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Executive Summary
At the request of the Will County Land Use Department, acting as liaison for the Will County Historic
Preservation Commission, Wiss, Janney, Elstner Associates, Inc. (WJE) has prepared this summary report
of the intensive survey of existing farmsteads in Florence Township in Will County, Illinois. The survey
was performed between October 2010 and April 2011 and included approximately twenty square miles with
70 farmsteads and related sites containing more than 360 individual structures.
Florence Township contains one Will County Landmark, the Lovell Farmstead, which was designated a
landmark in 2009. Of the 70 farmsteads identified in the current survey, 18 additional sites have the
potential to be considered for Will County Historic Landmark designation or listing in the National Register
of Historic Places. In some cases, the eligibility of the site would be enhanced if certain historic features
were restored or non-historic cladding materials such as vinyl siding were removed. Other sites have either
been designated Contributing, which means in the context of this report that they retain their overall
character as historically agricultural sites but lack individual distinction; or Non-contributing, which
indicates that the site lacks sufficient integrity to present the theme of agricultural history in the survey
region. One potential historic district encompassing portions of Florence Township has been identified as
part of the survey work: a Midewin Buffer District. Building upon a recommendation previously developed
as part of the survey of Manhattan Township in 2006, the proposed district would encompass portions of
Florence, Jackson, and Manhattan Townships adjacent to the Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie. For
continuity, future consideration of extending the district into Wilton Township should await survey of that
township.
The Florence Township intensive survey was performed to update the previous survey of the township
performed in 1988. In the previous survey, 76 farmsteads and related sites were identified in the township,
containing at least 360 structures. Because of the rapid pace of contemporary development in Will County
in the 1990s, the Will County Historic Preservation Commission recognized the need to reassess the
agricultural heritage of the region. WJE has previously completed eleven intensive survey projects in fifteen
of the County’s twenty-four townships covering Wheatland–Plainfield–Lockport, Du Page, Homer, New
Lenox, Green Garden, Manhattan, Frankfort, Joliet–Troy, Channahon, Wilmington, Jackson, and Reed
Townships as well as field survey work in Custer Township. Copies of the previous survey reports were
provided to public libraries and respective governing agencies in the area. Cumulatively, the surveys have
documented almost 6,000 structures on more than 1,350 sites over approximately 575 square miles of Will
County. Performing a separate survey for each township has allowed more detailed information to be
collected, such as individual photographs of each historic structure, an assessment of current conditions, and
preparation of site sketch plans. With the permission of property owners, the survey work was performed
with close-up access to the buildings, which allowed for close range photography and a reliable
identification of building materials. The survey data was compiled and analyzed using database software
and geographic information system (GIS) software.
In this report, Chapter 1 contains a description of the project methodology. Chapters 2 and 3 provide the
historical and architectural context, within which the surveyed farmsteads were established, grew, were
reconfigured, and in some cases were abandoned. Chapter 2 covers the historical context of Will County
agriculture, as well as the historical development of Florence Township. Chapter 3 discusses the
architectural context of the rural survey area. Chapter 4 summarizes the survey results and includes a
discussion of the National Register and Will County criteria for designation of historical and architectural
significance. Also in Chapter 4 are several tabulations of the survey results and an overview of a select
number of historically and/or architecturally significant farmsteads. A bibliography of research sources
follows the text. Appendices include historic and contemporary plat maps for Florence Township, and maps
developed for this report to present the results of the survey and research.
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CHAPTER 1
BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY
Background
At the request of the Will County Land Use Department, acting as liaison for the Will County Historic
Preservation Commission, Wiss, Janney, Elstner Associates, Inc. (WJE) has prepared this summary report
of the intensive survey of farmsteads in Florence Township in Will County, Illinois. A previous survey of
farmsteads in Will County was performed in 1988. Beginning in 1999, WJE has prepared intensive
surveys of individual townships in Will County. Previous townships surveyed included Plainfield,
Wheatland, and Lockport (completed November 2000), Du Page (November 2001), Homer (November
2002), New Lenox (August 2003), Green Garden (July 2004), Manhattan (September 2006), Frankfort
(December 2007), Joliet and Troy (April 2009), Channahon (April 2009), Wilmington (December 2009),
Jackson (December 2009), and Reed (January 2011). In 2010, field survey work was also undertaken in
Custer Township.
The objectives of the study are to provide comprehensive information on all historic rural structures
located in the area; to assess the eligibility of rural districts or individual buildings for designation as local
landmarks or nomination to the National Register of Historic Places; to inventory the existing structures
in the area for future study; to provide background on significant architectural styles and rural structure
types common to the area; and to provide background history of the development of the area. The present
study has been developed to meet the requirements and standards of the Certified Local Government
program.

Survey Methodology
Survey Team
The survey team from WJE consisted of Kenneth Itle, Michael Ford, Gregory Dowell, and Deborah
Slaton. Mr. Itle served as Project Manager and developed the summary report and performed some field
survey work. Mr. Ford and Mr. Dowell performed field survey work. Ms. Slaton was the reviewer of the
summary report.
Background Research
Work on the rural survey began in September 2010. Background research was performed at the State of
Illinois Library in Springfield, the University of Illinois Libraries, the Joliet Public Library, and the
Wilmington Public Library. In addition, extensive historic research materials compiled for previous Will
County rural survey reports were available.
Field Survey
A project initiation meeting was held to discuss the project approach and scope. The previous 1988
survey and historic aerial photography of the township dating to 1939 was reviewed to identify historic
and existing farmstead sites. Intensive field survey work was performed from October 2010 through April
2011. The survey team first approached the primary residence on the site to request permission of the
homeowner/tenant to conduct the survey on the farmstead site. At sites where no one was home, or where
owner permission was not provided, the site was surveyed from the public right-of-way. Typically each
structure on the site was photographed individually using a digital camera. A sketch plan of the farmstead
was prepared. Written notes for each building included a listing of exterior materials, overall condition,
and estimated decade of construction based on structural type and style. Any history information provided
by the owner, such as dates of construction or names of original owners, was also noted.
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The field survey also included the documentation of 1940s-era structures on the Joliet Army Ammunition
Plant property, as well as documentation of pre-1940 foundations and other ruins in this area of Florence
Township. Based on the historic 1939 aerial photography and a plat map from circa 1940 indicating
property owners, locations of interest within the arsenal property were identified. The locations were then
compared to contemporary aerial photography. In some cases, the locations of interest overlapped
arsenal-era construction or infrastructure. At these sites, no pre-arsenal features could survive. Other
locations of interest corresponded to undeveloped or wooded portions of the site. Field survey teams
attempted to reach these locations in late fall to search for above-ground evidence of construction. If
observed, surviving foundations and similar elements were documented, and adapted versions of the
survey form were prepared to compile the photographs and field sketches.
Database and Base Map Preparation
Mapping for the survey was prepared using ArcGIS.1 Baseline mapping showing railways, streams,
township boundaries, etc., as well as 2005 aerial photography of the survey area, was downloaded from
the Illinois Natural Resources Geospatial Data Clearinghouse internet site.2 Additional baseline data
showing roads and municipal boundaries was provided by the Will County Land Use Department.
Updated 2008 aerial photography was also provided by the Will County Land Use Department for
reference during the project. Individual points were added to the baseline map at the location of each
farmstead site surveyed. Each point represents a particular record in the Microsoft Access database. The
database contains all field survey information; historical information specific to each property, such as
names of previous owners based on historic atlases and plat maps; and the assessment of historic
significance. On the database forms, the “notes” field typically contains other miscellaneous observations
of the project team from the field work. Occasionally, this field contains verbal information from the
resident or another source; these are so noted.
Prior to inserting the digital photographs into the database, the photograph files were converted from
color .jpg files to reduced-size black-and-white .bmp files. The Microsoft Access database was used to
generate the property lists included in this summary report, as well as the individual survey forms. The
ArcGIS software was used to generate the maps of the survey area included in the appendix.
Presentations
A presentation of the survey results was made to the Will County Historic Preservation Commission
(HPC) on April 6, 2011. This final summary report incorporated comments provided by the HPC
members and Will County staff on a draft of the report.
Report and Submittals
The summary report was prepared using Microsoft Word. Will County was provided with the following
final materials under separate cover: printed copies of the final summary report; printed copies of the
individual property survey forms; digital photographs as original color .jpg files; ArcGIS mapping files;
Microsoft Access database file; survey sheets as .pdf file; and report text as Microsoft Word file and .pdf
file.

Survey Gaps and Future Research
The present study is not meant to be a definitive review of the history of each property surveyed; rather,
based on historic research and field survey, the relative significance of each property has been assessed.
In the future, as new development or renovation work may affect particular properties, the history and
1

ArcGIS is one brand of GIS software. GIS stands for geographic information system, a computerized methodology
for organizing data geographically.
2
<www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/>
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significance of the particular property should be researched in detail, using the present survey as a starting
point.
A detailed survey of the village of Symerton was beyond the scope of this rural historic structures survey.
The village contains numerous historic houses as well as former commercial and public buildings now
converted to residential purposes. Existing documentation of these structures is limited to photography
taken as part of the 1988 survey.
The present study focused on architectural features of the survey region. Other studies could be
undertaken to assess the archaeological potential of the survey region; to identify and assess cultural
landscape features such as fence rows, hedges, and earthworks; to study historic transportation
infrastructure and routes in detail; or to study particular architectural themes, such as limestone masonry
construction, in greater detail.
The present study also is focused on built structures of the historic period. Throughout Will County are
important archaeological sites. Pending further study, some of these sites may be determined to be
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D for archeology.
A detailed historical, architectural, and archeological survey of the former Joliet Arsenal, now Midewin
National Tallgrass Prairie, was beyond the scope of this study. As part of the ongoing redevelopment of
the site, the U.S. Forest Service interprets both the historic agricultural activities as well as the twentieth
century military and industrial uses while focusing on the restoration of a natural prairie habitat. More
detailed documentation of surviving built features or archeological resources may be appropriate, in
particular if these features will be affected by proposed habitat restoration.
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CHAPTER 2
CONTEXT HISTORY OF THE RURAL SURVEY AREA
Geologic and Topographic Background to the Illinois Region
As with most of Illinois, the survey area was profoundly altered by glaciation. Over approximately one
million years during the Pleistocene era, the northern hemisphere was alternately covered by, and free of,
large ice sheets that were hundreds to a few thousand feet thick. Pleistocene glaciers and the waters melting
from them changed the landscapes they covered. The ice scraped and smeared the landforms it overrode,
leveling and filling many of the minor valleys and even some of the larger ones. Moving ice carried colossal
amounts of rock and earth, for much of what the glaciers wore off the ground was kneaded into the moving
ice and carried along, often for hundreds of miles.
A significant feature left by the advance and retreat of glaciers in the northeast corner of the state are
glacial moraines—low mounds several miles long left by the furthest advance of glaciers in the
Wisconsinan period. The last ice sheets in this area began to retreat approximately 13,500 years ago. The
retreating and melting glaciers continued to impact the area for a few more thousand years, as the outflow
deposited sand and gravel. Florence Township lies primarily to the west of the Valparaiso Morainic
System in the valley of the former glacial Lake Wauponsee. The isolated Rockdale Moraine crosses the
township from northwest to southeast. Lake Wauponsee was impounded by glacial moraines to the south
but drained through a narrow gap in the moraines near the present-day city of Kankakee. The resulting
Kankakee Torrent formed the Kankakee River valley and deposited sand, gravel, boulders, and rubble along
the valley as well as exposing outcroppings of bedrock.3 The soils in Florence Township are primarily silt
loams and silty clay loams and are considered prime farmland, particularly where well drained. Soils on
steeper slopes (more than 4 or 5 percent slope) are oftentimes eroded.4
Florence Township lies within the watershed of the Kankakee River. The Kankakee River arises near
South Bend, Indiana, and flows 130 miles, heading southwest to Aroma Park, Illinois, and then turning
abruptly northwest, ultimately reaching the Illinois River. The Kankakee River basin includes 3,125
square miles in Indiana and 2,155 square miles in Illinois, encompassing most of Iroquois and Kankakee
Counties as well as the southern half of Will County. Its largest tributary, the Iroquois River, joins the
Kankakee at Aroma Park in Kankakee County. The Kankakee River lies almost entirely on bedrock, with
a major bedrock outcropping creating a sharp fall at Momence, Illinois.
The southern two-thirds of Florence Township is drained primarily by Jordan Creek and its minor
tributaries, running east to west across the township from Sections 12 and 13 to Section 31. Jordan Creek
continues west, defining the northern edge of downtown Wilmington, before entering the Kankakee River
just downstream of the Union Pacific railroad bridge in Section 25. A small area at the southeastern
corner of the township, primarily Sections 35 and 36, is drained by a minor branch of Forked Creek,
which flows through Wesley Township, then enters Florence Township at the western edge of Section 31
and joins with Jordan Creek before the latter stream enters Wilmington Township. The northern third of
Florence Township is drained by Prairie Creek and its tributaries, although the development of the Joliet
Arsenal resulted in substantial alteration to the natural drainage patterns. Prairie Creek flows generally
east to west across the township, from Section 3 to Section 7, before meeting the Kankakee River in

3

Kankakee River Basin Study: A Comprehensive Plan for Water Resource Development (Springfield: Illinois
Bureau of Water Resources, 1967), 2–8.
4
Soil Survey of Will County, Illinois (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources
Conservation Service, in cooperation with Illinois Agricultural Experiment Station, 2004).
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Section 15 of Wilmin
ngton Townsh
hip. Althoug
gh much of tthe townshipp has gently rrolling terrainn, the
creeks hav
ve defined low
w valleys, parrticularly in th
he western paart of the tow
wnship.

First Nations in the Illinois Reg
gion
Human haabitation of the
t North Am
merican contin
nent from thee Paleo-Indiaan culture hass been dated to the
end of thee last glacial advance
a
(abou
ut 15,000 to 12,000 years ago). Increassing warmth ttoward the cloose of
the Pleisto
ocene Era cau
used the melting and disap
ppearance of tthe ice sheet iin approximaately 9000 B.C. The
arrival of the First Natiions, or Nativ
ve Americans, in the regionn between thee middle Misssissippi Valleey and
Lake Micchigan appearrs to date from
m the earliestt period folloowing the retrreat of the poolar ice sheet. This
time is kn
nown as the Paleo-Indian
P
Period, when
n peoples in tthe region brriefly occupieed campsites while
subsisting
g on deer, smaall mammals, nuts, and willd vegetables and other plaants.

Illustrated above
a
are the mo
oraine systems in
n northeastern Illinois.
Il
Most of F
Florence Townsship lies west of tthe Valparaiso
Morainic Syystem in the Lakee Wauponsee ou
utwash area; the Rockdale mora ine crosses the ccenter of the tow
wnship from nortthwest
to southeastt. (H.B. Willman
n, Summary of th
he Geology of th
he Chicago Area,, Illinois State G
Geological Surveey Circular 460
(Urbana, Illlinois, 1971), 43.)
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The first signs of specific colonization date from the Archaic Period, prior to 1000 B.C., when deer
hunting and wild plant gathering supported a dispersed population. As climatic conditions changed over
the next several thousand years, populations tended to concentrate near river floodplains and adjacent
areas. In the Woodland Period (1000 B.C. to A.D. 1000), crude grit-tempered pottery appeared in
northeastern Illinois. The end of this period saw the advent of large fortified towns with platform mounds,
such as the community at Cahokia located east of St. Louis. Further north, villages in the upper Illinois
River Valley lacked large platform mounds.5 It was also a period of a widespread trading network known
to modern anthropology as the Hopewell Interaction Sphere. The villages of this period were typically
located on valley bottom lands, close to river transportation. Agricultural development included
cultivation of floodplain lands; by A.D. 650 maize was being grown in the Illinois River Valley.6
The time span between A.D. 1000 and the coming of European explorers and settlers is known as the
Mississippian Period. Northeast Illinois was at the fringe of the larger Middle Mississippi culture present
in central and southern Illinois. At the beginning of this period, the communities of large fortified towns
and ceremonial platform mounds reached their zenith. Compared to other townships in the southwestern
portion of Will County, Florence Township contains relatively few known pre-European settlement
archeological sites. Only one known site has been documented, called the Jackson site in Section 22, an
early archaic upland brief habitation site identified in 1977 as part of the survey for the East Frankfort
electrical transmission line corridor.7
Recent archaeological surveys of the former Joliet Arsenal site have identified a greater variety and extent
of prehistoric resources in the township. For example, a Phase 1 Archeological Investigation of 1698
acres in the Jordan Creek watershed and bunker field 66A, covering portions of Sections 2, 3, 9, 10, 11,
13, 14, 15, and 16 in the township identified 15 historic farmstead or related sites (sites also surveyed as
part of this rural survey project) and 13 prehistoric archaeological sites, covering the Paleoindian, Archaic
Woodland, and Middle Woodland periods. Two prehistoric sites (identified as 11-Wi-3351 in the
northeast quarter of Section 14 and 11-Wi-3357 in the southwest quarter of Section 14) were determined
to be potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under criterion D for their
archaeological information potential.8

5

Several Woodland sites are present in the river valleys of the Des Plaines and Du Page Rivers. See John Doershuk,
Plenemuk Mound and the Archaeology of Will County, Illinois Cultural Resource Study No. 3 (Springfield, Illinois:
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency, 1988), 11–14.
6
James E. Davis, Frontier Illinois (Bloomington, Indiana: Indiana University Press, 1998), 25. “The Late Woodland
is a period of increasing dependence on corn agriculture, although northeastern Illinois groups appear less corndependent than do central and lower Illinois River valley peoples.” (Doershuk, Plenemuk Mound and the
Archaeology of Will County, 13–14.)
7
Doershuk, 64–65, 76–87, citing Ann L. Koski and Kenneth B. Farnsworth, An archaeological survey and test
excavation study of the Plano and east Frankfort transmission line corridors, LaSalle, Grundy, Kendall, and Will
County, Illinois (Foundation for Illinois Archaeology Contract, Archaeology Program, Reports of Investigations,
1977), 41. This site is IAS no. Wi-136.
8
Historic Resource Inventory Survey for the Jordan Creek Watershed and Group 66A Bunker Field, Midewin
National Tallgrass Prairie, Will County, Illinois: Report of Investigations Number 628 (Milwaukee, Wisconsin:
Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center, circa 2007), 40. The Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie U.S. Forest
Service office retains copies of this report as well as other, more recent draft reports.
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The Arrival of European Settlers
French Explorers and Settlers in the Illinois Territory
By the time of the French explorations of the seventeenth century, the native inhabitants of Illinois as a
group belonged to the Algonquian linguistic family, closely related to the Chippewa. The specific tribes
in the northeast Illinois region included the Miami (located on sites near the Calumet River, the juncture
of the Des Plaines and Kankakee Rivers, and the Fox River) and the Illinois (present throughout the rest
of modern-day Illinois). “Illinois” was a native word signifying “men” or “people.”9 By the early to mid1700s, the Potawatomi moved into the area from the region of Michigan and northern Wisconsin.
In 1673, the expedition of Father Jacques Marquette and Louis Jolliet traveled primarily along the
Mississippi River and up the Illinois River to the region of Cook and Will Counties.10 This expedition
claimed the region for France. In 1678, an expedition led by Robert de La Salle with Henry Tonti and
Father Hennepin explored the region along the Mississippi River and adjacent territory on behalf of
France. A Jesuit mission was established at Chicago in 1696 by Father Pierre Pinet, but it failed to last
more than a year. As time progressed the French centered their principal activities in the middle
Mississippi valley, focusing on Fort de Chartres near Kaskaskia and its connections with Québec via the
Ohio, Maumee, and Wabash Rivers and the Great Lakes, well to the south and east of the upper Illinois
Valley.
During this period, the Native Americans were undergoing migrations, often leading to conflict among
the various tribes. The Sauk, Fox, Kickapoo, and Potawatomi displaced the Miami and Illinois in the
Chicago region. The Potawatomi, followed by the Sauk and the Fox, were the predominant peoples in the
northeastern Illinois by the later 1700s. Also present in the region were the Winnebago and the
Shawnee.11
French colonial settlers in the southern and central portions of Illinois brought with them traditional
agricultural practices from northern France, including open-field plowlands divided into longlots, and
communal pasturing areas.12 However, unlike labor practices in France, colonial settlers utilized African
slaves. By the middle of the eighteenth century, black slaves comprised one-third of the region’s
population.
Early settlements founded as missions and fur trading posts, such as Cahokia and Kaskaskia, developed
into the core of agricultural communities.13 French colonial farms produced wheat for human
9

John R. Swanton, The Indian Tribes of North America (1952, Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin Number
145; reprint, Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1969), 241.
10
Louis Jolliet was born at Beauport, near Québec, in September 1645. He began to study at the Jesuit College of
Québec in 1655 and in 1662 he received minor religious orders from Bishop Laval. After leaving the seminary and
becoming a fur trader, he gained proficiency in surveying and mapmaking. Jolliet was chosen by the government of
France to be a member of a delegation meeting with the chieftains of the Indian tribes assembled at Sault Sainte
Marie in 1671. Beginning the next year, Jolliet led an expedition down the Mississippi, during which he traveled up
the Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers. During this expedition he surmised that digging a canal to connect the
waterways in this region would allow transportation from the Great Lakes to the Mississippi and the Gulf of Mexico.
The Illinois and Michigan Canal constructed in the 1830s and 1840s was the realization of this route.
11
Jean L. Herath, Indians and Pioneers: A Prelude to Plainfield, Illinois (Hinckley, Illinois: The Hinckley Review,
1975), 20–21.
12
Carl J. Ekberg, French Roots in the Illinois Country: The Mississippi Frontier in Colonial Times (Urbana, Illinois:
University of Illinois Press, 1998), 2–3. “Longlots” are, as the name implies, long narrow plots of cultivated land
that developed because of the difficulty for plowing teams to turn around. Forms of longlots date back to ancient
Mesopotamia; French colonial forms developed from Medieval European models. The longlots in Illinois typically
had length to width ratios of 10 to 1.
13
Ibid., 33.
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consumption and maize as feed for hogs. A staple of the settlers’ diet was wheat bread. Livestock for use
as dairy production, meat consumption, and draft animals were also present on the region’s farms. The
open field agriculture system continued in use beyond the era of French domination, and ended only with
the influx of settlers from the east coast after 1800.14
Illinois in the English Colonial Period and Revolutionary War
Land ownership was not an original right when the Virginia Company settled Jamestown in 1607. The
company owned the land and paid its employees for their labor in food and supplies out of a common
storehouse, limiting their motivation to farm. After a period of starvation that nearly wiped out the
settlement, the company gave each employee an incentive of a three-acre garden, which led to regular
land distribution consisting of a 50 acre “headright.”15
French influence in the Illinois territory began to wane by the mid-1700s. Québec on the St. Lawrence
River fell to the British in September 1759 during the French and Indian War, opening a route through the
Great Lakes to the middle part of the continent. In 1763, the French ceded land east of the Mississippi to
the British. In October 1765, the British took possession of Fort Chartres (and briefly renamed it Fort
Cavendish), extending British authority across the continent east of the Mississippi River. Unchallenged
British control of the Illinois region lasted until the Revolutionary War. In 1778, at the direction of the
Governor of Virginia, George Rogers Clark led an expedition against the British and captured their posts
in the frontier northwest. Clark marched across southern Illinois, and by July 1778 had disarmed the
British-held frontier forts of Kaskaskia, Cahokia, and Vincennes, claiming the region for the newly
independent American colonies.
Land Division and Distribution in the New Nation
When land claims of several of the newly independent states overlapped, the United States Congress,
under the Articles of Confederation, struggled to maintain control over the territory extending to the
Mississippi River. After making all land west of the Pennsylvania Line to the Mississippi River common
national property, a system of land division was developed based on meridians and base lines, which were
subdivided further into a series of rectangular grids. In the “Rectangular System,” distances and bearing
were measured from two sets of lines that are at right angles to each other: the Principal Meridians, which
run north and south, and the Base Lines, which run east and west. Subdividing lines called Range Lines
are spaced at six mile intervals between the meridians and base lines. Range Lines defined territories
known as townships.16
On May 20, 1785, Congress adopted this system as the Land Survey Ordinance of 1785. (Eventually,
frontier settlers west of Pennsylvania and north of Texas could walk up to a plat map on the wall of a
regional land office and select a one quarter Section property for farming, which was thought to be
14

Ibid., 173–251.
John Opie, The Law of the Land: Two Hundred Years of Farm Policy (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
1994), 19.
16
Townships were the largest subdivision of land platted by the United States. After the township corners were
located, the section and quarter section corners were established. Each township was six miles square and contained
23,040 acres, or 36 square miles, as nearly as possible to fit specific geographic conditions such as lakes and rivers,
political boundaries such as state boundaries, as well as survey errors. Each township, unless irregular in shape due
to the factors cited above, was divided into 36 squares called sections. These sections were intended to be one mile,
or 320 rods, square and contain 640 acres of land. Sections were numbered consecutively from 1 to 36, utilizing the
same criss-cross numbering pattern on each section regardless of national location or actual township configuration.
Sections were subdivided into various smaller parcels for individual farms. A half section contains 320 acres; a
quarter section contains 160 acres; half of a quarter contains 80 acres, and quarter of a quarter contains 40 acres, and
so on. Today, legal descriptions of real estate continue to describe parcels according to the portion of the section
within which they are located.
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sufficient to sustain individual farmers.17) In 1787, after about twenty months of surveying work, the first
national public land sales occurred, consisting of 72,934 acres with $117,108.22 in revenue.18 Also in that
year, the Ordinance of 1787 organized the Northwest Territory, including what would become Illinois,
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin.
After the ratification of the new United State Constitution, land legislation was not addressed for several
years. Meanwhile, settlement continued on the portions already surveyed and sold by the government, and
extended into unsurveyed land with settlement by squatters (many of whom were later evicted by federal
troops). Additional federal land sales took place in 1796, and in 1800 the government opened land offices
in Cincinnati, Chillicothe, Marietta, and Steubenville, all in Ohio.
Development of the Northwest Territory
In 1801, Illinois, then part of the Northwest Territory, became part of the Indiana Territory. Eight years
later the Illinois Territory was formed, including the region of Wisconsin. By 1800, fewer than 5,000
settlers lived in the territorial region, with most located in the southern portion of what became Illinois
along the Mississippi, Ohio, and Wabash Rivers. The northern portion of the state was more sparsely
populated, as European settlers did not begin to enter this area until the early years of the 1800s.
At this time, the Native American tribe leader Tecumseh organized the tribes of the Northwest Territory
against European settlers. Although defeated in the Battle of Tippecanoe of 1811, Tecumseh remained
active throughout the War of 1812 and aided British forces in capturing many European-settled areas.
These reverted to American control at the end of the war. A series of treaties with Native American
populations influenced the future of northeast Illinois. In 1795, a peace treaty with Native Americans
included the ceding of “one piece of land, six miles square, at the mouth of the Chicago River, emptying
into the southwest end of Lake Michigan, where a fort formerly stood.”19 It was on this land that Fort
Dearborn was established in 1803, where a settlement of French traders and their Native American wives
developed. The site grew initially from the fur trade, and despite the Fort Dearborn Massacre of 1812,
more settlers came to the area.
Cutting across the western half of the region later known as Will County was a land corridor ceded by the
Potawatomi, Ottawa, and Chippewa in a treaty signed in St. Louis on August 24, 1816. The corridor,
defined by the cartographic features now known as the Indian Boundary Lines (and still present on many
maps of the area), was meant to allow European settlers access to Lake Michigan for the construction of a
waterway (later developed as the Illinois and Michigan Canal). The corridor was physically surveyed by
James M. Duncan and T.C. Sullivan in 1819; its southern boundary was defined by a line drawn from a
point on the shore of Lake Michigan ten miles south of the Chicago River, to a point on the Kankakee
River ten miles north of its mouth.20 Florence Township is bisected by the southern boundary of this
corridor, which runs from Section 12 southwest to Section 31. Portions of Florence Township to the north
of the line were surveyed in 1821, while portions to the south of the boundary line were not surveyed
until 1834.

17

Opie, The Law of the Land, 10.
Ibid., 15.
19
As quoted by A.T. Andreas in his History of Chicago, from the Earliest Period to the Present Time (Chicago: A.T.
Andreas, 1884), 79.
20
Will County Property Owners, 1842 (Joliet, Illinois: Will County Historical Society, 1973), 1.
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Original 1821 survey plat of Florence Town
nship north of th
he Indian boundaary line. Most off the township was open prairie,
mber was indicatted in Sections 30
3 and 31. Prairiie Creek is show
wn in the northerrn part of the tow
wnship, as well aas a
although tim
short portio
on of Jordan Creeek in Section 30
0.
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Map of the 1834
1
survey of Florence
F
Townsh
hip south of the Indian boundaryy line. This entirre area is indicatted as open prairie,
and no wateercourses are ind
dicated.
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Illinois Statehood
The United States Congress passed an enabling act on April 18, 1818, admitting Illinois as the twentyfirst state as of December 3, 1818. A bill had passed Congress in early 1818 moving the northern
boundary northward to include the mouth of the Chicago River within the Illinois Territory.21 The
statehood act was approved despite the fact that the population of the state was only 40,258 persons, less
than the 60,000 persons required by the Ordinance of 1787. The state capital was established first at
Kaskaskia and moved to Vandalia two years later. Much of the land in the state was the property of the
United States government. Early sales offices were located at Kaskaskia, Shawneetown, and Vincennes.
Until the financial panic of 1819, there was an initial rush of sales and settlement at the southern end of
the state where navigable streams and the only road system were located.22
The Native Americans who occupied the area were divided into powerful tribes who at times fought the
European settlers to hold their hunting grounds. Chief among these tribes was the Kickapoo, who were
among the first to engage in war with European settlers and the last to enter into treaties with the United
States government. On July 30, 1819, by the Treaty at Edwardsville, the Kickapoo ceded their land to
United States and began to retreat to Osage County. By 1822, only 400 Kickapoo were left in the state.
The 1832 Peace Treaty of Tippecanoe was negotiated with the Potawatomi tribe, resulting in the ceding
of the land now occupied by Chicago and Joliet to the federal government.
The early 1830s saw the greatest land boom to that date in American history. Land sales gradually came
under the control of the General Land Office as the survey moved westward. In 1834 and 1835 alone,
twenty-eight million acres were shifted from closed to open land for purchase. Two years later the Van
Buren administration placed an enormous 56,686,000 acres on the market. These lands were located in
some of the most fertile farming regions of the nation: Illinois, Iowa, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas,
and Missouri.23 The building of the Illinois and Michigan Canal in the later 1830s and 1840s led to a land
boom in Chicago, which had been platted in 1830 and incorporated in 1833.24 The rate of growth in
northern Illinois soon matched and then surpassed that in the southern portion of the state.

