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SECTION I: ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

INTRODUCTION

As one component of a larger project, which includes restoration/ developn;en;c‘ of tIhe m;z::
residence at Lawnfield, adaptive reuse of the carriage house, a_nd a number o dolt) etrh e ?Dmi Ve;
the team of landscape architects and historical landscape architects were aske Ry et fer iy
Service Center of the National Park Service to prepare a F?ultural Land.scapf catllior o :
site. Van Dijk, Johnson and Partners are the chief architects responsible for the primary
restoration efforts for the buildings at Lawnfield.

Within the scope of the CLR, the investigative team was asked to iderc1lt1fy, eval.uafidaigd
determine appropriate management options for th-e Cfﬂt—ural la'n sc-ap;:, inc " ang
considerations for such elements within the site as the historic scene, historic emgmil nd
vernacular landscapes. The team collected, presented and evaluated doc;Jmen’;ar% jrrlln e
survey findings within the context of the Cultural Landscape Report dorma D r%v the
course of this project, guidelines for the management of cultural lan ?cape:s- erwen!
extensive revision and expansion. The investigative team rpade severa r.ev151IE)Ins s
document in an attempt to conform with the most recent available information. However, i
must be remembered that these guidelines are still in a state of flux and thus, some aspec
of this report may be superceded by later changes.

i d data
uthors owe much to those who have preceded them. Pl}otographs, drawings an -
fTr}:ranatwo previous works, compiled by the National Park- Service have been mc;rpgfatsd. Tzi
Historic Resource Study prepared by Ronald W. Johnson, in September of 1984 for ;b e;;ru]
Service Center, branch of cultural resources Northeast Team, and the report prepan;d HY o
Newman of the Denver Service Center in September. of 1989, entitled: Lawnfield Histo

- Structure Report - James A. Garfield National Historic Site. In addition, the research team has

P : ; r th
completed extensive additional work in the Lucretm.R.. Garf;elSi collect.lon ??d t’;hosea:ifi ic;abtle;
family members at the Library of Congress, Manuscript Collection a'nd in collections rallab
through the Western Reserve Historical Society, the Lake County HIStqucaI Society and other

sources.

While every effort has been made to review all pertinent documents, a report such as this -

should still be considered subject to change. As new material comes to li_ght,. it may affect
some of the design solutions. This is especially true of any later archeological investigations
which may reveal slightly different configurations and/or placements of key features.

i research team anticipates that this report will often be read_ by persons who have
igtcﬁatgethe benefit of access tlg the other two documents, a biographical sketch of James ?n
Garfield has been included (SECTION II), as well as a brief chronology (SECTION V).I ;i
addition to the work of Messrs. Johnson and Newman, we are also grateful to Cgrl lEnge- o
the Lake County Historical Society and to the staff of the Western Reserve HIStOI"lC;\ .Soc;let{
for their assistance in helping us delve through the extensive archival matgna in thei
collections. .

i W. Salmon II, Manager,
This report was prepared by The Westerly Group, Inc., Mr. .Thornas _
Ms. CaI:rniIle B. Fife, President, in collaboration with William Behnke Associates Mr. Lee

SECTION [

Behnke, Principal. Mr. Behnke provided research information on the history of the extensive
nurseries in Lake County which has been extremely important in determining the potential
vegetative materials which may have been available in the area.

Mrs. Theresa Backiel of the Garfield Garden Club was of great assistance in providing the
location and names of plant material around the residence which was installed by that
organization. Supplemental information about J. Wilkinson Elliott was found through the

assistance of Ms. Helen M. Wilson of the Historical Society of Western Pennsylvania and Ms.
Jean S. Morris, genealogist.

The staff of Lawnfield was most helpful during all stages of this investigation.

During the course of this project, members of the investigative team, and of the collaborative
were privileged to become acquainted with George A. Thorson, a man whose unfailing
intelligence and kindness enhanced every gathering where he was present. In any meeting,
and amongst colleagues from many different backgrounds, his was a voice of "sweet reason."
George passed away, unexpectedly, before the final version of this report could be distributed.

We will miss sharing it with him. There is rio way to replace his special brand of thoughtful
consideration. :

ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

Project Identification

James A. Garfield National Historic Site, including the house known as Lawnfield, is located
at 8095 Mentor Avenue in Mentor, Ohio. The property is listed as a National Historic
Landmark. It is part of the National Park System and is managed by the superintendent and
staff of the Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area, 15610 Vaughn Road, Brecksville, Ohio.

The house and outbuildings are listed as numbers 001 through 009 in park 6380, category A
(structures that must be preserved and maintained).

Management History and Park Establishment

the current National Historic Site which included the Well house, Tenant House, Barn,

Granary, Chicken House, and Corn Crib was purchased by the Lake County Historical Society
from Eleanor B. Garfield in 1975. o

The property was designated a National Historic Landmark in 1964.

James A. Garfield NHS was authorized as a unit of the National Park System by an Act of
Congress [public law 96-607] on December 28, 1980, to "preserve for the benefit, education,
and inspiration of future generations certain historically significant properties associated with




Administrative Data

the llif.e of James A. Garfield" — 20th President of the United States. In the act, Congress
specifically authorized the preservation of this 7.82-acre site, consisting of President Garfield’s
homg, known as Lawnfield, and the grounds. Together the home and these grounds
constitute the only remaining portion of his original farm.

The act directed the Secretary of the Interior to administer the site. However, authorizing
provisions ha\{e permitted the Secretary to enter into an agreement with the Western Reserve
Historical Society to maintain, operate, and interpret this historic property. It also specified
that the Lawnfield portion of the site, owned by the Western Reserve Historical Society, may
only be acquired by donation. ' ’

From 1938 to 1984, the property was operated and maintained by the Lake County Historical
Soc.lety under a contract with the Western Reserve Historical Society. This county historical
society _u.sed Lawpﬁeld as its headquarters and as a general county museum. It was open to
the visiting public seven months a year. In 1984, the Western Reserve Historical Society
resumed direct responsibility for management and operation of the historic site, and returned
the focus of the site to interpretation of Garfield. ’

Funds. to operate and maintain Lawnfield came from admission fees, memberships, and
donatlfms. Thfz Lake County Board of Commissioners contributed funds for Lawnfield
operations until 1966. When this support was no longer possible, the county historical society
turned to the Western Reserve Historical Society for financial assistance. Between 1967 and
the late 1980s approximately $95,000 of capital improvements have been made to the
property. Most of the funds were provided by the Western Reserve Historical Society, with
some money coming from the federal government in the form of matching preservation
grants. However, this funding has been insufficient to meet the ongoing maintenance
requirements for the buildings, the collections, and the site as well as development
opportunities.

As provided by the authorizing legislation, the Western Reserve Historical Society donated
their portion of the site which included the Main House, Campaign House, and the Carriage
House to the National Park Service in 1988. The National Park Service purchased the Well
HOl.ISe, Tenant House, Barn, Granary, and Chicken House from the Lake County Historical
Society in 1984. Also, as provided in the authorizing legislation, the Service has entered into
an agreement with Western Reserve to provide day-to-day operations, interpretation, and
maintenance for the site. ' ’

Prior Planning Decisions

The enabling legislation specifies that the site shall be administered in accordance with the
é&ct of August 25, 1916, (39 Stat. 535), as amended and supplemented, and the Act of August

1, ‘1935 (49: Stat. 666), as amended. This legislation also required the completion of a
comprehensive General Management Plan. Development and planning at the site are now
guided by the General Management Plan approved in 1986 (herein referred to as the plan).

é hfci)tise tour will contir.u.xe to be conducted to interpret the life and times of James A.
5 Lf;ltr ﬂ? d. At present, all wsxfor use functions and facilities are located within the main house,
- the plan calls for removing them, Orientation, fee collection, museum exhibits, sales, and

SECTION 1

public rest rooms will be provided in a new visitor center utilizing the 1893 carriage house.
Self-guided interpretation of the historic landscape will be provided by a series of wayside

exhibits.
The plan calls for the following to provide access and circulation at the site:

Obliterate the old parking lot.
Construct new 2-lane access road and parking lot.
Construct a pedestrian walkway between the Main House and the Carriage House.

Retain the historic lane.
The plan calls for the following actions for landscape management:

Maintain trees and grounds.
Fence boundary.

Bury nonhistoric utilities.
Remove picnic tables.
Provide benches.

Cultural Landscape Report Proposed Treatment

The selected alternative for the landscape treatment (1886-1899) was chosen because it best
interprets the life and times of James A. Garfield without the immediate removal of significant
features of later landscape changes. The CLR will carry out all of the actions of the GMP plan.
This document defines in much more detail how this landscape treatment will be

accomplished. The major proposals of the plan are:

The historic farm entrance road and lane will be restored to its origihal 1876-1899

alignment for pedestrian use.
A new entrance drive will be constructed along the eastern boundary. It will curve to the

west to form a utility zone at the southeastern corner of the property.
The parking lot will be located within the limits of the old poultry yard.
New walks from the parking lot will direct circulation to the new visitor center.

Documented historic vegetation will be reestablished; mainly trees and shrubs on the site -

in general; and foundation plantings and vines around the main house.
A vegetative screen will be created around the edge of the property on the north, east,

and west sides.
The historic picket fence will be restored on the south side of the property, along Mentor

Avenue.
Site interpretation will be provided through outdoor wayside exhibits.
The site will be made accessible to the disabled. Paths will be constructed to the waysides

and buildings not connected to the lane road.

. COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

All actions proposed at the James A. Garfield National Historic Site will comply with the NPS
Management Policies and Cultural Resources Management Guideline (NPS-28). The goal of
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the recommended treatments is to rehabilitate the site, with restoration where feasible, to the
1886-1899 appearance. The results will maintain the landscape, its historical values, and
associated furnishings. Coupled with the main house and various outbuildings located on the
site, this property will provide a beneficial contribution to the interpretation of the life and
times of James A. Garfield and the scene in which those events took place.

In applying the criteria of effect, 36 CFR Part 800.3(a), the National Park Service has
determined that the proposed undertaking will have an effect on the James A. Garfield
National Historic Site.

In applying the criteria of adverse effect, 36 CFR Part 800.3(b), the National Park Service has
found the effect not to be adverse because:

A.

