
supporting the front porch, shutters, a side porch which has since been infilled, and other 
detail. The central window of the second floor has been reconstructed, projecting forward; 
the gable shingles have been replaced with clapboards and most if not all of the original 
sash have been replaced with modern sash and now are clad in aluminum. 

. 

 
12 https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=mdp.39015037072470&view=1up&seq=789 (Accessed 6.27.2012) 

https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=mdp.39015037072470&view=1up&seq=789
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Conclusion: 
 

The nomination does not provide evidence that the building in any way meets the 
criteria of the Philadelphia Historical Commission for historic designation. The additional 
documentation provided in this review of the nomination reinforces the PHC staff 
conclusion and adds additional documentary materials that further disprove the claims 
made in the nomination.  

• The subsequent addendum to the nomination is even less accurate and should be 
disregarded in its entirety.  

• The building at 318 E. Durham Street is not a part of the Sedgwick Farms project, is 
not the type of work that is exemplary of either the building practice nor is it a good 
example of the type of design work of the Tourison builders or developers.  

• Its various residents attained their fame at other sites or are completely 
misidentified asinhabiting the site.  

• The building is so modest as to not be a significant identifying structure.  
• Finally the history of the neighborhood is such that this building does not effectively 

tell the story of the community development.  
 
For these reasons, as demonstrated with both documents and factual information, the 
nomination should be rejected as the PHC staff makes clear in their conclusions. 
 
 

 