21

The northern boundary of the Illinois Territory was on an east-west line from the southern line of Lake Michigan.
In order to give the future state a portage on Lake Michigan, the boundary line was moved ten miles north of the
initial boundary. The Congressional legislation was amended before passage, moving the future state’s northern
boundary a total of fifty-one miles north. This gave the region more potential economic security as well as less
potential for the area to align politically with the slave states of the South.
22
Olin Dee Morrison, Prairie State, A History: Social, Political, Economical (Athens, Ohio: E. M. Morrison, 1960),
24–25.
23
Ibid., 51.
24
Between 1840 and 1860 the population of Chicago increased from 4,470 to nearly 100,000, growth tied to the
economic boom resulting from the opening of the Illinois and Michigan Canal. By 1890, Chicago’s population was
more than 1,000,000 persons (Harry Hansen, ed., Illinois: A Descriptive and Historical Guide (New York: Hastings
House Publishers, 1974), 176–83).
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Settlement and Development of Northeast Illinois
By 1826, more European settlers began to move to the northeast Illinois region, so that by 1831 a few
hamlets were present between LaSalle and Chicago. Also present in the region was a tribe of nearly 1,000
Potawatomi in the area along the Du Page River south of what would become Plainfield.25 At the
beginning of the Black Hawk War in 1832 the largest settlement north of the Illinois River (except for
Chicago) was on Bureau Creek, where there were about thirty families. A few other settlers had located
along the river at Peru and LaSalle, and at Ottawa. At Walker’s Grove or Plainfield, there were twelve or
fifteen families.26 Along the Du Page River, partially located in the region that would become Will
County in 1836, there were about twenty families. In Yankee settlements, which embraced part of the
towns of Homer, Lockport and New Lenox, there were twenty or twenty-five families. Along the Hickory
in the town of New Lenox there were approximately twenty more families, and at the Reed’s and Jackson
Grove there were six or eight more.27
In 1832, a band of Sauk Indians led by Black Sparrow Hawk resisted their deportation by European
settlers from their ancestral lands. Although most of the fighting occurred in the Rock River area in
Northwest Illinois and southern Wisconsin, an Indian panic swept through Will County settlements. The
settlers in Walker’s Grove together with about twenty-five fugitives from the Fox River area hurriedly
constructed a stockade from the logs of Stephen Begg’s pigpen, outbuildings, and fences (“Fort Beggs”).
The prospect of engaging Indians in pitched battle from the confines of “Fort Beggs” prompted the
settlers to leave the makeshift stockade in favor of Fort Dearborn in Chicago. Meanwhile homesteaders in
the eastern Will County area gathered at the Gougar homestead and decided to flee to Indiana.28
Also in 1832, northwest Will County was the scene of an epidemic of smallpox among the Potawatomi,
inflicting a mortality rate at least twice that of European settlers. Approximately one-third of the Native
American population in the region died during the epidemic.29
The end of the Black Hawk War brought about the expulsion of the Sauk and Fox from lands east of the
Mississippi River. Also in 1832, the Winnebago ceded their lands in Wisconsin south and east of the
Wisconsin River and east of the Fox River to Green Bay. The Potawatomi, Ottawa, and Chippewa tribes
still held title to land in northern Illinois outside of the Indian Boundary lines. In September 1833, a
gathering of Native American chiefs and leaders was held in Chicago to “negotiate a treaty whereby the
lands might be peaceably ceded, and the Indians removed therefrom, to make way for the tide of white
emigration which had begun to set irresistibly and with ever increasing volume to the coveted region.”30
A Chicago historian, A.T. Andreas, writing in the 1880s, emphasized the disadvantaged position of the
Native Americans, who had seen the effects of war on other Native Americans and experienced the ravages
of epidemic on their own peoples:
Black Hawk’s ill-starred campaign, followed by the subsequent treaty made by his tribe, showed
them the inevitable result [that] must follow resistance. They knew quite well that they had no
alternative. They must sell their lands for such a sum and on such terms as the Government agents
might deem it politic or just or generous to grant. The result of the treaty was what might have
been expected. The Indians gave up their lands and agreed for certain considerations, the most of
25

Herath, 21.
A Potawatomi village was located to the south of Walker’s Grove. (Helen Hornbeck Tanner, ed., Atlas of Great
Lakes Indian History (Norman, Oklahoma: University of Oklahoma Press, 1987), Map 26, 140.)
27
Ibid.
28
Robert E. Sterling, A Pictorial History of Will County, Volume 1 (Joliet: Will County Historical Publications,
1975).
29
Tanner, ed., Atlas of Great Lakes Indian History, 173.
30
Andreas, History of Chicago, 123.
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which did not redound to their profit, to cede all their lands to the Government, and to leave
forever their homes and the graves of their fathers for a land far toward the setting sun, which they
had never seen and of which they knew nothing.31

In the resulting treaty, the three tribes ceded land “along the western shore of Lake Michigan, and
between this lake and the land ceded to the United States by the Winnebago nation at the treaty of Fort
Armstrong. . . .”32 As compensation, the tribes received land on the east bank of the Missouri River and a
series of monetary payments.33
Immigration into Will County after the Black Hawk War increased so markedly that settlers began
agitating for separation from Cook County. Residents of these settlements, then part of Cook County,
demanded a more convenient place to record their land purchases and to pay their taxes. Accordingly, Dr.
A. W. Bowen of Juliet and James Walker of Plainfield went to the state capital of Vandalia and
successfully lobbied a detachment petition through the General Assembly. On 12 January 1836, an act
was passed creating Will County from portions of Cook, Iroquois, and Vermilion Counties. Will County
also included at that time the northern part of what would later become Kankakee County. (In 1845, the
boundaries of Will County were changed to their present extent.) The county was named in honor of Dr.
Conrad Will, a member of the state legislature who lived in the southern part of Illinois.34
On March 7, 1836, an election was held to select Will County’s first public officials. They in turn set the
price of tavern licenses and created a book for recording the ear markings of livestock. Since swine,
sheep, cows, and other livestock freely roamed the city streets and open fields, settlers devised special ear
markings consisting of slits, crops, and holes to identify their animals. These “brands” were recorded with
pen and ink drawings in the county clerk’s office.35
The primary concern of pioneer farmers was providing food for their families and livestock. Most farmers
homesteaded around wooded land to provide building materials and fuel. On cultivated land, settlers
would need to grub out tree stumps before breaking the prairie sod with a walking plow. This latter
activity was often difficult, since the soil tended to ball up on the plow. In 1833, John Lane of Lockport
invented the breaking plow, which eliminated this problem. Lane’s innovation developed from an
improvised steel plow attached to the plow molding board. It successfully cut the prairie sod so that the
soil could be turned over.36

31

Ibid.
As quoted in Andreas, History of Chicago, 124.
33
It has been reported that Native Americans returned to Will County as late as 1900 on pilgrimages (Herath, 21):
32

Though officially ousted, the Indians, being great travelers, made pilgrimages back to the land of their
childhood for many years. Small ragtag bands of women and children were seen as late as the 1870s
along the Du Page, wending their way north in the spring and south in the fall. In 1900 an old Indian
man, a small boy and a horse pulling a travois were seen along the Kankakee River.
34

Born near Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on June 3, 1779, Conrad Will migrated westward after studying medicine.
He was instrumental in the formation of Jackson County from the lower half of Randolph County and part of present
day Perry County. Will served first in the Illinois state Senate and later the state House of Representatives, until his
death on June 11, 1835. On the following January 12, the state legislature passed an act sectioning the southern
portion of Cook County in northern Illinois, naming it after Conrad Will. (Alice C. Storm, Doctor Conrad Will
(Joliet, Illinois: Louis Joliet Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution, 1917), 1–5.)
35
Address of George H. Woodruff, Sixth Annual Reunion of the Will County Pioneer Association (Joliet: The Press
Company, 1886), 5–6.
36
Fayette Baldwin Shaw, Will County Agriculture (Will County Historical Society, 1980), 1. The site of Lane’s
farmstead at the northeast corner of 163rd Street and Gougar Road in Homer Township was marked with a historical
marker commemorating his importance due to the invention of this plow. The marker was removed for its protection
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The boom in agricultural production that coincided with the opening of the Illinois and Michigan Canal in
1848 was soon followed by the introduction of railroad service in the following decade. Plank roads were
also a significant mode of transportation in the mid-nineteenth century.
In the late 1840s, the United States still owned 14,060,308 acres of land in Illinois. Between 1848 and
1857, much of this land passed into private hands. In addition to land that could be purchased from the
government, alternate five mile Sections each side of the route planned for the Illinois and Michigan
Canal in western Will County were offered for sale by the canal authority. Later, alternate six mile
Sections on each side of the route granted to the Illinois Central Railroad (which passed through eastern
Will County) were available for purchase from the railroad.37
In 1848, Illinois adopted township government as the basic level of local government, although in most
locations functioning governments were not set up until 1850. By law, three services were to be provided
by the townships: general assistance to the needy, property assessment for tax purposes, and maintenance
of township roads and bridges. A unique feature of township government was the annual town meeting,
held each April in all townships. This system continues to the present day.38 Until the twentieth century,
almost all public infrastructure (such as roads) was thus maintained by each township with local tax
revenue.
Agricultural Development
By the 1850s, Illinois was a major agricultural state. Its corn production was 57.65 million bushels, which
increased to 115.2 million in 1860, making it the leading corn producer in the nation.39 Wheat was also a
major crop—the state was fifth in wheat production in 1850 and first in 1860. Acreage in improved
farmland increased two and one half times in the decade. Other principal farm crops were oats, rye, and
barley. The average price for corn and wheat was $1.25 per bushel. In the early- to mid-1800s,
agricultural implements were primitive and included reapers, iron plowshares, and hay tenders. The first
McCormick reaper in the County appeared in Wheatland Township in 1846. Some local inventions that
could be attached to modify the McCormick included gearing produced by W. Holmes of Hickory Creek
in Will County, produced at Adams’ Foundry, followed by a turf and stubble plow.40
The major crops in Will County historically have been corn and wheat, although wheat production
declined in the later 1800s after infestations of the chinch bug and the army worm. (Wheat farming
revived during World War I due to incentives from the U.S. government.) As early as 1850, corn was the
during construction of the Interstate 355 tollway extension and associated overpasses. The marker was re-erected in
July 2011 about 150 feet north of its original location.
37
The lands were sold to settlers and speculators. It is estimated that six million acres passed into the hands of
speculators between 1849 and 1856. There were several types of speculators. Small farmers bought the land for
pasturage, timber, or simply as an investment. Small businessmen also bought land as an investment, and in this
group was included practically every prominent politician in Illinois except Abraham Lincoln. Professional
speculators operated on a large scale, with corporations or individuals owning land in many states. Finally, East
Coast capitalists invested in western lands—Samuel Allerton, a wealthy resident of New York, owned 2,000 acres in
Frankfort, New Lenox, and Homer Townships in Will County and an additional 400 acres in Cook County. In time,
settlers purchased the land from speculators. The Chicago Land Office was the last one opened and the last one
closed, except for Springfield which took over all the unfinished work of all offices and remained open until 1877.
(Shaw, Will County Agriculture, 1–2.)
38
Bryan Smith, “Township Government in Illinois: A Rich History, A Vibrant Future.”
<http://www.comptrollerconnect.ioc.state.il.us>
39
“Corn” was the medieval term used in England for the grain known later as wheat. Settlers given “Indian corn”
(maize) by the Native Americans began to sow it themselves, and corn (maize) became one of the leading grain
crops in the United States by the 1800s. (United States Department of Agriculture, Yearbook of Agriculture (1936),
496.)
40
Shaw, Will County Agriculture, 13.
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leading crop in the survey area, since it coulld be fed to livestock ass well as proocessed into other
4
products.41
Other grain
n crops includ
ded oats, barley (used in bbeer productioon), and rye. Potatoes were also
grown in the region th
hrough the laate 1800s, bu
ut several seaasons of wett summers ledd to rotting ccrops,
followed in subsequent years by potato bugs. Strrawberries annd grapes werre grown in liimited areas bby the
1870s.42

Two of the variety
v
of mecha
anical farm impleements that weree available to W
Will County farmeers after the Civiil War. Above lef
eft: A
self-raking reaper.
r
Above riight: A mower. Both
B
of these werre advertised byy Noble Jones, a ffarm implementt dealer with offiices in
Joliet and Mokena,
M
in the 18
872 Will Countyy directory.

The chang
ge from self-ssufficient farm
ming to cash crop
c
farming occurred durring the mid-nnineteenth cenntury.
Prior to th
hat time, a faarmstead typiccally had lesss than ten acrres. Most farm
ms were 80 aacres in size bby the
433
end of thee century, som
metimes with additional paarcels of 40 an
and 80 acres. However, a few individuuals in
Will Coun
nty owned larrger parcels of
o land. In ord
der to divide ttheir parcels oof land and ennclosure pastuurage,
farmers used
u
split-rail fencing and vegetation su
uch as osage hhedges. Otheer means incluuded wire fenncing,
available after 1860, an
nd barbed wirre, introduced
d in the 1880ss.44
ogs, and sheeep were also a significan
nt part of norrtheastern Illinois agricultture. The Chhicago
Cattle, ho
Union Sto
ock Yards, in
ncorporated by
b act of the Illinois Statee Legislaturee in 1865, waas a ready m
market.
Horses weere also bred,, as they weree an indispenssable for the ooperation of ffarm machineery; oxen werre also
used into the 1870s. Th
he dairy indusstry also was initially a siggnificant part of the region’s agriculturee.45
The averaage value of a southern Illiinois farm in 1910 was $155,000; in the northern partt of the state iit was
$20,700. The
T annual value
v
of farm products meaasured in dol lars rose from
m $186 millioon in 1896 too $277
million in
n 1912; this was
w accompan
nied by an in
ncrease in prooduction of fiield crops by 70 percent aand 76
percent reespectively fo
or those yearss. During this time, wheat,, rye, and oatt production w
was on the deecline.
Livestock
k production remained faiirly constant in overall vvalue but salees of animalss decreased bby 50
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percent during this period. Vegetable production was led by root crops like potatoes, turnips, and carrots.
Of orchard fruits, apples had the greatest production.46

Rascher’s Birds Eye View of the Chicago Packing Houses & Union Stock Yards (Charles
Rascher, 1890; Library of Congress collection).

With the development of the gasoline engine and adaptation to the tractor, working conditions on the farm
improved considerably. Water could be pumped using gasoline engines instead of depending on the wind
to run windmills. Engines also provided power to operate milking machines, grind feed, and run various
kinds of machinery. The coming of the gas powered automobile and truck led to demands for better roads
in Illinois. At the 1913 meeting of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, Illinois State Highway Engineer A.N.
Johnson recognized these needs:
In particular, there is a vast field for the development of motor truck traffic, which it has not been
necessary heretofore to consider in plans for road improvement. It is believed that in many
Sections of the State the opportunity is big for the development of this class of traffic, and
provision should be made in the future for road building on a majority of the main roads for the
eight and ten ton motor truck. Already truck farmers in the vicinity of Chicago have clubbed
together in the purchase of a motor truck by which a 24-hour trip has been reduced to 8 hours,
while the delivery of milk from the farm to the city by motor truck is already an economic
proposition.
It is believed therefore that the construction to be undertaken on our main roads should be a
character that can withstand the heavy motor traffic, heavy horse drawn traffic, as well as the
lighter forms of traffic, and that a serious mistake will be made to put down any other than rigid,
durable forms of pavement. In Illinois this reduces the choice of the road surface to brick and
concrete.47

With the implementation of the Civil Administrative Code in 1917, which formed the departmental
structure within the executive branch, the Illinois Department of Agriculture was formed as a regulatory
and promotional agency.48
46

Morrison, Prairie State, A History, 98.
A.N. Johnson, “Cost of a System of Durable Roads for Illinois,” in Eighteenth Annual Report of the Illinois
Farmers’ Institute, edited by H.A. McKeene (Springfield, Illinois: Illinois State Journal Company, 1913), 149.
48
Information from the website of the Illinois Department of Agriculture <www.agr.state.il.us/aghistory.html>. The
department actually dated back to 1819, when the Illinois Agricultural Association was formed. Although little is
known of the activities of this early group other than a collection of letters by its founders, it established an
47
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Farm machinerry changed drasttically in the earrly twentieth cenntury
with the introduuction of internaal combustion enngines. At left, a tractor
advertisement ffrom Ruge & Wiilke in Beecher, IIllinois, illustrattes the
types of tractors
rs available in thhe 1910s as well as listing the
tremendous varriety of other impplements that weere available. Frrom
the Prairie Farm
mer’s Reliable D
Directory of Farm
mers and Breederrs,
Will and Southeern Cook Countties, Illinois (Chiicago: Prairie F
Farmer
Publishing Com
mpany, 1918), 3449.

Twentieth
h Century Deevelopments
Land areaa of farms in the
t Chicago area
a declined from 88.7 peercent of totall area in 19000 to 84.9 perccent in
1920 and to 80 percent in 1925. In the century between
b
18300 and 1925, thhe number off farms had peaked
in 1900. By 1925, thee total numbeer of farms was
w 5,000 le ss than in 18880.49 Duringg that same pperiod
livestock production (including swin
ne) peaked in
n 1900. For thhe counties w
within fifty miles of Chicaggo, the
average number
n
of daiiry cows per square mile of
o farmland ddeclined from
m 46.1 in 19000 to 42.8 in 1925.
Acreage in cereal prod
duction showeed a gradual increase after 1925. Sheep and wool prooduction peakked in
1880 and horses and mules
m
in 1920,, declining as a direct resullt of the introduction of thee tractor and m
motor
truck. Daiiry production
n in the Chicaago region peeaked in 19000 and declinedd markedly inn the followinng two
decades.500
Although the Great Depression
D
off the 1930s had
h a dramattic impact onn all Americaans, for Ameerican
farmers th
he economic decline begaan a decade earlier.
e
Numeerous factors led to the ddecline of thee farm
economy in the post-W
World War I era. To meet the needs of the wartiime economyy that was feeeding
American
n and European population
ns, American
n farmers inccreased produuction by culltivating landds that
formerly were kept fallow.
f
Follow
wing the waar, farmers coontinued thiss trend, overrproducing ddespite
reductionss in demand.. As commod
dity prices feell, so did thee standard off living of m
many farmers since
prices in the
t rest of thee economy were
w
increasin
ng. Farmers w
went into debtt, mortgaged their propertyy, and
in many cases
c
lost their farms to creeditors.
organizatio
on that becamee the Illinois Sttate Agriculturral Agency in 11853. This sem
mi-public organnization continnued to
function until
u
replaced in
i 1871 by th
he Departmentt of Agriculturre under the ssupervision off the State Board of
Agriculturee.
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Ibid., 4.
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The coming of the Great Depression deepened the crisis further. Agricultural production in Illinois
collapsed from almost $6.25 billion in 1929 to $2.5 billion in 1933. As unemployment in industrial
centers soared, some people fled to rural communities, putting additional pressure on rural areas as most
did not have access to welfare relief.51 Within days of the inauguration of Franklin Roosevelt, legislation
was formulated that Congress would later pass as the Agricultural Adjustment Act. The numerous
adjustment programs initiated under the New Deal led to limitations in agricultural production in order to
raise crop prices to acceptable levels. These included twenty percent of the land or 1,218,062 acres used
in corn production being retired; over 1,000,000 acres of land in wheat production were also retired.52 In
1934, 15,734,600 acres of land were in production, for a total crop value of $218,569,000 nationally; this
grew to 17,692,100 acres and a crop value of $273,931,000 the following year.53
Soybeans were first planted in the late 1930s as a forage crop mainly to be fed to dairy cows and cattle.
Although some soybeans were processed through a threshing machine and sold on the market it was not a
popular grain product. Ten or fifteen years later, however, soybeans became a valuable food and
commercial product as new uses were developed with the assistance of state and federal agricultural
programs.
During World War II, farmers were encouraged by the federal government to increase their production by
the use of power machinery and the latest scientific processes. When a decline in demand arose, the
farmer was forced to continue his heavy production rate. Cash crop income in 1950 was $2.038 billion
nationally. Of this livestock and livestock products accounted for $1.26 billion; crops, $763 million; and
government pay for adaptation of production program, with $10.6 million paid to the farmers in Illinois.
Principal crops were corn, soybeans, wheat, oats, hay, fruit, and greenhouse products. The average value
of a farm in Illinois in 1950 was $28,400.54 The farm population in Illinois declined from 1,341,104 in
1900 to 772,521 in 1950.55
The abandoning of farms and the consolidation of small farms into large ones resulted in many buildings
being razed or abandoned. Moreover, changes in farming meant that many old farm buildings were too
small, or unsuitable for other reasons, and were replaced by larger, more suitable and flexible structures.
By the twentieth century many barns were constructed by professional builders following plans
influenced by farm journals and using mass-produced lumber from a nearby yard or sawmill. In 1987,
there were 1,239 farms in Will County covering 328,729 acres. Ten years later, the continued decline in
agricultural production in northeastern Illinois was apparent, as farmland was lost to suburban
development. By 1997, there were only 910 farms in Will County, and though the average farm was
larger, the total acreage devoted to agriculture had declined by more than 10 percent to 293,526 acres.
After dipping to only 830 farms in the county in 2002, the number of farms in the county increased
slightly by 2007 to 877. The total acreage in the county continued to decline steadily, however, and by
2007 only 220,851 acres remained in agricultural use, representing less than half the total area of the
county and a loss of more than 100,000 acres in the twenty years since 1987. In recent years almost half
the farm acreage in the county remained planted in corn, with soybeans covering another quarter of the
acreage. Raising beef cattle, dairy, and hogs also remained significant cash products in the county. The
average farm sold crops worth more than $145,000 in 2007. Between 2002 and 2007, the value of
products sold directly to individual consumers by Will County farms more than doubled to $1.3 million,
reflecting the increasing popularity of farmer’s markets and vegetable crops in the county.56
51
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The continuing importance of Will County’s agriculture is recognized by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, which considers nearly 75 percent of the county, or more than 400,000 acres, to be prime
farmland:
Prime farmland, as defined by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, is land that has the best
combination of physical and chemical characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and
oilseed crops and is available for these uses. It could be cultivated land, pastureland, forestland, or
other land, but it is not urban or built-up land or water areas. The soil qualities, growing season,
and moisture supply are those needed for the soil to economically produce sustained high yields of
crops when proper management, including water management, and acceptable farming methods
are applied. In general, prime farmland has an adequate and dependable supply of moisture from
precipitation or irrigation, a favorable temperature and growing season, acceptable acidity or
alkalinity, an acceptable salt and sodium content, and few or no rocks. It is permeable to water and
air. It is not excessively erodible or saturated with water for long periods, and it either is not
frequently flooded during the growing season or is protected from flooding. Slope ranges mainly
from 0 to 6 percent. In the last two decades, a trend in land use in some parts of [Will County] has
been the loss of some prime farmland to industrial and urban uses. The loss of prime farmland to
other uses puts pressure on marginal lands, which generally are more erodible, droughty, and less
productive and cannot be easily cultivated.57

By 1997, there were 79,000 Illinois farms utilizing 28 million acres and about 80 percent of the total land
area in the state. Illinois was the leading state in agricultural-related industries such as soybean
processing, meat packing, dairy manufacturing, feed milling, vegetable processing, machinery
manufacturing, foreign exports, and service industries.58
Recent decades have seen tremendous suburban growth in formerly rural areas near Chicago, particularly
in the northern portions of Will County. Along with this suburban development has come conflict
between the “new” settlers and established farmers:
A while back, farmer Ray Dettmering was arrested for plowing his fields late at night in Matteson,
Illinois, a rural community 30 miles southwest of Chicago. The 28-year-old farmer told police
officers that he needed to prepare his fields for spring planting after days of rain had put him
behind schedule. The real problem? A few years earlier, subdivisions had been built near
Dettmering’s corn and soy bean fields. The new residents claimed they couldn’t hear their TVs
above the tractor noise. Others were having trouble sleeping. Two neighbors complained to the
police, and Dettmering was booked and fingerprinted. “What were these people thinking when
they moved to the country?” he asked. “It’s not like these farms snuck up on them.”59

Perhaps in response to incidents such as this, the Illinois Farm Bureau issued a booklet in 1999 titled The
Code of County Living, targeted at former city dwellers and suburbanites who have moved to rural areas
on the metropolitan fringe. The booklet discusses the comparative limitations of rural living compared to
more established suburban areas.
In rural Illinois, you’ll find working farms. You’ll also find a level of infrastructure and services
generally below that provided through the collective wealth of an urban community. Many other
factors, too, make the country living experience very different from what may be found in the
city.60
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Florence Township Developmental History
Although sometimes mistakenly listed as residing in Jackson Township, Lewis Linebarger is considered
the first settler of Florence Township. Lewis and other family members arrived in 1832 and originally
settled in Starr’s Grove (the northeast quarter of Section 8 of the township) where he constructed the first
log cabin in the township and made other improvements. Linebarger eventually sold to Arthur Potts and
moved to Oregon.61 Arthur Potts, originally from Indiana, moved to Florence Township circa 1836. He
lived on the original Linebarger settlement until he moved from the township in 1854.62
Settlers arriving in 1835 included Henry Althouse, a native of Prussia who immigrated to Baltimore in
1819. He worked as a baker until he moved to the southwest portion of Florence Township and became a
farmer. At one point he owned 1,500 acres of land. He subsequently subdivided the land among his nine
children and moved to Wilmington. John Kahler also arrived in Florence Township in 1835.63
James Martin immigrated from Ireland and settled in Section 28 of Florence Township in 1836. Martin
was one of first School Trustees serving in 1842. Martin had two sons, William and James. James Martin
served as the County Treasurer.
Also in 1836, Walter and Thomas Monteith from New York settled in Florence Township on adjoining
farms in Sections 22 and 27. David Bell, also from New York, first moved to Wilmington where he
worked as a carpenter; he later bought land and settled in Florence Township.64
Notable settlers in 1837 include Duncan McIntyre and Daniel Stewart, both from New York. McIntire
had a claim on Section 28 and built a cabin. He later married Joseph Hadsel’s daughter. The couple
returned to New York in 1843, and then returned to Florence Township again prior to McIntyre’s death.65
Daniel Stewart was a well-respected citizen of Florence Township. He accumulated extensive land
holdings prior to his death.66
These early settlers in the township congregated on wooded land adjacent to the streams crossing the
township, primarily in Sections 7 and 8 in the northwest portion of the township and Sections 28 through
32 in the southwest portion of the township. Due to the settlement of the timbered areas, a saw mill was
one of the first improvements within the township. However, the mill did not operate for very long, as it
was recognized that wood from Michigan and Wisconsin was more easily worked for construction
purposes.67 As the population increased, settlement expanded into the upland prairie portions of the
township, which proved to be superior for agriculture.
Walter W. Monteith (cousin of Thomas Monteith) arrived in 1841 and became one of the most popular
citizens of the township. He was the first supervisor of Florence Township and held numerous other
positions within the local government.68
Charles Starr native of Nova Scotia and father of Judge C. R. Starr of Kankakee arrived in Florence
Township in 1842. Also in 1842, William Van der Bogert arrived from New York he became one of the
first three school trustees. Isaac Jackson, also a Nova Scotia native, settled in Starr’s grove in 1842. He
61
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was a Quaker preacher noted to be very inventive and handy. His son Enoch Jackson served for 18 years
as justice of the peace.69
By 1848, the population of Florence Township was nearly 100. Settlers arriving from 1842 to 1848
include John Jordan, Rufus Corbett, George A Gray, Adam White, Edward Gurney, the Baskerville
family, Selah and Leonard Morey, William Barrett, Dr. E. H. Strong, Adam White and sons, C. G. Jewell,
R. H. Nott, Andrew Layton, Henry Hand, and Hezekiah Warner.70 By 1900 the population of the
township was 760.71
In 1850, the first year township governments were organized in Illinois, Florence Township was
combined with present-day Wesley and Wilmington Townships under one administration. John Frazier of
Wesley was first supervisor of the large township. In 1851, residents of Florence Township began to
organize a government of their own. The first officers of the new township were W. W. Monteith as
Supervisor, William Van der Bogert as Assessor, and Leonard Morey as Clerk. C. G. Jewell, R. H. Nott,
and G. A. Gray were elected Highway Commissioners, and Charles Starr and Hezekiah Warner as
Justices of the Peace. Henry Hand and Andrew Layton served as Constables, Rufus Corbett as Overseer
of the Poor, and Henry Hand as Collector.72
During the Civil War (1861–1865) Florence Township residents were represented in the Union Army.
Walter Van der Bogart, Charles Morey, Henry Ohlhues, Daniel Linebarger, Norman Kahler, Thomas
Martin, Charles Jackson, Thomas Stewart, William and John Shoemaker, Albert Wilkins, and Almon
Merrill all died of war related causes.73
In addition to farming, other interests in Florence Township include dairying, stock-raising, and
quarrying. In the nineteenth century, typical stock included swine and crops included corn, oats, and rye.
Dairy products include butter and cheese.74
In 1880, the Wabash Railroad was completed across Florence Township.75 A depot was built in
Section 23 of Florence Township, and a small village, named Symerton, was platted. A post office was
established in the village in 1881, and a grain elevator was built alongside the tracks. A few commercial
enterprises were opened in the village, but with the City of Wilmington already established as the nearby
commercial center for residents of Florence Township, the village did not expand beyond a few
commercial and residential buildings.76 One of the one-room schoolhouses, formerly located in the
southeast quarter of Section 22, was replaced by a school in the village prior to 1900, and the German
Evangelical Church congregation in Section 10 had also moved to the village by the 1920s. Symerton was
incorporated as a village in 1904.77
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Postcard vieews of Symerton
n, likely in the firrst decade of the twentieth centurry. Left: the elevvator built by A. N. Hilton was loocated
just to the ea
ast of the railroa
ad and north of Commercial
C
Streeet in the villagee. Right: A view looking west down Commerciall Street
with the dep
pot in the foregro
ound, likely takeen from inside the elevator. Notee the church steep
eple visible beyonnd the trees at leeft and
the open agricultural fields beyond the one--street of the villlage.

Views of Sym
merton today. Ab
bove left: The fo
ormer Wabash Railroad in the toownship is now tthe Wauponsee G
Glacial Trail. Abbove
right: A view
w looking west down
d
Commercia
al Street today. Neither
N
the grainn elevator nor thhe depot survivee. There has beenn
almost no new construction in the village, and
a many of the existing
e
structurres are visible inn the earlier view
w. Below left: Thhe
ownship Hall in the village. Belo
ow right: A former commercial bbuilding in Symeerton.
Florence To
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Plat map off the village of Syymerton, 1893. Although
A
five blo
ocks were plattedd, many of the loots shown remaiined vacant. “Noorth
o the plan was apparently
a
neverr graded or laid out, although thhe one block defi
fined by “South SStreet”
Street” depiicted at the top of
and “Jamess Street” still exiists today. Comm
mercial Street exxtended east acrooss the centerline of Section 23, while “Northernn
Avenue” wa
as a pre-existing
g Section-line roa
ad in the township.

After Worrld War I, wh
heat began to be cultivated
d on the farmss in Florence Township.78 Roads that exxisted
in 1928 in
ncluded U.S. Route 66, wh
hich was desig
gnated a fedeeral route in 11926. In Floreence Townshiip, the
highway was a concreete road runn
ning south frrom Joliet whhich entered the townshipp at the nortthwest
corner of Section 6 an
nd followed the
t western to
ownship line of Sections 18 and 19 annd half way aacross
Section 30 before turn
ning west tow
ward Wilmin
ngton. The noorth-south cennterline of thhe township w
was a
stone-surffaced road, to
oday’s Old Ch
hicago Road / Will Countyy Highway 7. Another stonne-surface roaad ran
east-west to the south
h of Sectionss 19 through
h 24, today’ss Wilmingtonn-Peotone Rooad / Will C
County
Highway 25. A third sttone-surfaced
d road ran norrth through Syymerton and continued north to the tow
wnship
centerlinee, today’s Sym
merton Road. The remainder of the roadds in the townnship were graaded dirt roadds.79
With even
n better conneections via au
utomobile in the
t twentieth century, the ssmall village of Symerton could
not comp
pete with thee more established comm
mercial centerr of Wilminggton, and litttle public acctivity
remained in the villagee. The post office closed in
i 1931, and the school cllosed with disstrict consoliddation
in the 195
50s. The churrch merged with
w a congreegation in Wiilmington in tthe same era.. Today, Sym
merton
has a popu
ulation of a liittle more than
n 100 personss.
Florence Township waas greatly afffected by thee constructionn of the Elwoood Ordnancee Plant unit oof the
Joliet Arssenal in 1940
0–1941. Almo
ost half the area
a
of the toownship camee under federral ownershipp, and
farm famiilies living in the area weree forced to relocate. Todayy, only ruins oof building fooundations annd two
cemeteries remain as physical
p
evideence of the pree-1940 develoopment of thee area.
78
79

August Maue,
M
History of Will Countyy, Illinois (Indianapolis: Histoorical Publishinng, 1928), 2044.
Maue (1928), 205.
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Schools
The first school in Florence Township was established in Henry Althouse’s house in the southwest
portion of the township. Classes were taught by a young lady employed by Althouse. Those enrolled
included Althouse’s children and a few neighbors’ children. A public school was officially established in
the winter of 1842–1843. There were six attendees of the so-called Florence Academy, of which Sarah
Fisher was the principal. In 1845, the attendance was up to twenty-four students, although classes were
still held in rooms of private homes.80
The first permanent school building was constructed in Section 8 by Selah Morey in 1849 at a cost of
$250. As the population of the township grew during the 1850s and 1860s, the number of schools
increased to eight by 1877, with fourteen teachers serving 342 pupils.81
By 1907, all eight schools remained open, but the population had declined, and there were only
171 pupils.82 The township maintained eight separate one-room school districts as late as the 1920s.83
There was some discussion of consolidation in the 1920s, but residents feared increased costs as well as
difficult logistics of transportation, so consolidation did not occur.84 The eight one-room schools included
the Symerton school in the village; the Oak Grove school in Section 29; the White school in Section 34;
the Union school in Section 25; the Starr’s Grove school in Section 8; the Forsythe school in Section 4;
the Hayden School in Section 1, and Center School in Section 16.85
The establishment of the Joliet Arsenal in 1940 greatly affected the schools of Florence Township. Four
of the one-room schools were located within the arsenal site (in Sections 1, 4, 8, and 16) and were closed
immediately and demolished. However, as part of the influx of population in the local area related to the
development of the arsenal, two new schools were constructed in summer 1943 with federal funding,
Brookside school and Northcrest school.
One of the remaining one-room schoolhouses, the Union school, closed in 1948, leaving only the
Symerton school in the village and the Oak Grove and White schools in operation, to serve a total
enrollment of 51 elementary students and 16 high school students.
In the 1950s, the three remaining Florence Township schools were consolidated into the WilmingtonLorenzo District 209U. This unified district covers an expansive geographic area that was served by
twenty-six separate school districts in the 1920s. By the 1960s, the district operated five elementary
schools (Central, Bruning, Brookside, Northcrest, and Lorenzo, all in Wilmington or Wesley townships)
and a combined middle school-high school.86
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Farrington, 231. The name of the school in Section 1 was provided by Mr. Merle Jones, who attended this school
from 1917 to 1925, during an interview by Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie on September 18, 2001. The name of
the Section 16 school was provided by Denise Issert of the Will County Historic Preservation Commission.
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This duplex residence at 30789–30791 Symerton Road is likkely the former vvillage school, closed in the 1950s. The originall
schoolhousee character has been
b
obscured by
b subsequent rem
modeling.

Currently, the district maintains
m
fou
ur schools: Brruning Elemenntary School for kindergarrten and first grade
built in 1961 in Lakewood Shoress south of Wilmington;
W
S
Stevens Interm
mediate Schoool for studennts in
second through fifth grrades at 221 Ryan
R
Street in
i Wilmingtonn, built in 19971; Wilmington Middle S
School
for sixth through
t
eightth grades at 715
7 South Jolliet Street in Wilmington, built in 19533; and Wilmiington
High Sch
hool, construccted in 2008. The intermeediate and miiddle schoolss share the saame campus at the
south end
d of Wilming
gton. The present-day intermediate schhool was form
merly the high school, unttil the
opening of
o the new hig
gh school one-half mile eaast. The histooric Central S
School in the block boundded by
Jackson, Kankakee,
K
Van
V Buren, an
nd Joliet streeets in downtoown Wilminggton, recentlyy known as B
Booth
Elementarry School, haas been closed
d since 2008.
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Table 1 Former One Room Schoolhouses in Florence Township
Site ID

37

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address

Section
White School

Name

Demolished

Current status
34

Parcel small parcel, SW 1/4
N/A

Significance of site

Notes
Per Farrington, closed during consolidation in early 1950s.

Site ID

48

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address

Section
Oak Grove School

Name

Demolished

Current status
29

Parcel small parcel, SW 1/4
N/A

Significance of site

Notes
Per Farrington, closed during consolidation in early 1950s.

Site ID
Address

85

PIN

18-25-200-003

1988 Survey Number

16801 Warner Bridge Road

Section

Union School

Name

25-02

Current status

Residential

Parcel

small parcel

25

Non-contributing

Significance of site

Notes
A former one-room schoolhouse. Per Farrington, this school had closed by 1948.

Site ID

137

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address

Section
Center School

Name

Demolished

Current status
16

Parcel

small parcel, SE 1/4
N/A

Significance of site

Notes
Closed and demolished in 1940–1941

Site ID

151

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address
Name

Section
Starr s Grove School

Demolished

Current status
8

Parcel small parcel, NW 1/4

Significance of site

N/A

Notes
Closed and demolished in 1940–1941
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Site ID

178

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address

Section
Hayden School

Name
Notes

Site ID

1

Parcel small parcel, SW 1/4
N/A

Significance of site

Name provided by Merle Jones, who attended this school from 1917 to 1925 (Telephone interview with
Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie, 9/18/2001)
Closed and demolished in 1940–1941

187

PIN

1988 Survey Number

Address
Name

Demolished

Current status

Section
Forsythe School

Demolished

Current status
4

Significance of site

Parcel

small part of SE 1/4
N/A

Notes
Closed and demolished in 1940–1941
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Churchess and Cemeteeries
The first church in Flo
orence Townsship was the German Evaangelical Chuurch, construccted in 1874 at the
S
10. As
A described in publishedd sources, thee building w
was of wood frame
southwestt corner of Section
constructiion, 32 feet in
n width and 43
4 feet in leng
gth. The conggregation hadd been organiized in 1866 aand at
87
first met in various scchoolhouses and
a private homes.
h
This church caterred primarilyy to families in the
wnship; many
y residents in the northweestern or soutthwestern parrts of the tow
wnship
eastern paart of the tow
attended churches
c
in Elwood
E
or Wiilmington.88 A township hhall was built soon afterwaards adjacent to the
church to
o the east.89 This church apparently had
h been abaandoned by tthe early tweentieth centuury. A
resident of
o a nearby farm, who knew
k
the building as the “Dunker Chhurch,” statedd that it had been
abandoned as long as he could rem
member.90 It seems likely tthat the congrregation reloccated to Sym
merton,
where thee Symerton Ev
vangelical Ch
hurch had beeen built prior to 1910. The church eventtually mergedd with
a Method
dist congregaation in Wilm
mington. By 1928, no chhurches weree maintainedd in the townnship.
Residents worship in nearby
n
commu
unities such as
a Wilmingtonn.91

This buildin
ng at the corner of
o South Street and
a Symerton Ro
oad is likely the fformer Symertonn Evangelical Ch
Church, much
remodeled.