The proposed undertaking will not result in the destruction of the significant features of
the property, even though substantial alterations are planned. Changes made to the fabric
of the site and grounds in the course of administering the property since 1936 (and by
natural attrition) have altered historic fabric from the most recent significant period 1900-
1936. The property will be restored to its 1886-1899 appearance, a period which still
incorporates some of the farm planning and design accomplished by James A. Garfield,
some of the appearance during the 1880 presidential campaign, but also accommodates
all of the remaining buildings and some of the changes made by Mrs. Garfield. The plan
incorporates a new access road along the eastern border which leads to a new parking
lot to service interpretive facilities being developed in the Carriage House. Its location
and alignment are necessary for the administration of the site and reflects previous
decisions established in the General Management Plan of 1986. New elements will be
designed with the least visual impact on the site and existing buildings.

The site has been recorded in a survey completed in 1990. A Cultural Landscape Report
has been completed which contains a chronology of site alterations and appearance
during different periods, and assesses the significance and integrity during those periods.
All buildings on the site have been recorded to standards prescribed by the Historic
American Building Survey and the National Park Service will maintain a collection of
historic and contemporary photographs of the buildings in its files.

The primary significance of the property is the life and times of James A. Garfield and
therefore the removal of a minor amount of fabric, and restoration of the historic
appearance to enhance the interpretation, will not adversely affect the qualities which
make this site important. '

.. The proposed undertaking will not result in the isolation of the historic buildings from,

or alteration of the character of its setting. Rather it will have a beneficial effect,
recreating the historic scene to the time of peak family use and involvement with the site.

The proposed undertaking will not introduce visual, audible, or atmospheric elements
that are out of character with the property or alter its setting. As stated above, the
proposed undertaking will result in the recreation of the 1886-99 historic scene.

Incompatible modern elements such as the old west side entrance road, parking lot,
electric utility poles, and area lights will be removed. New utilities will all be brought in

SECTION I

underground. New exterior mechanical and electrical equipment will be installed remote
from the buildings and screened with plantings. Visual intrusions, such as the
surrounding suburban development, will be screened to a greater extent with vegetation
at the edge of the property. '

Exterior modifications on buildings to make them accessible for people with disabilities,
will be accomplished in a sensitive, unobtrusive, manner. A new path will also be
introduced to the east side of the site for access to interpretive wayside exhibits. The
design for new elements will be sympathetic but will be identifiable as new construction.

The proposed undertaking will not result in the transfer, lease, sale, deterioration, or
destruction of federally owned property.
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SECTION II: DOCUMENTARY DATA

A BRIEF HISTORY OF GARFIELD’S LIFE

For some readers of this report, the life and times of James A. Garfield will be a well-known
story. For others, this somewhat obscure, short-term President will be a mystery. A dark horse
candidate for the Presidency, Garfield’s emergence upon the national scene was short, and
ultimately tragic. ' -

Assassinated only a few months into his first term, his potential for national distinction was
barely realized. Nonetheless, his place in history is securely made, partly because of his brutal
and untimely death, partly because of issues and interests which he had pursued as a 7-term
congressman from Ohio, and partly because of the forces of his era, with which he must be
inextricably connected. '

James A. Garfield was born in the Chagrin Valley of Ohio in 1831, on November 19, in
Orange Township, Cuyahoga County. His father, Abram Garfield, had moved to the thinly
settled lands of the Western Reserve in 1819,! married Eliza Ballou a girl of eighteen and
established their home in a log house along the Cuyahoga River. The first years were a
disaster. Both parents were ill with serious fever, although three children were born:
Mehitabel in 1821, Thomas in 1822 and Mary in 1824, all of whom survived the hardships of
infancy and malaria.?

‘James Garfield’s father Abram spent some time as a contractor between 1825 and 1827 on the
construction of the Erie Canal,” to earn funds to purchase the land in Cuyahoga County.
According to recollections of Mrs. Eliza Garfield, the land was acquired in 1828-29.% It was
the first such purchase for the young Garfield family. e

At his birth in 1831, James A. Garfield was given the first name of an older child who had
died (James, b.1827, d.1829), a well-established New England tradition. All agree that his
mother’s influence was great on this, the youngest of her children. She described him as: "
... the largest Babe I ever had, he looked like a red Irishman, a very large Head and Shoulders
& Body equal to the Head and Shoulders. He was a very good-natured child, ... walked when
he was nine Months old, when ten months old he would climb the fence, go up the ladder
a dozen times a day, he never was still a minute at a time in his whole life.">

This energy and intense devotion to the matter at hand would become as typical of the man
as it was of the child. James shared physical characteristics with his father who was known
as a man of prodigious strength. It was from his mother, however, that the youngest child
of Abram Garfield was to inherit the dynamic forces that were to take him out of the

1. Theodore Clark Smith, Life & Letters of James Abram Garfield, Vol.I, New Haven, Yale Univ. Press
2. Ibid,, p. 4

3. Harry James Brown, Frederick D. Williams, Eds., The Diary of James A. Garfield, Vol. I 1848-1871, p. x.
4. Tbid,, p. 5.

5. Bundy, Life of General ]. A. Garfield, p.5

SECTION II

intellectual range of all previous Garfields These characteristics "lay coiled up in the fine,
sensitive, religious nature"® of Eliza Ballou who was to remain an important influence on his
life.

Contrary to some popular notions of the time, James Garfield’s childhood was not necessarily
marked by poverty, (although the political value of such a story was not lost on those who
later sought to romanticize his early years). The farm produced well, "We lived as well as our
neighbors," Eliza Garfield remarked, suggesting an abundant farm diet: "For breakfast we
usually had meat and potatoes, Bread and Butter & Tea and sometimes coffee & frequently
pancakes, for dinner boiled Victuals or Baked Beans & baked pudding for supper we had Tea,
Bread & Butter or Biscuit sometimes apple sauce peach & Cold boiled victuals."”

In 1833 tragedy descended upon the young family. Abram Garfield died, probably from
pneumonia which developed from a "violent cold."® Thus began the years of incredibly hard
work and diligence which comprised most of young James’ early life. With pluck and
courage, Eliza maintained the farm as a source of livelihood for herself and her four children,
the oldest of which was about 11 at the time. Nonetheless, James’ earliest years were filled
with pleasant memories. His mother emerges as a high spirited, deeply religious woman who
inspired virtues of hard work, religious devotion and humor, especially in the youngest of
her brood. '

James attended school at the age of three and was called "the best reader in his class of little
boys." It is probably noteworthy that a small schoolhouse was built on the corner of Widow
Garfield’s property. This was usually the result of a donation by the landholder for such a
purpose. James’ early demonstrations of excellence in academic matters caused the small
family to bind together to encourage his academic development. At the time that he
graduated from college, he was probably only one of two Garfields to have attained that
distinction. :

Nonetheless, young Garfield took part in the chores and family life of the farm. This early
involvement in day-to-day agrarian activities, was to remain an important influence on his
later desire to purchase and develop the Mentor Farm.

By the time James was in his mid-teens, his two sisters had married and his older brother
Thomas had left to work "for wages" in Michigan. During the same period James too, made
a short career of working for others, particularly by performing a series of small jobs,
including "black-salting" — making crude potash by leaching water through wood ashes. These
and other activities were to give him a background of understanding of the many farm chores
about which he later seemed so expert. During these early years, he also began a journal, a
practice which eventually became a lifelong habit.

6. T. C. Smith, Life & Letters of James Abram Garfield, Vol I, p.9

7. Tbid.
8. Ibid.

9. Ibid., p. 14.

8
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Documentary Data

In the midst of all this, young James became enamored of the sea, probably through his
voracious reading. Later he would recall: "In the spring of 1848 I chopped 100 cords of wood
upon a farm in Newburg, Cuyahoga County, within sight of the Lake and the passage of a
ship made me almost insane with delight. The blue expanse seemed to be a region of
enchantment and the great vessels the only means of going into that region."™ '

Although rebuffed in his first attempt to become a sailor, Garfield hired on as a canal boat
mule driver. He found employment on the inland canals and spent approximately six weeks
working on canal boats.!! In later years this aspect of his early life was much exaggerated.
Actually, it encompassed only a short period of time, but the lessons he learned, of tough
manners and hard work, stayed with him throughout life. Unfortunately, young Garfield’s
tenure was cut short by an attack of malaria, a disease which was rampant in the turgid canal
waters. He returned home to convalesce — a long and serious process — during which his
mother was able to convince him to postpone his plans to return to the canals. Rather, she
encouraged him to further his education. She offered seventeen dollars toward the cost and
suggested that he could combine a life of teaching and sailing by doing the former in the

winizcelr laznd the latter in the summer. Thus Garfield embarked upon the shores of the academic
world. :

In 1849 he entered Geauga Seminary in Chester, Ohio. By August of 1851, he had enrolled
in thfe V\{estgrn Reserve Eclectic Institute in Hiram, Ohio, and by 1854 had graduated from
that institution. In July of that year, he matriculated at Williams College in Williamstown,
]}/Iassa@}usetts. By the summer of 1856 he had graduated with honors and had become active
in p?hncs, campaigning for the Republicans. In the spring of 1857 he was appointed
Chairman” of the Eclectic Institute faculty and the following year, a resident of the Institute.
That November he married Lucretia Rudolph. -

- His political years began with his election to the State Senate (from Hiram) in October of 1859.

Two years later the Civil War began and he was appointed a colonel of the 42nd Ohio

Volunte:er Infantry. Garfield’s military career during the Civil War included distinction in
battles in Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi and Georgia. He moved successfully up the ranks
and was promoted to the rank of major general in 1863. The same year saw him assume a
seat in the 38th Congress in Washington, DC. The next ten years were spent as a
Congressman with strong ties to the Ohio homeland, including a position on the Hiram
College Board of Trustees.

‘The Garfields, by this time, had begun a large family. Five children eventually survived. They
purch.ased and extensively renovated a home in Hiram, and later built a house in
Wfils}ungton, DC. In 1872, the property at Hiram was sold, a decision which Garfield
evidently later regretted. In the fall of 1876, he purchased the Mentor Farm. Tired of moving
around from place to place during the summer, and when Congress was in recess, he later
recalled .the decision: "Here is my love of a farm revived in me. Now I must go tossing about
at watering places in summer at heavy expense, or I must get a place where my boys can

10. Thid,

13. Harry James Brown, Frederick D. Williams, Eds., The Diary of James A. Garfield, Vol 1, Michigan, Michigan State

University Press, 1967, p. xv.
12. Ibid. p.xvi.

SECTION H

learn to work, and where 1 can myself have some exercise, where I can touch the earth and
get some strength from it,"13

The family moved into the house in the spring of 1877. By 1880 Garfield had been nominated
to the U.S. Senate, leaving his long-time association with the House of Representatives. By
summer, he had been nominated as the GOP candidate for President in a somewhat
surprising convention move. He conducted the well-known "front porch campaign” from his
farm in Mentor and succeeded in winning election as President in the fall of the same year.
On March 4 he was inaugurated in Washington, DC. By July 2, he had been shot by Charles
Guiteau, a disgruntled office-seeker.