87

Stevens (1907), 82.
Woodrufff (1878), 583.
89
Stevens (1907), 83.
90
Telepho
one interview of
o Merle Jonees (257 North Raynor Streett, Joliet, Illinoois) by staff oof Midewin Naational
Tallgrass Prairie,
P
Septem
mber 18, 2001. Mr. Jones was born in 19111 and left the ttownship in 19927. His father was a
tenant on a farm owned by
b Sarah Carey
y in the northeaast quarter of seection 14.
91
Maue (1928), 205.
88
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The Germ
man Evangeliccal Cemetery
y, presumably
y associated w
with this churrch and congrregation, is loocated
three-quarrters mile sou
uth of the forrmer site of the
t church, inn the southw
west quarter oof Section 15. This
cemetery also containss several buriials from prio
or to 1900 off members of the Zion Congregation oof the
Evangeliccal Associatio
on, a small chu
urch congreg
gation located in Jackson T
Township, now
w disbanded.992 The
cemetery remained acttive into the tw
wentieth centtury, with burrials as late as 1990. Curreently, the cem
metery
nded by a postt-and-rail woo
od fence and landscaped w
with turf grasss.
is surroun

Above: Two
o views of the Geerman Evangeliccal Cemetery in Section
S
10 of Floorence Townshipp.

The Starr Grove Cemeetery is locateed in the north
heast quarter of Section 8.. The cemeterry is set in a grove
of oak treees and contaiins burials daating to as earrly as 1845. A
Although surrrounded by thhe Joliet Arseenal, it
remained an active cemetery until circa 1960, although
a
mosst of the exissting grave m
markers date tto the
mid-ninetteenth century
y.93

Above: Two
o views of the Sta
arr Grove Cemettery in Section 8 of Florence Tow
wnship.

92

D. Andrew Bale, ed.,, The Cemeterries of Will County,
C
Illinois,
s, No. 6: The Arsenal Cemeeteries (Wilmiington:
dy Counties Geenealogical So
ociety, 2002), 1.
Will/Grund
93
Bale, ed., The Arsenal Cemeteries, 35
5.
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Bridges
Two 1920
0s–1930s eraa concrete briidges survivee in Florence Township, w
where Wiltonn Center Roaad and
Warner Bridge
B
Road cross
c
Prairie Creek
C
near the southeast coorner of Secttion 12. In adddition to thesse two
historic co
oncrete bridges, limestone abutments reemain intact w
within Midew
win National T
Tallgrass Praairie at
the locatio
on where Sym
merton Road crossed
c

Above left: The Wilton Centter Road bridge over Prairie Creek. Above rightt: The Warner B
Bridge Road briddge over Prairie Creek.
Below: Onee of two survivin
ng limestone briidge abutments where Symertonn Road crossed Jordan Creek iin sections 14-115, now
part of Mideewin National Tallgrass
Ta
Prairie..
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Joliet Arssenal
The Joliet Arsenal waas authorized by the U.S. Army in Seeptember 19440, one of thhe first such pplants
orld War II in Europe.944 Ultimately sixty plants were establlished
establisheed after the start of Wo
nationwid
de from June 1940 to Deceember 1942. The
T plant wass owned by thhe United Stattes governmeent but
was operaated by a priv
vate contracto
or. Production
n activities inncluded the m
manufacturingg of explosivees and
other chemicals and th
he loading, assembling,
a
and
a packagingg of ammuniition. The sitte contained 1,391
buildings,, 1,138 datin
ng to the World
W
War III era. These utilitarian bbuildings werre constructeed for
temporary
y use. Of parrticular historric interest arre six buildinngs comprisinng the TNT L
Line 7; this group
representss the first exam
mple of a lateer widely used
d industrial p rocess for thee manufacturiing TNT.
Prior to th
he 1940s, the site was used
d for farming. The site inccluded six cem
meteries, whicch were preseerved.
(These ceemeteries aree now within
n the Midew
win National Tallgrass Praairie; two ceemeteries, Geerman
Evangeliccal Cemetery and Starr Grrove Cemeterry, are locatedd in Florencee Township; rrefer to “Chuurches
and Cemeeteries,” abov
ve.) When thee arsenal was developed, m
most of the aagricultural buuildings on thhe site
were dem
molished, but ten farmhousses were reloccated to servee as staff houusing. Eight oof the housess were
wood fram
med structurees and were relocated
r
to the
t Administtrative Area oof the Elwoood Unit, locatted in
Section 17
7 of Florencee Township. A gatehouse for
f the Adminnistrative Areea still exists and is docum
mented
as site 195 in the preseent survey. Additionally,
A
tw
wo brick farm
mhouses weree retained on their originaal sites
on Illinoiss Highway 53
3 in Florence Township, neear the southw
west corner off the Elwood Unit. One off these
two housees still exists and is docum
mented as sitte 43 in the ppresent surveey. Throughouut the arsenaal site,
streams were
w
straighteened, ditches and drain tilees were consttructed, and a complex rooad and rail syystem
was createed. Farm fam
milies in the arrea were giveen as little as thirty days too pack their bbelongings annd sell
their land to the govern
nment.95 The government began
b
the proocess of condeemnation of tthe property oowned
by farmerrs who were reluctant to sell in Noveember 1940; letters weree sent inform
ming the remaaining
residents that
t they musst vacate the area
a by March
h 1, 1941.

Left: The former gatehouse to the Administrrative Area (Gro
oup 60) in Sectioon 17, site 195 inn the present surrvey. Right: The fformer
gan house in Seection 7, retained
d on the arsena
al site for resideential use as parrt of Group 74 aand documentedd in the
Oscar Morg
present survvey as site 43.
94

This section is based on the following
g sources: Peteer Rathbun, “Jooliet Army Am
mmunition Plannt: Written Hisstorical
H
American Engineerin
ng Record Surrvey No. IL-18 (1984); Ritaa Walsh and P
Patricia
and Descriiptive Data” Historic
Wango, Th
he World Warr II Ordnance Department’s Government-O
Owned Contraactor-Operatedd (GOCO) Indu
dustrial
Facilities: Joliet Army Ammunition Plant
P
Historic Investigationn (Cincinnati, Ohio: Gray & Pape, Inc., under
o Geo-Marine,, Inc., and thee U.S. Army Corps of Enggineers, 1995);; USDA Natioonal Forest Seervice,
contract to
Midewin Land
L
and Reso
ource Manageement Plan with
w
Final Envvironmental Im
mpact Statemennt (2002); andd U.S.
Departmen
nt of Veteran
ns Affairs, “Abraham
“
Lincoln Nationnal Cemetery,,” <www.cem
m.va.gov/CEM//cems/
nchp/abrah
hamlincoln.asp
p>.
95
<willcou
untynews.blogsspot.com/2009
9/11/joliet-arsen
nal-oral-historyy-interview.htm
ml>, posted Noovember 11, 20009.
Will Countyy Rural Historic Structural Surveey
Florence To
ownship

P
Page 33

Wiss, Jann
ney, Elstner Associates,
A
Inc
c.

World War II-era plan of th
he Elwood Ordn
nance Plant. Thee road labeled “
“Road 1 North” corresponds to the northern booundary
of Florence Township.

The 37,00
00-acre Joliet Arsenal complex was constructed
c
bbeginning in mid-Novembber 1940. Thhe site
appealed to army plan
nners due to itts location ou
utside of majoor populationn centers (duee to the potenntially
hazardouss nature of prroduction); itss location neaar to Joliet annd Chicago (for easy acceess to a labor force
and indusstrial suppliess); the level character
c
of the
t land; andd the proximiity of the Sannta Fe, Chicaago &
Alton, and Wabash Raailroads. Onee of the first tasks
t
the buillders of the pplant had to aaccomplish w
was to
harvest th
he crops of corn and other grains,
g
which
h had been plaanted by the ffarmers on thee site in the sppring.
Originally
y, the compleex was built and adminisstered as twoo separate pllants. The Kaankakee Orddnance
Works, to
o the western
n part of the site,
s
produced
d and stored explosives inncluding trinitrotoluene (T
TNT),
dinitrotolu
uene (DNT), lead azide, and tetryl. The
T Elwood Ordnance Pllant, also knnown as the Load,
Assembly
y, and Pack (L
LAP) unit, to the eastern part
p of the sitee, loaded, assembled, and packed bombbs and
artillery ammunition.
a
Within
W
the Elwood Ordnan
nce Plant werre 36 buildingg groups. Grooups 1 througgh 9 in
Florence Township were
w
used for shell bomb loading andd component parts such aas Fuses, booosters,
detonatorss, and primers. Other buiilding groupss were storagge bunkers an
and warehousses. Manufactturing
processes began even
n before con
nstruction waas complete, with operattions at Group 2 in Floorence
Township
p, a medium caliber
c
loading
g line, beginn
ning on July 112, 1941.
Ironically
y, by 1942, thee army realizeed that the ord
dnance plant encompassedd more land thhan was neceessary.
Thereforee, an agricultu
ural lease prog
gram was inittiated in 19433. Approximaately 10,866 aacres in the Ellwood
plant weree leased for so
oybeans, hay, oats, corn, wheat,
w
and paasture land.
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Elwood Ordnance Plant: Major Building Groups
Major Production Lines
Group 1: fixed ammunition production line; Sections 15 and 16 of Florence
Group 3A: demolition bomb loading line; Section 10 of Florence
Group 2: medium and major caliber loading line; Section 10 of Florence
Group 3: demolition bomb loading line; Sections 2 and 3 of Florence
Other Production Lines
Groups 4 and 5: fuse loading lines; north part of Section 18 of Florence
Groups 6 and 7: booster loading lines; south part of Section 18 of Florence
Group 8: primer loading line; east part of Section 7 of Florence
Group 9: detonator loading line; west part of Section 7 of Florence
Group 61: ammonia nitrate preparation area; Section 4 of Florence
Storage Bunkers
Group 62: bunkers in Sections 8 and 9 of Florence
Group 63: explosive magazines; Section 5 and 6 of Florence and Section 32 of Jackson
Group 64: ammunition magazines; Sections 11 and 12 of Florence
Group 65: smokeless powder magazines; Sections 14 and 15 of Florence
Group 66: finished ammunition; Section 1 of Florence and Section 36 of Jackson
Group 66A: finished ammunition; Sections 35 and 36 of Jackson
Group 68: fuses, boosters, primers; adjacent to Groups 4 through 9, in Section 8 of Florence
Support and Other Facilities
Group 60: Administrative Area, Section 17 of Florence
Group 74: residential buildings along U.S. Route 66A (present-day Highway 53)
Group 20: sewage treatment plant, between Groups 8 and 9, in Section 7 of Florence Township along Prairie Creek
Group 22: electrical substations, located throughout site
Group 23: unknown
Groups 24 and 26: rail yard and salvage yard; Section 32 of Jackson
Groups 25 and 27: rail yard and storage warehouses; Section 34 of Jackson
Group 28: pistol range; Section 14 of Florence
Group 45: miscellaneous buildings along U.S Route 66A (present-day Highway 53) in Section 7 of Florence Township
Group 67: water tanks and radio antennas, located throughout site
Group 70: unknown; north of Administrative Area in Section 17
Group 73: unknown; east of Administrative Area in Section 17

The complex was placed on standby status in September 1945. The Kankakee and Elwood Units were
merged under one administration as the Joliet Arsenal in 1946. In the years following World War II, the
chemical plants of the Kankakee Ordnance Works were used to produce fertilizer, while the Elwood
Ordnance Plant continued work in ammunition reclamation and experimental bomb loading. Due to the
Korean War, Elwood resumed active production from 1951 to 1955, and Kankakee from 1951 to 1957.
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The faciliity was renam
med the Joliett Army Amm
munition Plantt in August 1964. Producttion resumed again
during thee Vietnam War,
W from 1965 to 1976. Major
M
rehabilittation and moodernization of the facilitiies on
the site occcurred in thee early 1970s.
The south
hern part of th
he Elwood Ordnance
O
Plan
nt originally iincluded alm
most half of Florence Townnship,
covering Sections 1 to
o 18 west off the Wabash
h Railroad. E
Except for onne former faarmhouse, noo built
structures dating prior to the 1940s are known to
o survive in thhis area of thee township. H
However, wheen the
arsenal was developed
d, most pre-ex
xisting structu
ures were dem
molished onlyy to their founndations. On many
former farmstead
fa
sites, stone an
nd concrete foundations and pavingg still surviive. Shortly after
World Waar II, western
n portions of the
t government site were ssold to privatee industrial uusers or turnedd over
to the Staate of Illinois. Even with th
hese sales of land, by 19900 the U.S. Arrmy still ownned 23,500 accres in
Will Coun
nty, including
g all of the lan
nd originally acquired
a
in F
Florence Townnship.

Above: The current status of
o land ownersh
hip in the formerr Joliet Arsenal and vicinity. Thhe heavy black lline indicates Fllorence
I
pockets of land within Midewin
M
Nationa
al Tallgrass Praairie in Florencee Township are pparcels that havve been
Township. Isolated
retained by the army, pend
ding the cleanup
p of industrial wastes
w
or other hazardous item
ms. Source: Figuure 7, USDA N
National
P (2002).
Forest Serviice, Midewin Laand and Resource Management Plan
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In June 1992, the arm
my announced
d its intention
n to decommiission the sitee. In 1997, 15,080 acres oof the
former Jo
oliet Arsenal were
w
transferrred to the US
SDA Forest S
Service, creatiing Midewin National Tallgrass
Prairie. Th
he majority of
o the former arsenal lands in Florence T
Township aree included in Midewin. Peending
cleanup of industrial wastes
w
on addiitional portion
ns of the site by the army,, Midewin Taallgrass Prairiie will
eventually
y expand to include
i
19,00
00 acres. A portion of the arsenal, locaated in Jacksoon and Channnahon
Township
ps, was retain
ned by the arrmy as the Joliet
J
Army T
Training Areea, used by thhe Army Naational
Guard. Allso, a new nattional cemeteery, Abraham Lincoln Natiional Cemeterry, was dediccated on Octoober 3,
1999, inclluding parcells in Channah
hon, Wilming
gton, and Jackkson Townshhips, on 982 aacres of the fo
former
arsenal. Other
O
portion
ns of the arssenal site weere zoned foor private inndustrial and commercial uses,
including a large interm
modal freightt transportatio
on facility whhich began ooperation in 22002 in Channnahon
Township
p, a new Willl County land
dfill in Sectio
ons 8 and 17 of Florence T
Township, annd a new induustrial
park in Seections 16, 17
7, and 18 of Florence
F
Tow
wnship along Arsenal Roadd. Some landd within the fo
former
arsenal co
ontinues to be leased for farming or as pasture lannd. Within Florence Townnship, an exteensive
number of abandoned arsenal-era sttructures still exist. The loong term restooration of Miidewin calls ffor the
removal of
o many of theese above-gro
ound structurees.

Above left: Cattle graze in section
s
1 of Florrence Township near a bunker fi
field, Group 66 oof the former arssenal. Above rigght: The
new Will Co
ounty Landfill deeveloped in Sectiions 8 and 17 on
n former arsenall land.

Above: Builldings of Group 1, the fixed amm
munition producttion line.
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Above: Builldings of Group 2, the medium and major caliber loading line.

Above: Builldings of Group 3, demolition bo
omb loading linee.

Page 38

Will County Rural Hisstoric Structural Survey
Florence Toownship

Wiss, Janney, Elstn
ner Associates, Inc.

Above: Builldings of Group 3A, demolition bomb
b
loading lin
ne.

Above: Builldings of Groupss 4 and 5, fuse lo
oading lines, in Section 18 of Fllorence Township
ip.
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Above: Builldings of Group 6, booster loadiing line, in Sectiion 18 of Florencce Township.

Above: Builldings of Group 9, detonator loa
ading line, in Secction 7 of Florennce Township.

Above: Utiliity shelter and bunker
b
at Group 23.
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Above: Builldings of Group 23.

Above: Builldings of Group 61, the ammonia
a nitrate prepara
ation area, in Seection 4 of Floreence Township.

Above: Warrehouses of Grou
up 62 in Section 9 of Florence Township.
T
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Above: Storrage bunkers of Group
G
63 in Section 5 of Florencce Township.

Above: Arseenal-era road inffrastructure in Section
S
5 of Florrence Township. Note the woodeen electrical polees with streetlighhts,
part of the 1940s
1
construction of the arsena
al.

Above: Massonry warehousees of Group 64 for
fo storage of am
mmunition magazzines, in Section 11 of Florence Township.
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Above left: Typical
T
earth-co
overed bunker, Group
G
65 in Secttion 14 of Florennce Township. Above right: A typpical bunker,
Group 68, Section
S
8 in Florrence Township. Below: A row of bunkers in Grooup 68 in Sectionn 8 of Florence Township.
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Former Farmsteads on the Arsenal Site
As part of the intensive rural survey of Florence Township, 1939 aerial photography of the township was
compared to present-day aerial photography. The 1939 aerial photography was used to identify farmstead
sites that existed just prior to the establishment of the arsenal in 1940–1941. Comparing to the presentday photography, it was clear that some former farmstead sites were obliterated completely by arsenal-era
construction. However, other sites were located in wooded, undeveloped areas of the arsenal site. Field
survey work was conducted to determine if above ground evidence of these former sites still exists.
Unfortunately, some potential sites were inaccessible during the field work due to restrictions on access or
physical constraints such as flooded trails or missing bridges. The following table lists the sites with
identified surviving above-ground features. In the table, Y-RUINS indicates that the former farmstead site
was located in the field and that some above-ground evidence of built structures was observed; X-1940
indicates that the farmstead site either could not be located in the field or that no above-ground evidence
survives.
Refer also to Map 3 in Appendix B.
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Site I
Name

127

Site I
Name

14

Carey tenant Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

NE 1/4

arcel
1 4 Owner Sarah Carey

-RUINS

In the 1910s and 1920s, the John H. Jones family was a tenant on this farm. His son,
Merle, born 1911, lived here until 1927. (Telephone interview with Merle Jones on
9/18/2001 by Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie.) See also site 177.

128

Section

14

unker Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

NW 1/4

1 4 Owner Equitable Life Insurance Co.

-RUINS

Notes

Site I

129

Section

15

Identified ruins

Site I
Name

-RUINS

Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 125.
Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center. Could
not be located in 2010.

130

Section

Hoffman–Jackson Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

S 1/2 of NW 1/4

1 4 Owner Arthur Rauworth

Name

Notes

arcel

15

arcel

N 1/2 of NE 1/4

1 4 Owner Mrs. Una Jackson

-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010: seven features identified: concrete foundation 3 x 3 ; stone
outcropping/depression 15 x 15 ; concrete foundation 10 x 20 ; concrete slab 5 x 8 ;
concrete foundation 15 x 30 ; stone concrete foundation 15 x 15 ; large depression
50 x 50
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Site ID
Name

131

Section

15

Rathke Farmstead

Identified ruins

N 1/2 of SE 1/4

Parcel

1940 Owner Frank Deutschman

Y-RUINS

Notes

Site ID
Name

133

Site ID
Name

Site ID
Name

S 1/2 of SW 1/4

Parcel

1940 Owner J. L. Nelson

Y-RUINS

Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 125. Surveyed on 11/08/2001 by Midewin National
Tallgrass Prairie, listed as site 091500004. Documented in 2007 survey by Great
Lakes Archaeological Research Center. See Woodruff (1878), 794.
2010 identified features: concrete foundation 5 x 5 ; crib barn foundation 5 x 20 ;
concrete foundation 10 x 20 ; well/slab 5 x 5 ; concrete foundation 10 x 20
135

Section

16

T. L. Baskerville Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

15

Nelson Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

NW 1/4 of SW 1/4

Parcel

1940 Owner T. L. Baskerville

Y-RUINS

Refer to summary report, Baskervillle family farmsteads.

140

Section

Hansen Farmstead

Identified ruins

17

Parcel

S 1/2 of NE 1/4

1940 Owner Michael Hayden

Y-RUINS

Notes

Page 46

Will County Rural Historic Structural Survey
Florence Township

Ta le 2 Florence Township Farmsteads in the oliet Arsenal
Site I
Name

145

Section

18

Harland–Bell Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

part of SW 1/4

1 4 Owner Thomas Bell

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

146

Section

18

Dixon–Mc ueen Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

E 1/4

1 4 Owner Geo. Mc ueen

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

147

Site I
Name

arcel

E 1/2 of SE 1/4

1 4 Owner Willard White

-RUINS

William H. H. Reed: Stevens (1907), 653–654. Reed was a Civil War veteran and
purchased this farm circa 1869.

148

Section

Royal Corbin Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

7

Reed Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

7

arcel

NW 1/4

1 4 Owner Royal Corbin

-RUINS

Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 125.
Royal D. Corbin: Stevens (1907), 708–709.
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Site ID
Name

149

Site ID
Name

Site ID
Name

150

Site ID
Name
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Y-RUINS

Section

7

Parcel

N part, SW 1/4

1940 Owner Royal Corbin

Y-RUINS

Royal D. Corbin: Stevens (1907), 708–709.

155

Section

8

Isaac Jackson Farmstead

Parcel

N 1/2 of NW 1/4

1940 Owner A. D. Jackson

Y-RUINS

Isaac Jackson was a pioneer settler of Will County in the 1830s. Jackson Township is
named for him.
See: Charles Jackson: Woodruff (1878), 793.
Delancy M. Jackson: Woodruff (1878), 792–793
Arthur D. Jackson: Stevens (1907), 743–744.
158

Section

Elmer C. Buss Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

NE 1/4

1940 Owner A. D. Jackson

Morgan Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Parcel

Henry Ward: Woodruff (1878), 799.
Charles Jackson: Woodruff (1878), 793.
Delancy M. Jackson: Woodruff (1878), 792–793
Arthur D. Jackson: Stevens (1907), 743–744.

Identified ruins
Notes

7

Ward–Jackson Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

9

Parcel

NW 1/4

1940 Owner Henry E. Buss

Y-RUINS

Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 125.
Henry E. Buss: Stevens (1907), 770–771.
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Site I
Name

161

Site I
Name

9

Fridley– ounker Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

part of SE 1/4

arcel

1 4 Owner Mrs. Mary ounker

-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010
F1. stone foundation, 5 x 5
F2. depression
F3. stone foundation, concrete slab, 20 x 50
F4. clay tile, brick, concrete fragments
F5. stone foundation, 20 x 50
F6. concrete foundation wall, 75 x 25
F7. concrete crib barn foundation, 40 x 60
F8. not located
F9. concrete foundation wall, 20 x 30 x 18 high
F10. concrete slab and foundation, 15 x 20
162

Section

16

Rausch Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

NE 1/4 of NE 1/4 of NE 1/4

1 4 Owner A. R.

-RUINS

Notes
Surveyed on 11/08/2001 by Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie. Documented in 2007
survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center. Could not be located in 2010.

Site I
Name

163

German Evangelical Church

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

10

arcel

small part, SW 1/4

1 4 Owner

-RUINS

Constructed in 1874. Described as a wood frame building, 32 x 43 . Apparently
abandoned by early 20th century; demolished 1940–1941.
Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center. Could
not be located in 2010.
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Site ID
Name

164

Site ID
Name

Site ID
Name

Site ID
Name

E 1/2 of SW 1/4

1940 Owner Arthur Rauworth

Y-RUINS

165

Section

10

Fridley Farmstead

Parcel

SE 1/4

1940 Owner C. H. Moser agent

Y-RUINS

John Fridley: Woodruff (1878), 792.
Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010 located only a 10 long stone wall; milk bottle Bowman Dairy Company and
other glass fragments
167

Section

10

John Hayden, Jr., Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Parcel

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010: Concrete foundation 5 x 8 ; concrete foundation wall/slab 20 x 30 ; stone and
concrete fragments; 5 high paving debris pile; electrical transformer box

Identified ruins
Notes

10

Yates Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

Parcel

NE 1/4

1940 Owner Rev. M. G. & Julia Hayden

Y-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
John Hayden: Woodruff (1878), 792; Stevens (1907), 623.
Daniel Hayden: Stevens (1907), 550.
2010
F2. Stone foundation, 30 x 30
F3. Wood framed pen with boards across top.
Features 1 and 4 not located.
168

Section

Witschi Farmstead

Identified ruins

10

Parcel

S 1/2 of NW 1/4

1940 Owner Howard Kirkham

Y-RUINS

Notes
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Site I
Name

170

Section

11

Geiss–Miller Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

W 1/2 of SE 1/4

1 4 Owner F. Miller

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

171

Section

11

Geiss Farmstead

Identified ruins

arcel

E 1/2 of SE 1/4

1 4 Owner Mrs. Nettie Geise

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

172

Site I
Name

arcel

NW 1/4

1 4 Owner Edmund Hayden

-RUINS

John Hayden: Woodruff (1878), 792; Stevens (1907), 623.
Daniel Hayden: Stevens (1907), 550.

174

Section

Daniel Hayden Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

12

John Hayden Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

12

arcel

NE 1/4

1 4 Owner John Hayden, estate

-RUINS

John Hayden: Woodruff (1878), 792; Stevens (1907), 623.
Daniel Hayden: Stevens (1907), 550.
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Site ID
Name

175

Section

1

Lichtenwalter Farmstead

Identified ruins

Parcel

NE 1/4

1940 Owner A. A. Lichtenwalter

Y-RUINS

Notes

Site ID
Name

178

Site ID

1

Hayden School

Identified ruins
Notes

Section
Y-RUINS

Closed and demolished in 1940–1941
Name provided by Merle Jones, who attended this school from 1917 to 1925
(Telephone interview with Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie, 9/18/2001)

179

Section

2

Name
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SW 1/4 of SW 1/4

Y-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010: Rubble pile with broken concrete, terra cotta, corrugated fiberglass panel,
asphalt paving

181

Section

Kirk Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Parcel

1940 Owner Gotfred Arnstrom

Identified ruins

Site ID

small parcel, SW 1/4

1940 Owner [schoolhouse]

Name

Notes

Parcel

3

Parcel

S 1/2 of SE 1/4

1940 Owner Gotfred Arnstrom

Y-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010
F1. Stone foundation, 25 x 25
F2. Concrete foundation 5 x 5
F3. Concrete foundation, 15 x 15
F4. not located
One stone circular foundation 5 diameter
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Ta le 2 Florence Township Farmsteads in the oliet Arsenal
Site I
Name

183

Section

3

Forsythe Farmstead

Identified ruins

SW 1/4

arcel

1 4 Owner David Forsythe

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

185

Section

4

Alex–Fridley Farmstead

Identified ruins

NE 1/4

arcel
1 4 Owner J. F. Fridley

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

186

Section

4

Forsythe Farmstead

Identified ruins

SE 1/4

arcel

1 4 Owner Mrs. Mary Forsythe

-RUINS

Notes

Site I
Name

187

4

Forsythe School

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

arcel

small part of SE 1/4

1 4 Owner school

-RUINS

Closed and demolished in 1940–1941
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Table 2 Florence Township Farmsteads in the oliet Arsenal
Site ID
Name

188

Section

5

Cavanaugh Farmstead

Identified ruins

Parcel

E 1/2 of NW 1/4

1940 Owner J. A. Cavanaugh

Y-RUINS

Notes

Site ID
Name

191

Site ID
Name

Site ID
Name

Parcel

W 1/2 of SE 1/4

1940 Owner Kenneth Roderick

Y-RUINS

Lucinda McIntyre: Woodruff (1878), 794.
James W. McIntyre: Stevens (1907), 432–435.

192

Section

6

Henry E. Buss Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

5

McIntyre Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

SE 1/4

Parcel
1940 Owner Henry Buss

Y-RUINS

Henry E. Buss: Stevens (1907), 770–771. Buss purchased 100 acres in 1899 and 160
acres in 1902, establishing his home here.

193

Section

Rodgers Farmstead

Identified ruins

6

Parcel

NE 1/4

1940 Owner Arthur States

Y-RUINS

Notes
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Ta le 2 Florence Township Farmsteads in the oliet Arsenal
Site I
Name

194

Site I
Name

Site I
Name

SW 1/4

1 4 Owner George Freis

-RUINS

196

Section

14

Ohlhues–Reiles Farmstead

arcel

W 1/2 of SW 1/4

1 4 Owner Charles Reiles

-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center. Refer to
summary report for detailed information on the related Ohlhues and Reiles family. See
also Woodruff (1878), 794–795.
2010
F1. 12 x 10 depression, possible stone foundation
F2. 12 x 12 concrete foundation
F3. 12 x 20 concrete foundation
F4. not located
one other concrete pier
197

Section

Reiles Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

arcel

Thomas Lacey: Woodruff (1878), 793; Stevens (1907), 687–688.
Thomas Lacey married Mary A. Baskerville, daughter of James Baskerville. Stevens
(1907), 253

Identified ruins
Notes

6

Lacey Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Section

14

arcel

E 1/2 of SW 1/4

1 4 Owner Charles Reiles

-RUINS

John Reils: Woodruff (1878), 795.
Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010
F1. not located
F2. concrete foundation 15 x 15 x 30 tall
F3. depression 20 x 20 x 8 deep
F4. depression/stone foundation 5 x 5
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Ta le 2 Florence Township Farmsteads in the oliet Arsenal
Site I
Name

198

Ohlhues–Rathke Farmstead

Identified ruins
Notes

Page 56

Section

15

S 1/2 of SE 1/4

arcel
1 4 Owner G. K.

-RUINS

Documented in 2007 survey by Great Lakes Archaeological Research Center.
2010
F1. crib barn foundation, 20 x 45 x 30 tall
F2. concrete foundation, 20 x 45
F3. concrete foundation 18 x 24
F4. 25 x 35 x 36 deep depression/ concrete and stone foundation
F5. capped well/septic tank
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CHAPTER 3
AMERICAN RURAL ARCHITECTURE
Farmstead Planning
The relationship of the farmhouse to the barn and other farm buildings was generally determined by five
factors: topography, weather conditions, convenience and labor efficiency, land survey organization, and,
most importantly for some settlers, ethnic or regional tradition. A south facing orientation secured
maximum light; an orientation toward the east allowed a barn to place its back against west prevailing
winds. Local snow accumulation also influenced barn locations. In much of the Midwest, the geometric
grid of roads and survey lines was basically aligned with compass directions, and farmers often lined up
their barns and farm buildings in conformity. Where the terrain was more rugged, farmers followed the
contours of the land in laying out buildings. In terms of labor efficiency, the barn did not need to be near
the house except in areas where winters were cold and harsh. It was desirable to locate the barn closer to
the field and other outbuildings than to the house.

Development of Balloon Framing
The initial settlement of Will County coincided with one of the most revolutionary developments in
American building construction: the introduction of the balloon frame. Referred to as “that most
democratic of building technologies,”96 the balloon frame allowed the construction of a house with a
minimum of labor and a moderate amount of carpentry skills. The key to the success of the balloon frame
was the proper construction and erection sequence of its components. Prior to the development of the
balloon frame, builders using timber for the construction of houses and other structures used structural
systems such as the box frame or braced frame. It utilized heavy timbers to form posts, girts, girders,
braces, and rafters, all fastened together with traditional carpentry joining such as mortise and tenons,
splices, dovetails, and others. This type of structural system required builders to have a crew of five or six
men to raise and set the heavy timbers.97 The materials used in the construction of a balloon frame
structure consisted of milled lumber that was much lighter in weight than heavy timbers.98
Credit for the development of the balloon frame is usually given to George Washington Snow of
Chicago,99 although others give note that the originator of the system was a carpenter, Augustine Taylor,
who with Snow built the first structure using balloon frame construction, St. Mary’s Church, in 1833.100
At that time Chicago lacked a sawmill to produce the cut lumber, but mills were present in Indiana and in

96

Michael P. Conzen, “The Birth of Modern Chicago,” in 1848: Turning Point for Chicago, Turning Point for the
Region (Chicago: The Newberry Library, 1998), 22.
97
For a thorough discussion of the early architectural history of Illinois, see Thomas Edward O’Donnell, “An
Outline of the History of Architecture in Illinois,” Transactions of the Illinois State Historical Society (Springfield,
Illinois, 1931); and Thomas Edward O’Donnell, “Recording the Early Architecture of Illinois in the Historic
American Buildings Survey,” Illinois State Historical Society, Transactions for the Year 1934 (Springfield, Illinois,
1934).
98
Advances in milling techniques in the early 1800s and the invention and development of machinery to produce
nails from iron in the late 1700s and early 1800s preceded the development of the balloon frame.
99
Paul E. Sprague, “Chicago Balloon Frame: The Evolution During the 19th Century of George W. Snow’s System
for Erecting Light Frame Buildings from Dimension Lumber and Machine-made Nails,” in The Technology of
Historic American Buildings, H. Ward Jandl, ed. (Washington, D.C.: Foundation for Preservation Technology for
the Association for Preservation Technology, 1983), 36.
100
Fred W. Peterson, Homes in the Heartland: Balloon Frame Farmhouses of the Upper Midwest, 1850–1920
(Lawrence, Kansas: University Press of Kansas, 1992), 14.
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oric bank barn oon the Swival–Sttewart Farmsteaad, site 22 in Secction 32
Traditional heavy timber brraced framing is used at the histo
of Florence Township.