Garfield teetered between life and death throughout the summer of 1881. In September he
died at Long Branch, New Jersey. The response to the untimely death of this relatively young
man was worldwide. Similar to the death of President John F. Kennedy in our own era, heads
of state and countless people wept over the senseless loss. Although Garfield had had
virtually no time to prove his merit as President, the assassination touched the population
deeply.

In addition to support for his widow and family, a drive was conducted to provide a Garfield
memorial at Lakeview Cemetery in Cleveland. It was dedicated in 1890. In 1886 a new wing
was completed at the Mentor farm to house a Memorial Library (the first for a slain
President).

PREAMBLE

Lawnfield, the country home of James A. Garfield from 1876 until his death in 1881, is located
in Mentor, Ohio, an area once noted for its gracious farms, and the estates of important
Clevelanders. The area around Lake County was a popular one for such estates. In a 1903
publication, Thomas A. Knight stated, "Possibly one-third of the country estates surrounding
Clevelallla:l are on the lake front and another third are high up on the ridges and hills
inland."

The Garfield farm, or "Lawnfield” as it came to be called, underwent a gradual evolution,
from a working "gentleman’s farm," to an "estate," to its present status as a museum and a
National Historic Landmark. To fully understand this evolution, and how it effected the
significant features of the landscape, it is important to discuss the historic contexts which this
resource exemplifies. In addition, it may also be helpful to recall the ways in which the site
meets the Secretary of the Interior’s criteria for eligibility to the National Register of Historic
Places. Further, we have established key periods of significance for the historic landscape as
it evolved over time.

Cultural landscapes are complex resources, whose key defining historic features are fragile,
and change more rapidly over time than most architectural materials. In this, they differ from
historic structures, which may retain a great amount of original fabric intact (although often

13. Ibid., p. 917.
14. Thomas Knight, Country Estates of Cleveland Men, Cleveland, 1903
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hidden), over hundreds of years. Thus, it is not surprising that questions of integrity
regarding historic landscapes present somewhat more difficult challenges to the investigators
and to management. Hopefully, the discussion which follows will clarify the significance of
the landscape during its various periods of evolution, and thus assist in assessing its integrity
and in developing treatment plans for its future management.

HISTORICAL CRITERIA, CONTEXTS, AND PERIODS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Because of its association with President Garfield, the site obviously meets one of the
Secretary of the Interior’s criteria for National Register eligibility. Garfield was the chief
architect of the farm. He was a man who involved himself totally and with great energy in
any undertaking he attempted, thus, the background and influences which he brought to the
development of this farm at Mentor bear greatly on the cultural landscape which developed,
especially during the years 1876-1881. .

The farm at Mentor can be viewed within the historical contexts of national

politics/government, 19th century agriculture, Cleveland industrial/commercial development,

and landscape architecture/design.

National Politics/Government

'The farm at Mentor was featured in newspaper accounts during the presidential campaign
of 1880, which gave it a more direct association with contemporary political themes than most
historic landscapes can claim. It played a role in the campaign itself. Garfield was pictured
as the embodiment of basic values, especially those which were associated with a somewhat
ennobled picture of farm life. A contemporary political cartoon of this period (Figure 12)
demonstrates this strategy. Although as a seven-term congressman, he spent most of his time
in the nation’s capital, Garfield, the self-made man and gentleman farmer, positioned as an
antidote to big-city political corruption, proved to be a powerful image, one the public was
ready to embrace.

In many ways, it was an authentic image. If Garfield’s ability to wield a scythe or man-handle
a team of oxen might be questioned, his intellectual and emotional dedication to the farm was
undoubtedly real. In any case, for the media and the public, authentication was simply a
matter of an invitation which was tendered to one and all during the campaign of 1880:
"Come see Garfield, the honest Ohio farmer...on his working farm” (author’s quotes). Garfield
the candidate was more than happy to oblige and the famous "front porch campaign" was the
result. All of this activity, of course, added important significance to the vernacular landscape
with which it was associated. -

Angther dimension can be added to the associations from which the landscape at Lawnfield
derives significance. The extraordinary circumstances of the assassination of President
Garfield, only a few months after his inauguration, coupled with her courageous conduct
during his illness, elevated Lucretia Garfield to a level of national social prominence which
she otherwise would probably not have enjoyed. A quiet, down-to-earth woman, with a ready

SECTION 1II

intelligence and wit, she was evidently a good manager, supervising the construction of
substantial additions to their property at Hiram while Garfield served in the Union Army.'®

By the time of the assassination, both of them had attempted to arrange matters so that they
could be together whenever possible. Thus, Lucretia was accustomed to Garfield’s frequent
travel back and forth between Washington and Mentor, staying in their Washington, DC
house when congress was in session. Ironically, when Guiteau’s bullet struck, Lucretia !
Garfield was separated from her husband. She had retired to the New Jersey shore at Elberon,
Long Branch to recuperate from a potentially life-threatening illness when the ominous
telegram from Washington arrived. i

During the course of Garfield’s suffering, the country followed his progress avidly through
daily bulletins in the national press. Both man and wife were extolled for their strength and
courage; according to some, Lucretia found strengths few had seen before. The New York Times
reported on Thursday, July 7, 1881 (three days after the shooting): "He [Garfield] is bearing
himself with great fortitude, and Mrs. Garfield has exhibited a coolness and courage in this
crisis for which her oldest and most intimate friends had scarcely given her credit." And, on
July 10th: "When the history of this struggle for life comes to be written, not the least
interesting part of it will be the story of Mrs. Garfield’s wifely devotion. There is no doubt
in the minds of the attending physicians that but for the firmness and courage which she has
shown President Garfield would have been a dead man long before now."

From the moment that news reached the shores of Britain until the President’s death and
burial, Queen Victoria sent kind and encouraging messages to Mrs. Garfield — undoubtedly
identifying with her plight and remembering her own premature loss of Albert, her beloved
Prince Consort. The New York Times published many of these missives, and to further enhance
the comparison, the following appeared: ‘

...the family of the President of the United States has become a rallying centre for
human tenderness all the world over. ...[more] than anything which has occurred in -
this generation, if we except the beautiful association clustering around the memory
of the Prince Consort and the name of the royal mother and family of England. In
our case a family is involved, not noble from rank or birth, but self-ennobled by the
practice of domestic virtues and the exhibition, in the midst of an overwhelming
calamity, of purity of character, fortitude, self-control, and affection worthy of the
highest admiration.'®

When, on September 19, the President suddenly died, Mrs. Garfield became a rallying point,
a public symbol of the virtues which they had learned to admire in both Garfields during the
previous three months. The distinguished financier, Cyrus W. Field began a subscription, the
"Fund for Mrs. Garfield," shortly after word of the assassination was known. By October 18,
when the official campaign was closed, The New York Times reported that the total collected
was $360, 345.74, surpassing Field's original, optimistic goal by more than $100,000. By

15. Frederick D. Williams, Ed., The Wild Life of the Army: Civil War Letters of James A. Garfield, Michigan, Michigan State
University Press, 1964, p. 119 (correspondence between James A. Garfield and Lucretia Garfield, Sept. 27, 1862 and

October).
16. The New York Times, August 21, 1881
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contrast, a similar subscription effort, for the victims of a Michigan disaster, was not able to
raise even a third of this amount — with a considerably longer campaign. Photographs of
Lucretia and young Mollie Garfield were in brisk demand galong with those of the President).
New York’s sidewalk merchants did a thriving business.!

There were several probable explanations for the phenomenal public reaction to Garfield’s
assassination. Lincoln’s death was seen by some as directly traceable to the violence and
bitterness of the Civil War, but Garfield’s assassination, coming in a time of peace and
prosperity was seen as " a blow struck at the very life of republican institutions."’® The
contemporary press compared the two events in other ways. For example, the display of
mourning drapery and other symbols prepared in New York for President Garfield was
"avish, and far exceeds that made on the occasion of the funeral of the murdered
Lincoln."’® Mrs. Garfield was compared by inference, with Mary Todd Lincoln when an
article, reprinted next to an article about Garfield, related Mrs. Lincoln’s "strange
hallucinations" and reported her comment, upon being informed of Garfield’s assassination:
" told you so; good men have to be shot sometimes; don’t you know how the Jews killed
Christ?® Lucretia Garfield, in the meantime, was cited for earning the respect of her
husband’s doctors, the Cabinet, and the nation for her calmness, her intelligent decisions, her
astute observations and steadfast devotion.

Upon her widowhood, Mrs. Garfield continued to display the same fortitude. She never re-
married, and throughout her long life she continued to use a distinctive, black-bordered
stationery for correspondence. In many ways, she seems to have embraced her role as model,
and as a public trustee for the values which she and her husband represented. For her, these
were embodied in the farm at Mentor:

It has been thought by some that Mrs. Garfield would leave the farm and move to

some place where she and the children could all live quietly together while the latter

were being educated, but she is said to have stated that she would never leave

Mentor:; ... that it was in the true sense their home, the home that Gen. Garfield had

ﬁm\g;ie;il for them, and which he loved so well, and she would live there the rest of
er life. :

Fucretia was true to her word. The farm at Mentor was always her home and central to her
mtere_sts, although she owned a home in Cleveland and traveled frequently to New York,
Washington, DC, and to California for long periods of time in her later life. '

. Because of tl}e unique circumstances of her husband’s life and death, Mrs. Garfield attained
a l.ev.el of nahonafl distinction shared by few other former first ladies. She chose not to express
this in any public way, but rather through influences on her children, and on the physical

? o 4 D e T R "
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17. The New York Times Friday, September 23, 1881. p.8

18. The Baltimore American, reprinted in The New York Times, Sunday, July 5, 1991.
19. The New York Times Friday, September 23, 1881

York Times, August 4, 1881 :
21. The New York Times September 30, 1881.

13

20. eth : S .
J. C. A, Letter to the Editor of the Cincinnati Commercial, Springfield Illinois, July 29, 1881, reprinted in The New
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symbol of the Garfield years, the farm at Mentor. Joined in the next decade by her two oldest

' sons, she attempted to make the property worthy of her husband’s life and philosophy. Their

interpretation of that mission, in itself, offers some interesting areas of speculation.
Nonetheless, it is surely true that they attempted to fulfill this purpose as they understood

it.