Plainfield
d in northweestern Will County.101 However,
H
theese mills w
were relativelly far away, and
transportaation of milleed heavy timb
bers difficult and expensivve. Thereforee, it was neceessary to deveelop a
more econ
nomical consttruction systeem.
The classiic balloon fraame consists of
o the followin
ng elements:1102
 A silll, made from
m a large sectiion of milled
d lumber (e.gg., 4x8) or tw
wo or more sm
maller piecess (two
2x8s), set on a massonry or conccrete foundatio
on,
 Floor joists (2x10, 2x12, etc.), typically at 16 inches onn center,103 reeinforced by diagonal briddging,
nailed
d to the sill an
nd nailed to:
 Studs (2x4 or 2x6
6), also set at 16 inches on
n center, runnning the full height of thee building waall, to
which
h is nailed:
 Ledgeers to supportt the second floor
fl
joints,
 Exteriior wall sheatthing, consistting of wood boards (1x8) , often set at a diagonal too create a struuctural
diaph
hragm,
 A top
p plate on the stud wall, on which are sett:
 Roof rafters (2x10
0, 2x12, etc.) set at 16 to 24
2 inches on ccenter, to whiich roof sheaathing consistiing of
wood
d boards are naailed, followeed by wood ro
oofing shinglees,
 Exteriior wall sidin
ng,
 Flooriing nailed to the wood joiists, consistin
ng of two layyers of wood boards (a rouugh board subbfloor
follow
wed by a finisshed wood strrip surface),
 Interio
or wall finish
h, consisting of
o wood lath nailed to thee wood studs,, covered by ttwo to three llayers
of plaaster.
Since a caarpenter with
h one or two helpers
h
could
d frame and ssheath a smalll one story hhouse in one w
week,
the balloo
on allowed a settler
s
to havee a dwelling on their land in a short am
mount of timee. In addition,, there
was a 40 percent
p
savin
ngs in the amo
ount of materiial to enclosee the same vollume as comppared to the bbraced
104
frame. Additions
A
weere as easy to construct as the
t original hhouse, and eassier to frame into than if bbraced
101

Spraguee, “Chicago Baalloon Frame,” 37.
As with
h any new systeem or techniqu
ue, there was a period of trannsition in whichh older framingg methods werre used
alongside balloon
b
framin
ng. This is discu
ussed in Spragu
ue, “Chicago B
Balloon Framee.”
103
Platform
m framing, alsso called Wesstern framing, developed froom balloon fraaming, allowinng floor joists to be
spaced up to 24 inches on
n center. Platfo
orm framing in
nvolved settingg each floor levvel as a platforrm on the stud walls,
he use of shorteer stud walls.
allowing th
104
Peterson
n, 9 and 11.
102
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framing was
w used. Ano
other benefit of
o the balloon
n frame’s lighht weight wass that it alloweed a structuree to be
moved more
m
easily to
o a new site,, if more roo
om was needded on a prooperty for othher buildings or if
additionall land was obttained.

The balloon
n frame derived its
i name from the lightweight fra
aming that allow
wed a large volum
me of space to bbe enclosed economically.
The drawing
g shown above iss from was publlished nearly sixtty years after thee system was devveloped [Masonnry, Carpentry, Jooinery,
Internationa
al Library of Tecchnology Volumee 30 (1889; reprrint Chicago: Chhicago Review P
Press, 1980), Carrpentry section,
drawing bettween pages 101
1 and 102]. Abovve right: This ou
utbuilding on thee Whitten–McDoowell Farmstead,
d, site 107 in Secttion 21
of Florence Township, show
ws the use of ballloon framing forr agricultural buuildings in the suurvey area. Below right is a draw
wing of
balloon fram
ming from 1894 [William E. Belll, Carpentry Mad
de Easy, or the S
Science and Art of Framing (Phiiladelphia: Fergguson
Bros. & Co.., 1894), plate 5]]. Below left is a drawing of platf
tform or Westernn framing constrruction, a develoopment from ballloon
framing, published in the 19
930s [Charles George
G
Ramsey and
a Harold Reevve Sleeper, Archiitectural Graphicc Standards, 3rdd ed.
d Sons, 1941)].
(New York: John Wiley and

Will Countyy Rural Historic Structural Surveey
Florence To
ownship

P
Page 59

Wiss, Janney, Elstner Associates, Inc.

Farming trade publications touted the benefits of the balloon frame.105 Its inherent advantages led
American farmers to adopt the balloon frame as the standard structural framing system for houses by the
end of the century. Although many ethnic groups brought their own techniques of constructing
farmhouses and farm buildings with them to the United States, they often adopted balloon framing
techniques in whole or in part and adapted it to their traditions.106
As different architectural styles were introduced, the balloon frame was easily modified to create the
forms and spaces required. Albert Britt of Illinois, in his book An America That Was, describes his
family’s new farmhouse that “cost nearly a thousand dollars”:107
Farmhouses were built without benefit of architect or reference to a particular style or period. Such
plans as existed were principally in the head of the local carpenter who bossed the job. Ours was
named Perkins and he came from Alexis, all of six miles away . . . A model of our house could
have been made easily with a set of child’s building blocks, but it was roomy and comfortable
without dormers, turrets, or scrollsaw ornamentation, which were unpleasantly common on
dwellings of that time. Prime consideration was enough interior space to suit a family’s needs, and
if the house was leakproof through rain and snow and windproof for anything short of a cyclone,
all hands were satisfied. Houses were painted white, window blinds green. Barns were always
painted red and as the color weathered some of the barns were beautiful. If a barn was in sight
from the road it usually had the year of construction painted on it in large white numerals.108

With the completion of the new farmhouse, Britt goes on to describe how the older farm structures were
adapted for new functions: “with the building of a new home the little old one became a stable for horses,
and the lean-to kitchen the family smokehouse.”109 This shows the flexibility that the framing system
allowed, since these new functions required new or larger openings, relocating the structure, or
construction of additions.

105

Peterson, 15–24.
One example was German-Russian farmers from Eastern Europe: “German-Russians eventually combined Batsa
brick with balloon-frame construction, placing clay brick in walls between the studs to stabilize and insulate the
dwelling.” (Michael Koop, “German-Russians,” in America’s Architectural Roots: Ethnic Groups that Built
America, Dell Upton, ed. (New York: Preservation Press, John Wiley & Sons, 1986), 131.)
107
Albert Britt, An America That Was (Barre, Massachusetts: Barre Publishers, 1964), 33.
108
Ibid.
109
Ibid.
106
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Masonry
y Constructtion
Brick
Historicallly, brick massonry construction is relatiively uncomm
mon in the surrvey region. N
Nineteenth ceentury
examples of brick con
nstruction aree very rare; typically, thee locally abuundant limesttone was useed for
masonry work. A num
mber of early
y to late tweentieth centurry brick and clay masonrry structures were
documentted in Florencce Township, primarily inccluding resideences.

Left: The bu
ungalow-type house at the John R.
R Baskerville Farmstead,
F
site 999 in Section 22, is constructed oof brick masonryy.
Right: The Oscar
O
Morgan house,
h
site 43 in Section 7, is ano
other local examp
mple of a brick m
masonry farmhouuse.

Joliet Lim
mestone
One build
ding material dating from the
t earliest peeriod of Europpean settlemeent in northweestern Will C
County
was limestone quarrieed from the Des Plaines and Du Pagee River Vallleys. These ssame regionss later
provided gravel for usse in concretee construction
n in Will Couunty and the Chicago areaa. The Des Plaines
River Vallley northwesst of Florencce Township contains num
merous quarriies of limestoone, referred to as
Joliet Lim
mestone. Theese quarries were utilized
d first for lim
mestone for masonry construction buut are
primarily used today ass sources of gravel.
g
The area surrounding Joliet contaiins abundant supplies of limestone, deerived predom
minantly from
m the
Niagaran strata. Owin
ng to oxidatio
on of ferrous minerals conntained in thhe stone, the color of the stone
ranges fro
om buff near the
t surface to
o gray tones at
a deeper levels. Its surfacee is a hard, coompact and slightly
porous, brittle dolomitte. The stonee has thin seaams of greennish clay (cheert) running tthrough the w
whole
mass, whiich upon long
g exposure in
n alternately wet
w and dry coonditions cauuses the solid calcium carbbonate
110
0
layers to delaminate.
d
A prosperrous period fo
or quarrying stone in the Joliet
J
area be gan during thhe 1830s and lasted until nnearly
the end off the century. Martin H. Demmond
D
wass the first to qquarry stone iin the Joliet ddistrict, most likely
on the blluffs west off the Des Plaaines River overlooking
o
tthe fledgling Joliet settlem
ment. Comm
mercial
quarrying
g activities began about a decade
d
later, when William
m Davidson aand his brothher opened the first
of their qu
uarries in 184
45, one mile south
s
of Joliett at a point w
where the canaal turns west-southwest wiith the
curve of the river.111

110

Linda Ponte,
P
“The Ceelebrated Joliett Marble Field,,” in An Historrical Geographhy of the Lowerr Des Plaines Valley
Limestone Industry, Timee and Place in Joliet, Michaeel Conzen, ed. ((Chicago: The University of Chicago, 19888), 15.
111
Robert E. Sterling, Joliet:
J
Transpo
ortation and In
ndustry: A Picctorial Historyy (St. Louis, M
Missouri: G. B
Bradley
g, Inc., 1997), 116.
1
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The opening of the I & M Canal in
n 1848 provid
ded an easy m
means to trannsport stone qquarried in weestern
Will Cou
unty. Also, by
y the mid-1850s tracks fo
or the Chicaggo and Rock Island Railrroad had beenn laid
between the
t river and
d canal, afford
ding quarriess access to m
more transporrtation facilitiies. The limeestone
industry grew
g
steadily,, both in numb
ber and acreaage size of firm
ms.
The Greatt Chicago Firre of 1871 pro
ovided enorm
mous stimulatiion to the stonne quarrying industry. Not only
was stonee needed at once to replacce destroyed buildings,
b
esppecially in thhe city center, but new buuilding
ordinancees created a “fire” zone in
i which wood constructiion was (in theory) prohhibited. Manyy new
quarries were
w
started to cater to the increased demand. For examplle, the Joliett Stone Com
mpany
incorporated in 1872.1112 As the quarrry industry peaked in the 11880s, many smaller businnesses were bbought
out by much
m
larger operations or forced by co
ompetition too abandon thheir sites. The consolidatiion of
establisheed quarries ch
hanged the meethods of the business. Toools to crush, cut, rub, and saw stone beecame
more advaanced and raiised productio
on, while som
me of the old eestablished quuarries saw thhemselves ecllipsed
by newer and larger en
nterprises.

Surviving exxamples of locall limestone construction identifieed in Florence T
Township often iinclude foundatiions for residenttial and
agriculturall structures. Theese examples aree from the Jamees Kennedy Farm
mstead, site 8 inn Section 35 (above left); the E
Edward
Long Farmsstead, site 13 in Section 34 (abo
ove right); the la
andmark Lovell F
Farmstead , sitee 21 in Section 332 (below left); aand the
Swival–Stew
wart Farmstead, site 22 in Sectio
on 32 (below rig
ght).

However,, the development of smo
oother business links withh customers inn metropolitaan areas coulld not
offset com
mpetition from
m alternativee sources witth superior buuilding stonee, especially llimestone quuarried
near Bedfford, Indiana.. The availab
bility of the more
m
durable Indiana limeestone and thhe discovery oof the
112

Ibid.
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lack of long-term durability of the Joliet stone, in addition to the introduction of other building materials
such as concrete, led to the gradual decline of the Joliet area stone industry. Some quarries survived by
shifting production to crushed stone to use as aggregate for concrete or road and railroad construction.
Concrete
Although concrete was used by the Romans in antiquity, its use in recent times dates from the midnineteenth century. In 1860, S. T. Fowler patented a type of reinforced concrete wall construction, but it
was not until the 1870s and 1880s that examples had actually been constructed. By 1900 numerous
systems of reinforced concrete construction had been patented.113
Concrete was seen as a material with great potential for use on the farm. Farmers were given guidance in
using concrete on the farm, recommending its use in a variety of structures:
Concrete can be used on the farm for residences, barns, poultry houses, garages, piggeries, stalls
and mangers, milk houses, machine sheds, ice houses, silos, all kinds of tanks and troughs, vats
and wallows, manure pits, septic tanks, piers and foundations, sidewalls, steps, driveways, hen
nests, pump pits, fence posts, etc. . . .
Of all the buildings on the farm, which should be built of concrete, probably none is more
important than the silo. Here is a structure in which it is essential to keep the silage fresh in order
that the stock may be keep thrifty and growing all winter. The silo prevents a waste of corn stalks,
which contain about one-third of the food value of the entire crop, and it enables a large number of
animals to be maintained on a given number of acres. The concrete silo is ratproof, windproof,
fireproof and will withstand cyclones. It will not dry out in the hot summer months, keeps the
silage in perfect condition and can be constructed at a moderate first cost. There are four types of
silos: Monolithic, cement block, stave and cement plaster construction.
. . . Concrete buildings contain no crevices in which to harbor vermin, and this freedom from lice
makes it possible for the birds to retain more flesh at the end of the setting period and therefore
more strength. Poultry can withstand dry cold when housed, but cannot endure dampness or drafts
from below, and a concrete floor will also keep out rats. Instances are known where concrete is
used successfully for nests, dropping platforms and roosts, thus greatly simplifying the problem of
cleaning. The first requirement of a milk house is that it is scrupulously clean, and the construction
should be such as to eliminate breeding places for germs and cracks or crevices for dirt to collect,
making cleaning difficult or impossible. A milk house properly constructed of concrete fulfills
these requirements, and concrete floors are recommended for sanitary reasons, with proper
provisions for draining. The milk house should be located with reference to other buildings, such
as stables and manure pits.114

The survey area contains relatively few examples of cast-in-place concrete structures, which were
generally observed only for building foundations.
Concrete Block
Beginning in the early 1900s, mass production of concrete block units succeeded after several earlier
developments failed to lead to widespread production.115 Harmon S. Palmer patented a cast iron machine
with a removable core and adjustable sides in 1900, allowing companies and cottage industries to spring
up across the country. Palmer founded the Hollow Building Block Company in 1902, selling $200 block

113

William B. Coney, “Preservation of Historic Concrete: Problems and General Approaches,” National Park
Service Preservation Brief 15, 2.
114
“The Use of Concrete Work on the Farm,” Building Age (February 1917), 102–103.
115
Pamela H. Simpson, Cheap, Quick, and Easy: Imitative Architectural Materials, 1870–1930 (Knoxville,
Tennessee: University of Tennessee Press, 1999), 11.
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machines.. Other man
nufacturers who
w
flooded the market with similaar machines (without diirectly
infringing
g on Palmer’s patent) led to
o increased usse of concretee block in buiilding construuction.
The block
ks were prod
duced by mix
xing Portland cement, watter, sand, andd gravel aggrregate; placinng the
mixture in
n the machine and tampin
ng it down to eliminate vooids; and pullling a lever too release the block
from the machine. Newly made blocks were stacked until thhe concrete ccured, typicallly for one m
month.
Blocks weere made with a variety off face texturees and even coolor, with “roockface” blocck being one of the
most popu
ular styles.116

The survey area includes a number of conccrete block strucctures. Above lef
eft: An outbuildinng at the Moreyy Farmstead, sitte 57 in
Section 29, is built of concrrete masonry. Ab
bove right: The well house at B
Baxter–Heck Farrmstead, site 1144 in Section 20, is also
built of con
ncrete masonry. Below: Larger structures built of concrete m
masonry in the ssurvey area incllude the garagee at the
Mahoney–P
Phelan Farmstea
ad, site 82 in Secction 26, and thee rock-faced conncrete masonry garage at the R
Rink Farmstead, site 91
in Section 24.

Although early block
k machines and block manufactureers producedd units relattively larger than
contempo
orary units, by
y the mid-192
20s standardss were introduuced by concrrete productss organizationns that
included fabrication of
o units 8 by 8 by 16 incches in size. Other standaards, produceed by the Naational
Associatio
on of Cementt Users, the Concrete
C
Produ
ucers Associaation, and thee Concrete Block Manufaccturers
Associatio
on, promoted
d testing to im
mprove quality
y.117 Howeverr, concrete bloock began to fall out of favvor as
a building
g facing matterial during this same period. Duringg the 1930s, smooth-faceed block beggan to
dominate the industry as architectural styles chaanged. Also bby the later 19930s, mass production of block
units begaan to supplantt the use of eaarlier concretee block machhines.
116
117

Ibid., 24
4.
Ibid., 21
1–22.
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Just as wiith concrete, farmers weree encouraged to use concrrete block forr their structuures. At the aannual
meeting of
o the Illinois Farmers’ Insttitute in 1913, one lecturerr discussed cooncrete block for silos:
It is clear that the cash outlaay for materiaal becomes of the first impoortance and coost of labor
beecomes second
d. To illustrate, a man in such circumstancees might have gravel on his farm. Also,
hee might have lu
umber, which he could use temporarily
t
forr the scaffold. The cost of ceement block
molds
m
is slight, and if this maan were somew
what of a mechhanic, he woulld find it advaantageous to
seecure a mold or molds and make
m
his own ceement blocks aat odd times. Inn this way a ceement block
siilo could be built with less caash outlay than any other form
m of silo.118

Building trade
t
journalss also promoteed the use of concrete blocck on the farm
m:
Iff one may judg
ge from the dem
mand and the variety
v
of usess to which it is put, the concrrete block is
th
he most imporrtant of all cement produccts. When prooperly made itt has not failled to give
saatisfaction as a building maaterial and mu
uch of its poppularity has reesulted from thhe pleasing
arrchitectural efffects that have been brought about. Hollow
w blocks repressent a considerrable saving
in
n cost, without reducing the strength
s
so as to
t impair the saafety of the buuilding. The use of facings
to
o bring about pleasing exterio
or treatments has its advantagges while the innterior air cham
mbers allow
th
hem to conductt heat or cold but
b slowly. Thiss fact makes buuildings of thiss material warm
m in winter.

The surveey area has a few historic structures bu
uilt of concreete blocks, including outbuuildings as w
well as
garages. Concrete
C
blocck is also wideely used for building
b
founddations in thee survey area.

By the 1910
0s, farmers had several
s
choices of
o silos using con
ncrete block. Booth advertisemennts are from the ffarm journal Hooard’s
Dairyman, 1909.
1

118

M.L. King,
K
“Planning
g the Silo,” in Eighteenth An
nnual Report of the Illinois F
Farmers’ Instittute, H.A. McK
Keene,
ed. (Spring
gfield, Illinois: Illinois State Journal
J
Compaany, 1914), 64.
Will Countyy Rural Historic Structural Surveey
Florence To
ownship

P
Page 65

Wiss, Jann
ney, Elstner Associates,
A
Inc
c.

Classificcation of Farrmhouses
Most buillt structures can
c be groupeed into one of
o three categ ories of stylistic classificaation: “high sstyle,”
where thee building cleearly relates to
t a defined architectural
a
sstyle in form
m and detail; vvernacular or “folk
architectu
ure,” where bu
uilders or own
ners without formal archittectural traininng construct bbuildings bassed on
regional or
o cultural customs, and where
w
stylisticc elements derrived from sttyle books aree applied or m
mixed
within thee same structu
ure; and utilittarian, where style is entirrely secondarry and efficient use of matterials
is the prim
mary factor in
i the design.. Most buildiings fall into the categoriees of vernacuular and utilittarian.
Farmhousses were usuaally built by a builder or caarpenter, and rreflect generaal types of hoouses popular at the
time. A diiscussion of the
t utilitarian types of farm
m buildings is covered laterr in this chaptter. The discuussion
below firsst describes th
he architecturral styles foun
nd to some deegree in the ssurvey area. T
This is follow
wed by
an outlinee of the types of farmhousees, since mosst of these struuctures are beetter categoriized by this m
means,
with only the applied ornament
o
bein
ng classified by
b style. Som
me houses in tthe survey area have undeergone
extensive renovations, making identification of a style or typee difficult. Inn these situatioons, an assesssment
has been made as to possible
p
orig
ginal style or type with nootes made inn the commennt portion off each
survey forrm giving add
ditional inform
mation on add
ditions or alteerations.

Architecctural Style
In the seccond half of the
t nineteenth
h century, arcchitectural sty
tyles were dissseminated thhrough style bbooks
promoting
g not only aesthetic featu
ures of housees but also tthe orderly qqualities for a proper dom
mestic
119
environment. Anoth
her source off building ideeas was agriicultural jourrnals. Althouugh carpenterrs and
builders rarely
r
followeed such book
ks and journaals exactly, thhese publicattions did influuence the typpes of
houses beeing construccted (as discu
ussed in the next
n
section) as well as thhe stylistic ellements appliied to
those hou
uses. Althoug
gh it is unlik
kely that man
ny of the buiildings in thee survey areaa were built using
designs or
o supervision of academ
mically traineed architects,, many of tthe farmhousses were buiilt by
carpenterss and builderss competent at
a applying fashionable arcchitectural styyles in their w
work.

Left: The ho
ouse at the Moreey Farmstead, sitte 65 in Section 28, was built in the 1860s usingg the Greek Revivval style, althouggh
later remod
deling has obscurred some stylistic details.

Greek Reevival
The Greek
k Revival sty
yle was popullar in the Uniited States beeginning in thhe 1820s and continued in some
regions un
ntil the 1870ss. Inspired by
y archaeologiccal excavatioons and measuured drawinggs of ancient G
Greek
temples, the
t style was developed by
b America’s first trained architects annd spread by pattern bookks that
119

Peterson
n, Homes in the Heartland, 68.
6
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influenced
d carpenters and
a builders across the rellatively younng United Staates. Americaan culture fouund an
identificattion with thee democracy in Ancient Greece.
G
Greekk Revival buuildings have simple rectiilinear
forms, pro
ominent classsical ornamen
nt, molded co
ornices and w
window lintells, and other ornamental m
motifs
inspired by
b Classical architecture.
a
The
T style’s sim
mple massingg and details went along w
with the someetimes
limited materials
m
and resources of ru
ural areas.
Gothic Reevival
Gothic Reevival was rou
ughly contem
mporary with Greek
G
Revivaal, although w
with very diffe
ferent inspiratiion. It
utilized laate Medieval Gothic formss that have vertically oriennted massingg with steeplyy sloped roofs
fs, and
detail feaatures such as
a pointed arrches, narrow
w lancet winndows, decorrative bargebboards and fi
finials,
battlemen
nted parapets, and clusterrs of chimneey stacks. L
Like Greek R
Revival, patttern books gguided
architects and builderrs. Andrew Jackson Dow
wning’s Thee Architecturre of Countrry Houses hhelped
popularizee this style. Gothic
G
Revivaal architecturee was not obseerved in the ssurvey area.
Second Empire
E
The Secon
nd Empire sty
yle took its name
n
from thee public builddings with maansard roofs built under F
French
emperor Napoleon
N
III. (The first em
mpire was the reign of his uuncle, Napoleeon). The stylle was transfoormed
and applieed in the United States to domestic as well
w as instituutional buildiings. In addition to the maansard
roof and architecturall features oftten present on
o Italianate buildings, S
Second Empirre buildings often
feature ricch classical or
o baroque dettailing and do
ormer window
ws with molddings or hoodds. No exampples of
Second Em
mpire are exttant in the surrvey area.
Italianatee
Italianate,, or Italianate Victorian, was
w one of thee most populaar and fashionnable buildingg styles in thee mid1800s, po
opular from about
a
1850 to
o 1880. Inspired by Italiaan Renaissannce architectuure, Italianatee style
houses feaature rectilineear massing, low pitched roofs,
r
overhaanging eaves w
with bracketeed cornice, annd tall
rectangulaar windows. Other featurees often preseent are moldiings or hoodss around winddow lintels (w
which
are somettimes arched)) and polygon
nal or rectang
gular bays or towers. Exam
mples of Italiaanate style deesigns
were only
y identified on
n select porch
h elements witthin the surveey area.

Left: The ho
ouse at the Bell–
–Hazzard Farmsttead, site 53 in Section
S
30, was bbuilt in 1904 disp
splays the irreguular massing typiical of
the Queen Anne
A
style. Rightt: The house at th
he O'Brien Farm
mstead, site 92 inn Section 24, is a locally rare exxample of the usee of
Queen Annee style detailing on a house.

Queen An
nne
Popular in
n the last two
o decades of the nineteen
nth century, thhis building sstyle in its puurest form uttilized
irregular, asymmetricaal massing and
a
floor plaans, several ttypes of building materiaals, and exteensive
ornament to create an eclectic archiitectural tapestry that was often pictureesque and enttertaining. Noone of
the farmh
houses in the survey regio
on reflect all of the prim
mary elementss of Queen A
Anne, althouggh the
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massing and
a details off some of them
m show Queeen Anne influuence, likely ddue to the inffluence of thee style
on buildeers and carpeenters. The name
n
“Queen Anne” forr this style oof design waas popularizeed by
nineteenth
h century Eng
glish architectts led by Rich
hard Normann Shaw, althouugh the archittectural preceedents
from the reign
r
of Queeen Anne (1702
2–1714) havee little connecction to this hheavily ornam
mented style. A few
Queen An
nne style housses were docu
umented in th
he survey areaa.
Colonial and
a Georgian
n Revival
After the comparative excesses of th
he Italianate, Second Empiire, and Queeen Anne stylees, the Coloniaal and
Georgian Revival sty
yles are morre restrained and utilize stricter use of ornamennt and propoortion.
Introduced on the east coast at the end
e of the nin
neteenth centu
tury, the Coloonial Revival style spread to the
Midwest over
o
the nextt decade and became
b
an in
nfluential stylle for larger hhomes and puublic buildinggs into
the 1930ss. The rectilin
near forms off Colonial Reevival structuures are oftenn symmetricaal and have ggabled
roofs with
h dormers, claassical colum
mns and ornam
ment, and ornnamental winddow shutters.. Georgian Reevival
buildings differ in that they adheree more closelly to symmettrical floor pllans, have strrong cornice lines,
Flemish bond
b
brick co
oursing, waterrtables, and other
o
elementts of traditionnal Colonial pperiod architeecture.
Colonial Revival arch
hitecture is not strongly present
p
in thee survey area, although ssome houses have
Colonial Revival
R
elemeents.

Left: The ho
ouse at the James Kennedy Farm
mstead, site 8 in Section
S
35, was built in 1883 annd is an early exaample of the usee of
Colonial Reevival details succh as the classica
al porch column
ns. Right: This H
Howard Hyde Hoouse, site 110 in Section 20 show
ws
some Colo
onial Revival stylle details applied
d to an American
n Foursquare typ
ype house.

Craftsman or Arts and
d Crafts Stylee
The Arts and Crafts movement
m
orig
ginated in En
ngland in the mid-nineteennth century, aalthough it diid not
become fashionable
f
in
n the United States until the
t first two decades of thhe twentieth century. Thee style
favored simple
s
design
ns with natu
ural materials, low-pitchedd roofs, batttered wall treeatments, exxposed
rafters, an
nd casement and double hung window
ws. No true examples off Craftsman style houses were
identified in the surveey area, altho
ough several of the housees in the survvey include C
Craftsman-insspired
features.
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Left: The bu
ungalow at the Barr
B
Brothers Fa
armstead, site 26
6 in Section 31, sshows Craftsmann-inspired detaills such as the eaave
brackets. Riight: The house at
a James White Farmstead,
F
site 17 in Section 333, has a Craftsmaan-style porch thhat was likely addded to
an older mid
d-nineteenth cen
ntury house in th
he early twentieth
h century.

Prairie Sttyle
The Prairrie Style was developed by
b several arcchitects in thhe Midwest bbut originatedd chiefly from
m the
Chicago area, where Frank Lloyd
d Wright, Walter Burley Griffin, Marrion Mahonyy Griffin, W
William
Purcell, an
nd George Ellmslie (among
g others) form
mulated a set of principles uniquely suiited to and insspired
by the Am
merican subu
urban and rurral landscape. In many w
ways this stylee developed from the Artts and
Crafts mo
ovement, altho
ough it was a distinct style with its ow
wn characterisstics. Prairie S
Style structures are
characteriized by broad
d, horizontal massing,
m
hipp
ped and gableed roofs withh deep overhaangs, asymmeetrical
floor plan
ns, and geom
metric detailin
ng based on nature
n
motifs . Natural andd earth-tonedd materials suuch as
wood, stu
ucco, and briick predomin
nate, and win
ndows often hhave leaded glass window
ws that repeaat and
develop nature
n
motifs.. The style was
w fashionable from arouund 1895 to 11920. The surrvey area doees not
have any “high style” Prairie
P
Style houses.
h

Left: The Osscar Morgan Ho
ouse, site 43 in Section
S
7, is a typ
pical local examp
mple of the Tudorr Revival style.

Tudor Reevival
From abo
out 1910 to 19
940, Tudor Revival
R
was on
ne of several fashionable rrevival styless in practice. B
Based
on Englissh late mediev
val architectu
ure, the style was adapted to unique Am
merican buildding forms crreated
by the baalloon frame. Although Tu
udor Revival buildings weere also builtt in stone, thee use of woood and
stucco to imitate a half-timbered ap
ppearance waas a predominnant feature. Often times oonly the grouund or
first floor was clad witth stone whilee the upper sto
ory was clad with wood annd stucco “haalf-timbering..” The
style also
o utilized asy
ymmetrical floor
f
plans and
a
massing,, narrow muulti-paned wiindows, prom
minent
masonry chimneys,
c
an
nd steeply slop
ped roofs. One
O Tudor Reevival style hoouse was notted during thee field
survey.
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House Types
Vernacular residential dwellings are not always suited to classification by architectural style because style
is not the primary organizing principle in their design. Most vernacular houses relate to a type that
describes or classifies their massing and floor plan. This section discusses the different types of housing
found specifically in the survey area. Additional types and subtypes do exist but have been excluded
because they are not pertinent to the discussion of Florence Township.
During the survey, very few structures could be readily identified that date from the earliest period of
settlement (approximately the 1840s and 1850s). House types dating from the earliest settlement may
have used configurations known as single pen or double pen, which basically are one or two room houses
respectively. A double pen dogtrot consists of two rooms with the space in between covered by the roof.
A saddlebag house is similar to the double pen except for the inclusion of a central chimney between the
two rooms.
The house types classified below are those that are typically found in the survey area. As with any
classification system, alternate systems could be utilized. Most of the definitions provided below were
derived from How to Complete the Ohio Historic Inventory by Stephen C. Gordon.120 Building forms
followed the movement of settlers from New England westward through the Ohio Valley to Illinois.121
However, a significant number of the settlers in the survey area were new immigrants to the United
States. Their influence on the region’s buildings is visible in some of the extant house types, but more
readily visible in the barns and other farm structures.
I House
The name “I House” was first recognized in 1930 as a housing type in Indiana that had originated in the
Middle Atlantic states. The form was later identified in the other Midwestern “I” states of Illinois and
Iowa.122 The form consists of a two story, one room deep plan that is at least two rooms wide. Chimneys
were often placed at each end of the floor plan. No examples of the I House type were identified in
Florence Township during the survey.
Hall and Parlor
The Hall and Parlor house is a simple rectangular plan dwelling one to one-and-a-half stories in height,
with a side oriented gable roof. In plan, these types of houses have one larger room for the kitchen and
daily living and a side room used as a more formal parlor or a bedroom. There is often an addition at the
rear of the house extending from the parlor side. Chimneys are often placed at each end of the house. The
type was used less often after the late 1800s.123 No Hall and Parlor houses were identified in the survey
area.
New England One and a Half
This house type is a rectangular plan dwelling, one to one-and-a-half stories in height and at least two
bays wide. Flanking a central entrance hall and stairs are two large rooms with two or more smaller rooms
120

Stephen C. Gordon, How to Complete the Ohio Historic Inventory (Columbus, Ohio: Ohio Historic Preservation
Office, 1992).
121
For overviews of patterns of ethnic migration and diffusion, see Fred B. Kniffen, “Folk Housing: Key to
Diffusion,” in Common Places: Readings in American Vernacular Architecture, Dell Upton and John Michael
Vlach, eds. (Athens, Georgia: University of Georgia Press, 1986); and John A. Jakle, Robert W. Bastian, and
Douglas K. Meyer, Common Houses in America’s Small Towns: The Atlantic Seaboard to the Mississippi Valley
(Athens, Georgia: University of Georgia Press, 1989).
122
Kniffen, 7–8.
123
Gordon, 125. Since the form can be confused with later cottage types of houses, one feature that can date it
properly is the height to width ratios of the window openings: tall window openings usually date a house to the
1800s.
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across thee rear of the house. Somee houses of th
his type are nnot symmetriical across thhe front, depeending
upon the interior layout. New Eng
gland One an
nd a Half houuses were poppular from thhe earliest daays of
unty in the 18
830s up to thee Civil War. T
They often innclude Greek Revival ornaament,
settlementt in Will Cou
such as pilasters,
p
arch
hitraves, corniice returns, and
a entablaturre panels. Faarming settlerrs emigratingg from
New England, where this
t
house typ
pe originated
d, brought thi s house type with them too the Midwesst. No
E
One and
a a Half typ
pe were identtified in the suurvey area.
examples of the New England
Side Halllway
Side Hallw
way houses are
a typically simple
s
rectilin
near volumess, two stories in height, annd often with gable
roofs orieented to the front
fr
or the siide. In plan th
he entry is att the end bay of the front elevation, oppening
into the main
m
stair halll. Adjacent to
t the hall is the main parrlor with addditional roomss at the rear oof the
house. Th
he form was popular
p
until the 1880s.124 Several Sidee Hallway typpe houses were identified in the
survey areea. Some hou
uses may have been origin
nally construccted as Side H
Hallway typess but have evvolved
to other ty
ypes through subsequent ad
dditions.
a Wing
Upright and
The Uprig
ght and Wing
g was populaar in the mid to late 1800ss.125 The typee consists of an upright poortion
with a gab
ble end, usuallly one-and-aa-half to two stories,
s
and a one to one-aand-a-half storry wing. The gable
end of thee wing is usu
ually at or below the eave of the uprighht. Upright annd Wing type houses have T- or
L-shaped floor plans. Inside, the wing
w
containss a kitchen an
and one or tw
wo bedrooms and the upriight a
126
parlor and
d additional bedrooms.
b
The
T Upright and
a Wing typpe is commonn throughout W
Will County aand is
prevalent in Florence Township.
T
Ab
bout twenty percent of the surveyed farm
mhouses are tthis type.

Upright and
d wing type hou
uses common in Florence Town
nship. Left: The house at the Jaames J. Kennedy
dy Farmstead, siite 7 in
Section 35, shows the defining characteristtics of the uprigh
ht and wing typee. Right: The hoouse at the Swivval–Stewart Farm
mstead,
site 22 in Seection 32, is an upright
u
and wing
g type.

Gabled Ell
E
The Gabled Ell house type usually dates from th
he two decaddes after the C
Civil War.127 It has an L-shhaped
plan, som
metimes with additions
a
to fo
orm a T-shaped plan, and uusually is twoo stories in heeight with a ggabled
roof. With
hin the main “L”
“ there is often
o
a porch. In most arranngements, thee gable end oof the shorter of the
124

Ibid., 12
26.
Peterso
on groups the Upright and Wing
W
with the Gabled Ell tyype (both beinng forms of L-- or T-plan hoouses),
making it “the most num
merous and faamiliar farmho
ouse type in thhe Upper Middwest…” (Peteerson, Homes in the
Heartland,, 96.) Peterson
n also notes thaat many L- and
d T-plan housees are the resullt of additions being construccted to
existing rectangular housse forms (Ibid.,, 99).
126
Gordon
n, How to Comp
plete the Ohio Historic Inven
ntory, 132.
127
Ibid., 13
36.
125
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two wingss faces the strreet or main approach
a
with
h the broad siide of the othher wing at the side. The G
Gabled
Ell type iss common in Florence Tow
wnship, repressenting aboutt twenty perceent of the survveyed farmhoouses.

The Gabled
d Ell type is com
mmon in Florencce Township. Lef
eft: the house at the Martin–Basskerville Farmsttead, site 94 in SSection
23, Right: th
he house at the Dixon–Jackson
D
Farmstead,
F
site 98
9 in Section 222.