Thus, it can be established that the development of the landscape at Lawnfield, which
underwent extensive changes from 1885-through the early 1900s, under the influence of

‘Lucretia Garfield and the heirs, reflects the national political fervor, which developed during

the president’s protracted illness and death and thus is associated with this context.

This middle class American family was elevated, in the public eye, to the status of a revered
"first family"; they were compared to Great Britain’s royal family. Under Lucretia’s tutelage,
they tried to live up to the role which history had thrust upon them. Much as the Garfield
Memorial Library became a precursor to other presidential libraries, the development of the
family compound at Mentor can be seen to have parallels in the Roosevelt and Kennedy "first
family" compounds with which we are familiar in our own day.

19th Century Agricultural Development

The nineteenth century enjoyed a boom in advances in "scientific" farming and the
development of agricultural techniques. While Lawnfield was not the most advanced farm
of its day, Garfield initiated a number of agricultural innovations which make it noteworthy.
For example, he purchased modern equipment, planters and a steam engine, which could be
used to cook feed among other things. The system for elevating water through the ram
technology was quite innovative for its time and location. His techniques for crop rotation
and the type of soil amendments he experimented with were, by his own ‘admission, quite
unique in the area.

Other aspects of agricultural activity at Lawnfield have indirect relationships with general
historic themes for the Lake County area. As will be discussed later, the region was known
for its horticulture. In particular, it boasted extensive growth and propagation of a wide
variety of fruit trees. The large orchards at Lawnfield, some of which existed when the
property was purchased in 1876, were expanded by Garfield and further enlarged by Lucretia -
They are good examples of the chief crop which influenced agricultural development in Lake
County.

Influences of Cleveland Industrial and Commercial Development

For James Garfield (and his sons), Cleveland was a center of commercial and legal activity
. As the city grew during the nineteenth century, many of its wealthiest citizens established
"country estates" northeast of the downtown area in the Lake County region. This phenomena
produced a string of landed properties, which displayed highly sophisticated landscaping and
accoutrements appropriate for their owners’ lifestyles. Just after the turn of the twentieth
century, Lawnfield was featured in a contemporary publication as one of perhaps a dozen
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such "Country Estates of Cleveland Men."? Today, only a few of these estates remain, (one
has been individually listed in the National Register) thus Lawnfield can be said to gain
added significance from its role as a notable example within the context of this regional
historical development.

Landscape Architecture Design

The fact that the Garfields commissioned a landscape architect to design a plan for their
family compound, gives the resultant landscape added significance within the National
Register criteria. It was unusual to find someone with such a distinction in the midwest at
this time. Further, there is at present a paucity of information about such individuals and the
‘work which they accomplished.

!

From the limited information available about J. Wilkinson Elliott, it appears that he was a
competent designer and plantsman, who was known amongst an elite clientele in at least
three states (see appendix D). The design which he created for the Garfields (discussed in the
following pages) exemplifies several national trends in landscape design of the nineteenth
century and can be said to be a good example of these design motifs.

Significant Periods in the History of Lawnfield
The evolution of the landscape at Lawnfield can be divided into four periods in time,

reflecting the key influences which operated at the site. These periods are briefly described
below. Each will be further explained and discussed in the site history which follows.

1876-1985  The period from Garfield’s purchase of the farm, through his assassination, up

SECTION II

the plan seems to have been installed and remained reasonably intact (55% or
better) through the mid-1920s. The property size remained unchanged until
1908, when Lucretia Garfield sold the land north of the railroad. Unfortunately,
during the late 1920s, the farm began to deteriorate.

1936-Present This time period is associated with the change in land use from a farm and
residence, to a museum. Dramatic revisions to the size of the property occurred
with the donation of the main residence and the small portion of land which
surrounded it. This period, while important for the stabilization of the house
and the employment of landscape maintenance, cannot be considered
historically significant in terms of the development of the landscape and
National Register criteria.

SITE HISTORY

The farm which James Garfield purchased in 1876, while well-situated, was not in the best
of condition by anyone’s standards. The core parcel of the property, a 40.5-acre tract, bisected
by the Mentor highway, had been owned by the prosperous and well-known Corning family

. since 1811. When James Dickey married Harriet Corning, the youngest of Warren Corning’s

daughters, in 1835, it was probably given to the young couple as a wedding present. By 1842,
James Dickey was the owner of record.

Subsequently, he also purchased several other parcels of property: A 53.6-acre tract
immediately north was the result of the purchase of three smaller parcels and an additional
23.35 acres. By 1848 James Dickey owned a total of 117.46 acres. With his death in 1855,
Harriet Dickey continued to operate the farm. In an 1874 Atlas of Lake and Geauga Counties this

. 23. Atlas of Lake and Geauga Counties, 1874 \Lake County Historical Society.

24. Henry Howe, Historical Collections of Ohio ... (Cincinnati, 1847) p.278 (quoted in Ronald W. Johnson, Histori

22, Thomas A. Knight, The Country Estates of Cleveland Men, Cleveland, 1903 (title)
Resource Study
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until new construction began to occur. This is the period when the landscape _ property is shown Wi% the Lake Shore & Michigan Southern railroad right-of-way traversing
reflected his greatest influence. Although Garfield died in 1881, there is no i the northern portion. -
: i jor ch t land b to occur until after 1885. i
1 Fance ik 0pjer Cangesiin e SC&PE e i The countryside of the Lake County region was described by a contemporary observer:
e 1886-1899 A transitional period, during which Lucretia Garfield and the heirs began to ! _ . -
2 initiate major changes in the main residence and throughout the property. The ‘ :I'he surface is more rolling than level, the soil is gogd .and generally clayey loam
a- library wing was added to the house, a gasworks, a new carriage barn, a - [ interspersed with ridges of sand and gravel. The principal crops are wheat, corn,
e windmill and tower were constructed at the site and barns were relocated. In il oats, barley, buckwheat, hay and potatoes. Dairy products, beef cattle and wool are
addition, acreage on the west side was incorporated into the property and { among the staples. This country is peculiar for the quality and quantity’ of its fruit,
: Hollycroft, the home of James R. Garfield and his wife Helen Newell was built. y as apples, pears, peach-es,. PluIr}Sl grapes, etc. Many.thousand doll-ars Worti_l are
: This period reflects the influence of Mrs. Garfield and of her children. b4 exported and many of its inhabitants leave every.spring to engage in the business
/ . of grafting at the South and West.24
1900-1935 Within this time frame, a period between 1900 and 1903 represents the era . - .
y when the landscape probatl,jly reflected its last historically significant change. Warmed by the lake, the area keeps relatively higher temperatures during the fa.ll and early
d A combined "compound" was complete with the purchase of property to the - winter than its inland neighbors. However, as winter progresses, the flat terrain does not
a east of Lawnfield (Eastlawn) by Belle Mason, Harry Garfield’s mother-in-law, prevent heavy snows from being dropped on Lake County and its environs.
d - as a home for herself, her daughter, and son-in-law. This is the period in Which
h a landscape design was commissioned from the Pittsburgh landscape architect,
n J. Wilkinson Elliott, to unify the property with a single designed plan. Most of
3
4%
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Documentary Data

Very little documentation exists for the physical.landscape of the Dickey farmlands, even for

the area surrounding the farmstead and the barns. A single photograph of the barns taken

shortly after Garfield purchased the property shows several very large black locust trees, one
at the west :.end of the house, and three parallel to the fence line, slightly East of the house
Together with several small evergreens, they comprise what seems to be the "formal”
landscaping in this part of the farm.

A contemporary description paints a rather dismal picture of the farm:

The buildings, aside from a sad state of dilapidation, were "fearfully and
wonderfully” arranged. The shaky old barn stood amid heaps of rubbish close to the
street, and in disagreeable proximity to the dwelling. The pig sty wafted its
sweetness on the morning and evening air close to the windows of the parlor in the
old family mansion — so close that the pranks of the playful pigs could be observed
therefrom. Other buildings, venerable with age, stood around the domicile, the
whole making a characteristic pioneer group.z‘r’g o

It.demonstrates. a great deal-of foresight on the parts of Mr. & Mrs. Garfield as well as their
friend .and advisor, Dr. Robison, that they were able to visualize with no reservations, the
potential for the farm which would be realized within very few years.

From photographs and from land maps of the period, we can see that the neighboring

properties were similar to Dickey’s, ie., open fields, simple farmstead i
agricultural structures. P ’ P eads, and ancillary

Agricultural Practices of the Era

;-Iorticulturi-sts opera‘ting in the Cleveland area in the mid-nineteenth century were s0 expert
in propagating, cloning and cultivating fruit trees that their services were in great demand.

A USDA air photo, taken in 1936, (Figure 6) shows that much of the Mentor area was still in
orchards at that time. “ :

In t.he 1850, gigantic strides had been made in the Western Reserve region in all phases of
agrlcult_ure. It must have been an exciting time for the farmer to realize that non farmers,
profe:ssmnals, if you will, in chemistry, animal husbandry, and horticulture were developing
new ideas and making them available to the farmer. It was the era of the Bonanza farm in
the f.ar west and many improved machines, especially for grain crops and haymaking, were
coming onto the market. Horse drawn innovations such as the Appelby Twine Binder, the

Marsh and Mann Harvesters, and the self-rakin
available.26 i

I&akeICcmnty was not as reactionary as was New England, for example, in resisting new
evelopments in farming. When he came to Mentor, Garfield became a leader — espousing
many of these concepts to anyone who would listen.

25. The : i :
. Geneva Times, May 24, 1877. Quoted in Ronald W. Johnson, Historic Resource Study, September 1984.
26. Wilson, Mitchell American Science and Invention, Bonanza Books, NY 1960, p. 240.
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For example, in 1880 he was able to fascinate members of the Third Estate with his theories
on soil amendments, green and barnyard manure, crop rotation, farm hgrdrology, and the
cooking of corn stover as a substitute for keeping ensilage on the farm. 7 As an associate
pointed out, Garfield was ever the teacher in all respects, ecclesiastically, politically and
agric:ult'ura].ly.28

Garfield’s Mentor Farm (1876-1885)

James Garfield’s purchase of the farm at Mentor was in many ways the product of an
evolution from his early childhood. He had established himself as a successful teacher,
politician and lawyer, moreover he felt the need to strengthen in his children’s lives the
values he himself had learned upon his family farm. It seems evident that he aspired to a life
as a "gentleman farmer," as a contrast to his political activity in Washington. Thus, he looked
upon the Mentor purchase as an investment in his own mental and physical health and that
of his family as well. It was also a financial investment. Farming, after all, was a viable
income producer during the nineteenth century. With characteristic intensity, Garfield
embarked upon the farm project at Mentor in the spring of 1877. His good friend, Dr. John
Robison, provided assistance and on-site supervision. Changes occurred rapidly to both the
structures and landscape at the site.