Four-over-Four
The Four--over-Four baasically consiists of a centrral hallway flaanked by twoo rooms on eaach side in a house
two to tw
wo-and-a-halff stories in heeight. This house
h
type ussually has a gable roof, w
with the ridge line
running parallel
p
to thee front face. Exploiting balloon
b
framee constructionn, the form w
was popular iin the
middle 18
800s, although
h it returned during
d
the vo
ogue of the Coolonial and G
Georgian Reviival styles. Seeveral
Four-overr-Four type faarmhouses weere identified in Florence T
Township.
Gable Fro
ont
The Gablee Front housee describes a variety
v
of hou
use types datiing from the m
mid-1800s thrrough the 19220s. It
is similar to the Four-o
over-Four, ex
xcept that the main entrancce at the gablle end facingg the street orr main
approach. It is also sim
milar to the Side
S
Hallway
y type, and uusually has a rectangular ffloor plan. Seeveral
Gable Fro
ont type houses were identtified in Floreence Townshiip. Most exam
mples are onee-and-a-half sstories
in height.

Two examplles of the Gablee Front type in Florence
F
Townsh
hip: at left, the Ohlhues-Watlingg Farmstead, siite 69 in Sectionn 28; at
right, site 10
03 in Section 21.
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American
n Foursquaree
The Amerrican Foursqu
uare128 was in
ntroduced aro
ound 1900 andd continued tto be popularr until the 19220s. It
consists of
o a two to tw
wo-and-a-half story block with
w a roughly
ly square flooor plan with ffour rooms onn each
floor. Roo
ofs are hippeed or pyramiidal, with dormer window
ws (hipped annd gable) onn at least the front
elevation and sometim
mes the side and
a rear elev
vations. Fourssquares usuallly have fronnt porches butt may
ws (some exteending both stories)
s
and oone story reaar additions. M
Many Foursqquares
also have bay window
were builtt from plans developed
d
by
y local lumberr companies oor mail orderr sources that advertised inn farm
journals; others were purchased
p
wh
hole and deliivered as pree-cut, ready-to-assemble hhouses from S
Sears,
Roebuck and Compan
ny or home manufacturers
m
. American F
Foursquare tyype farmhousses are comm
mon in
the survey
y area, represeenting approx
ximately fifteen percent off the farmhousses surveyed..

Two examples of the Four Square type in
n Florence Town
nship: at left, thhe house at the James Kennedyy Farmstead, siite 8 in
Section 35; at right, the hou
use at the Claren
nce E. White Farrmstead, site 20 in Section 32.

w
Bungalow
The term bungalow derrives from thee word banglla, an Indian w
word adoptedd by the Britissh in the ninetteenth
century fo
or a one storry house with
h porches. Th
he American house form descended frrom the Craft
ftsman
movemen
nt, using naturral materials and
a simple fo
orms to createe an informal domestic envvironment. Poopular
from apprroximately 19
905 to 1935, there
t
are two basic types oof bungalows (and numeroous subtypes), each
deriving its
i name from
m the dominan
nt roof forms.. The Dormerr Front Bungaalow (also called the Shedd Roof
Bungalow
w) has a gablee or shed roof turned paraallel to the froont elevation and a single large dormerr. The
Gable Fro
ont has a fro
ont facing gaable, with th
he ridge of thhe roof runnning perpendiicular to the main
elevation. The relativeely few exam
mples of the Bungalow
B
typpe in the survvey area are somewhat simpler
than thosee found in ciity and suburrban neighbo
orhoods and llack stylistic features succh as exposedd roof
beams, orrnamental waall trim, or shingle
s
siding
g. Several buungalow typee houses were identified iin the
survey areea.

128

The term
m “American Foursquare”
F
was
w coined by Clem
C
Labine, fo
former editor of the Old-Housse Journal. (Gordon,
How to Co
omplete the Ohio Historic Invventory, 137.)
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alow type in Florrence Township: at left, the Barrr Brothers Farm
mstead, site 26 in Section 31; aat right,
Two examplles of the bunga
the John R. Baskerville Farm
mstead, site 99 in
i Section 22.

Cape Cod
d
The Capee Cod was a popular housse type from the 1920s too the early 19950s. The typpe was inspirred by
eighteenth
h century cotttages in Massachusetts and
a Virginia.1129 The Capee Cod has a ssimple rectanngular
plan, one story in heiight with dorrmers and a gable roof. S
Several Capee Cod type hhouses in Floorence
Township
p were docum
mented during the survey.

Two examplles of the Cape Cod type in Florrence Township: at left, the Skeehan Tenant Farrmstead, site 18 in Section 32; aat right,
the Rink Farmstead, site 91 in Section 24.

Ranch
Because the
t ranch type is a relativeely recent domestic archittecture develoopment (it geenerally datess from
the post-W
World War II
I era), ranch
h style houses were generrally not recoorded in the rural surveyy. The
presence of a ranch sty
yle house waas noted on th
he site plan oof surveyed fa
farmsteads to indicate that these
houses lik
kely replaced the original house on thee site or proviided an addittional dwellinng on the prooperty.
Ranch sty
yle houses aree usually onee or at most two
t
stories an
and have rambbling floor plans and relaatively
low-pitched hipped or gabled roofs.. Although much
m
of the neewer housing in recently developed areaas has
features and
a elements reminiscent
r
of
o older archittectural styless (Colonial R
Revival, Dutchh Colonial, orr even
Queen An
nne), its true architectural
a
lineage
l
tracess back to the rranch houses of the 1950s and 1960s.

129

Ibid., 14
40.
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Two examplles of the Ranch
h type in Florencce Township: at left, site 101 in Section 21; at rright, the Gibbonns–Quigley Farm
mstead,
site 121 in Section
S
13.
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Development of the Barn
The barns of the Midwest have several typical functions: animal shelter, crop storage, crop processing,
equipment storage, and machinery repair. However, barns also have specialized functions designated by
adjectives such as “sheep” barn or “dairy” barn. In some instances a substitute term was used such as hog
house or implement shed, especially if a larger multipurpose “barn” is also on the farm. Nonetheless,
these structures shared some similar forms and structural systems.130
Pioneer settlers, faced with clearing virgin forest or breaking sod, usually had little time to do more than
erect a roughhouse and perhaps a crude animal shelter in the first years of settlement. Not until after some
ten years on a homestead, or perhaps not even until the second generation, did the pioneer have the means
to construct a large barn.131
The need for large barns necessitated the development of structural systems to enclose large volumes of
space. As the frontier of settlement passed into the Midwest, many early barns were constructed of logs
by settlers who either possessed log-building skills or gained these techniques by association with other
ethnic or cultural groups. Although the eastern Midwest was well forested, providing sufficient log
materials, the prairies of the central Midwest (including Illinois) had less forested land to supply log
construction. Therefore, other solutions were required.132
The skeletal framework of barns consists typically of sill timbers resting directly on the foundation
(usually stone, although concrete was introduced in the early 1900s). The sills also form the substructure
for the floor joists and wall framing. The barn’s joists sometimes remained round, except for the top side,
which was flattened to accommodate floorboards. Most early barns had a gable roof composed of rafters,
rough sawn boards, and wooden shingles. Vertically attached boards, some as large as fourteen inches
wide, ran from the sill to the top plate of the wall for siding on timber frame barns.133
As discussed earlier in this chapter, light framing techniques and advanced wood milling machines
influenced the development of Midwestern farmhouses. However, barns continued to be built with heavy
timber. As these large framing members became scarce and expensive in the early twentieth century, new
innovations were sought, such as plank framing that featured the substitution of plank lumber for heavy
long, square timbers.134

130

Allen G. Noble and Hubert G. H. Wilhelm, “The Farm Barns of the American Midwest,” in Barns of the
Midwest, Allen G. Noble and Hubert G. H. Wilhelm, ed. (Athens, Ohio: Ohio University Press, 1995), 9.
131
Hubert G.H. Wilhelm, “Midwestern Barns and Their Germanic Connections,” in Barns of the Midwest, 65.
132
Ibid.
133
Ibid., 48–50.
134
Lowell J. Soike, “Within the Reach of All: Midwest Barns Perfected,” in Barns of the Midwest, Allen G. Noble
and Hubert G. H. Wilhelm, ed. (Athens, Ohio: Ohio University Press, 1995), 147. Two major forms of plank
framing developed. The first took dimension plank lumber and imitated heavy timber framing, carrying the loads
through posts and beams. The second type opened up the center of the barn by using a truss for the framing bents.
This was followed by an adaptation of the balloon framing for barn construction. Stud walls replaced posts and girts
for handling loads; roof loads were carried by trusses made from lighter weight lumber (Ibid., 155–156).
Page 76

Will County Rural Historic Structural Survey
Florence Township

Wiss, Janney, Elstn
ner Associates, Inc.

Left: A draw
wing of heavy tim
mber barn framin
ng from 1894 [W
William E. Bell, C
Carpentry Madee Easy, or the Science and Art off
Framing (Ph
hiladelphia: Ferrguson Bros. & Co.,
C 1894), platee 7]. Right: This type of braced fframing is evidennt at the historicc bank
barn on the Swival–Stewartt Farmstead, sitee 22 in Section 32 of Florence Toownship.

At the beeginning of th
he twentieth century, new
w barn buildiing ideas em
merged from a growing fieeld of
experts: agricultural
a
en
ngineers, exp
periment statiion researcheers, and comm
mercial farm planning serrvices.
The Amerrican Society
y of Agricultu
ural Engineerss (ASAE) sooon contained a committee on farm strucctures
after its formation.
f
Th
he result of these
t
efforts widened the variety of barn building plans availabble to
farmers an
nd encourageed improved building
b
stand
dards.135 At aabout this tim
me, manufactuurers and markketers
of pre-cutt, ready-to-asssemble housses (such as the Americaan Foursquaree house typee discussed aabove)
entered th
he market forr barn constrruction. Two major Iowa firms, the L
Louden Machiinery Compaany of
Fairfield and
a the Gordo
on-Van Tine Company off Davenport, aadvertised plaans for their ppre-cut barns along
with theirr pre-cut homees.
Engineeriing research led
l to the dev
velopment off framing for gambrel roofs, culminatinng in the Clyyde or
Iowa truss. (The shapee of the gamb
brel roof allo
owed a largerr loft space too store hay thhan the gablee roof
allowed.) The first steep in this dev
velopment waas the work oof John Shaw
wver of Ohio,, who develooped a
gambrel truss
t
form usiing sawn lum
mber. The Iow
wa truss was ddeveloped byy A.W. Clydee, an engineerr with
the Iowa State
S
Collegee farm extensiion service, around
a
1920. IIt allowed coonstruction off a stiff frame at far
lower cost than the Shaawver truss, which
w
requireed expensive eextra-length m
material.136
135

Ibid., 15
58.
Ibid. The
T open loft, free from inteerior braces liike those usedd in the Shawvver and Iowa trusses, was finally
achieved with
w the laminaated gothic arch
h roof. The gotthic roof was ddeveloped overr a two decade period, with ann early
system usin
ng sawn board
ds 12 inches wiide, 1 inch thicck, and 3 to 4 fe
feet long from w
which the outsside edge was sshaved
to the need
ded curvature. Three or fourr plies were laaminated togetther with nailss, with splices staggered alonng the
curve. Theese rafters weree placed 2 feet on center. How
wever, due to tthe material waasted in shavinng the lumber aand the
labor consu
umed in sawin
ng and nailing,, farmers and builders
b
were sslow to adopt tthis system. Bent or sprung arches
136
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The Shawveer and sawn goth
hic arch barn roo
of rafters. [Dean
ne G. Carter andd W.A. Foster, F
Farm Buildings, Third Edition. N
New
York: John Wiley & Sons, 1941), 136, 141.]]

During th
he 1930s, thee Gothic rooff entered the last phase oof its evolutioon. At Iowa State Agricuultural
College, Henry Giesee tested existing types of
o laminated bent rafters in an attem
mpt to solve their
shortcomiings. Working
g in collaboraation with Ro
ock Island Luumber Compaany, distributor of Weyerhhauser
Forest Pro
oducts, he exp
plored the po
otential of mo
odern glues too yield a stronnger bent raft
fter. Using Doouglas
fir, clear of knots an
nd defects, gllue-laminated
d under apprroximately 1000 pounds pper square innch of
pressure and
a shaped to
o an arch forrm, the rafterr was strongeer than those laminated coonventionallyy with
nails and bolts (eitherr the shaved- or bent-lumb
ber techniquees). Rafter peerformance w
was also impproved
with the use
u of hinge connections
c
at
a the supportts. Weyerhau ser was markketing these ffactory-built rrafters
under the trademark of
o Rilco by 19
938.137 The United
U
States Forest Produucts Laboratoory also perfoormed
tests on glued
g
laminatted constructiion. Their lab
boratory testss showed thatt laminated rrafters were tw
wo to
four timess stronger thaan ordinary beent and sawed
d rafters laminnated with naails.138
The two-sstory loft barn
n ceased to be
b built shortlly after Worl d War II.139 IIn the first haalf of the tweentieth
century th
he dependencce on draft an
nimals waned and mechaniical power inn the form of tractors increeased,
140
and farmeers no longer needed loft space.
s
Farm
mers began too build fewer custom woodd frame strucctures,
which were susceptiblee to fires, as manufactured
m
d buildings ussing steel becaame availablee. Early metall-barn
were the seecond major ty
ype of curved rafter construcction, first usedd in an experim
ment in Davis, California, inn 1916.
The perceiived savings in
n material and
d labor required
d to produce tthe same contoour by bendingg instead of saawing,
made this system more popular. Ben
nt-rafter gothicc arch construuction, althouggh more econoomical in laboor and
p
less rigid that the moree expensive saw
wed type. For tthis reason, maany farmers addopted a combiination
material, proved
of the two,, with the saweed rafters spaceed every 8 to 12
1 feet and thee bent rafters sppaced betweenn, twenty-four inches
on center (Ibid.,
(
161–2).
137
Ibid., 16
62–163.
138
Ibid., 16
64.
139
Ibid., 16
65.
140
In 1930
0, 61,000 comb
bines were coun
nted by the U.S. Census; in 11953, 918,000.. One in six farrmers already oowned
a tractor by
y 1932. In 194
44, 14 percent of the nation’s hay was harv
rvested with w
windrow balers;; by 1948, the figure
was 46 perrcent. See Glen
nn A. Harper and
a Steve Gorrdon, “The Moodern Midwestern Barn, 19000–Present,” in Barns
of the Midw
west, Noble an
nd Wilhelm, ed
d., 225.
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types, succh as Quonseets, developed initially in the 1930s aand gained a notable meaasure of popuularity
among so
ome Midwesteern farmers immediately after
a
World W
War II. One oof the leadingg manufacturrers of
Quonset barns
b
and sh
heds was thee Great Lakees Steel Corpporation of D
Detroit, whosse structures were
purported
d to be firepro
oof, rat-prooff, and sag-pro
oof. Corrugatted metal wass also a sugggested coverinng for
wooden barn
b
siding, and organizaations as thee Asbestos F
Farm Servicee Bureau proomoted the uuse of
asbestos-b
based cementt boards for ree-siding old barns.141
Because lofts
l
were no longer needeed, one-story
y barn construuction becam
me more standdard in the poostwar
years. Th
he shift from loose to baleed or choppeed hay reduceed the need for haymowss as many faarmers
adopted th
he “loose-hou
using” or “loaafing” system
m for housingg cattle. Univeersity of Wisconsin agricuultural
scientists argued that cows
c
would be
b more conttent and give more milk iff they were aallowed to roam in
and out off the barn at will.
w The loosse-housing sy
ystem resultedd in the consttruction of onne-story galvaanized
142
all-steel barns.
b
The pole barn waas a simple method
m
for coonstructing thhe necessary eenclosure forr farm
implemen
nts and the lim
mited amountt of hay still required
r
on thhe farm. Polee barns use roound poles seet into
small, ind
dividual found
dations, to wh
hich engineereed roof trussees and wall giirts and sidingg are attachedd. The
structural concept for the
t modern pole barn was developed byy H. Howard Doane of St.. Louis in thee early
1930s. Hee and Georgee Perkins, hiss farm manag
ger, used creeosoted woodd poles (whicch were comm
monly
used for telephone
t
polles) for the veertical structu
ural memberss.143 Pole barrns and manuufactured builldings
are comm
mon throughou
ut the survey area, and rem
main the standdard means off constructionn for contempporary
farm build
dings.

Left: An advvertisement for a metal covered machine shed siimilar in form too a Quonset shedd, from the Peoriia publication Thhe
Illinois Farm
mers Guide, Aug
gust 1939. Right:: An advertising postcard for a M
Morton Buildingg, manufactured by Interlocking Fence
Company off Morton, Illinoiss.

141

Ibid., 22
26.
Ibid., 22
25.
143
Ibid.
142
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Barn Ty
ypes
As with house
h
types, several systeems have beeen used to cllassify barns,, either by fuunction; shappe and
structural system; ethn
nic traditions and their inffluence; or reegional charaacteristics andd commonaltties.144
The classification typees developed below are baased on Allenn G. Noble annd Richard K
K. Cleek’s Thhe Old
Barn Boo
ok: A Field Guide
G
to Norrth American Barns & Otther Farm Sttructures and Allen G. Nooble’s
Wood, Brick & Stone. Classification
C
n is generally made by the shape and fuunction of the barn.
B
Three-bayy Threshing Barn
The threee-bay threshin
ng barn (also called the En
nglish barn) w
was introduced into Northh America through
English colonial
c
settllement in so
outhern New
w England.1455 The Engliish and conntinental Euroopean
immigran
nts of the earlly 1800s intro
oduced this barn
b
type to thhe Midwest. It was originnally designedd as a
single fun
nction barn to
o store or proccess grain and was most ssuitable for sm
mall-scale, suubsistence farrms. It
is a singlee level, rectan
ngular structurre divided intto three parts or sections, eeach termed a bay.

Two examplles of the three-bay threshing barn type in Florrence Township:: left, the local llandmark Lovelll Farmstead, sitte 21 in
Section 32; right, the Martin
n–Baskerville Fa
armstead, site 94
4 in Section 23.

Large dou
uble doors aree centered on both long sid
des of the struucture. Hand threshing with a grain flaiil was
done in th
he central bay, sometimess called the th
hreshing bayy. Following tthreshing, thee large doorss were
opened to
o create a drafft, which, durring winnowiing, would seeparate the chhaff from the heavier grainn, and
carry it aw
way. Flanking
g the central bay were thee other two baays of generaally equal dim
mensions. Onne was
used durin
ng the fall orr winter to sto
ore sheaves of
o harvested ggrain, awaitinng threshing. The other bayy was
used for storing
s
the thrreshed grain, commonly in
n bins, and strraw, which w
was used as feeed and beddinng for
146
horses an
nd cattle. Early
E
examplees had steeplly pitched (o ver 45 degreees) gable roofs and low stone
foundations. They werre sided in veertical boards with small vventilation oppenings high on the gable ends.
Windows are largely absent,
a
althou
ugh later verssions includeed them at annimal stall loccations. Gablle-end
sheds werre a common addition.147
Eventually
y, as dairyin
ng replaced wheat
w
producction in the aagricultural eeconomy, thee threshing/sttorage
function of
o this barn type becamee less importtant. At first animals werre not housedd in the struucture,
although interior
i
remo
odeling was often made to introduce annimal stalls inn one of the tw
wo side bays. This
144

Often th
here are more conflicts
c
than agreements
a
bettween differentt classificationn systems. The types defined herein
seem to beest describe thee structures actu
ually present an
nd the social aand ethnic origiins of their buiilders.
145
Fred B.
B Kniffen, “Fo
olk-Housing: Key
K to Diffussion,” in Comm
mon Places, R
Readings in American Vernaacular
Architecturre, Dell Upton and John Mich
hael Vlach, ed. (Athens, Geoorgia: Universitty of Georgia P
Press, 1986), 11.
146
Charless Calkins and Martin
M
Perkinss, “The Three-b
bay Threshing Barn,” in Barrns of the Midw
west, Allen G. Noble
and Hubertt G.H. Wilhelm
m, ed. (Athens,, Ohio: Ohio University
U
Presss, 1995), 40–4 1.
147
Allen G.
G Noble and Richard
R
K. Cleeek, The Old Barn
B
Book: A F
Field Guide to North Americcan Barns and Other
Farm Strucctures (New Brunswick, New
w Jersey: Rutgeers University Press, 1995), 777.
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effectively
y reduced th
he grain storaage and proccessing functtion and onlyy offered sheelter for a m
modest
number of animals.148 In
I some casess this barn typ
pe was lifted uup and placedd onto a raiseed basement, w
which
d house the an
nimals, especcially dairy co
ows.149
then could
B
and Bassement Barnss
Raised, Bank,
The raised
d or bank barrn originated in
i central New
w York as a sshelter for daairy cattle. It w
was the first m
multipurpose barn
b
to gain widespread
w
po
opularity. Theese barns are uusually largerr than three-bbay threshing barns
and have a ground floo
or level for caattle and dairy
y cows with aan upper leveel for hay andd feed storagee. This
upper leveel is reached by
b an earthen
n ramp, bridgee, or the naturral slope of ann embankmennt. Basement barns
are similaar to raised barns,
b
in thatt the foundattion walls exttend up to thhe bottom off the second floor.
However,, basement baarns do not haave ramps norr are they siteed to utilize th
the natural toppography to aaccess
the second
d floor. Two bank
b
barns were
w identified
d in the surveyy area.

Two examplles of bank barn
ns were identified
d in Florence To
ownship: at left,, the Swival–Stew
wart Farmsteadd, site 22 in Section 32;
at right, the John R. Baskervville Farmstead,, site 99 in Sectio
on 22.

German Barn
B
German barns,
b
also called
c
German/Swiss barrns or Pennssylvania barnns, include a group of barns
introduced
d into the Deelaware valley
y by German
n-speaking setttlers. It was one of the fiirst Americann barn
types to combine
c
crop
p storage and animal shelteer. It becamee a structure ssynonymous with Pennsyllvania
Dutch cullture and its mixed
m
grain-llivestock agriiculture. Thesse barns had a lower storyy partially cuut into
the naturaal slope of th
he land and an
a upper leveel that was acccessed from a slope or rramp. A forebbay is
formed by
y recessing th
he ground floo
or wall and en
nclosing it att each end witth the masonrry gable end walls.
Another distinctive
d
feaature is the usse of a combination of stoone masonry and wood fraamed and sheeathed
walls: stone was typicaally reserved for gable end
d walls and/oor north facingg walls. This barn type waas not
observed in the survey area.
Plank Fra
ame Barn
This relattively small barn
b
type orig
ginated in the eastern Midw
west around 11875.150 Plannk frame barnns can
have gablle or gambrell roofs and arre typically one story in hheight plus a llarge hay lofft. They are m
multipurpose, with
w small gro
ound floor wiindows for an
nimal stalls annd a large slidding door forr equipment. Their
floor plan
ns are usually small, approx
ximately 30 by
b 40 feet. Pllank frame baarns use smalll dimension m
milled
lumber raather than thee heavy timber framing of
o earlier barnn types. The plank frame barn type iss very
common in
i Florence Township,
T
rep
presenting more than half oof the barns suurveyed.
148

Allen G.
G Noble, Wood
d, Brick and Sttone, The Nortth American Seettlement Landdscape, Volum
me 2: Barns andd Farm
Structures (Amherst, Massachusetts: Un
niversity of Maassachusetts Prress, 1984), 566–58.
149
Calkinss and Perkins, “The
“
Three-bay
y Threshing Baarn,” Barns off the Midwest, 559.
150
Noble and
a Cleek, The Old Barn Book, 117
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me barn type fro
om Florence To
ownship. Above left: Baxter–Heeck Farmstead, ssite 114 in Secttion 20.
Examples of the plank fram
Above rightt: the Bell–Hazza
ard Farmstead, site 53 in Sectio
on 30. Lower lefft: The gambrel--roof plank fram
me barn at the Cllarence
E. White Fa
armstead, site 20
0 in Section 32, is an unusual exxample incorporrating a corn crrib at one end off the bar. Lowerr right:
An examplee of the plank frame
f
barn typ
pe illustrated in
n Smith & Bettts Farm and Buuilding Book (C
Chicago: The R
Radford
Architectura
al Company, 191
15).

ded Barn
Three-end
This barn type is a modification to the
t three-bay threshing baarn, adding a hhay barn addiition perpenddicular
to an exissting barn. Th
his addition, sometimes caalled a straw shed, could have less height than the main
portion off the barn or be taller than
n the main baarn. The addittions could allso have an oopen bay at gground
level into which a cart could drive to
t unload hay
y into the loft space. No thhree-ended barns were idenntified
in the surv
vey area.
arn
Round Ba
Non-ortho
ogonal barns (round or pollygonal in plaan) were popuular in the firrst two decaddes of the tweentieth
century. In
I Illinois, ag
griculture proffessor Wilberr J. Fraser of tthe Universityy of Illinois ppromoted the uuse of
round barrns. No existin
ng round barn
ns were docum
mented in thee survey area.
oof Barn
Round Ro
Round ro
oof barns cam
me into existtence with sttructural advvances in thee first quarterr of the tweentieth
century. Although
A
callled round, roof
r
shapes for
f this type are often goothic arch inn form. The name
describes the roof shaape, although
h the configu
uration of theeir floor planns were usuallly based on more
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typical baarn types such
h as plank fraame, dairy, orr raised barnss. No round rooof barns weere identified in the
survey areea.
Wisconsin
n Dairy Barn
n
A barn associated
a
wiith dairying is the Wisco
onsin dairy bbarn, which originated aat the Wisconnsin’s
Agricultural Experiment Station at Madison
M
arou
und 1915. It w
was speciallyy designed to pprovide a struucture
for efficieent dairy farm
ming. This larg
ge barn was typically 36 bby 100 feet orr larger. It hadd a gambrel rooof or
occasionaally a round roof, althoug
gh early versions were offten gable-roofed with hoorizontal boarding.
Rows of small windows and gable-end doors were typicall. There was usually a laarge gable-ennd loft
opening and
a a triangu
ular hay hood
d. Frequently
y there are rooof ventilatorrs.151 Severall dairy barns were
identified in the survey
y area.

Examples off the Wisconsin Dairy Barn typ
pe in Florence Township:
T
at left
ft, the Hill–White
te Farmstead, site 15 in Sectionn 33; at
right, the Ba
arr Brothers Farrmstead, site 26 in Section 31.

Feeder Ba
arn
During th
he last two deccades of the nineteenth
n
cen
ntury, Illinoiss and Iowa deeveloped into the regional ccenter
for beef production.
p
Faarmers with rougher
r
land, more suited to cattle thann crops, raiseed their cattlee from
birth to fiinished beef. They fattened their stock on surplus ccorn, alfalfa, aand feed suppplements, andd sold
them to the
t rail-conneected beef-prrocessing ind
dustry in Chiicago. The inndustry was also aided bby the
introductiion of the reffrigerated box
x car. In ordeer to build a bbarn to hold cattle and haay, the feederr barn
(sometimees called the hay barn) waas developed. Cattle are hooused and fedd on the grounnd floor with a loft
above to hold
h
hay. Sev
veral examples of the feedeer barn type w
were identifiedd in Florence Township.

Two examplles of the Feederr Barn type in Florence
F
Townsh
hip: at left, the K
Kahler–Hunt Farrmstead, site 30 in Section 31; aat right,
the Bell–Ha
azzard Farmstead, site 53 in Secttion 30.
151

Noble and
a Cleek, 77.
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Pole Barn
n
The latestt major barn type,
t
called th
he pole barn, evolved
e
in thhe eastern Middwest. The walls of the buuilding
are hung on poles thatt are driven in
nto individuaal footings buuried in the grround below the frost linee. The
floor is typically
t
con
ncrete slab orr dirt. Theree is no loft. Later versioons usually hhave metal ssiding,
especially
y those erecteed after World War II.152 The
T pole barnn is an exam
mple of economical construuction
techniquees applied to modern
m
agricu
ulture.
Quonset Shed
S
Sometimee referred to as
a Quonset “h
huts,” this meetal building ttype is namedd for the U.S.. Naval Air S
Station
at Quonseet Point in Daavisville, Rhode Island, wh
here sheds of this type werre built in 19442, although w
woodframed ex
xamples weree already com
mmon in thee 1930s. Its uuniversal usee in the milittary during W
World
War II maade Quonset sheds seem to
t be an ideal economicall building typpe in the posttwar years, fiinding
use as storage facilitiies, offices, homes, and commercial ventures succh as movie theaters. Miilitary
Quonsets often had stteel framing members to support the corrugated ggalvanized meetal sheathingg, but
civilian examples
e
useed wood fram
ming as welll. Only a ffew examples were idenntified in Floorence
Township
p.

Two examplles of the Quonsset Shed type in Florence Townsship: at left, the John A. Long, JJr., Farmstead, site 1 in Sectionn 36; at
right, site 10
03 in Section 21.

Manufacttured Buildin
ng
While polle barn structu
ures use manu
ufactured matterials assembbled by a locaal builder or tthe farmer him
mself,
manufactu
ured building
gs originated in the early decades of tthe twentieth century but were offeredd as a
complete system from
m the 1940s. Companies including B
Butler, Bryannt, and Mortoon have prodduced
manufactu
ured building
gs that are preesent in Will County.
C
Suchh buildings offfer quick connstruction tim
me and
potentially
y lower cost because of th
he use of stan
ndardized com
mponents. Thhe buildings aalso allow forr large
floor areaas, giving farm
mers flexibilitty of usage. This
T building ttype remains common for newly constrructed
agriculturral buildings in
i the survey area.

152

Noble and
a Cleek, The Old Barn Boo
ok, 120.
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Pole barns and manufactu
ured buildings are
a common in Florence Townnship: at left, tthe pole barn aat the James K
Kennedy
n 35; at right, a manufactured
m
bu
uilding at the Baarrett Farmsteadd, site 6 in Sectioon 35.
Farmstead, site 8 in Section

Grain Eleevators
Grain elev
vators began to be constru
ucted alongside developinng rail system
ms during the second half oof the
nineteenth
h century. Eaarly elevatorss were often associated w
with the flourr mills they sserved. They were
usually tiimber-framed
d structures, as
a were the mills themseelves.153 Conccrete grain ellevators and silos,
usually co
onstructed in banks of two
o to ten or mo
ore, were consstructed in thee early decaddes of the tweentieth
century.
Corncribss
Pioneer faarmers frequeently built log
g corncribs du
uring their tw
wo centuries oof migration iinto and settleement
of the Mid
dwest. Most crude
c
frontierr log cribs weere little moree than bins, looosely construucted of saplinngs or
split rails and laid up with
w saddle notching
n
to ho
old them togeether.154 Someetimes the loggs were skinnned to
lessen thee danger of infestation
i
by
y worms and
d insect. The bin-like cribbs were typiccally coveredd with
thatch or cornstalks to help shed th
he rain; a boaard and shinggle roof took m
more effort, rrequired nailss, and
therefore was more exp
pensive. Unfo
ortunately, thaatch roof cornncribs were m
more readily innfested by rodents.
Log consttruction of corncribs remaiined popular through
t
the 1 800s in areass where timbeer resources pproved
readily acccessible.
The inven
ntion of the circular
c
saw in 1860 and its growing adaptation too steam pow
wer by mid-ceentury
made lum
mber cheap en
nough for gen
neral use on outbuildings
o
such as cornccribs, enablinng later versioons to
be built of
o narrow lum
mber slats.155 The
T corncrib usually resteed on log or stone piers.156 In constructing a
frame corrncrib, two methods
m
of atttaching the sllat siding or ccribbing weree used. The sslats were atttached
either horrizontally or vertically;
v
criibbing attacheed diagonallyy for extra strrength seems to have com
me into
practice about 1900.157
The size of the corncrribs remained
d small, even
n as corn prodduction rose during muchh of the ninetteenth
century, in part due to
o the practice of corn shoccking. Corn ccould be graddually “shuckked out” as nneeded
and hauleed to the crib
b or barn for milling and feeding to liivestock. Larrge corncribs were unneceessary
since farm
mers could leaave much of their
t
corn in the
t field untill spring.158 Crrib width wass influenced bby the
153

Keith E.
E Roe, Corncrribs in History, Folklife, and Architecture
A
(A
Ames, Iowa: IIowa State Uniiversity Press, 1988),
176.
154
Noble and
a Cleek, The Old Barn Boo
ok, 170–171.
155
Roe, Co
orncribs in Hisstory, Folklife, and Architectu
ure, 26.
156
Noble and
a Cleek, The Old Barn Boo
ok, 155.
157
Roe, Co
orncribs in Hisstory, Folklife, and Architectu
ure, 27.
158
Keith E.
E Roe, “Corncrribs to Grain Elevators:
E
Exten
nsions of the B
Barn, ” in Barnss of the Midweest, 170.
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climate off a region; drrier condition
ns allowed forr wider cribs with no increeased loss off corn due to mold.
As corn production
p
ou
utgrew the single crib in the developinng Corn Beltt, double cribbs were form
med by
extending
g the roof oveer a pair of crribs to form a gable roof. If the gap beetween the criibs was then lofted
over, extrra space was gained
g
beneaath the roof fo
or overflow sttorage of ear corn. Spreadding the cribss apart
not only increased thee loft space but
b created a storage areaa below for w
wagons, toolss, and implem
ments.
uctures, calleed crib barns,, became com
mmon in the Midwest by 1900.159 Thee creation of larger
These stru
corncribs and their overhead grain bins dependeed upon the iinvention of new methodss to raise the grain
and ear corn
c
higher th
han a farmerr could scoop
p it. High criibs were madde possible bby the comm
mercial
adaptation
n of continuou
us belt and cu
up elevators from
f
grain miills and by thee portable graain elevator grrain.
In the eaarly decades of the twenttieth century,, both concreete and steell were promooted as alternnative
constructiion materials for corncribss and grain eleevators. The uuse of hollow
w clay tiles waas also encouuraged
in those parts
p
of the Midwest wheree they were manufactured,
m
notably in Ioowa, Illinois, aand Indiana.1660 The
most com
mmon variety of concrete corncrib
c
was made of inteerlocking stavve blocks, whhich had beenn cast
with venttilating slots. In some casses, steel wirres or rods w
were incorpoorated in the vents to keeep out
rodents. The
T blocks were
w
laid up in the form of
o a circular bin. These w
were encircleed with steel rods,
enabling the
t structure to withstand lateral pressu
ures from thee corn heapedd within. Singgle and double bin
corncribs of this type were most co
ommon, altho
ough four-binn corncribs w
were not unusuual. Betweenn 1900
and 1940, concrete was promoted as a do-it-yo
ourself materrial, poured iinto rented fo
forms, for buuilding
corncribs..161 Wood-framed corn crribs are not common
c
in thhe survey areea. Crib barnns, silos, and metal
grain binss are much mo
ore common.
Crib Barn
ns
Crib barns are simple structures
s
form
med of pens or
o cribs that hhave a space bbetween the ccribs for impleement
storage. There
T
are tw
wo basics types: crib barn
ns with the ggable or rooffline parallell to the cribss, and
transversee crib barns with the roofline perpen
ndicular to tthe pens. Thhe configurattion of crib barns
developed
d from practiccal limitation
ns and needs, such as the hheight to whiich a scoopfuul of corn couuld be
pitched frrom a wagon (which dictatted the bin heeight) and thee size of farm
m equipment ((which dictateed the
spacing between
b
bins)). Later crib barns,
b
includiing many exaamples in thee survey areaa, have mechaanical
elevators housed in a small
s
projectiing cupola at the ridge of tthe crib barn roof. Crib baarns are preseent on
approximately one-quaarter of the farrmstead sites surveyed.