Roads/Fences and Topography. Features in the surrounding landscape about this time (and
later), included a clay-surfaced Mentor Avenue , what appears to be a clay or gravel
driveway, at right angles to Mentor avenue, entering the farm and a curious combination of
wood picket gates (see figure 9) and two types of horizontal board fences, conjoined. Across
Mentor avenue, in the acre that Garfield bought subsequently from Widow Dickey, we see
a rag-tag split-rail, board, and post serpentine fence. Obviously this was one which had been

repaired on many occasions.

The only fences that we know existed on the Dickey farm prior to Garfield’s occupation, were
those that we can see in an early photograph and which have been previously described. We
do not know, however, the condition or the extent of fences throughout the rest of the farm.
We do know that one of the early chores of the hands in the 1870s was restoration and

building; of fences.??

On July 11, 1879, for example, Garfield wrote in his diary: "Heavy windstorm threw down
many trees and prostrated 100 rods of my fences..." If one is to maintain stock and grain
fields in the same locality, fences are an essential. Later we see evidence of utilitarian fences
as horizontal boards, horizontal split rails, and barbed wire.?? A typical practice was the
containment of poultry by a woven wire fence, which made its first appearance in the late

27. The Geneva Times, May 24, 1887, and Cleveland Leader, March 12, 1879.
28. Peskin, Allan, Garfield, Kent, Ohio 1978, p. 14.

29. JAG Diary, May 9 and May 12, 1877.

30. Barbed wire, invented by Glidden in 1874, was just then becoming available. Wilson, Mitchel}, American Science
& Invention, NY 1960
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1870s. Residential fences i i ; .
5, ces included vertical pickets, smooth wire, and a rustic picket (see figure

Itﬁl;e urrnua:lr:l)é of;l;:;r?r‘in;i a}llo.ng Mentor Avenue, the property was long and narrow, however,
fhe L e oini it Izgs;essed, was a dramatic change in topography, occurring a’;
dbout e create)é I; ,ti'lor. rom the Mentor Avenue line. This "ancient shoreline," as it
was calle 1 gentle rise in the land, which gave way, on the Northwest, to a %en

. It is important to remember the distinguishing characteristic of this fe’ature as ’u(r)z

discuss the Mentor farm’s later devel i i
e bioal Toutare r development. The diagram (figure 2) demonstrates this unique

ﬁ:sti\ari;m'arl’h aeglf';?:ltt;lll‘&;l gitE, the Mentor farm was laid out to serve the needs of the farmin
consi dered Nappro ari te fongt]}?al COI'\ﬁgu.raﬁon of the barns and other outbuildings wag
e it Thu};F; p at ?:1 olr e fanu}y lifestyle and preference is evidence of Garfield’s
Dr. Robisc;n ot gfeaG ea of’ relocation took place in the first period of their ownershi
he had t;- g as" arfield’s manager, wrote to him early in the new year, statin thpé
contracted to: "move the barns back fifteen rods or less from the street.’All of %hena\

the large Barn, the lon i
g shed, the carriage, " "
after 1st 6f Maich as Convemfent_"a'l ge, the corn houses and hog pen," he wrote, "as soon

In May of 1877, the Garfields spent time with a "Mr. Alle
. : % n of Cleveland" layin:
g:;;dsB ;nti éc;;e;rh;lg tlt1reesf, thednext day "Devereaux" (a hired man) was setting gutg‘rrgg atilde
D The-nlith o the ,moey;ho:ugh th'at the grognds were far too wet for continued planting.3?
oy Minlrt g L nth, " the eight-acre field for corn next the woods was accomplished
\/ y for the marker (a drag used to locate the hills for planting the corn) B}:mcroft

plowed the meadow, on the hi i 2 :
out yard, 5 on the hill behind the barn. Fencing North side of highway and clearing

0 L :
n the seventeenth of May: "Covered up the old barnyard well near the front gate, by putti_ng

ﬂ t ‘I: f E t :i " "

By Ma 4

sl'}:rubsy aiii E;S::r:ﬂ% 1 Txrllv.len]tj;own to Storrs and Harrisons nursery, below Painesville for

preler g . : e el;{ site for these items would have been in beds at the

oAt o th: east a'xcwid west sides of thn? house and for a garden area which was early -

i d : east side of the house. This is visible in Figure 8. Later it was abandoned
glected for unknown reasons. Further planners did not continue that tradition.

31. Robinson to J. A. Garfield in JAG papers, January 31; 1877.
32. Diary of J. A. Garfield, May 1, 1877 and May 3, 1877.

33. Ibid. May 9, 1877

34. Tbid. May 17, 1877.

35. Ibid. May 25, 1877
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"The lawn, [was] liberally dotted with fruit trees, gooseberry and current bushes, grape
vines...."3 It is interesting to note that for the most part, the vegetation on the farm during

these years was utilitarian, not ornamental.

Unquestionably the farm contained orchards when they purchased the property in 1876. The
Garfields immediately began a prograit of planting apple and peach trees. The latter we
know from an entry in Garfield’s journal of 1877 which speaks of going to "Clarks" to buy
peaches. It must be recalled that this district was known for its orchards; having fruit trees
on a farm of the scale of the Garfields was ot unusual. No doubt the family soon enjoyed
the results of their orchard expansion. (It is possible, for example, when purchasing 1 % - 2°
caliper trees to have fruit production within two years.)

The Garfields depended upon major trees 0 provide ornamentation. In the 1870s there were

Black Locusts on the site. These were allowed to die out and later replanted as seedlings, as

were the evergreens. It seems that the preferred trees used in "laying out" the site were Beech,
Inuts.” The other

Silver and Sugar Maple, London Plane, Buckeye, EIm and some Black Wa
trees were volunteers such as Ailanthus sprout and Sumac. The balance of the tree planting
was a prodigious amount of fruit trees which were located in orchards at the south end of
the farm. Apparently these bearing trees gave much pleasure to the family, both at Mentor

and in Washington.

arrison nursery of

The following list of apple trees were offered locally through Storrs & H
earlier, however,

1929. The Gatfields probably could have had any of these varieties much
since they were offered for a long period of time (see figures 34 and 35).

Rome Beauty Grimes Russet Stark

Seek Northern Grimes Golden Western Beauty
Stayman Winesap Macintosh Yellow Transparent
Golden Russe Northern Spy

Farm Animals. Swine were one of the earliest animal residents of the farm. Their sty,
noisomely close to the farmstead, was a prime target for relocation. All farmsteads of this

period had horses, both for driving out and as prime movers of farm machinery, wagons, and

stone boats. Oxen were also used as draft animals. Garfield had learned at an early age, on

his mother’s farm, to drive oxen and had repeated a similar experience on the canals,

conducting mules and horses along the towpaths. Oxen were present on the Garfield farm

but knowledge of how long they were an important element of the farm stock is uncertain.

However, the ram field or fen in the northern portion of the property contained many
stumps, decaying logs, and other detritus. It would have required extensive work with strong
animals and equipment to clear such a field. A plow with a very deep coultre had been
developed in the 1840s. Called a bog plow, it was used to make ditches as well as furrows
on this type of land. Generally, oxen were used to pull the implement since horses were not

as stocky of ankle and less sure footed.

36, Brisbane, James S., The Early Life and Public Career of James A. Garfield ... , Philadelphia, 1880.

37. Theodore Clark Smith, Life and Letters of James A. Garfield, Vol L.
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At one point the farm contained approximately 39 animals, including cows, calves, horses and
oxen, as well as poultry. A "common milch cow"...2 Durham cows, and one Durham calf were
purchased in Magr of 1877 as a foundation for a stock of good cattle as well as a supply of
milk and butter? '

~ The major grain crops grown on the farm during the 1870s were: wheat, oats, barley,

buckwheat, corn, rye and the grasses for hay production — timothy, clover and some of the
fescues. James Garfield was very strict about pasturage and renovated almost all of the
meadows. Even the "night pasture” was rotated on an annual or semi-annual basis. He did
leave certain areas for browse (see appendix B for a list of crops and fields from primary
reference sources).?

The remainder of the land was given to fuel producing wood lots, marsh lands, and orchard
or tree plantations. Although the farm contained many agricultural buildings, these occupied
only a small portion of the total site.

Soil Amendments (Fertilizers). One of James Garfield’s earliest work experiences away from
his mother’s farm was as a laborer, making potash. Such early experiences often spawn
lasting impressions. From the date he purchased the farm at Mentor, he began to use soil
amendments on all the fields. He was a scientific experimenter in this endeavor. '

To better understand the practices of the time, we offer here some further definitions of the
names of amendments referred to by Garfield and his contemporaries: Potash, for example,
is leached hardwood ashes, or potassium carbonate. While much used in the nineteenth
century, it is not considered terribly important today.

Plaster: Today the term denotes a combination of sand, water, and gypsum. However,
it is certain that J. A. Garfield did not mean sand, water and gypsum, when referring to
"plaster” for his fields, but rather plaster of paris or gypsum by itself.

Limestone: In some cases, the word "lime" is used alone in historic documents. The term
is misleading; limestone (a combination of organic fossil material and calcium carbonate)
was routinely used, coarsely ground, as a soil amendment in acid-rich ground. True lime,
a building material, would have burned the ground and crops.

Bone Phosphate: Made from powdered or ground animal bones is a tribasic calcium
phosphorus. Other forms of phosphorus are used as a soil amendment today in great
quantities. '

These amendments were hand broadcast or deposited on the fields as components along with -

the manure collected in the loafing sheds and lots.

Feeds and Feeding. Until the late nineteenth and early twentieth century many farmers held
that steaming or cooking grains for animals improved their digestibility and nutrient value.

38.]. A. Garfield Diary, May 5, 1877.

39. Leech, M. & Brown, H., Garfield Orbit, Harper & Row NY, 1978 , In a letter from J. A. Garfield to Joseph Rudolph,

March 13, 1881.
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Careful experiments made at Cornell around the time of World War I have shown that,
except in the cases of a few feeds and some fodders, such preparations are not necessary.
Potatoes and soy beans, however, are better for feeding swine if cooked. Generally, the
softening of grains through cooking greatly increases the chance of their becoming stale.
Cooked feed corn, on the other hand, if allowed to stand, becomes flinty and not digestible.
It is not clear to what extent steam was used to cook grains and silage at the Garfield farm.
However, it is known that, to obtain the optimum benefits from corn stover (the corn stalk,
dried and free of ears) cooking can substitute for silage, especially when the farm has
relatively few animals. It has been pointed out in contemporary documents that the steam
engine was brought to the farm to be used for cooking and as a prime mover for the various
mills used to grind grains (although, surprisingly, it was not used to raise water.)