Wood crib barns
b
are commo
on in the survey area. At left, thee John A. Long, JJr., Farmstead, site 1 in Sectionn 36; at right, thee
James Whitee Farmstead, sitte 17 in Section 33.
3

159

Roe, Co
orncribs in Hisstory, Folklife, and Architectu
ure, 60.
Ibid., 17
77.
161
Ibid., 17
76.
160
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Crib barns, usually with two
o bins, abound in
n the survey area. Illustrated abbove are framingg details of a cribb barn from Smiith &
ook (Chicago: The
Th Radford Arch
hitectural Compaany, 1915).
Betts Farm and Building Bo
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Metal Bin
ns
Metal con
nstruction for corn storage came into usse early in thee twentieth ceentury and waas promoted bby the
steel indu
ustry during World
W
War I as a crop saver
s
for the patriotic farm
mer. Rectanggular or hexaagonal
corncribs were consttructed from flat, galvan
nized-steel ssheet metal with ventilaating perforaations.
Corrugateed, curved sheeets created th
he more com
mmon cylindriical bin type, which was uusually toppedd with
a conical roof.
r
The steeel corncrib haad wall ventilaation slits andd, most times, a roof ventillator at its peaak.162
Steel was ideal for fab
bricating stand
dard parts, as well as beinng vermin-prooof. Proper deesign of metaal bins
included such
s
factors as
a ventilation
n, consideratio
on of structurral loads from
m the feed to be containedd, and
use of a concrete
c
or heavy timber foundation with
w the exteriior walls ancchored to the foundation. R
Roofs
163
usually co
onsisted of ov
verlapping sheeets to form a conical form
m.
Corn binss made of steeel rods or heaavy wire mesh
h also becamee available inn the 1930s. T
The wire meshh type
was particcularly populaar after World War II becaause of its low
w cost, ease oof filling, andd low maintennance.
Wire messh-type bins have
h
fallen ou
ut of use sincce the 1980s, but the solidd metal bins aare still comm
monly
used today
y. Grain bins are fairly com
mmon in Florrence Townshhip.

Above: Illusstrations of two types
t
of metal co
orn bins from Th
he Illinois Farmeer’s Guide, Auguust 1939. Below:: Grain bins at thhe
Wilson–Nug
gent–Holschuh Farmstead,
F
site 5 in Section 36 (left)
(
and the Jam
mes Kennedy Faarmstead, site 8 iin Section 35.

162
163

Ibid.
R.E. Maartin, “Steel Biin Design for Farm
F
Storage of
o Grain,” Agriicultural Enginneering (April 1940): 144 andd 146.
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Silos
Silos are structures used for preserving green fodder crops, principally field corn, in a succulent condition.
Silos are a recent phenomenon, employed only after 1875 and not truly established until shortly before the
turn of the twentieth century. The stored green fodder material is termed ensilage, which is shortened to
silage. The acceptance of silos was gradual, but this type of structure eventually came to be
enthusiastically embraced by farmers because it offered certain advantages. First, larger numbers of cattle
could be kept on the farm because the food value of corn is greater than that of a combination of hay and
grain. Second, less water was needed for stock in the winter, lessening labor requirements as frequent ice
breaking and thawing was no longer required. Finally, because succulent green fodder could be fed
throughout the year, cows produced milk during the entire winter season, increasing the income of the
farm.164
The first silos were pits excavated inside the barn. The earliest upright or tower silos date from the late
1880s and were rectangular or square in form and constructed with the same materials and techniques as
those used in the barn itself, with framed lumber walls.165 Many were constructed within the barn
building.166 Later examples of this silo type had rounded corners on the inside formed by a vertical
tongue-in-groove lining. The rectangular silo appeared in some areas as late as 1910. The octagonal silo
type that followed attempted to achieve the advantages of a circular silo while keeping the ease of angular
construction. In the 1890s circular forms began to be seen. A shift from the rectangular to the circular
stems from the efficiency of the circular form in storing corn ensilage by eliminating air space and
thereby reducing spoilage.
The wooden-hoop silo was formed with wood, soaked and shaped into gigantic circular hoop forms and
then fastened together horizontally in the tower shape. This style did not become popular because the
hoops tended to spring apart. A more common type of wood silo was the panel or Minneapolis silo, also
known by several other names. It was advertised in numerous farm journals in the early twentieth century.
It consisted of ribs set about 20 inches to 24 inches apart and horizontal matched boards (known as
staves) set in grooves in the ribs. Steel hoops were placed around silo to lock the boards in place. This
type of silo was made with either single or double wall construction and was polygonal in plan.
Masonry silos, constructed of hollow clay tile, brick, or concrete block, appeared in the first decades of
the twentieth century. In comparison with the other two types of silos, brick silos were more difficult to
construct because of the time required to erect the relatively small masonry units. There were many
patents on concrete blocks for silo purposes, with some blocks curved and other finished with rock-faced
building blocks. Some patented blocks had reinforcing sold with the blocks or integral with the block
units.167 Concrete block silos were finished on the interior with a layer of cement mortar to seal joints that
might otherwise leak air or water.
The hollow clay tile silo, generally known as the “Iowa Silo,” was developed by the Experiment Station
of the Iowa State College and erected during the summer of 1908 on the college farm.168 Brick and tile
companies manufactured curved blocks for silos, advertising them in farm journals. The main complaint
regarding the hollow block silo was that the masonry units were porous and leaked water. The mortar
joints on both inside and outside of wall needed to be properly pointed as a precaution against leakage.
Some silo builders washed the interior of the wall with cement mortar as a further precaution. Steel
reinforcing consisted of heavy wire embedded in the mortar joints.
164

Noble, Wood, Brick and Stone, 71–72.
Noble and Cleek, The Old Barn Book, 158.
166
Ingolf Vogeler, “Dairying and Dairy Barns in the Northern Midwest,” Barns of the Midwest (Athens: Ohio
University Press, 1995), 108.
167
W.A. Foster, “Silo Types and Essentials,” Hoard’s Dairyman (21 February 1919) 201, 216, 217, and 232.
168
Ibid.
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Concrete stave silos were
w
constructted as early as 1904 in Caassopolis, Misssouri, which used book-shhaped
staves.169 Several paten
nts existed forr cement stave silos, includding that of thhe Mason & L
Lawrence of E
Elgin,
170
Illinois, dating
d
from 19
914. Farmeers also could
d make their oown concretee staves or bloocks to consttruct a
silo or oth
her farm structure. Concreete staves cou
uld vary in siize, but were often approxximately 30 iinches
long, 10 inches
i
wide, and
a 2-1/2 incches thick. On
ne end of thee block was cooncave and thhe other convvex to
allow fittiing the blockss in the assem
mbled structurre.171
This excerpt from Concrete magazin
ne from 1927
7 outlines the erection proccedure for a concrete stavee silo:
Concrete stave silos
s
are quick
kly and easily erected.
e
Three men can easilly erect two avverage sized
siilos each week
k and some crews can do bettter than that, eespecially whenn the proper eqquipment is
att hand. . . . Con
ncrete staves are
a generally seet up dry, no m
mortar being uused in the joinnts. In some
ty
ypes a grove iss molded entireely around the edge of the staave. . . . The hhoops or steel rrods, placed
to
o reinforce the silo, are set ass the erection of
o the wall proggressed. Hoopss are usually coomposed of
tw
wo or three sections, dependin
ng upon the diaameter of the ssilo. The sectioons are joined bby means of
sp
pecial lugs. Affter the hoops are placed in position
p
they aare drawn tighht enough to hoold them in
po
osition. . . . Affter the entire silo walls aree completed, tthe hoops aree drawn tight, care being
ex
xercised to draaw them all to
o the same ten
nsion. . . . Afteer the walls ar
are erected andd the hoops
tig
ghtened, the in
nterior walls are
a ready for a wash that seeals the jointss and producess a smooth,
im
mpervious surfface. A cemeent wash, mad
de of a mixtuure of cemennt and water and of the
co
onsistency of th
hick paint, is often
o
used.172

Above: A deetail view of the steel
s
hoops and turnbuckles on a
concrete sta
ave silo. Right: An
A advertisement for concrete sta
ave
silos from th
he Prairie Farmeer’s Reliable Directory (1918), 359.

169

Foster, “Silo Types and
a Essentials.” Patents weree granted on thhis type of staave silo in 19008, and the typpe was
mmercially as the
t Playford paatent cement sttave silo.
known com
170
“How to
o Make and Seell Concrete Sillo Staves,” Con
ncrete (Octobeer 1927): 32–35.
171
David Mocine,
M
“Keep
p Workmen Bu
usy the Year Ro
ound,” Concrette Products (Jaanuary 1948): 161.
172
“How to
o Make and Seell Concrete Sillo Staves,” Con
ncrete (Octobeer 1927) 32–355.
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Silos constructed with monolithic concrete walls also appeared in the early decades of the twentieth
century. Concrete silos were built using “slip-forms,” with the forms usually about two feet high and
lifted once the level below had cured sufficiently, leaving horizontal cold joints between each level.173
Such silos could be expensive to construct since labor was required to prepare the concrete and lift the
forms. However, forms could be rented from contractors or cement manufacturers. Farmers who chose to
build a concrete silo could obtain guidance from farm and building trade journals. Qualities of the
reinforcing steel and type, concrete components and mixing, formwork, and concrete placement were
outlined, as stated in this excerpt from Hoard’s Dairyman from 1919:
When used, the cement should be in perfect condition and contain no lumps, which cannot readily
be pulverized between the fingers. Sand and gravel or broken stone should conform to the
requirements of proper grading and cleanliness. . . . Water must be clean, free from oil, alkali, silt,
loam, and clay in suspension. Steel used in reinforcement should be secured from one of the
manufacturers specializing in steel for use in concrete construction. . . . Wire mesh fabrics may be
used instead of steel bars but if used should contain an amount of metal equal in cross-section area
to the rods for which substituted.174

In 1913, farmers were lectured at the annual gathering of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute not only about the
utility of the silo but also other issues to consider:
The question of general arrangement of the farm buildings is too often neglected. This should be
of second consideration, as there is beauty in utility. Often the upper portion of a well-built silo
showing above the sloping roof of some of the other buildings adds very materially to the general
appearance of the group of buildings. Also the side near the top often affords the best place for the
farm name.175

Farm journals gave their readers information for constructing a silo with the “essential features . . .
necessary to secure good, sweet silage,” focusing primarily on the silo walls.176 Wall strength, smoothness
of interior wall surfaces, and air and water tightness were considered essential features. The foundation
for the silo typically consisted of a wall ten inches minimum in width extending below the frost line and
six to eight inches above grade. Conical roof shapes were common on some early silos, but gambrel and,
later, domical roofs became more prevalent.177 An essential feature of any roof was a snug fit to prevent
birds from entering the silo.
After 1949, a new type of silo appeared: the blue Harvestore silos. Constructed of fiberglass bonded to
sheets of metal, they were first introduced in Wisconsin. The glass-coated interior surface prevented
silage from freezing and rust from forming. Because the container was airtight, the silage would not spoil.
Augers, derived from coal-mining equipment, were used to bore the silage out at the bottom of the silo, a
great change from the earlier top-unloaded silos. A large plastic bag at the top of the structure allowed
changes in gas pressure to be equalized, and took up the space vacated by removal of silage.178 In 1974
the company launched another line of products for the containment of manure called Slurrystore. By

173

The presence of cold joints had the potential to allow air to enter the silo. Therefore, it was important to coat the
silo interior with a layer of cement mortar. As with other silo types, this mortar layer needed to be renewed
periodically.
174
H. Colin Campbell, “Concrete Silo Construction,” Hoard’s Dairyman (21 February 1919): 200.
175
King, “Planning the Silo,” in Eighteenth Annual Report of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, 64.
176
W.A. Foster, “Silo Types and Essentials,” Hoard’s Dairyman (21 February 1919): 201.
177
Gambrel and domical roofs allowed for filling the silo to the top of the outer wall, maximizing the storage
capacity.
178
Noble and Cleek, The Old Barn Book, 108–9.
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1999, oveer 70,000 of Harvestore structures
s
of various sizees (tall or shoort, narrow oor stout) hadd been
built.179
Silos are not particulaarly common in Florence Township; thhis relates to the lesser im
mportance off dairy
farming and
a stock raissing in the ag
gricultural eco
onomy of the township. Thhe observed eexamples typpically
use concreete stave consstruction.

Disused con
ncrete stave siloss are present at the Barr Brothers Farmstead, siite 26 in Sectionn 31; and the Belll–Hazzard Farm
mstead,
site 53 in Seection 30.

Other Farrm Structurees
We
W did much of
o our own carp
pentering as a matter of couurse. The farmeer who couldnn’t build his
ow
wn henhouse or
o woodshed wasn’t
w
much of a farmer.180

Farmhousses, barns, corrn cribs, and silos make up approximattely half of thhe buildings ssurveyed as ppart of
this study
y. The remainiing outbuildin
ngs include many
m
of the buuilding types illustrated beelow. They innclude
chicken houses,
h
hog houses,
h
milk houses,
h
smok
kehouses, waater tanks andd windmills. As implied bby the
above quo
ote, many of these
t
outbuild
dings likely were
w built by tthe farmers thhemselves.

Left: A smalll cellar. Right: A chicken coop.

179
180

Harvesttore Systems, DeKalb,
D
Illinoiis, www.harvesstore.com
Britt, An
n America Tha
at Was, 127.
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CHAPTER 4
SURVEY SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Period of Significance: 1835 to 1970
The first settlement by settlers of European origin occurred in Will County in the 1830s. Settlers first
came to the Starr’s Grove area of present-day Florence Township in 1832–1835, although large portions
of the township were sold to private owners only in the late 1840s or 1850s. An approximate starting date
of 1835 is used for the period of significance.
Florence Township began its development as a farming community, with the nearby city of Wilmington
serving as the primary market and commercial town for the residents of the township. Following
construction of the Wabash Railroad in 1880, the village of Symerton was established in the township,
but this new village never developed into a major commercial center, and Florence Township remained an
entirely rural community up to 1940.
In 1940–1941, the United States government purchased almost half of the land in the township for
construction of the Elwood Ordnance Plant. All of the farmland was cleared, and little physical evidence
remains of the farmsteads and rural settlements that once occupied this territory. The development of the
arsenal greatly impacted the surrounding communities, leading to a rapid increase in population in
Wilmington but a significant reduction in the population of Florence Township. When school
consolidation proceeded in the 1950s, the historic connections that had always made Florence Township
socially and economically joined to the City of Wilmington were reinforced.
In the last twenty years, the final decommissioning of the arsenal has brought new commercial, industrial,
and residential development to the western portions of the township; these new developments are
typically annexed to the City of Wilmington. The largest portion of the former arsenal in Florence
Township has been retained by the federal government as the Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie. A
closing date of 1970 is used for the period of significance, for consistency with other portions of Will
County.
The use of the closing date of 1970, however, does not mean that all elements constructed prior to that
time were surveyed. Only a select number constructed between 1950 and 1970 have been included.
Agricultural support structures such as manufactured buildings or grain bins that may post-date 1970 were
included in the documentation of historic farmsteads.
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Significance
National Register and Local Landmark Criteria
A selected number of properties within the rural survey area are potentially eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places. The National Register Criteria for Evaluation, as cited below,
provide standards that significant historic properties are required to meet in order to be listed in the
National Register:
The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture
is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and:
A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of our history; or
B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or
D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information in prehistory or history.181

The three criteria that are most applicable to the rural survey area are A, B, and C. Under Criterion A, the
survey region has significance as a historic agricultural region with over 100 years of historical
significance. The survey region has less significance under Criterion B, except on a local level as
discussed below. Under Criteria A and C, the survey region contains architecturally significant structures
that represent the diverse range of agricultural practices that occurred during the period of significance.
In addition to eligibility for national listing, properties within the survey region are also eligible for local
Will County listing, either individually as landmarks or as a group as a preservation district. The
following are the criteria for Will County landmark listing as stated in the Will County Preservation
Ordinance:
Criteria for Consideration of Nomination. The Commission may recommend to the County Board
the designation of landmarks and preservation districts, where not more than fifty percent (50%)
of the property owners whose property is located within the boundaries of the proposed district
object to designation, when after a thorough investigation results in a determination that a
property, structure or improvement, or area so recommended meets one (1) or more of the
following criteria:
a) It has character, interest, or value which is part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of a local community, the County of Will, State of Illinois or the Nation;
b) Its location is a site of a significant local, County, State, or National event;
c) It is identified with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the development
of the local community County or Will, State of Illinois, or the Nation;
d) It embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style valuable for the study
of a period, type, method of construction, or use of indigenous materials;
e) It is identified with the work of a master builder, designer, architect, engineer, or
landscape architect whose individual work has influenced the development of the local
area, County of Will, State of Illinois, or the Nation;
f) It embodies elements of design, detailing, materials, or craftsmanship that render it
architecturally significant;
g) It embodies design elements that make it structurally or architecturally innovative;

181

Quoted from National Register Bulletin 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation
(Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Cultural Resources Division, 1997), 2;
originally published in Code of Federal Regulations, Title 36, Part 60.
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h) It has a unique location or singular physical characteristics that make it an established or
familiar visual feature;
i) It has character which is a particularly fine or unique example of a utilitarian structure
with a high level of integrity or architectural significance;
j) It is suitable for preservation or restoration;
k) It is included in the National Register of Historic Places and/or the Illinois Register of
Historic Places.
l) It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important to pre-history, history or
other areas of archaeological significance.
In the event a property, structure, or an area is found to be of such significant character and quality
where it is determined that its designation as a landmark or preservation district is in the overall
best interest of the general welfare, any person may nominate and the Commission may
recommend to the County Board such appropriate designation.

One of the differences between national and local listing is that local significance may be easier to justify
than national significance. Properties that are eligible and listed as local landmarks, but may be more
difficult to nominate for the National Register, receive important recognition and thereby afforded a
certain measure of protection. Eventually, these properties could be listed as National Register properties
if the case for their nomination improves. Additionally, local landmark designation often gives
protections that National Register listing does not. The suggested properties have been researched
sufficiently in performing this survey to merit consideration as Will County Landmarks.182 It should be
noted that some of the properties with local landmark potential could be determined, after performing
additional research, to have sufficient significance for National Register designation.
Another measure of recognition is the listing of farmsteads that have been “owned by a straight or
collateral line of descendants of the original owner for at least 100 years.”183 Since 1972, the Illinois
Department of Agriculture has administered the Illinois Centennial Farms Program. Illinois has been
settled by farmers since the early 1800s, meaning that some farms have been in the same family for more
than 100 years. To recognize the achievement of 150 years of ownership, the Illinois Sesquicentennial
Farms Program was established in 2000. Application for either program requires a written legal
description and the familial line of farmer owners.

182

It is useful at this point to provide general readers of this report with information on the issues surrounding the
designation of a property as a Landmark as embodied in the Will County Preservation Ordinance. (The issues
discussed herein are current as of the date of this report.) Landmarks may be properties (including districts),
structures, or natural features. Any individual or group may propose a property for designation to the Historic
Preservation Commission. Although the property owner does not need to be the party proposing designation, and the
property owner does not need to grant consent in event of approval by the Historic Preservation Commission and the
Will County Board, the property owner is notified in accordance with legal requirements of public hearings
(adjacent property owners are notified as well).
The Will County Preservation Ordinance protects historic sites designated as Landmarks from alteration and
demolition. (The ordinance also has a clause that provides for the review of demolition permits on buildings and
structures 30 years and older.) All work on the Landmark (with the exception of normal maintenance) must be
reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission prior to beginning work, although work limited by economic
hardship or in response to emergency situations is allowable with proper documentation. Demolition of a Landmark
is permitted only after review of the demolition application by the Historic Preservation Commission, who may
require written, graphic, and/or photographic documentation of the Landmark prior to demolition. Owners of Will
County Landmarks are not obligated to preserve, rehabilitate, or restore their properties; however, owners may be
eligible for low-interest loans, tax credits, or grants to assist with such actions. (Source: “Will County Landmark
Nomination Questions,” n.d.)
183
Introduction to the Illinois Centennial Farms Program application form, Illinois Department of Agriculture.
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Integrity
One important issue in the consideration of significance of a property or site is its historical and
architectural integrity. This can be defined as the degree that a structure or group of structures retains its
original configuration and materials, and that these materials are in good enough condition that measures
can be taken to extend their service life. Replacement of selected elements, such as rotted wood members,
may be necessary, but total replacement is not necessary. The issue applies primarily to the exterior of the
structure, although in some cases the integrity of the interior may be a factor as well.
In the areas of Will County included in this and past intensive surveys, individual buildings on farmsteads
may be in poor condition or significantly altered. In these instances, determination of significance can
only be made on the historical importance of the original owner or builder. Some farmstead sites have an
eroded integrity because of the loss of one or more significant structures, making it difficult to recognize
the agricultural connections of the site. Determination of integrity has to be made on a case by case basis.
In many instances, the presence of a former farmhouse or barn alone communicates agricultural origin of
the site.
Another issue that defines the integrity of a structure is the presence of historically appropriate materials.
Since a 150-year-old farmhouse is unlikely to have all of its original wood siding in place, an appropriate
replacement would be wood siding material of similar dimension to the original. The presence of artificial
or synthetic siding material, such as metal, aluminum, or vinyl siding, seriously detracts from the integrity
of the building or element. It should be noted that this applies not only to farmhouses but barns and other
agricultural support buildings. To address the addition of contemporary finish materials to historic
buildings while still identifying structures of historic interest, this survey report uses the terminology
“potentially” significant. This terminology is used to describe structures for which the overall form and
architectural character remains intact, but for which contemporary finish materials have been added to the
building exterior. The removal of these finish materials and the repair of the original wood siding (which
typically is left in place in such installations) is a straightforward activity that, if implemented, would
restore the integrity of these historic structures. Although the presence of contemporary finish materials
generally disqualifies a structure from individual listing as a historic landmark in some registries, this
survey report is intended to serve as a planning tool, and the identification of sites with a potential to be
listed as historic landmarks increases the usefulness of this tool.
This issue is addressed in Preservation Brief No. 8: Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on Historic Buildings,
which states the following:
Preservation of a building or district and its historic character is based on the assumption that the
retention of historic materials and features and their craftsmanship are of primary importance.
Therefore, the underlying issue in any discussion of replacement materials is whether or not the
integrity of historic materials and craftsmanship has been lost. Structures are historic because the
materials and craftsmanship reflected in their construction are tangible and irreplaceable evidence
of our cultural heritage. To the degree that substitute materials destroy and/or conceal the historic
fabric, they will always subtract from the basic integrity of historically and architecturally
significant buildings.184

Contributing and Non-contributing Properties
Many of the farmsteads and supporting rural sites in the survey can be considered contributing to a
potential rural heritage district or simply retain the character of an agricultural development. In evaluating
the sites in this survey, a contributing site is one that retains a coherent appearance as a farmstead or
184

John H. Myers, with revisions by Gary L. Hume, Preservation Brief No. 8, Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on
Historic Buildings: The Appropriateness of Substitute Materials for Resurfacing Historic Wood Frame Buildings
(October 1984).
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whatever its original function once was. Most of the structures on the property were observed to be in
good or fair condition, although a few of the structures might be considered to be in poor condition. Noncontributing sites are listed as such because they lack integrity, such as potentially significant structures
that have been significantly altered or were observed to be in poor condition. Abandoned farmsteads are
also generally listed as non-contributing.
Will County Land Use Department Planning Documents
In April 2002, Will County adopted a new Land Resource Management Plan. The plan addresses the
importance of Will County Landmarks and National Register designated properties and sites through
preservation planning. The document is also very realistic, recognizing that growth likely will occur and,
if not regulated properly, could have a detrimental impact on the character of the County’s rural areas.
The Land Resource Management Plan focuses primarily on land use and development forms, but
advocates that the preservation of rural areas should include the preservation of those elements significant
to agricultural production and the agricultural landscape, such as rural structures. Therefore, the Land
Resource Management Plan supports the goals for the preservation of rural structures.
The new Land Resource Management Plan also includes discussion of different forms of development in
rural areas, both historically and at present. This includes preserving the character of hamlets and other
small rural crossroad settlements. Contemporary development trends include Conservation Design
Subdivisions, which rearrange the typical layout of streets and housing lots, setting aside a substantial
amount of land as permanent open space. Conventional Suburban Residential subdivisions typically
consume the entire development parcel. Historic structures and landscapes are specifically recognized in
the Land Resource Management Plan as meriting protection when developing a Conservation Design
Subdivision.185
A detailed review of the new Land Resource Management Plan, and its application to the rural survey
area, is beyond the scope of this report. However, the information provided in this new document should
be considered in the development of protection measures for the rural heritage areas and sites discussed
below.
Municipal and County Government Coordination
As part of the survey of Florence Township, historically agricultural areas within the present-day
incorporated limits of the City of Wilmington and the Village of Symerton were surveyed. No existing
farmstead sites were identified within these limits. Generally, the Will County Historic Preservation
Commission does not consider landmark nominations for properties within incorporated municipalities.
However, the City of Wilmington does not have a local historic preservation ordinance. Through the
passage of a municipal ordinance granting Will County the authority to designate a property, a property
nominated within the municipality could proceed through the normal landmark designation review
process. If, in the future, the City of Wilmington were to adopt a local historic preservation ordinance,
jurisdiction of county landmarks within the municipality would be transferred to local from county
jurisdiction. If a municipality without a local historic preservation ordinance were to annex a property that
is already designated as a county landmark, the Will County preservation ordinance would continue to
govern protection of the property.

185

To view the Land Resource Management Plan in its entirety, please visit http://www.willcountylanduse.com/
lrmp/lrmpmain.html, or contact the Will County Land Use Department, Planning Division, at (815) 727-8430.
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Potential Historic Districts, Thematic Designations, and Landmarks
Midewin Buffer District
One potential historic district was identified as part of the survey project. Building upon a
recommendation previously developed as part of the survey of Manhattan Township in 2006, the
proposed district would encompass portions of Florence, Jackson, and Manhattan Townships adjacent to
the Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie. For continuity, future consideration of extending the district into
Wilton Township should await survey of that township. The intent of the buffer district is to provide a
transitional area around the restored tallgrass prairie, where agricultural uses could continue to exist.
Intensive contemporary suburban residential or industrial development adjacent to the restored natural
areas would be avoided.
Within Florence Township, the buffer district is proposed to include Sections 12, 13, and 14 outside of
the boundaries of Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie. Extending south, the district is proposed to
encompass Sections 22, 23, and 24, as well as a portion of Section 21. Farther west, contemporary
residential development annexed to the City of Wilmington has occurred, and to the north, industrial
development on former arsenal land has been proposed. The Village of Symerton is excluded from the
proposed historic district. Consideration could be given to extending the district farther south; however, in
keeping with the buffer concept, the district as suggested is limited to those areas closest to the former
arsenal. Furthermore, the Wilmington-Peotone Road is heavily traveled and forms a natural dividing line.
Refer to Map 8 in Appendix B for suggested district boundaries.
Individual Landmarks
Throughout the survey, there are eighteen individual sites that have clear potential for local landmark
status. There is one existing Will County landmark in Florence Township, the Lovell Farmstead,
PIN 18-32-400-011, included as site 21 in the present survey. Some of these sites may also have the
potential for National Register nomination after additional research.
It is clear from the limited research performed for this survey that at least the John R. Baskerville
Farmstead, site 99 in the present survey, would likely be considered eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places. This does not mean that other sites are not eligible; merely that further study
is required before a determination of eligibility could be made. The route of former Alternate U.S. Route
66 from Joliet to Wilmington, present-day Illinois Route 53 through the northwest corner of Florence
Township, was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 2006. There are no other National
Register-listed properties in the township.
Based upon the research conducted for this study, the following properties are considered to be eligible
for Will County landmark designation.











Site 7
Site 8
Site 15
Site 17
Site 20
Site 21
Site 22
Site 26
Site 53
Site 65
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PIN 18-35-200-003
PIN 18-35-400-003
PIN 18-33-200-001
PIN 18-33-400-007
PIN 18-32-400-006
PIN 18-32-400-011
PIN 18-32-200-001
PIN 18-31-200-003
PIN 18-30-300-033
PIN 18-28-100-003

James J. Kennedy Farmstead (page 135)
James Kennedy Farmstead (page 135)
Hill–White Farmstead (page 136)
James White Farmstead (page 136)
Clarence E. White Farmstead (page 136)
Lovell Farmstead (page 138) Will County landmark
Swival–Stewart Farmstead (page 139)
Barr Brothers Farmstead (page 139)
Bell–Hazzard Farmstead
Morey Farmstead (page 140)
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Site 68
Site 82
Site 91
Site 93
Site 94
Site 98
Site 99
Site 110
Site 118

PIN 18-28-400-004
PIN 18-26-400-004
PIN 18-24-400-002
PIN 18-23-200-004
PIN 18-23-304-006
PIN 18-22-100-009
PIN 18-22-300-003
PIN 18-20-200-026
PIN 18-19-400-002

Martin–Ohlhues Farmstead (page 141)
Mahoney–Phelan Farmstead
Rink Farmstead
Andrew J. Baskerville Farmstead (page 142)
Martin–Baskerville Farmstead (page 142)
Dixon–Jackson Farmstead (page 145)
John R. Baskerville Farmstead (page 142) NR eligible
Howard Hyde House (page 146)
Burton–Gould–Myers Farmstead

As noted above, the John R. Baskerville Farmstead is additionally considered eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places. None of the identified properties are located within the incorporated
limits of the City of Wilmington or the Village of Symerton.
These properties, as well as other farmsteads associated with prominent families in Florence Township,
are discussed in detail beginning on page 135.
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Survey Summary
The survey of Florence Township documented approximately 364 structures, including 61 houses and 30
major barns on 70 farmsteads and related sites. Cumulatively since 1999, the Will County Rural Historic
Structural Survey has documented almost 6,000 structures on more than 1,350 sites.186 The tables below
provide a breakdown of the survey results for Reed, Custer, Florence, and Wilmington Townships.187
Note that these tabulations do not include any structures located on the former Joliet Arsenal site.
Farmhouses
House Type
I House
Hall and Parlor
New England 1-1/2
Four over Four
Side Hallway
Upright and Wing
Gabled Ell
Gable Front
Foursquare
Bungalow
Cape Cod
Ranch
Other
Totals

Reed
—
—
—
—
—
3
—
3
—
3
—
9
—
18

Custer
2
—
1
1
—
5
11
12
—
6
1
17
10
66

Florence
—
—
—
3
3
12
13
3
8
3
3
9
4
61

Wilmington
—
—
—
4
4
12
13
3
1
6
1
13
13
70

Totals
32
20
10
88
16
215
247
87
104
69
43
*
226
1,157

Florence
4
2
—
—
—
16
4
3
—
—
1
30

Wilmington
2
—
—
—
—
2
4
3
—
—
—
11

Totals
186
27
9
9
12
136
47
100
6
2
21
551

* Ranch type houses are grouped with the “Other” category.

Barns
Barn Type
Three-bay Threshing
Bank
Raised
Pennsylvania German
Three-ended
Plank frame
Feeder
Dairy
Round roof
Round
Other or Unclassified
Totals

Reed
—
—
—
—
—
3
—
1
—
—
2
6

Custer
1
2
—
—
—
10
6
2
—
—
—
21

186

It should be noted that the rapid suburbanization of Will County since survey work began in 1999 means that
some of these structures have already disappeared. For example, the 1999–2000 survey documented sites in
Plainfield and Wheatland Townships. During an updated survey by WJE for the Village of Plainfield of the village’s
planning area in 2005–2006, it was found that 35 of 112 farmstead sites existing in 1999 had been demolished
within the intervening six years.
187
These townships have been selected since they are geographically close to Florence Township and have been
surveyed recently.
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Outbuildings
Building Type
Animal shed or shelter
Barn (secondary)
Cellar
Chicken coop
Corn crib
Crib barn
Foundation
Garage
Horse stable
Hog house
Implement shed
Machine shed
Mesh bin
Metal bin
Milk house
Pole barn /
Manufactured building
Privy
Pump house /
Well house
Shed
Silo
Smoke house
Summer kitchen
Windmill
Other
Totals
Total, including
houses and barns

Reed
4
—
1
1
—
—
—
13
—
1
—
9
—
18
14

Custer
7
1
2
6
—
16
9
47
5
—
6
26
3
69
2
38

Florence
18
—
4
7
—
31
6
40
1
—
3
21
2
38
2
44

Wilmington
4
—
—
5
—
5
2
47
—
1
1
19
—
20
—
20

Totals
127
27
17
139
15
469
95
558
22
16
195
176
48
568
94
533

—
3

—
9

1
4

1
2

13
102

12
3
—
—
—
6
85
109

51
8
—
—
2
5
312
399

34
6
1
1
4
5
273
364

39
6
1
1
1
9
184
265

545
277
28
30
52
138
4,284
5,992

Comparison to 1988 Survey Results
As part of the data compilation, a limited comparison was made between the results of the 1988
reconnaissance survey of Will County and the existing conditions in Florence Township in 2009. The
1988 survey, conducted by Michael A. Lambert in September–October 1988 for the State of Illinois, was
a reconnaissance-level survey performed from the public right-of-way. In the 1988 survey of Florence
Township, approximately 360 buildings on 76 farmstead sites were documented.188
Among the farmstead sites documented in 1988, no historic structures survive at 12 farmstead sites in
Florence Township. At several other sites, major buildings such as historic barns or houses have been
lost. Although relatively little contemporary residential or industrial development has occurred in the
township, farmsteads have been lost through the consolidation of farming operations and the replacement
of historic buildings with new structures adapted to contemporary agricultural practices.
The following table lists all farmsteads and sites included in the survey area of Florence Township and
each site’s potential for landmark designation. The table also includes photographs of the house and barn
on each site and other noteworthy information as available. Two other tables list farmhouses with type
and major barns with type. The ID numbers listed on the tables correlate to the maps included in
Appendix B.
188

Excluded from this total are four farmstead sites in Florence Township that were not documented during the 1988
survey, but which are included in the present survey and therefore obviously existed at that time.
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Table 3. Surveyed Farmsteads and Related Sites in Florence Township
ID

PIN

40

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Wilton Center Road

Wilton Center Road Bridge

Contributing

42

—

Warner Bridge Road

Warner Bridge Road Bridge

Contributing

43

—

Illinois Highway 53

Oscar Morgan House

Contributing

Royal D. Corbin: Stevens (1907), 708–709.
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ID

PIN

195

—

123

18-12-400-001

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Arsenal Road

Joliet Arsenal Gatehouse

Not assessed

Warner Bridge Road

Hayden–Hartley Farmstead

Contributing

Gibbons–Quigley Farmstead

Non-contributing

Daniel Hayden: Stevens (1907), 550.
John Hayden: Woodruff (1878), 792; Stevens (1907), 623

121

18-13-400-007

Arsenal Road

Tornado in 1962 destroyed farmstead. All existing structures are 1960s (or later).
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ID

PIN

119

18-14-400-002

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Arsenal Road

Rior den–Quigley Far mstead

Contributing

Denis Riorden: Woodruff (1878), 795.