Garfield writes in a letter to his sons at St. Paul’s School (October 31, 1880): "the new steam
engine has come and is soon to be in its place, under a lean-to soon to be erected on the east
end of the engine house."’ In a letter to his mother several years later, James R. Garfield
says, in jest, "It would take a Corliss machine to move it...." He could have been referring to
his fa4t}1er’s stationary steam engine. Corliss engines were used on thousands of farms at this
time. ' "

In addition to the steam engine being in the lean-to, we would assume that the boiler and
wood storage would have been kept outside of the engine house. Further, we would assume
that steam power was transmitted "through the walls" to the mills and steam jackets for
cooking, in the "machine shed." Figure 14 shows a photograph of a stationery steam engine
installation at a farm in Indiana in 1901. It is a horizontal slide-valve engine of the Porter-
Allen type. This model is equipped with a fly wheel and belt pulley.

Garfield was very much aware of the perils of steam engine technology of the time. As a U.
S. Representative, James A. Garfield of Ohio introduced a bill proposing a procedure for the
investigation and reporting of every fatal railroad accident. In 1867 on the Lake Shore -
railroad, (the same line which ran through his property), a train was demolished at Angola,
New York, near Buffalo. It was a great disaster. The fact that Garfield located the "steam
engine" in a lean-to, versus a valuable building is indicative of the care he felt must be taken.

Hydrology in the Early Years. Delivery of water to the residence and to the animal lots was
a very early preoccupation of James Garfield at the Mentor farm. It was probably his friend,
Dr. Robison, who recommended that a ram be installed in a field, north of the ancient lake
shore line. The field, incidentally, was bog-like and even described by one observer as a "fen."
Tt seemed a likely candidate for the location of this machine.*?

Simply put, the ram was a means of making the stream use its own power to pump a great
amount of water into a cistern or other holding device. Placed in a ditch or brook, with the
collection pipe upstream, the force of the water operated a valve, which increased water and
air pressure within a metal globe; this was periodically and forcefully released via a valve,
thus operating the ram. Many thousands of such engines were used on American farms and

40. JAG to James R. and Harry, October 31, 1880 quoted in Leech, M. and Brown, H. J. The Garfield Orbit, NY 1978.

41. Tbid.
42.J. A. Garfield Diary July 7, 1879.
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were additionally known as "water engines."
re o gines." A New England
being "the pond, the creek and ditch and bog meadow§'§13an e relerenced good sousces as

Dr. Robison spoke to his friend Garfield abou irabili
. t the desirability of damming a porti
meadow to establish a farm pond for water as well as ice. }fIyowever, this %vasp;;ol;)ariagf rtw}:)i

accomplished at the site of the ram fiel .
purchased from George Dickey. i Held, but farther 1o tioe nosth, perhnps in. the: field

l{a;\ kt:c;}nf:ogy.ha;iﬁ been around for hundzgds of years. Vitruvius, in the first century A.D

55:1 225 0 ﬂ'lenllgﬁl;led fﬁz\;o;l; }?12 Ltcy)gli‘otl}?gty;'or{oseph Gwilt, the architectural encycloped-is’:
7 ¢ : a ce set in motion, it [the ram] will i 1

work as long as it is supplied with water or i i . iy

WOLK a3 | until the wearing of the valve di it."

in this discourse he remarked that a fall of 5 f 3 e nisie My

; : eet to the i

sixty feet higher than the source and 2,000 yards distarll.:?I1151 LA PR L gy

A chief objection to rams was the contin i

A ued loud.clicking of the valve, a noi i

g;(:i(:g:iﬂjﬂ mus:.tb be e.endll'.lred. even with modern rams. gI'he sound is ’mor:: O;iiu‘;\;l:ﬁh
as a "booming"” noise. The 1881 base map (Figure 47) shows the ram lo);

approximately 2,000 fi Sz
G vl\;ilt. Y eet from the house, Well'w1thm the 2,000 yards spoken of by Joseph

Undoubtedly, the raising of ‘water b

, y ram to a house cistern, (when it worked

2;001:11(; ?:S\;i lc-i:hgrl']\;ed ntll;e ?(;use?oldt,hsince it could provide a continual source 1;>few.':gc)er;‘) Eigg

. Unfortunately, after the ram was installed and the ditchin i
place, during dry seasons, the bog evidently b i e e
: ons, drained of water, and th

system became ineffective. Later, a new welli dug i ) o
' _ L A as dug, and a third after Garfield's d

water table in this area was only 12 to 15 feet below the surface. In time the rafn ]i:cttl;;n?:

continuing problem and was often out of service. Additi :
the ram to the house were difficult to maintaixf. dditionally, the great lengths of Plpe from

dAlismtlht; tgrtcl?lum:l water level decrea‘:aed_, either through the drainage described above or from
arov fd b’y ﬂi ;aslfllagc?; rclloetpa:i:lcgir:xlﬁhshy.rt\g 1lts pL;rrposes. Other problems occurred such as those
: hall e water line from the ram to the house which

gln grc}i;; (t;’:; r;l;zita.m the head zil]nnd to provide for the change in ground contozagiggzsivr}er

ring a water line which froze during th inter.46 ine
o . \ : g that winter.®® These lines wer t
nztoge;l;g fK)St .hnfz, the intent l?emg that they would flow all the time and therefore 5011.11{1{
. Again, in 1879, Garfield notes, "ram failed from freezing, hands 1'epa1ired.':47

;Inhstie gs}ll(te;rcllsop:;g;req;y Drf. globison and sent to Garfield in Washington, DC, gives very little
 position of the ram in the field. The saga of the does n
unfortunately little information is available regarding i%s retirerr::'f’f.l o mot end here, but

43. Sloane, Eric, American Yesterday, Wilfred Funk, Inc., p.iz

44. Loeb, ed. Vitruvius, De Architectura Book VIII, Vol 11, 1934

45. Gwilt, . Encyclopedia, p. 664, art. 2223b.

46. JAG to Lucretia Garfield, 12 June 1878

47. Brown, H. J. & Williams, F. D., eds. The Diary of James A. Garfield, Voi v
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In 1991, test units for house storm water drain locations, put down in four positions north of
the house and leading to the historic "lane” indicate that vitreous clay tile drainage pipes
(about 22" long, 8" diameter) took storm water from the house gutters north to some low
point. Such tiles were available prior to 187048 The final destination of these pipes could
very well have been the ram field, if one studies the site topography. This would indicate that
rain water, conducted from the house to the ram field would then have been collected and
pumped back to the house. (Also unearthed were 1 %" water pipes.) The preoccupation with
quality water did not die with the President, in 1881, but was a continuing obsession of his
widow, Lucretia Garfield, as will be discussed later in this report.

Garfield and his neighbors ostensibly conducted "dry farms." Due to the normal rainfall south
of the Lake, it was not necessary, at least for the crops described above, to introduce any form
of irrigation. The many references made by Dr. Robison, Garfield and later, by Joseph
Rudolph (who managed the farm) to "ditching" and "tiling" make us wonder if in periods
of drought the circuits were not reversed, and that some form of vestigial flood irrigation was
not used to water the orchards and fields. In particular, a reference in James A. Garfield's
diary of July 9, 1879 indicates that the ram might be used to irrigate fields below or north of

the escarpment.

Woodlots. From various entries in the letters and journals of James Garfield, the presence of
extensive woodlots on the property can be deduced. If one has cut and stacked a cord of
wood, one is in awe of Garfield and his men cutting and stacking 500 cords for the railroad
in December of 1879.% This was in exchange for certain fencing along the railroad right of
way, which would have solved one of Garfield’s preoccupations with liability and cattle loss

due to trains crossing his property.

Evidently there was a great deal of wood used as fuel at the farm during this early period.50
In the 1900s coal was often purchased, at least for special purposes. Pennsylvania coal, or
anthracite, expensive even then, was used in forges and on high pollution days.”! It may
have been used in the steam engine boiler. Coal blends were popular because they were

thought to give more energy per ton.

It was common in the Victorian era to find outbuildings, especially near the house named
variously: coal- and woodshed, coal- and washhouse, coal- and servants quarters. Garfield
‘did mention a woodshed in a letter to his boys at school, stating that the entrance to the
woodshed was being closed in for the winter. Considering that they had farm apparatus, and
possibly the steam engine to feed, considerable amounts of wood fuel were probably

consumed.

The current wood lot, north of the windmill, did not exist during the 1880-90 period. This
area was part orchard, chicken yard, and part field. The major wood lot was at the

48. From Joseph Gwilt, Encyclopedia of Architecture, Longmans, Green, London, 1867, we find that similar size vitreous

tile were available through import from England.
49. JAG Diary Vol. IV, January 4, 1880

50. Ibid.
51. L. R. Garfield Papers, Library of Congress, MSS5 Collection, Container #101
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escarpment. The bog meadow itself
dlearcd in the Ine 18705, self may also have been a source of wood when it was first

The Campaign and Presidenti
. ) g ential Years. A s
niche in history for i ; 1S men tioned before, Lawnfield d uni
ty for its role in the campaign of 1880. For the first time, a cisr:ecligast:’s hoque
’ me

b C t y-

A good example of the state of
th * - " - .
s e of the far.m during this period is given by Garfield’s old friend

We arrived at the farm of
Mr. Garfield ab ¢

hat and 1 . . about 10 o'clock .... ;
drove mt?)dtlnl:: tc;rtjl]e Ciln:iage which L had hitched to the gatlr: Kz‘; c::kj};lls il?iatl?nd
farm and acrossythe ;:ke Sﬁ:@\;i g:liong 1fa1ne vhich leads back north &Eoughl?ﬁg
made on the f; oad. He showed me the im
out a fine pea :hrrzriggrdoﬁerli he had planned which were yet th)) 1].;): ;III;EI:.S }:‘: I:ag
25 fo Some hay which I deb ad planted; stopped to give directions to his'f};r;lne

ad been out and which he thought sufficiently cured to ?,2

put into the barn .... we ent
put nlo the barm, e entered the house through the old-fashioned brick-paved

administration as to a r
ock i :
corn thrashing,"53 of Salvation ... hauling oats ... mending roofs ... roof gutters and

In spite of Garfield’s a i
ttention to the farm, th P '
stopped tem . , there were vicissitudes t ; :
nomppinee oratréofl;?)ﬁy tlr: the diann so that visitors and well wishesg cguicélnzzrr\gev:ﬂ}l; rains
as two or three hundrfdor T:es ;)\f the hm}.lje and other buildings. Some groups we(:re ;f a1r e
. \ . avoc which such - . 5 large
imagine. Melons, . crowds might creat e
s, and other fresh fruits and vegetables were all gasy PT‘Z; ff;.- gﬁ; ;rl;flc'u!: to
visitors

facing a lon in ri
g train ride back
souvenir hunters: to Cleveland, not to mention the voracious appetite of the

For instance, the Ger
2 man delegation carri -
took the pot aces rried off the last of the cabb i
WOIkInenio ga:;)ss, %umpkms went to the Indiana delegation, t}?e f:gr?f’ t:te Itr h
containers of buttp, l:;messmen carted off a barrel of pork and a dozg el o
er, others removed the family Bible and even lids to the cozrlz targ?
] stove!

Obviously the
y trampled the gras :
October, oot oo fmpled fhe g1ass because Garfield had the backyard resodded in

———

52. Fuller,

C. ini l p
' E. le"lsceﬂces Qf}. A. Gar:ﬁeld, une 23, 1880 430
53. SI[Lith, T. . ] ol |
C The Lgfe ﬂnd LEtters Of]ﬂmes Ab?ﬂm Gﬂ?ﬁeld Uol H p 1018
3 d W. th.nSOn [ ] I i .
L istoric E50uU ames ar 0

105- ree ¥/ y,I . ﬁEI [/ i Hﬂl l’s’ (7] i i # i 1 i
54 R[)nal H R St d 4 (; d N, '3 H foric S te Iﬂahnna Pa[‘k Se[‘v’]( e, [984 p-
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SECTION IL

It was during this period that reporters from
week at the farm. The map shown in Figure 47 was p

not published until a

the cartographer who
between this document and

The campaign house or office
Shrubs were probably forsythia, privet, spirea or
Maples or other typical species. We assume
during this period. Perhaps even at an increased

of the time.

Lawnfield After the

last quarter of the year. It was near

ceremonies were comp
law, and Joseph Stanley-Brown returned to Mentor. Also living at

father, Zeb Rudolph, her brother Joseph {called
farm workers and servants.

During the last summer of his life, dying in the co
¢ his Mentor farm.® At the time of his

7 acres. The residence and outb

appealingly 0
approximately 15
were in cultivation

After Garfield's death, the farm continued

Rudolph had served as farm manager since
13, 1881, four months before the assassination,

father. On March
Rudolph:

Dear Brother: Yours of the 11th ..
noted and approved. I had hoped that Lot

raise a fair crop of hay,
is not so, it is best to put nearly

reasonably be

It seems logical to

as before, under "Uncle Joe's" management. Itisa
years’ period of mourning,
amendments to the site.

Although during her early widowhoo
many private individuals, these were place
government awarded her franking privileges and, eventually a pe
earmarked for a Garfield Memorial
been available for work at Mentor. There were,

the New York Herald were invited to spend a
ossibly created at this time, although

fter Garfield’s death. It would be foolish to attribute great accuracy to
p. But we see many parallels

translated his information into the ma
other facts known about the farm at this time.

was sparsely landscaped as contemporary lithographs show.
similar types and the trees were most likely

that other normal farm procedures progressed
pace because Garfield was there so much

Tragedy. President Garfield died in mid-September of 1881, during the
onth before the funeral and memorial

ly the end of the m

anied by her children, her mother-in-
the farm were Lucretia’s
"Uncle Joe") and his wife, along with various

lete and Mrs. Garfield, accomp

ttage in New Jersey, Garfield spoke
death, the Mentor farm consisted of
uildings occupied about 12 acres, 70 acres

and the rest was sprout or woodland.

to operate under Joseph Rudolph’s guidance.
1880 when he relocated there with his wife and
Garfield had written to

_is received and proposed changes of the farm are
No. 1 would prove to be in condition to
re. But since you find this

or to make a tolerable night pastu
have and add what can

all the manure you
brought to bring the field in good shape.5

assume that all of the agricultural activities at the farm continued much
iso probable that Lucretia, observing several

did not immediately - concern herself with changes and

d, she was the recipient of a considerable fund from

d in trust funds, to earn an annual stipend. The
nsion. A separate fund,

in Cleveland, was being subscribed, but would not have
in addition, at least two insurance policies

55. Smith, T.-C., The Life & Letters of James A. Garfield, Vol I1, p. 1196.

56. JAG to Joseph Rud
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reported, and undoubtedly other funds. Ho i
. How ; ;
years immediately following the assassinaﬁonn;:mg;imoney vas svallable to herin the

Both i
ﬂ; : aI;%i;:arzggsjiﬁosgth;;aﬁ?-Bmw;{l Gafifield’s private secretary, had become convinced
: e cons cted to safeguard the former President’s li
E;: ezzirsls;'e V;or;czipondence, diaries, and other pape‘:grl; which had been ailcui:ltﬂsali::;agrﬁd
h 1a¥ge couecﬁfn ) fgt;r)lr;tzg(ilseg)ri. }} Italszdigious writer, he had amassed, in his short l'Lfeg
. Out o seemingly simple need, a great 4
would eventually take place at Mentor. However, betweerlz late 1881 airdaearlf};nfsgg arbl/%xzs

Garfield and her advisors had e
library at Lawnfield. ad only begun to explore the possibility of instituting a memorial

The only agricultural improvement of i
‘ note during these years was the buildi
;erﬁ)ﬁf lﬂili; railroad. Its exact location is unknown. I¥15 probsablee thatdg;gn;)\fj; hf})(;‘:? :hm
S’Pemh_nag o :j}ll'yogc;lnsummid ‘Fhe time and attention of Mrs. Garfield. In addition,gshe 1.«ra|‘s3
Spencing mu er time in a h_ouse she had purchased in Cleveland shortly after her
od began, probably to assist Mollie’s adjustment to school in the city.

Significant Landscape Features of the 1876-1885 Era

To capsulize the previous discussion: The histori
. i : The historic vernacular landsc i i
Lawnfield can be characterized by the following key significant featur:ge el existed

E:E;i CI:J;:;.I t’th:rE;oIt:wlfrty at Meptor was a working farm. Typical of many such farms in the
» the production of fruit, grain, hay, and feed was primary. Facilities were

present for ical f i : :
aclivie typ arm animals. Extensive pastures, fields, and orchards supported this

Spac . : A ;

Ofg:ilige‘,l\?:;?;;hflps. Spatl'al relationships between buildings and site features were atypicai

s Sn.uzﬁ, W?flh norm_all;_r relie.d on a grid pattern. Here, the alignment of barn

pria: o esh;h not coincide with that of the main residence, rather, they were

e bl iy on which was remotely related to the long and narrow shape of the
elf, an important distinguishing characteristic (see figure 47). The location of the

Roads i :
. pagsag\:,tﬁgc} a(:th:eir T{'anspt.)rtatu?n Systems. Little reliable information is available about
i St infermd turmg this Rermd, other than those which can be seen at the front of
13) Howéver inf hre oward the first barns and by the campaign house (figures 7, 9, 10 and
S ot usé o thawffe go?d do::umen.tary evidence from primary sources to document the
e e e farm "lane," especially during the 1880 campaign and before. While not
i Ojrr n on the only contemporary map for this era (figure 47), nor on an
porary photograph, its alignment must have been approximately the sz;me as can b{

discerned toda
: y from the : .
alignment is shown in ﬁgursfg.e nce of an ancient allée of large caliper trees. A similar

_—

57' P aul Ne
wm S
an, Lawnfield Historic Structure Report, Denver Service Center, National Park Service, 1991 p- 15
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One of the most important features which existed in the landscape during this period was the
presence, in the extreme northern segment of the property, of the "Lake Shore" Railroad line.
This feature had prime importance during this period because of its use for access to the
property (on special occasions) by large numbers of people. -

Views and Vistas. The views from the property, southward toward Mentor Avenue cannot
be said to be unusual, nevertheless, the closeness of this active road meant that the farm was
not isolated, but actively connected to other suburban communities. The view looking into
the property from Mentor Avenue, was open and inviting. Contemporary photos and a
lithograph show the lack of screening for house and barns; the open gate; the accessibility of
the front porch and door. While there were plantings at the front of the house and a young
.orchard on the southwestern sector in front of the relocated barns (c. 1877), none of this
material blocked the view of the farm structures. The prominence of the views of decorative
gables on the residence, cupolas on the barns and chimneys was impressive.

There were undoubtedly views from the slight rise of the ancient shoreline toward the
railroad, although they must have been vistas of fields and crop land. It is unlikely that the
shore of Lake Erie was visible from this or any other vantage point on the farm, at least no
mention of such a vista has been unearthed during the course of this study.

Vegetation. Garfield, from the first, concentrated on improving the farm vegetation; fields,
pastures, crop lands, orchards of pears, cherries, apples, and peaches complimented those
which were present when he purchased the property. Ornamental trees and shrubs were "laid
out," especially around the front and sides of the house. From documentary evidence
throughout the early years,58 it is evident that a farm garden was maintained at Lawnfield.
One possible option for its location (or that of a flower garden, or a combination) can be
inferred from a contemporary photograph (see figure 8). Otherwise, the exact-location of this
feature cannot be confirmed from contemporary sources to date.

Drainage and Engineering Structures. The ram and its field, along with the extensive early
waterwork system which was installed, remains a uniquely significant feature of this early
landscape. It is indicative of Garfield’s adventurous scientific bent, but it also vividly brings
to mind the crucial importance of a constant, generous, and reliable source of water on a 19th
century farm. In addition, the steam engine for milling, cooking grains, and other purposes,
also contributes to the characterization of this working farm as "scientific."

Walls, Fences, and Hedges. There is little evidence during this early period, for the presence
of walls or hedges. The dividing features in the landscape are primarily typical farm fences:
four- and five-board wood fences, later pickets, and post and wire fences to restrain animals.
The picket fence which was installed across the front of the property (see figures 7, 9, and 10),
denoted a neat, well-run, upper-middle class farm and home.