Prior to 1940 arsenal development, farm included entire SE 1/4 of section 14.
116

18-19-100-002

Illinois Highway 53

Gur ney–Collins–Gor man Far mstead

Non-contributing

Gur ney–Riley Far mstead

Contributing

1860 census: Daniel Bell (46)
John Bell: Stevens (1907), 547–548.
"Jim Gorman's Vegetables"
117

18-19-200-001
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Street Name

Name

18-19-400-002

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Burton–Gould–Myers Tenant Farmstea Local landmark potential
d

109

18-20-100-003

Riley Road

Martin–Fridley–Doyle Farmstead

Contributing

112

18-20-200-006

Indian Trail Road

Gurney–Hyde Farmstead

Non-contributing

ID

PIN

118
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ID

PIN

111

18-20-200-012

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Arsenal Road

—

Non-contributing

Nothing at this site in 1939. Newly constructed following subdivision of farmland in late 1970s.

41

18-20-200-018

Indian Trail Road

Contributing

Hyde Far mstead

Nothing on this site in 1939. House possibly relocated from arsenal area to this site in 1940–1941.

110

18-20-200-026

Arsenal Road

Howar d Hyde House

Local landmark potential

Nothing at this site in 1939.
Refer to summary report.
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ID

PIN

114

18-20-300-005

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Baxter–Heck Farmstead

Contributing

1860 census: Ann Baxter (54); sons William (21), Andrew (18), John (15)

Property owned by L&L Farms - commercial
101

18-21-100-003

Indian Trail Road

—

Non-contributing

102

18-21-200-004

Old Chicago Road

Kavanaugh Farmstead

Contributing

Crib barn demolished since 1988.
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ID

PIN

103

18-21-200-007

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Old Chicago Road

Kavanaugh Tenant House

Contributing

Whitten–Phillips Far mstead

Non-contributing

McDowell Far mstead

Non-contributing

Nothing at this site in 1939.

104

18-21-300-008

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Barn demolished since 1988.
106

18-21-400-001

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Nothing at this site in 1939.
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ID

PIN

107

18-21-400-012

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Old Chicago Road

Whitten–McDowell Farmstead

Contributing

House has been highly altered but has historic core. Numerous historic structures. Nice.
98

18-22-100-009

Old Chicago Road

Dixon–Jackson Farmstead

Local landmark potential

1860 census: Francis Pauling (40)
Refer to summary report for Dixon–Jackson Farmstead information.
Judged potential local landmark due to outbuildings and private bridge, even though house has lost integrity.
99

18-22-300-003

Wilmington-Peotone Road

John R. Baskerville Farmstead

National Register potential

Refer to summary report, Baskervillle family farmsteads.
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ID

PIN

96

18-23-100-004

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Commercial Street

Miller –Neilson Far mstead

Contributing

Indication of Carey family ownership on historic plats may be a map-making error.

93

18-23-200-004

Commercial Street

Andr ew J . Basker ville Far mstead

Local landmark potential

Mar tin–Basker ville Far mstead

Local landmark potential

Refer to summary report, Baskervillle family farmsteads.

94

18-23-304-006

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Refer to summary report, Baskervillle family farmsteads.
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ID

PIN

90

18-24-100-002

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Arsenal Road

—

Non-contributing

Crib barn demolished since 1988.
89

18-24-100-004

Arsenal Road

Roach–Waddell Farmstead

Non-contributing

91

18-24-400-002

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Donahue–Rink Farmstead

Local landmark potential

Until 1960s, this 40-acre parcel was joined with a 40-acre parcel at NW 1/4 of NE 1/4 of section 25.
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ID

PIN

92

18-24-400-005

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Warner Bridge Road

Donahue–O' Br ien Far mstead

Contributing

Mary O'Brien was previous historic owner. Jack Nugent sold house to current owner. Rubble stone foundation of house was replaced
with concrete block. Lake located nearby before land was filled 20 years ago.

83

18-25-100-013

Martin Long Road

J ohn Long Far mstead

Contributing

Also includes PIN 18-25-100-014. House is only remaining historic structure.
85

18-25-200-003

Warner Bridge Road

Union School

Non-contributing

A former one-room schoolhouse. Per Farrington, this school had closed by 1948.
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Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

18-26-100-002

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Baskerville–Connor Farmstead

Non-contributing

18-26-200-001

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Long Farmstead

Contributing

Mahoney–Barry–Phelan Farmstead

Contributing

ID

PIN

77

78

1860 census: Walter Monteith (27)

82

18-26-400-004

Martin Long Road

1860 census: Daniel Mahony (50)
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ID

PIN

81

18-26-400-006

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Kennedy Road

Bar r ett–Basker ville–Spangler Tenant F
ar mstead

Contributing

Thompson Far mstead

Contributing

Mur phy–Long Tenant Far mstead

Contributing

Daniel Barrett: Stevens (1907), 437–438.
Refer to summary report for Baskerville family.
Outbuildings are a separate parcel, PIN 18-26-400-005
73

18-27-200-003

Symerton Road

Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 125.

75

18-27-300-008

Old Chicago Road

Traditionally, this approx. 40-acre farm parcel was associated with an approx. 80-acre parcel, E 1/2 of NE 1/4 of section 33
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ID

PIN

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

76

18-27-400-003

Symerton Road

Maher–Fridley Farmstead

Contributing

65

18-28-100-003

Indian Trail Road

Selah R. Morey Farmstead

Local landmark potential

1860 census: Selah Morey (54)
Selah R. Morey, born Pennsylvania 1830; came to Will County with parents, 1847; married Louisa Smith, 1861; children, Emeline,
Grace, Horace, Selah. Refer to summary report.
Survey from road only per owner request.
Illustrated in 1873 atlas plate 124
66
18-28-300-003 Indian Trail Road

Strong Farmstead

Non-contributing

1860 census: Erwin H. Strong (29), wife Lucy (36), children Warner (14), Caroline (12), Sarah (9), and Mary (7).
Warner P. Strong: Stevens (1907), 628–631.
Original house demolished since 1988 survey. No historic buildings remain. Survey performed from road due to dogs.
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ID

PIN

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

70

18-28-300-005

Indian Trail Road

Nelson–Str ong Far mstead

Non-contributing

1860 census: William T. Nelson (41)
Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 123.
Warner P. Strong acquired this site in 1900. See Stevens (1907), 628–631.
Also includes PIN 18-28-300-004. Gated drive, surveyed from road only.
68

18-28-400-004

Old Chicago Road

Mar tin–Ohlhues Far mstead

Local landmark potential

Refer to summary report for detailed information on Martin and Ohlhues families. See also Woodruff (1878), 793, 794–795.

69

18-28-400-012

Old Chicago Road

Ohlhues–Watling Far mstead

Contributing

Likely a newly established site, circa 1920s–1930s. Unique crib barn.

No access; viewed from right of way.
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ID

PIN

57

18-29-200-005

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Horace E. Morey Farmstead

Contributing

Willard–Smith Farmstead

Contributing

McGinnis Farmstead

Contributing

1860 census: Rufus Corbett (49)
Rufus Corbett: Woodruff (1878), 791.

58

18-29-200-007

Wilmington-Peotone Road

1860 census: Milton Tuttle (54)

61

18-29-300-016

County Road

William McG. born in Rochester, New York, 1826. Moved to Joliet, Will County, in 1837. Settled in Florence Township circa 1875.
[Woodruff (1878), 794]
Refer to summary report.
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ID

PIN

60

18-29-300-029

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Smith Road

Skehan Far mstead

Contributing

Shir k–Stewar t Tenant Far mstead

Contributing

1873: Quarry indicated on atlas map near this site.

59

18-29-400-014

County Road

1860 census: Joseph Shirk (43)
Woodruff (1878), 796
Illustrated in 1873 atlas, plate 123.
All historic outbuildings demolished prior to current owner moving in.
51

18-30-300-017

216th Avenue

Stewar t–Kr emar ik Far mstead

Non-contributing

1860 census: Daniel Stuart [sic] (45), son Peter

Additional group of buildings associated with this property (illustrated in 1955 book) has been demolished.
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ID

PIN

52

18-30-300-021

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

County Road

Allott Farmstead

Contributing

Bell–Hazzard Farmstead

Local landmark potential

1860 census: Charles E. Jewel (44)

53

18-30-300-033

County Road

1860 census: Daniel Bell
John Bell: Stevens (1907), 547–548.
Hazzard Brothers farm, established 1947. 1999, designated Conservation Farm Family.

54

18-30-400-014

County Road

Site 54

Non-contributing

See summary report for White family information.

Will County Rural Historic Structural Survey
Florence Township

Page 119

ID

PIN

26

18-31-200-003

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

Barr Road

Bar r Br other s Far mstead

Local landmark potential

Whitten–Kahler –Beckwith Far mstead

Contributing

1860 census: John Linebarger (48)
Refer to summary report for Barr family information.

28

18-31-300-010

Kahler Road

1980s aerial view provided by Denise Issert. Farmstead was divided in 1976, when Issert family purchased house and Robertson family
purchased outbuildings and land.
Historic farmhouse is PIN 18-31-300-010. All outbuildings are PIN 18-31-300-023.Two historic main barns and crib barn have been de
molished
30
18-31-300-017 Kahler Road
Non-contributing
Kahler –Hunt Far mstead

John Kahler arrived in township in 1835. [Woodruff (1878), 577].
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ID

PIN

22

18-32-200-001

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Kahler Road

Swival–Stewart Farmstead

Local landmark potential

Skehan Tenant Farmstead

Contributing

1860 census: Henry Swivel (19)
Refer to summary report for Swival family information.

18

18-32-200-005

Kahler Road

John Kahler arrived in township in 1835. [Woodruff (1878), 577].

Crib barn demolished since 1988.
23

18-32-300-003

Kahler Road

Lovell–Olivetti Farmstead

Non-contributing

Refer to summary report for Lovell family information. Purchased by Ralph Lovell after his mother Olive Jane Lovell's death in 1919,
then sold to Peter Olivetti, Sr., in 1939.
Only historic barn survives.
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ID

PIN

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

20

18-32-400-006

Indian Trail Road

Clar ence E. White Far mstead

Local landmark potential

See summary report for White family information

Judged to be potential local landmark due to unique local example of barn/crib barn combination.
21

18-32-400-011

Kahler Road

Local landmark

Lovell Far mstead

Refer to summary report for Lovell Farmstead information. 1918 directory lists George W., Sr., wife Esther, resident since 1872. Ralph
E., wife Tessie, resident since 1877. George W., Jr., wife Louise, resident since 1897.
Joan Alexander resides here. All structures historic, except machine shed and maybe garage.
15

18-33-200-001

Kahler Road

Hill–White Far mstead

Local landmark potential

See summary report for White family information
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ID

PIN

17

18-33-400-007

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

Old Chicago Road

James White Farmstead

Local landmark potential

Naughton–Carey Farmstead

Non-contributing

See summary report for White family information

Main barn demolished since 1988.
10

18-34-200-005

Kahler Road

1860 census lists Patrick Norton (28).

Crib barn demolished since 1988 survey; no historic buildings remain on site.
12

18-34-400-001

Kahler Road

Murphy–Kennedy Farmstead

Non-contributing

1860 census lists Thomas Murphy (40) and Cornelius Murphy (32)
Thomas Kennedy, son of James Kennedy (site 8). Refer to summary report for Kennedy family information.
Since 2005, house and major barn demolished. Only grain bin remains.
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ID

PIN

Str eet Name

Name

Landmar k Potential

13

18-34-400-002

Symerton Road

Edwar d Long Far mstead

Non-contributing

Cornelius Norton married Catherine Kennedy, daughter of James Kennedy (site 8). Cornelius had died by 1907. Refer to summary
report for Kennedy family information. [Stevens (1907), 355]
No historic outbuildings remain.
6

18-35-100-002

Kahler Road

Bar r ett Tenant Far mstead

Non-contributing

1860 census lists William Barrett (78) and John Barrett (55).
Daniel Barrett: Stevens (1907), 437–438.
William Barrett's daughter Margaret married James Kennedy (see site 8).
No house; used for storage.
7

18-35-200-003

Kennedy Road

J ames Kennedy Far mstead

Local landmark potential

Refer to summary report for Kennedy family information.

Outbuildings seem to have been abandoned since 1988.
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ID

PIN

Street Name

Name

Landmark Potential

8

18-35-400-003

Town Line Road

Michael Kennedy Farmstead

Local landmark potential

John A. Long, Jr., Farmstead

Contributing

Refer to summary report for Kennedy family information.

1

18-36-100-007

Martin Long Road

1899 directory lists John Long and John Long, Jr., owners of 480 acres.

Basically unchanged since 1988 survey.
5

18-36-400-003

Kahler Road

Wilson–Nugent–Holschuh Farmstead

Contributing

Largely unchanged since 1955 aerial view. Several outbuildings removed since 1988; one outbuilding demolished since 2005.
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Table 4. Farmhouses in FlorenceTownship
ID

House Type
Date

195

1

5

7

8

10

13

15

17

18

20

21
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—

—

—

Craftsman

—

—

Contributing

—

Concrete, parging

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block, parging

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Colonial Revival Foundation:

Contributing

Upright and Wing
c. 1880

—

Contributing

American Foursquare
1900s

—

Contributing

Cape Cod
1930s

Colonial Revival Foundation:

Non-contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Asphalt shingle

Non-contributing

Four over Four
1860s

Roof:

Non-contributing

Upright and Wing
1890s

Concrete block, wood siding

Contributing

Ranch
1960s

Walls:

Contributing

Side Hallway
1883

Concrete

Non-contributing

Upright and Wing
1870s

Foundation:

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1900s

—

Not assessed

American Foursquare
1900s

Materials

Significance
—

1941

Style

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete block, brick, concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding, brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Stucco, asphalt composition siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete

Walls:

Aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Asphalt composition siding

Roof:

Sheet metal
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ID

House Type
Date

22

23

26

28

30

41

43

51

52

54

57

58

Brick, wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Brick

Roof:

Cement asbestos shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Stone, stucco

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete block

Walls:

Aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Craftsman

Queen Anne

—

—

Tudor Revival

—

—

—

—

Non-contributing

Upright and Wing
1880s

Walls:

Non-contributing

Gable Front
1890s

Concrete

Contributing

Four over Four
1980s

Foundation:

—

Non-contributing

American Foursquare
1880s

Asphalt shingle

Contributing

Cape Cod
1930s

Roof:

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1920s

Vinyl siding

Non-contributing

American Foursquare
1910s

Walls:

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1870s

Stone, concrete

Contributing

Side Hallway
1860s

Foundation:

Non-contributing

Bungalow
1920s

—

Contributing

Ranch
1990s

Materials

Significance
Upright and Wing

1870s

Style

Contributing
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ID

House Type
Date

59

60

61

65

68

69

73

75

76

78

81

82
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Brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Stucco

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Cement siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Italianate

Greek Revival

Queen Anne

—

—

—

—

—

—

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

Walls:

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Concrete

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

Foundation:

—

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Asphalt shingle

Non-contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Roof:

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Vinyl siding

Contributing

Ranch
1920s

Walls:

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

Stone

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1860s

Foundation:

Non-contributing

Side Hallway
c. 1875

—

Contributing

Ranch
c. 2010

Materials

Significance
Gabled Ell

1900s

Style

Contributing

—
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ID

House Type
Date

83

85

89

91

92

93

94

96

98

99

101

102

Brick, aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Brick, wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Cement asbestos shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Asphalt composition siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete, brick

Walls:

Vinyl siding, brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

—

—

Queen Anne

—

—

Queen Anne

—

Craftsman

—

Non-contributing

American Foursquare
1900s

Walls:

Contributing

Ranch
1960s

Concrete

Non-contributing

Bungalow
1920s

Foundation:

—

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

Asphalt shingle

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1890s

Roof:

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

Vinyl siding

Contributing

Four over Four
1870s

Walls:

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1900s

Concrete block

Non-contributing

Cape Cod
1940s

Foundation:

Non-contributing

Split Level
1970s

—

Contributing

Gable Front
1900s

Materials

Significance
American Foursquare

1900s

Style

Contributing
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ID
Date
103

Materials

—

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete block

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Aluminum siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Gabled Ell

Foundation:

Stone; concrete

Non-contributing

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Significance
Gable Front

1900s

104

Contributing

Upright and Wing
1860s

106

107

109
1870s

110

111

112

116
1900s

117

Stucco

Roof:

Clay tile

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

American Foursquare

Foundation:

Concrete block

Non-contributing

Walls:

Cement siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

118

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

119

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Craftsman

Contributing

—

Contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

—

Non-contributing

American Foursquare
1910s

—

Non-contributing

Bungalow
1920s

Concrete

Walls:

American Fourtsquare
1890s

Colonial Revival Foundation:

Local landmark potential

Ranch
c. 1978

—

Non-contributing

American Foursquare
1940s

—

Non-contributing

Side Hallway
1860s

Greek Revival

Non-contributing

Split Level
1960s
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—

Will County Rural Historic Structural Survey
Florence Township

ID

House Type
Date

121

123

53

53

Brick

Walls:

Brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone, concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Vinyl siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Brick

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

—

Queen Anne

Contributing

Ranch
2000s

Foundation:

Non-contributing

Gabled Ell
1904

—

Non-contributing

Gabled Ell
1870s

Materials

Significance
Ranch

1960s

Style

Non-contributing
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Table 5. Barns in Florence Township
ID

Barn Type
Date

99

22

Contributing
Bank barn

1870s
68

Contributing
Dairy barn

1900s
15

Contributing
Dairy barn

1920s
26

Contributing
Dairy barn

1920s
5

Contributing
Feeder barn

1940s
53

Contributing
Feeder barn

1940s

Contributing
Feeder barn

30
1960s
20

Non-contributing
Plank farme barn

1900s

Local landmark potential
Plank farme barn

91
1900s

Contributing
Plank frame

116
1900s
114

Non-contributing
Plank frame barn

1910s

Page 132

Significance
Bank barn

1870s

Materials

Contributing

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Sheet metal siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vertical board & batten siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vertical wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vertical board siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete block

Walls:

Board & batten siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal, asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Board & batten vertical siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Board & batten

Roof:

Cement asbestos shingle

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Board and batten

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal
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ID

Barn Type
Date

23

Significance
Plank frame barn

1900s
107

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1900s
8

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1910s

Contributing
Plank frame barn

7
1900s
117

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1920s

Contributing
Plank frame barn

82
1900s
99

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1910s

Contributing
Plank frame barn

53
1900s

Contributing
Plank frame barn

118
1910s
57

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1910s
98

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1900s
82

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1900s
76

Contributing
Plank frame barn

1900s

Materials

Contributing
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Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Horizontal wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

None

Walls:

Corrugated metal siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Vertical wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Unknownd

Walls:

Board & batten

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Metal and wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal

Page 133

ID

Barn Type
Date

21

54

Contributing
Stable

1980s
109

Non-contributing
Three-bay Threshing

1870s

Contributing
Three-bay threshing barn

94
1870s
21

Contributing
Three-bay threshing barn

1860s

Contributing
Three-bay threshing barn

52
1880s
65

Contributing
Three-bay threshing barn

1860s
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Significance
Plank frame barn

1900s

Materials

Contributing

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Sheet metal

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Concrete

Walls:

Horizontal wood siding

Roof:

Asphalt shingle

Foundation:

Stone

Walls:

Wood siding

Roof:

Sheet metal

Foundation:

Unknown

Walls:

Asphalt siding

Roof:

Sheet metal
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Notable Farmsteadss in Florencce Township
p
ite
I
ite
I
itte
I
ite
I
nnedy and his wife Catheriine were nativ
ves of Tippeerary County,, Ireland, andd immigrated to the
John Ken
United Sttates in 1856.. They lived in New York
k City prior too settling in Florence Tow
wnship circa 1858.
Catherinee died on Aug
gust 23, 1863,, and James died
d
in 1890 aat the age of nninety. They had three sonns and
a daughteer, Thomas (1
1835–Novem
mber 1894), Jaames (born inn 1837), Marrgaret (later rresiding in W
Wilton
Township
p), and John (w
who later moved to Iowa)..
enned

amil

arm
msteads

James Kennedy was bo
orn in Ireland
d in 1837 and
d left home to come to New
w York in 1855. He also m
moved
to Florencce Township in 1858. In 1864, James Kennedy m
married Margaaret Barrett (hher father W
William
Barrett haad a farm in Section
S
35, sitte 6 in the preesent survey) and together they had sixtteen children. After
working as
a a tenant farrmer, by 1873
3 he had acqu
uired land in S
Sections 35 an
and 36 of Florrence Townshhip. In
1883, he built a new house
h
for his family at a farmstead
f
in Section 35, ssite 8 in the ppresent surveey. He
worked prrimarily at raaising beef caattle, hogs, an
nd horses, andd by 1907 haad acquired a total of 440 acres.
James Kennedy served
d as school dirrector for the township forr eighteen yeaars.189
he sixteen children of Jamees and Margarret Kennedy, several remaained in the arrea as adults:
Among th
 Catherine
C
marrried Corneliu
us Norton and resided in Seection 34, sitee 13 in the preesent survey.
 Thomas,
T
born in 1870, marrried Julia Lon
ng and residedd in Section 334, site 12 in tthe present suurvey.
 Jaames J., born
n circa 1869,, married Elllen McGoverrn and resideed in Sectionn 35, site 7 iin the
prresent survey
y.
 Michael,
M
born circa 1876, married
m
Margaaret O’Connoor and inheriteed the family homestead, ssite 8.
 William
W
marrieed Margaret Barry
B
and resided in Symeerton.
 Daniel,
D
born in
n 1879, marrieed Margaret Klover
K
and reesided in Secttion 3 of Wessley Townshipp.
 Andrew,
A
born in 1884, marrried Mary Baarry and also rresided in Secction 3 of Weesley Township.
Due to itts association
n with a prom
minent local farm familyy and its intaact 1883 farm
mhouse, the JJames
Kennedy Farmstead (site
(
8 in thee present surrvey) is conssidered to bee local landm
mark eligiblee. The
farmstead
d of his son, James
J
J. Kenn
nedy (site 7 in
i the presentt survey) mayy also be connsidered to bee local
landmark eligible, pend
ding further consideration
c
of the integriity of the site. Sites 12 andd 13 are consiidered
non-contrributing due to
o a loss of hisstoric integrity
y.

Views of the James Kenned
dy Farmstead. Left:
L
the farmho
ouse built by Keennedy in 1883. Right: One of the nineteenth ccentury
n the site.
agriculturall outbuildings on
189

Stevenss (1907), 355–3
356.
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Adam and Margaret White, natives of Scotland, immigrated to the United States in 1837 with their
children. In 1845, Adam White moved to Wilmington. After working for a time in a factory, he built a log
house on unbroken land in Section 12 of Wilmington Township. Circa 1848, the log house was relocated
to a new farmstead in the east half of the northwest quarter of Section 33 of Florence Township (this
farmstead no longer exists). Adam and Margaret had twelve children, including John M., Mary, Adam J.,
Robert, and James.190 The 1860 census lists Adam (age 64) and Margaret (age 58) and their sons Adam
(age 22), Robert (age 19), James (age 17); by 1860, John M. was married and living at his own farm.
The 1862 atlas map shows Adam White’s farm in Section 33, as well as a farm owned by his son John M.
White in Section 28. By 1873, the farmsteads had passed to the next generation: John M. had the same
farm in Section 28 (site 67, no longer existing); Adam J. had the family homestead in Section 33 (no
longer existing); Robert White had a farm in Section 32 (site 20 in the present survey); and James White
had a farm in Section 33 (site 17 in the present survey).
Adam and Margaret’s son John M. White was born in Bridgeton, Scotland, in 1823. He immigrated to the
United States in 1833 and went to live with an uncle in New York state until his parents arrived in 1837.
He began to work his own farm in Florence Township in the 1840s. In spring 1850, he and his brother
William journeyed west to California. After two years spent prospecting during the gold rush, John
returned to Florence Township in summer 1852, establishing a farmstead in Section 28. He married
Marjorie McIntosh in 1853, and they had six children, including William W. (born 1853), Daniel M.
(born 1855), John B. (born 1859), Frank E. (born 1861), and Arthur R. (born 1867).191
Another of Adam and Margaret’s sons, James White, was born in 1842 in Lycoming County,
Pennsylvania, and moved to Wilmington with his parents in 1845. He married Sarah Hazard in 1865, and
they had four children Clarence E. (born 1868), Fannie E., Florence A., and Charles A. White (born
1874).192 James and Sarah resided at a farm in Section 33, site 17 in the present survey. He later acquired
the original family homestead from his brother, Adam J. White.
By the early twentieth century, the White family farms had passed to a younger generation. Two of James
and Sarah’s sons were farming in Florence Township in 1918. Clarence E. White had a farm in Section 32
(formerly owned by his uncle, Robert White; site 20 in the present survey). Charley A. White had taken
over the farm in Section 33 (site 17 in the present survey). Another property in the northeast quarter of
Section 33, site 15 in the present survey, had also been acquired by James White in the early twentieth
century.
One other property in the present survey is associated with the White family. Site 54 in Section 30 was
owned by John B. White, the son of John M. and Marjorie White. He likely did not reside at this site, but
used the farm to breed horses to support his livery business in Wilmington.193

190

Woodruff (1878), 796; Stevens (1907), 372.
Woodruff (1878), 796; Stevens (1907), 372–374.
192
Woodruff (1878), 796. Sarah Hazard was the daughter of local farmer Charles Hazard. See Woodruff (1878),
792.
193
See Stevens (1907), 357. John B. White was born in Florence Township on December 2, 1859. He received a
business degree from a college in Springfield and began farming in Florence Township in 1883, working primarily
to breed Norman horses. In 1884, he married Florence Hart. In 1892, he sold his farm and moved to Wilmington,
buying the livery business established by his brother, Daniel, and in 1895 also acquired his uncle’s livery business.
191
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Among th
he farmsteadss associated with
w the Whitte family, sitees 15, 17, andd 20 have suffficient integrrity to
be considered for locall landmark lissting.

Views of thee James White Farmstead,
F
site 17 in Section 33
3. Left: the 18600s upright and w
wing type house has a Craftsmaan-style
front porch likely added in the
t early twentieeth century. Righ
ht: there is a largge crib barn at tthe farm.

Views of thee Clarence E. White
W
Farmstead
d, site 20 in Section 32. The plaank frame barn (left) and Amerrican foursquaree house
(right) weree likely built after Clarence acqu
uired this site fro
om his uncle Robbert White arounnd 1900.

Views of thee Hill–White Fa
armstead, site 15
5 in Section 33. The house on the site (left) waas likely built by A. Hill, a nineteenth
century own
ner of the site. The
T existing grou
up of outbuilding
gs including the dairy barn (righht) were likely aadded to the site after it
was acquireed by the White family
f
in the first decade of the twentieth
t
centuryy.
Will Countyy Rural Historic Structural Surveey
Florence To
ownship

Paage 137

Wiss, Jann
ney, Elstner Associates,
A
Inc
c.

L vell armstead
a
ite
I
The Loveell Farmstead
d was designaated a Will County
C
landm
mark on Julyy 16, 2009. A
As noted wheen the
nominatio
on was acceptted:
Locateed in Florencee Township, th
his farmstead contributes
c
to the rural charracter of the arrea. The actuual
farmsttead property was
w purchased in 1864. . . . The
T farmstead eenjoys unique status as farm that has been in
the Lo
ovell Family fo
or five generattions: Oliver Lovell,
L
Georgee Lovell, Archiie Lovell, Franncis Lovell, annd
curren
ntly, Joan Lovell. The exactt date for the construction ffor buildings oon this designaated property is
unkno
own. . . .

The nomiination inform
mation does not
n correlate with the ow
wners indicateed on historicc atlases; the 1873
atlas lists William Kerrr as owner, an
nd Kerr is alsso listed in thee 1878 countyy history as a property ow
wner in
the townsship.194 Oliverr Lovell is firrst indicated as the ownerr of a farm inn Section 32 iin the 1884 ccounty
history.1955 This suggessts that he likely acquired the farm betw
ween 1878 annd 1884, althhough he mayy have
worked th
he land as ten
nant prior to this date. The two oldest existing structures on thee site are likely the
upright an
nd wing typee house and the three-bay
y threshing bbarn. The rem
maining outbuuildings are likely
newer, daating to the latte nineteenth and early tweentieth centurries.

Views of thee Lovell Farmsttead. The two oldest structures on the site are likely the housee (above left) annd three-bay thrreshing
barn (abovee right). If not built by Kerr, theese two structurees were likely buuilt by Oliver Loovell shortly aftter he acquired tthe site
circa 1880. The other outbu
uildings on the siite (like the plank frame barn, lef
eft, and crib barnn, right) were likkely built later.

194

Woodru
uff (1878), 964
4.
Souven
nir of Settlemeent and Progreess of Will Co
ounty, Illinois (Chicago: Hisstorical Directtory Publishingg Co.,
1884), 403
3.
195
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wival tewart
t
armsstead
ite
Henry Sw
wival is listed
d in the 1860 census in Florence Tow
wnship. He w
was 19 yearss old in 1860 and
working as
a a hired laaborer at a farm
f
owned by
b Torrey annd Ann Averry in the northwest quarrter of
Section 12
2. By 1873, he
h acquired hiis own farmsttead in Sectioon 32, site 22 of the presennt survey. By 1888,
the county
y directory liists him as th
he owner of 220
2 acres. Heenry had appaarently died bby 1918, wheen the
directory lists Mrs. Maary Swival, liikely his wid
dow, as the ow
wner of the ““Swival Hom
mestead” in Seection
32, along with their children Roy V., Clara F., Jo
ohn, Nellie, M
Minnie, and W
William T.
T
farmsteaad is notable pprimarily forr its large andd very
By 1940, W. J. Stewart had acquirred the site. This
kely dates to th
he late 1860ss or 1870s andd was built foor Swival.
well preseerved bank baarn, which lik

Two views of
o the exemplaryy and well preserrved bank barn at
a the Swival–Steewart Farmsteadd, site 22 in Secttion 32.

Barr Br t ers armsttead
ite
According
g to historic plat maps and atlases and based oon the 1918 directory, thhis farmsteadd was
apparently
y acquired by
y the Barr fam
mily circa 1912. All of the eexisting builddings on the ssite have beenn built
since thatt time. The 1918
1
directory
y lists Mrs. John
J
Barr, a resident of tthe county siince 1912, annd the
owner off 268 acres in
n Section 31 and the ten
nant of additiional farmlannd in Sectionn 30. Her chhildren
included John,
J
William
m, Catherine, Robert, Elizaabeth, and Ge orge. Her sonn Robert is lissted as the operator
of the farm
m in Section 31. Another son George, his wife Mabbel and their ddaughter Ruthh were operaating a
farm as teenants in Secttion 19 of Flo
orence Townsship. The Barrr Brothers Faarmstead, sitee 26 in Sectioon 31,
is consideered to be locaal landmark eligible
e
as a lo
ocally represeentative exam
mple of a farm
mstead developped in
the 1910s.

The Barr Brothers
B
farmstea
ad includes a bungalow (left) and
a a dairy barrn (right) as welll as numerous other outbuildinngs, all
dating to thee 1910s.
Will Countyy Rural Historic Structural Surveey
Florence To
ownship

Paage 139

Wiss, Jann
ney, Elstner Associates,
A
Inc
c.

M re armstead
a
ite
Selah R. Morey
M
was bo
orn in Pennsy
ylvania in 183
30 and came tto Will Countty with his paarents in 18477. (His
father, alsso named Selaah Morey, is listed in the 1860
1
census aas 54 years olld.) He marrieed Louisa Sm
mith in
1861, and
d they had fou
ur children, Emeline,
E
Gracce, Horace, annd Selah. He held many puublic offices in the
township,, including To
ownship Clerrk, School Treeasurer, and R
Road Overseeer. By 1878, he owned 80 acres
in Section
n 28 of Florrence Townsh
hip.196 His faarm was illusstrated in thee 1873 atlas.. The large G
Greek
Revival style house, which
w
still exiists on the sitte, was likelyy built by Moorey in the eaarly 1860s, shhortly
after his marriage.
m
After Selah Morrey died circaa 1890, the faarm passed too his son, Selaah Morey [IIII]. By
the early twentieth cen
ntury, atlas maps
m
indicate that the farm
m was owned by another rrelative, Eugeene E.
Morey, who
w with his wife
w Lucy ow
wned 313-1/2 acres in Secttion 28. By 1940, the farm
m had passed to the
Horace E.. Morey familly.

Views of thee Morey Farmsttead. Top left: th
he barn on the site
s dates to thee 1860s. Top rigght: the Greek R
Revival style houuse was
likely built for
f Selah Moreyy shortly after hiis marriage in 1861. Bottom left
ft: the crib barn was likely addedd to the site durring the
period when
n Eugene Moreyy owned the sitee. Bottom right:: View of the fa rm from the Coombination Atlas Map of Will C
County
(Elgin: Thom
mpson Brothers & Burr, 1873), plate
p
124. The main
m
house and tthe barn at far le
left still exist on the site.

196

Woodru
uff (1878), 794
4.
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Martin
l ues arm
mstead
ite
James Maartin was born
n in Ireland in
n 1809. He married
m
Catherrine Graham (or Garrihand), also a nattive of
Ireland, in 1836 in Rochester,
R
Neew York. Th
he young fam
mily settled iin Will Counnty in 1837. They
acquired this
t farm in Section
S
28 off Florence To
ownship at a ppublic land ssale in 1838. Martin was oone of
the first School
S
Trustees serving in 1842. James Martin went to Californiaa overland in the spring off 1850
with hopees of prospectting for gold but
b died in Au
ugust 1851.1977
The 1860 census lists John
J
Martin, aged
a
26 and born
b
in New Y
York; Catheriine, aged 43 aand born in Irreland
(his moth
her); Edward (aged 22, bo
orn in Illinoiss), Thomas (118, born in Illlinois), Jamees W. (14, boorn in
Illinois), and
a William (12,
(
born in Illinois). Altog
gether, Jamess and Catherinne Martin hadd eight childrren, of
whom only three surviived by the 1870s,
1
Mary, James W., annd William. O
Of the other sons of Jamees and
Catherinee listed in the 1860 censuss, Thomas Maartin enlisted during the C
Civil War in C
Company A of the
100th Illiinois Volunteeer Infantry and
a died of disease
d
at M
Murfreesboro, Tennessee, iin 1862. Johnn, the
oldest, dieed in 1870, and
a Edward died in 1864
4. Catherine llong outlivedd her husbandd and many oof her
sons, dyin
ng in Novemb
ber 1898.198
The two youngest son
ns, James W.. Martin and William, conntinued to faarm in Will C
County. Jamees W.
Martin was
w elected County
C
Treasu
urer in 1873 and reelecteed two yearss later, servinng until 18777. He
married Viola
V
Linton on
o January 13
3, 1875, and they
t
had fourr sons, Charlees H., Robert W., James W
Walter,
and John L. Martin. Ch
harles H. Marrtin served ass a first lieuteenant in the siignal service in Cuba durinng the
Spanish-A
American Waar in 1898. In
n 1887, Jamees W. Martinn moved to JJoliet, where he resided fo
for the
remainderr of his life.1999 He is indicaated as the ow
wner of this fa
farmstead on tthe 1893 and 1902 maps, w
which
was likely
y rented out at this time.
By 1909, the farm haad been acqu
uired by the Ohlhues
O
famiily. John J. O
Ohlhues was born in Hollstein,
Germany,, in 1837 and immigrated to
t the United States in 18559. John and hhis wife Maryy had five children:
Magdalen
na, Henry, Ed
dward (born in
n 1874 per th
he 1918 directtory), Emma, and Mary. T
The Ohlhues ffamily
owned a farm in the southwest qu
uarter of Secction 14 of F
Florence Tow
wnship (site 1196 in the prresent
survey).2000 As noted in
n the 1918 diirectory, the farm
f
in Sectiion 28 was m
managed by E
Edward P. Ohhlhues
and his wife
w Alma, lissted as a tenaant on 200 accres owned bby John Ohlhhues. The farm
m remained in the
Ohlhues family
f
into th
he 1980s. Du
ue to its asso
ociation with two long-tim
me farm famiilies and the wellpreserved
d stucco-clad upright-and-w
wing type ho
ouse, the Marrtin–Ohlhues Farmstead is considered to be
eligible fo
or local landm
mark listing.

Views of thee Martin–Ohlhuees Farmstead. Left: the stucco-cclad house likelyy dates to the latee 1860s or earlyy 1870s, after Jam
mes W.
Martin tookk over the farm. Right:
R
the dairy barn on the site likely dates to thhe Ohlhues famiily period of ownnership.
197

Woodru
uff (1878), 793
3; Stevens (190
07), 396.
Ibid..
199
Ibid.
200
Woodru
uff (1878), 794
4–795.
198
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Baskervillle armstead
ds

ite
I
ite
I
ite
I
Three farm
msteads in th
he present surv
vey are assocciated with thhe Baskervillee family. Jam
mes Baskervillle was
born in 18
833 in Tipperrary, Ireland. He was orph
haned at the agge of twelve.. In 1847, Jam
mes, his two ssisters
and his siix brothers im
mmigrated to the United States.
S
He livved in Oneidaa County, Neew York, for three
years prio
or to moving to
t Florence Township
T
in 1850. On Febbruary 26, 18660, James married Jane Foogarty.
By 1878 they had sev
ven children, Mary A., Andrew
A
J. (boorn 1863 perr 1918 directtory), Charlotte J.,
Anna M., George, John
n (born 1875), and Helen R. Baskervillle. James ultiimately owneed 680 acres in the
township and retired frrom farming in
i 1902.201
Farmstead
d site 99 in th
he southwest quarter of Seection 22 wass likely Baskeerville’s origiinal homesteaad. By
1918, it was
w worked by
y his son John
n R. Baskerviille. Later, thee farm was ow
wned by his ddaughter, Chaarlotte
J. Baskerv
ville. By 194
48, it had beeen acquired by George F
Freis. Due too its intact grrouping of hiistoric
agriculturral outbuildings and associiation with a prominent loocal farm fam
mily, this site iis consideredd to be
National Register
R
eligib
ble.

Views of fa
armstead site 99
9. Above left: th
he existing housse is a brick m
masonry bungaloow, perhaps buuilt after Georgee Freis
acquired the site. Above rig
ght: The crib ba
arn, which likely
ly dates to the JJohn R. Baskervville period of ownership. Below
w: Two
o the site; both likely
l
date to thee nineteenth centtury.
historic barrns are present on

201

Woodru
uff (1878), 791; Stevens (190
07), 252–253.
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Farmstead
d site 93 in th
he northeast quarter
q
of Seection 23 hadd been acquireed by James Baskerville bby the
early 187
70s. This farm
m was later worked
w
by hiis son Andreew J. Baskervville. He is listed in the 1918
directory along with hiis wife Mary Whalen and their
t
childrenn Angela, Rutth, and Racheel. At that tim
me, the
farm was called the “M
Mountain Ash
h Farm.” The farm
f
is apparrently still ow
wned by Baskeerville descenndants
today. Du
ue to its association with
h a locally prominent
p
farrm family annd the integrrity of its hiistoric
structures, this site is considered to be
b local landm
mark eligiblee.

Above: The crib barn and house at site 93, the
t Andrew J. Ba
askerville Farmsstead.

Farmstead
d site 94 in th
he southwest quarter of Seection 23 wass owned in thhe nineteenthh century by JJames
W. Martiin (refer to Martin–Ohlh
hues Farmsteaad, above). B
By 1902, it had been aacquired by JJames
Baskerville, although it was likely
y rented to tenants in the early part off the twentietth century. B
By the
middle off the twentieth
h century, it had been acq
quired by the Kennedy fam
mily. Due its association w
with a
locally prominent farm
m family and the
t integrity of
o its historicc structures, thhis site is connsidered to bee local
landmark eligible.

Above: The historic house and
a three-bay th
hreshing barn att site 94, both off which date to the nineteenth ccentury, at the M
Martin–
Baskerville Farmstead.

Three oth
her farmstead
d sites assocciated with th
he Baskervillle family weere located iin the area oof the
township acquired for the
t arsenal:
 Site 132, north half of the south
hwest quarter of Section 155. This farm w
was illustratedd in the 1873 atlas,
when it was the ho
ome of Bened
dict Yunker. Itt had been accquired by thee Baskerville family by 1902. In
1918, it was the home of Haarry R. Baskeerville, his w
wife Gertrudee, and their son Durwoodd. No
eviden
nce of this sitte could be located.
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Site 135
1 in the so
outhwest quarrter of Sectio
on 16. This ffarm had beeen acquired bby the Baskeerville
family
y by 1902. By
B 1918, it was the hom
me of Thomaas L. Baskerrville (born iin 1871), hiss wife
Margaaret, and theirr children. Fo
oundation rem
mnants have bbeen identifiedd at this site.
Site 136 in the sou
utheast quarterr of Section 16.
1 This farm had been acqquired by the Baskerville ffamily
by 18
893. In 1918, it was the ho
ome of J. Arthur Baskerviille (born in 11881), his wiffe Grace, andd their
childrren. No evidence of this sitte could be lo
ocated.

Other Baaskerville relaatives owned farms in Maanhattan Townnship (refer tto the Rural H
Historic Strucctural
Survey off Manhattan Township,
T
Sep
ptember 2006
6).

Farmstead site
s 132 as illusttrated in the Com
mbination Atlas Map of Will Coounty (Elgin: Thhompson Brotherrs & Burr, 1873)), plate
125. This fa
arm was demolish
hed in 1940–194
41.
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Di n acks
a
n armsstead
ite
As shown
n on historic plat
p maps, in the nineteentth century, thiis farmstead w
was owned by John Dixonn. The
1888 directory indicateed that he own
ned 300 acress in Sections 16, 18, and 222 of the townnship.
In the firsst decade of th
he twentieth century,
c
the faarm was acquuired by Lanccelot Jackson. He resided hhere at
the “Jordaan Creek Farm
m” with his wife
w Sara Jane Parson andd their childrenn Charles E.,, Bernice, Wiilliam,
Rosie, Maary, Martha, Mabel,
M
and Maud.
M
By 194
40, the farm hhad passed too their son Chharles, who oowned
the farm into
i
the 1980ss.
The farm
mstead contain
ns a number of historic agricultural
a
ooutbuildings, and is considered to be local
landmark eligible. Of particular intterest is the privately-own
p
ned iron-trusss bridge crosssing Jordan C
Creek
and leadin
ng to Old Chiicago Road.

The Dixon–
–Jackson Farmsttead contains a number of histo
oric structures inncluding an ironn truss bridge (aabove left) and a plank
frame barn and silo (above right).

Lancelot Jackson
J
was descended frrom one of th
he earliest piooneer familiess in Will Couunty. Isaac Jaackson
was a nattive of Nova Scotia, born
n circa 1785. He and his w
wife Hannah settled on government laand in
Jackson Township
T
in the
t 1830s, an
nd they later divided
d
their holdings amoong four of thheir sons (Chharles,
Delancy, Enoch, and Samuel). Jackson Townsh
hip was nameed in his honnor. Hannah died in 18566, and
2
Isaac lived
d until 1875.202
Charles Jaackson, son of
o Isaac and Hannah,
H
was born
b
in Nova Scotia on Maarch 18, 1815. He left Canaada in
1850, finaally rejoining his father’s family
f
in Willl County in 1 851. He marrried Martha C
Cating in 1851, and
they purcchased a farm
m in Section 9 of Floren
nce Townshipp in 1856. T
Their childrenn included Faannie,
Malcolm, Estella, Marrgaret, and Jo
osephine. (Laancelot Jacks on, who hadd a son namedd Charles, m
may be
Charles an
nd Martha’s grandson.)
g
Delancy M.
M Jackson, another
a
son of
o Issac and Hannah,
H
was born in Novaa Scotia on S
September 3, 1823,
and came with his pareents to Will County.
C
He married
m
Harriett Gould of W
Wesley Townsship in 1849. W
When
his father’s holdings were
w
divided, he received a farm in Secction 8 of Floorence Townsship. He evenntually
owned 40
00 acres. Upo
on his death in 1879, each of his fivee sons (Andreew, Aaron, A
Albert, Arthurr, and
203
James) recceived an 80--acre tract.

202

For Jack
kson family, seee Woodruff (1
1878), 792–793
3, and Stevens (1907), 743–7744.
Ibid. On
ne of Delancy and Harriet Jacckson’s sons was
w Arthur D. JJackson, born on November 2, 1857. After living
for a time in South Dako
ota, he returned
d to Will Coun
nty in 1887 annd opened a meeat market in W
Wilmington. Inn 1889
203
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Mc inniss armstead
ite
William was
w born in Rochester,
R
Neew York, in 1826 and soonn after movedd to Boston w
with his familly. He
moved to Will County
y in 1837 and lived in Jolieet with his moother until 18849. William lived in Califfornia
between 1849 and 18
851 and then
n returned to Joliet, wherre he lived bbriefly beforee moving to Reed
Township
p. He remaineed in Reed Township
T
unttil 1870, thenn lived in Livvingston Couunty for four years
before fin
nally settling in Florence Township circa
c
1875. W
William and his wife Elizza Palmer haad six
children, four
f
living in
n 1878. Williaam McGinnis owned a totaal of 670 acres. Of those, 2270 were locaated in
Florence Township
T
and
d 400 acres in
n Livingston County. Thiss farmstead reemained in thee McGinnis ffamily
into the 19
920s. The pro
operty is notab
ble for the Itaalianate detailling of the hoouse.204

The house at
a the McGinniss Farmstead, sitte 61 in Section 29, was likely built by William
m McGinnis shoortly after he setttled in
Florence To
ownship circa 18
875.

ward de
use
ite
Historic plat
p maps and aerial photog
graphy indicaated that this hhouse was built for Howarrd Hyde after 1939.
Its distincctive architectture blends th
he American Foursquare
F
tyype with Crafttsman-derivedd detailing.

The Howard
d Hyde House, site 110 in Sectio
on 20.

he returned
d to the 80-acrre farm in sectiion 5 of Floren
nce Township iinherited from
m his father. Hee eventually acquired
356 acres and
a specialized
d in breeding and
a raising catttle, Norman hhorses, Shropshhire sheep, andd hogs, working with
his brotherr-in-law, Royall D. Corbin. He married Bern
nice Corbin in 1875, and theyy had only onee daughter, whho died
as a young
g child. See Steevens (1907), 743–744.
7
204
Woodru
uff (1878), 794
4.
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els n an
nd tr n

amil
a

armsteeads

ite
I
ite
I
William Nelson
N
was born
b
in Sterlin
ngshire, Scotland, on Novvember 8, 1816. He immiggrate to Canaada in
1830 befo
ore coming to
o the United States in 183
33. He was oone of the eaarliest inhabittants in Manhhattan
Township
p in Will Cou
unty in the laate 1830s. Wh
hile living in New Lenox Township inn 1846, he m
married
Mary A. Rudd.
R
Among their childrren were Marry, William W
W., Nettie, Olive Z., and L
Leonard. In M
March
1860, thee Nelson fam
mily moved to Florence Township
T
to a house in Section 15 ((owned by N
Nelson
descendan
nts until it waas demolished
d for the arsen
nal in 1940–11941).205 The family also oowned a nursery in
Section 28
8, site 70 in th
he present surrvey. Both off these propert
rties were illustrated in the 1873 atlas.
In the tweentieth centurry, site 70 was owned by th
he Strong fam
mily. Erwin aand Lucy Stroong were nativves of
Pennsylvaania who cam
me to Florencee Township arround 1850 aand settled a ffarm in Sectioon 28, site 66 in the
present su
urvey. Erwin Strong studiied at Jefferson Medical C
College in Phhiladelphia annd was one oof the
earliest ph
hysicians in the Wilming
gton area. Erw
win and Luccy’s children included Waarner P., Carroline,
Sarah E., and Mary. The
T daughterss Caroline an
nd Mary rem
mained at the old homesteaad, and Warnner P.
Strong an
nd his wife Anna
A
acquired
d the former Nelson
N
familyy nursery (sitte 70 in Sectiion 28) in 19900.206
Both Stro
ong family properties
p
werre eventually
y inherited byy Warner Sttrong’s son M
Marcus A. Strong.
Currently, site 70 con
ntains only a crib barn (lik
kely built byy Strong afterr 1900) and iis consideredd noncontributiing due to a loss of inteegrity. Site 66,
6 the Stronng family hoomestead, coontains no hiistoric
structures and is consid
dered non-con
ntributing.

Above: the residence
r
of Willliam Nelson in Section
S
15 of Flo
orence Townshipp, as illustrated in the Combinaation Atlas Map of Will
County (Elg
gin: Thompson Brothers
B
& Burrr, 1873), plate 125.
1
This farm w
was demolished in 1940–1941. B
Below left: the nnursery
owned by William
W
Nelson in
n Section 28, sitte 70 in the present survey, 18733 atlas plate 1233. Below right: ttoday, the site coontains
only a later crib barn.

205
206

Woodru
uff (1878), 794
4.
Stevenss (1907), 628–6
631.
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irk teewart armsttead
ite
I
Joseph Sh
hirk was borrn August 17
7, 1819, in Washington,
W
P
Pennsylvaniaa, and movedd with his faather’s
family to Indiana in 18
824. His gran
ndfather camee from Switzeerland and foought in the R
Revolutionaryy War,
participatiing in battles at Trenton an
nd Yorktown.. In 1841 he m
married his fiirst wife, Marrgaret Linton. They
had five children
c
and moved
m
to Wiill County in 1854, where Mrs. Shirk ddied. Joseph S
Shirk remarriied, to
Mary A. Brown
B
in Deccember 1854, and they had
d four childrenn.207
The Shirk
k family resid
dence was illu
ustrated in th
he 1873 atlas. It remained under the ow
wnership of JJoseph
Shirk untiil the 1880s. By
B 1893, it haad been acquiired by Georgge Stewart. Itt remained in the Stewart ffamily
into the 1940s.
1
Curren
ntly, a historiic house (built after 1873)) survives at the site, butt all of the hiistoric
outbuildin
ngs have been
n demolished..

The residence of Joseph Shirk in Section 29
9 of Florence To
ownship, as illusstrated in the Combination Atlaas Map of Will C
County
(Elgin: Thom
mpson Brothers & Burr, 1873), plate
p
123. Nonee of the buildingss seen here still eexist.

207

Woodru
uff (1878), 796
6.
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m s n armstead
d
ite
I
As indicaated on historric maps and
d atlases, the original ownner of this faarmstead wass Main Thom
mpson.
According
g to the 1860
0 census, Maiin Thompson was born cirrca 1825 in S
Scotland. His wife Marie, also a
native of Scotland, waas 33 years old at the timee of the censsus. Their chiildren includeed Jeannette, John,
and Elizab
beth, all born
n in New York
k. After Main
n Thompson’ss death in the early 1870s, the farm passed to
his son, John
J
O. Thom
mpson. It wass owned by Thompson
T
deescendants too at least the 1970s. The house
illustrated
d in the 1873 atlas
a
still exissts at this site.

Above: the Thompson family
ly residence in Section
S
22 of Flo
orence Townshipp, as illustrated in the Combinattion Atlas Map of Will
County (Elg
gin: Thompson Brothers
B
& Burrr, 1873), plate 125. Below, left
ft: The house illuustrated in 18733 still exists at tthe site
(photograph
hed here from the reverse an
ngle). Below rig
ght: The site aalso contains a number of eaarly twentieth ccentury
outbuildingss, including this crib barn.
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GLOSSARY
abutment A masonry mass (or the like) which receives the thrust of an arch, vault, or strut.
adaptive reuse The conversion or functional change of a building from the purpose or use for which it was
originally constructed or designed. Such conversions are accomplished with varying degrees of alterations to the
building. The more change that is necessary, the less likely that particular new use is appropriate for a historic
building.
addition An extension or increase in floor area, number of stories, or height of a building or structure.
arch A curved construction which spans an opening; usually consists of wedge-shaped blocks call voussoirs, or a
curved or pointed structural member which is supported at the sides or ends. Arches vary in shape from
semicircular and semi-elliptical to bluntly or acutely pointed arches.
architectural conservation The science of preserving architecture and its historic fabric by observing and
analyzing the evolution, deterioration, and care of structures; the conducting of investigations to determine the
cause, effect, and solution of structural problems; and the directing of remedial interventions focused on maintaining
the integrity and quality of historic fabric.
balloon frame A system of framing a wooden building where all vertical structural elements of the exterior walls
and partitions consist of light single studs (usually 2x4, but sometimes larger) which may extend the full height of
the frame and are fastened by nails to the studs. Balloon framing differs from a braced frame in that a balloon
framed wall acts as a bearing wall and does not rely on posts and beams to support joists.
baluster One of a number of short vertical members, often circular in section used to support a stair, porch, or
balcony handrail or a coping.
balustrade An entire railing system (as along the edge of a balcony) including a top rail and its balusters, and
sometimes a bottom rail.
barrel vault A masonry vault of plain, semicircular cross section, supported by parallel walls or arcades and
adapted to longitudinal areas.
bay one architectural subdivision of a wall, roof, or structure marked by repetition of similar elements, such as
columns or windows.
beam A horizontal structural member whose prime function is to carry transverse loads, as a joist, girder, rafter, or
purlin
brick A solid or hollow masonry unit of clay or shale, molded into a rectangular shape while plastic, and then burnt
in a kiln
column A slender vertical element carrying compressive loads from other structural elements above.
contributing A historic property which retains historical integrity and forms a part of a grouping of related
properties
corbel In masonry, a projection or one of a series of projections, each stepped progressively farther forward with
height; anchored in a wall, story, column, or chimney; used to support an overhanging member above or, if
continuous, to support overhanging courses
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cornice The exterior trim of a structure at the meeting of the roof and wall or at the top of the wall in the case of a
parapet, usually consisting of bed molding, soffit, fascia, and crown molding; any molded projection which crowns
or finishes the part to which it is affixed; the third or uppermost division of an entablature, resting on the frieze; an
ornamental molding, usually of wood or plaster, running round the walls of a room just below the ceiling; a crown
molding; the molding forming the top member of a door or window frame
course a continuous horizontal range of masonry units such as bricks, as in a wall.
dormer a projecting structure built out from a sloping roof, usually containing a vertical window or louver.
elevation A drawing showing the vertical elements of a building, either exterior or interior, as a direct projection of
the vertical plane; also used for the exterior walls of a building other than the facade (front).
fabric The structural and material portions that make up the building (frames, walls, floors, roof, etc.).
facade The exterior face of a building which is the architectural front, sometimes distinguished from the other faces
by elaboration of architectural or ornamental details.
gable The vertical triangular portion of wall at the end of a building having a double-sloping roof, from the level of
the cornice or eaves to the ridge of the roof.
gambrel A roof which has two pitches on each side.
hip A roof which has equal pitches on all sides of a building.
integrity A district, site, building, structure, or object with intact original location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association, to an extent that its historic character is discernible.
joist One of a series of parallel beams of timber, reinforced concrete, or steel used to support floor and ceiling
loads, and supported in turn by larger beams, girders, or bearing walls; the widest dimension is vertically oriented.
landmark A property or district which has been designated by a government entity as possessing historic
significance.
lintel A horizontal structural member (such as a beam) over an opening which carries the weight of the wall above.
mansard A roof having a double slope on four or more sides of the building, the lower slope being much steeper.
mortar A mixture of cementitious materials (such as cement and/or lime) with water and a fine aggregate (such as
sand); can be troweled in the plastic state; hardens in place. When used in masonry construction, the mixture may
contain masonry cement or ordinary hydraulic cement with lime (and often other admixtures) to increase its
plasticity and durability.
mortise A hole, cavity, notch, slot, or recess cut into a timber or piece of other material; usually receives a tenon,
but also has other purposes, as to receive a lock.
National Register of Historic Places The official list of the Nation s cultural resources worthy of preservation.
The National Register includes districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that are significant in American
history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and cultures.
National Historic Landmark NHL . Historic and archeological sites, buildings, and objects possessing
exceptional value as commemorating or illustrating the history of the United States. NHLs are buildings, sites,
districts, structures, and objects are of exceptional national significance in American history and culture.
non contributing A property physically located within a historic district or area of study which does not relate to
the defined criteria of historic significance for the area.
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parapet A low guarding wall at any point of sudden drop, as at the edge of a terrace, roof, battlement, balcony, etc;
in an exterior wall, fire wall, or party wall, the part entirely above the roof.
pointing In masonry, the final treatment of joints by the troweling of mortar into the joints. The removal of mortar
from between the joints of masonry units and the replacing of it with new mortar is properly called “repointing.”
pyramidal A hip roof in which all planes of the roof come together at a single point.
rehabilitation Returning a property to a state of usefulness through repair or alteration which makes possible an
efficient contemporary use while preserving those portions or features of the property which are significant to its
historical, architectural, and cultural values.
restoration Accurately recovering the form and details of a property and its setting as it appeared at a particular
period of time by means of the removal of later work or by replacement of missing earlier work.
ridge The horizontal line at the junction of the upper edges of two sloping roof surfaces.
shed A roof consisting of a single, sloping plane.
significant A district, site, building, structure, or object that has integrity and that is associated with historical
events or patterns of events; or that are associated with the lives of significant persons; or that embody the
distinctive characteristics of a type, style, period, or method construction, or possess high artistic values.
sill A horizontal timber, at the bottom of the frame of a wooden structure, which rests on the foundation; the
horizontal bottom member of a window or door frame.
spandrel In a multistory building, a wall panel filling the space between the top of the window in one story and the
sill of the window in the story above.
stabili ation Applying measures designed to reestablish a weather-resistant enclosure and the structural stability of
an unsafe or deteriorated property while maintaining the essential form as it exists at present.
stud An upright post or support, especially one of a series of vertical structural members which act as the
supporting elements in a wall or partition.
tenon The projecting end of a piece of wood, or other material, which is reduced in cross section, so that it may be
inserted in a corresponding cavity (mortise) in another piece in order to form a secure joint.
tension The state or condition of being pulled or stretched.
truss A structure composed of a combination of members that resist axial loads, usually in some triangular
arrangement so as to constitute a rigid framework.
vault A masonry covering over an area which uses the principle of the arch.
wythe One thickness of brick or other masonry material in a wall, commonly about 4 inches.
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APPENDIX A
HISTORIC PLAT MAPS
This appendix contains historic farm atlas and plat maps for Florence Township. Refer to Bibliography for map
sources.
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APPENDIX B
SURVEY MAPS
The following maps were generated as part of this study using ArcGIS software. The background
baseline mapping data were provided by the Will County Land Use Department. The contemporary aerial
photography that forms the background for the maps is dated 2009. The historic aerial photography of
Maps 6 and 7 is dated August 3–4, 1939.
This appendix contains:
Key to Properties by Map ID number
Map 1 – Will County Key Map
Map 2 – Florence Township: Overview of Survey – South Part of Township
Map 3 – Florence Township: Overview of Survey – North Part of Township
Map 4 – Florence Township: Significance of Sites – South Part of Township
Map 5 – Florence Township: Significance of Sites – North Part of Township
Map 6 – Florence Township: 1939 Aerial Photography – South Part of Township
Map 7 – Florence Township: 1939 Aerial Photography – North Part of Township
Map 8 – Florence Township: Potential Midewin Buffer District

Key to Properties by Map ID Number
ID

PIN Number

1

18-36-100-007

5

Address

Name

Significance of Site

32121 Martin Long Road

John A. Long, Jr., Farmstead

Contributing

18-36-400-003

17221 Kahler Road

Wilson–Nugent–Holschuh Far Contributing

6

18-35-100-002

Kahler Road

7

18-35-200-003

8

Barrett Tenant Farmstead

Non-contributing

17757 Kennedy Road

James Kennedy Farmstead

Local landmark potential

18-35-400-003

17960 Town Line Road

Michael Kennedy Farmstead

Local landmark potential

10

18-34-200-005

18634 Kahler Road

Naughton–Carey Farmstead

Non-contributing

12

18-34-400-001

Kahler Road

Murphy–Kennedy Farmstead

Non-contributing

13

18-34-400-002

32418 Symerton Road

Edward Long Farmstead

Non-contributing

15

18-33-200-001

19422 Kahler Road

Hill–White Farmstead

Local landmark potential

17

18-33-400-007

32386 Old Chicago Road

James White Farmstead

Local landmark potential

18

18-32-200-005

20024 Kahler Road

Skehan Tenant Farmstead

Contributing

20

18-32-400-006

32384 Indian Trail Road

Clarence E. White Farmstead

Local landmark potential

21

18-32-400-011

20219 Kahler Road

Lovell Farmstead

Local landmark

22

18-32-200-001

20252 Kahler Road

Swival–Stewart Farmstead

Local landmark potential

23

18-32-300-003

20395 Kahler Road

Lovell–Olivetti Farmstead

Non-contributing

26

18-31-200-003

32030 Barr Road

Barr Brothers Farmstead

Local landmark potential

28

18-31-300-010

21527 Kahler Road

Whitten–Kahler–Beckwith Far Contributing

30

18-31-300-017

21247 Kahler Road

Kahler–Hunt Farmstead

Non-contributing

Wilton Center Road Bridge

Contributing

Hyde Farmstead

Contributing

40

Wilton Center Road

41

18-20-200-018

30466 Indian Trail Road

42

—

Warner Bridge Road

Warner Bridge Road Bridge

Contributing

43

—

Illinois Highway 53

Oscar Morgan House

Contributing

51

18-30-300-017

31641 216th Avenue

Stewart–Kremarik Farmstead

Non-contributing

52

18-30-300-021

21551 County Road

Allott Farmstead

Contributing

53

18-30-300-033

21220 County Road

Bell–Hazzard Farmstead

Local landmark potential

54

18-30-400-014

21159 County Road

Site 54

Non-contributing

57

18-29-200-005

20161 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Horace E. Morey Farmstead

Contributing

58

18-29-200-007

20369 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Willard–Smith Farmstead

Contributing

59

18-29-400-014

20269 County Road

Shirk–Stewart Tenant Farmste Contributing

60

18-29-300-029

31689 Smith Road

Skehan Farmstead

Contributing

61

18-29-300-016

20730 County Road

McGinnis Farmstead

Contributing

65

18-28-100-003

31319 Indian Trail Road

Selah R. Morey Farmstead

Local landmark potential

ID

PIN Number

66

18-28-300-003

68

Address

Name

Significance of Site

31703 Indian Trail Road

Strong Farmstead

Non-contributing

18-28-400-004

31622 Old Chicago Road

Martin–Ohlhues Farmstead

Local landmark potential

69

18-28-400-012

31700 Old Chicago Road

Ohlhues–Watling Farmstead

Contributing

70

18-28-300-005

Nelson–Strong Farmstead

Non-contributing

73

18-27-200-003

31142 Symerton Road

Thompson Farmstead

Contributing

75

18-27-300-008

31781 Old Chicago Road

Murphy–Long Tenant Farmste Contributing

76

18-27-400-003

31542 Symerton Road

Maher–Fridley Farmstead

Contributing

77

18-26-100-002

Wilmington-Peotone Road

Baskerville–Connor Farmstea

Non-contributing

78

18-26-200-001

17655 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Long Farmstead

Contributing

81

18-26-400-006

17880 Kennedy Road

Barrett–Baskerville–Spangler

Contributing

82

18-26-400-004

31536 Martin Long Road

Mahoney–Barry–Phelan Farm Contributing

83

18-25-100-013

31303 Martin Long Road

John Long Farmstead

Contributing

85

18-25-200-003

16801 Warner Bridge Road

Union School

Non-contributing

89

18-24-100-004

17551 Arsenal Road

Roach–Waddell Farmstead

Non-contributing

90

18-24-100-002

Arsenal Road

—

Non-contributing

91

18-24-400-002

17070 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Donahue–Rink Farmstead

Local landmark potential

92

18-24-400-005

30776 Warner Bridge Road

Donahue–O Brien Farmstead

Contributing

93

18-23-200-004

Commercial Street

Andrew J. Baskerville Farmste Local landmark potential

94

18-23-304-006

18216 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Martin–Baskerville Farmstead Local landmark potential

96

18-23-100-004

18220 Commercial Street

Miller–Neilson Farmstead

Contributing

98

18-22-100-009

30725 Old Chicago Road

Dixon–Jackson Farmstead

Local landmark potential

99

18-22-300-003

19076 Wilmington-Peotone Road

John R. Baskerville Farmstead National Register potential

101

18-21-100-003

30459 Indian Trail Road

—

Non-contributing

102

18-21-200-004

30362 Old Chicago Road

Kavanaugh Farmstead

Contributing

103

18-21-200-007

30300 Old Chicago Road

Kavanaugh Tenant House

Contributing

104

18-21-300-008

19920 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Whitten–Phillips Farmstead

Non-contributing

106

18-21-400-001

19464 Wilmington-Peotone Road

McDowell Farmstead

Non-contributing

107

18-21-400-012

30980 Old Chicago Road

Whitten–McDowell Farmstead Contributing

109

18-20-100-003

30533 Riley Road

Martin–Fridley–Doyle Farmst Contributing

110

18-20-200-026

20221 Arsenal Road

Howard Hyde House

Local landmark potential

111

18-20-200-012

20191 Arsenal Road

—

Non-contributing

112

18-20-200-006

30400 Indian Trail Road

Gurney–Hyde Farmstead

Non-contributing

114

18-20-300-005

Baxter–Heck Farmstead

Contributing

Indian Trail Road

Wilmington-Peotone Road

ID

PIN Number

116

18-19-100-002

117

Address

Name

Significance of Site

30643 Illinois Highway 53

Gurney–Collins–Gorman Far

Non-contributing

18-19-200-001

30378 Riley Road

Gurney–Riley Farmstead

Contributing

118

18-19-400-002

20862 Wilmington-Peotone Road

Burton–Gould–Myers Tenant

Local landmark potential

119

18-14-400-002

17938 Arsenal Road

Riorden–Quigley Farmstead

Contributing

121

18-13-400-007

16882 Arsenal Road

Gibbons–Quigley Farmstead

Non-contributing

123

18-12-400-001

29212 Warner Bridge Road

Hayden–Hartley Farmstead

Contributing

126

John Carey Farmstead

127

Carey tenant Farmstead

128

Yunker Farmstead

129
130

Hoffman–Jackson Farmstead

131

Rathke Farmstead

132
133

Nelson Farmstead

134

German Evangelical Cemetery Cemetery

135

T. L. Baskerville Farmstead

136
137

Center School

138

William Bell Farmstead

139

Hayden Farmstead

140

Hansen Farmstead

141

Morey Farmstead

142

Gurney–Richards Farmstead

145

Harland–Bell Farmstead

146

Dixon–McQueen Farmstead

147

Reed Farmstead

148

Royal Corbin Farmstead

149

Ward–Jackson Farmstead

150

Morgan Farmstead

151

Starr s Grove School

152
153
154

McQueen Farmstead

N/A

N/A

ID

PIN Number

Address

Name

155

Isaac Jackson Farmstead

156

Starr s Grove Cemetery

Significance of Site

Cemetery

157
158

Elmer C. Buss Farmstead

159
160
161

Fridley–Younker Farmstead

162

Rausch Farmstead

163

German Evangelical Church

164

Yates Farmstead

165

Fridley Farmstead

166
167

John Hayden, Jr., Farmstead

168

Witschi Farmstead

169
170

Geiss–Miller Farmstead

171

Geiss Farmstead

172

John Hayden Farmstead

173
174

Daniel Hayden Farmstead

175

Lichtenwalter Farmstead

176

Deutschman–Reed Farmstead

177

Jones–Hayden Farmstead

178

Hayden School

N/A

179
180
181

Kirk Farmstead

182
183

Forsythe Farmstead

184
185

Alex–Fridley Farmstead

186

Forsythe Farmstead

187

Forsythe School

N/A

ID

PIN Number

Address

188

Name

Significance of Site

Cavanaugh Farmstead

189
190
191

McIntyre Farmstead

192

Henry E. Buss Farmstead

193

Rodgers Farmstead

194

Lacey Farmstead

195

—

Arsenal Road

Joliet Arsenal Gatehouse

196

Ohlhues–Reiles Farmstead

197

Reiles Farmstead

198

Ohlhues–Rathke Farmstead

Not assessed
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Map 2: Surveyed Sites South Half of Township
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Map 3: Surveyed Sites North Half of Township
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Map 7: 1939 Aerial Photography North Half of Township
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Map 8: Potential Midewin Buffer District
This district should include adjacent areas of Wilton Township.
A final determination of boundaries should await survey of that township.
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