Buildings. Both the main residence which was enlarged during this period and considerably
improved, stylistically, from its predecessor, as well as the complex of formal barns and other
outbuildings, are very important in establishing the historic character of the site as a 19th
century gentleman’s farm. Architectural elements which helped give the barns a formal

58. The Diary of James A. Garfield, various entries from 1877.

28




_influence O . . .
. modest structures such as the ice house, corncrib, chicken coop, pens, machine shed, wood

,' storage building, and secondary barns, which are contained within the landscape contribute

| K
- _visible). This feature can be best discerned by an examination of the 1924 survey (see figure
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ce included vertical battens and decorative cupolas. The structures bear the direct

aran
appe f Garfield and are good examples of this genre. The buildings, including the

atly . to its sigIﬁﬁcance within the historical cqntext of midwestern agricultural

T -development.

',1"6ther L?ndscape Features. Although typical of many farms in the Mentor region, the

resence of the "ancient shoreline" gave the property a particularly interesting natural feature
which effectively separated the fen, or bog, from the rest of the site. (Or at least made it less

. 50a). The farm lane curved at this slight rise and turned, to follow the crest for a short
. distance before continuing northward toward the railroad. '

. The fen which fed the ram, and thus provided water to the farm was also an important

" feature of the landscape of this period, although there is no evidence of other ponds or
streams within the property boundaries. Site furnishings, other than possible farm troughs,

etc., are not known and artificial lighting features do not play a role until later dates. Special

_characteristics of natural light, which would have been typical of a rural farmstead in a
. midwestern plain, were not noted in contemporary correspondence or other documents.
. ..;Sculpture as far as is discernable, was not present in the landscape at this time.

‘A Period of Transition (1886-1899)

Beginning about 1885, with the construction of the memorial library wing on the main
residence, a welter of activity occurred at Lawnfield which would eventually culminate in the

. transformation of the landscape. As previously discussed, these changes can be associated

with Mrs. Garfield’s influence and, later, the President’s heirs.

' Mrss. Garfield, in contrast to her late husband, was a cautious planner. No building or

plar'\ting plan was u_ndertaken without careful consideration of possible options and cost-
saving measures. This was especially true in later years, when she consulted with most of her
children about planned projects at Mentor. '

During the years which succeeded Garfields death, Mrs. Garfield was advised by one of her
sons to improve the condition of the herd at Lawnfield. As a result, she investigated purebred
Herefords at_ a nearby farm. Beef cattle really would have been a better breed to have on the
farm, as agamst a milking herd, if for no other reason than the attention required would have
bee:n considerably less. However, records demonstrate that this plan was not fulfilled. A very
active dairy industry was promulgated at the farm, and it survived well into the 20th century.

Mrs. Garfield's planning for the memorial library was aided by Joseph Stanley-Brown. Close |

ﬁsthe Presideflt during the latter’s lifetime, he remained deeply involved with the family after
employer’s death, marrying Garfield’s only daughter Mollie in 1888.

He was concerned, in 1885, about more than just the building of the library; he had interests

?O:;Rrﬁvements to the landscape as well, "With the abolition of the disgusting kitchen
," he commented, "and the construction of a grass-plot and a flower bed or two, how
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attractive will this back porch become?"s? Items as insignificant as "abolishing the wash-
house” to the enigmatic "where is the new well?, the old one is dangerous” can be found in
the correspondence.

In a memo to Lucretia on May 17, 1885, he pointed out "As you will have an excellent cellar
for the storage of fuel, the wood house, always so unsightly can be torn away.” The
weatherproofing of the entrance to this unsightly structure had been improved by Garfield
only four years prior.%0 Subtly, changes were being recommended which would significantly
alter the character of the farm. Little by little, the two oldest Garfield sons, still at college,
were being drawn into decisions made about the Mentor farm.®! With the library addition
and other changes that began to occur after 1885, the landscape at Lawnfield was
metamorphosizing, at least in the vicinity of the house, to "estate” status.

In the spring of 1885 a new well was put down (its present location is unconfirmed).52 At
the same time, Lucretia Garfield contemplated a permanent structure, 2 windmill of large
proportions. However, this was not constructed until nine years later, when a second "new”
well had to be dug,. Probably, a simple wooden water tower was erected, to enhance water
pressure. _
In 1885 Uncle Joe Rudolph had told his sister about a new hot air engine and espoused its
installation on the farm. Literature gave testimonials, one from a gentleman in Pittsfield,
Massachusetts. Lucretia, thorough as always, wrote a Jetter to James R. at Williams College
asking him to find local references for the Pittsfield man. But, in a later letter to James R.,
"Hal has undoubtedly told you that we were obliged to give up the idea of an engine .... "
This decision was reversed at a later date as we find bills from tradesman for servicing — for
bronzing the cylinders and providing parts.5 In 1892, Lucretia mentioned to her son James
that, "we can easily keep the house tank supplied ... with the [hot] air pump. n65

An early and famous name associated with the development of the hot air engine was John
Ericsson. A Swedish emigrant to the United States, his improvements on the work of Robert
Sterling of Scotland developed a machine which was widely used in the United States for
many years. It's chief function was to pump water. The drawing below is of a prototypical
Ericsson type hot air engine. .

During the summer of 1886, a lovestruck Harry Garfield spent time at Lawnfield, noting in
his Journal for August 3: "At the farm. Tennis, work on library & Irv's green. My
correspondence goes to rack and ruin these summer days as does everything save my love

59, Stanley-Brown to LRG, April 25, 1885 in LRG papers, Box 21, Library of Congress (quoted in Johnson, R, Histor
Resource Study, p. 125).

60. Leech, Margaret & Brown, H. J. The Garfield Orbit, New York, 1978JAG to James R. and Harry Garfield, Octob
31, 1880.

61. Lucretia Garfield to James R. Garfield May 13, 1885 in James R. Garfield papers, Box 26, Library of Congrest
62. Lucretia Garfield to James. R. Garfield, May 22, 1885, in JRG collection, Library of Congress
63. LRG to JRG, May 13, 1885, JRG Collection, Box 26, Library of Congress

4. Invoice to Mrs. Gen’l Garfield from E. M. Herron June 8, 1906, paid receipt from G. W. Blackmon’s Sons June
1906., LRG Collection, Box 101, LC

65. LRG to JRG {from Washington DC), April 23, 1892, Box 24, LC
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for Be.llc‘e & w0r1.< on the Library." Other entries during the same Eeriod refer to his work of
organizing the library, scraping and refinishing his father’s desk. 6

Natural gas from a well drilled at the site was in use on the property when the 1885 addition
was complete (see Johnson, Historic Resource Study, p. 131-132). However, correspondence
between James R. Garfield and his mother in November and early December of 1892 indicates
that a gas well drilling operation was also underway at that time (perhaps for a secondary
source to accommodate additional needs): "...The gas well is having a success.... now about
400 or 500 feet deep.” And on December 2, he added: "this morning the gas well was 780 feet
down and the men were to stop at 800 unless more gas was found. This venture seems to be
successful.”" Mrs. Garfield asked James R. to suggest a plan of distribution. According to Uncle
Joe i:'hey6 7wou1d have enough gas to illuminate all of East Mentor, and plenty for the
furnace.®” A question which may merit additional subsurface investigation: Did a pipe run
from the gashouse to the pumphouse in order to fuel the hot air engine? Or, since- the
original configuration of the gashouse was twice its present size, did it once contain a gas-
powered pump which kept the house tank full? The floating lid gas storage tank is present
at the site today as is the well head. .
The same year, plans were in hand for construction of a grand new barn. After much
correspondence from many family members, (including Uncle Joe Rudolph), about what to
do with a harness that the late President had bought, Lucretia declared: "...put it in a glass
case and keep it for a decoration to our new stable."® By 1893, Mrs. Garfield had hired
contractors to build the new structure, which later became known as the carriage barn, a very
prominent feature in the landscape north of the house. This structure was built adjacent to
Fhe existing gas storage building, with some overlap, since initial archeological investigation
indicated that a foundation, in excess of the gashouse, extended under the carriage house.

The memorial library addition has been characterized as having its closest ties to the
Richardsonian Romanesque and Queen Anne styles.®’ The carriage barn, built in 1893, also
shares elements of the latter style. The gashouse, a utilitarian structure, nonetheless is
constructed with a mortared, quarry-faced stone which had some affinity to the memorial
library and which was similar to the material used for the windmill/ tower, built in 1894.

Correspondence between Lucretia Garfield in 1893 and 1894, from the Mentor farm, to her
son Abram, who was at Williams College, then in Boston, studying architecture, indicates that
thgre were extensive and massive changes taking place, not only on the original tract, but in
adjacent properties as well. For example, on March 29, 1893, Lucretia told her son: " ... the

work of demolition has begun and excavation for the-new barn is just to begin .... "70 Later,

on April 28th she commented: "... The surprise was the purchase of Mrs. Alvord’s place. They
seem very glad to sell and we are equally glad to see the old barn and fence come down....

66. Harry A. Garfield Journal, August3, 1886 and later, HAG Papers, Container #2, Library of Congress.
67.JRG to LRG, November 28, 1892 and December 2, 1892, JRG Coliéction, Box 24, LC

68. LRG to JRG, April 20, 1892, JRG Collection, Box 24, Library of Congress

69. Paul Newman, Lewnfield Historic Structure Report, Draft, 1989, p. 18.

70. LRG to Abram, 3/29/93, Lucretia R. Garfield Papers, Container 2, Library of Congress MSS Division
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The new stable with the stone tankhousé will be quite a feature in the improvements. "71
And again, on May 1st: ... and [ was] very much pleased that the Dilly place was to become
a part of the farm at last. It will make the western outlook much pleasanter with the barns,
fence and house out of the way and something further in their place to build next door...."

Further evidence of the many changes which were occurring came in June as Lucretia
excitedly related to Abram: “... The two big barns are moved and the small ones will all
follow this week if nothing happens and the weather continues good...."72 Later, in August,
she commented to Harry:

You will be glad to know that they have found underneath the old barns a splendid
gravel bed. All we need for building roads can be taken out right here and the holes
filled in with clay sand and muck making a good place for flower garden, etc. The
clearing up begins to show the possibilities for making all very pretty, even in spite
of the dry weather.... w73

During the fall, she complained that a major wind had destroyed or damaged a number of
trees at the site, " Yes, one of the old locusts is gone. The one next the big gate.... Several of
the Lombardy Poplars were badly tipped and as their chief beauty is their erect-tallness, we
will take them out. "74

In December of 1893, Hollycroft'(lames R. and Helen’s home) was under construction, on a
parcel of property formerly owned by Julia Alvord, adjacent to the Garfield property line on
the west. The northeastern portion of this lot abutted, on the east, the portion of the Garfield
acreage which had been purchased from Mr. Dickey in 1877.

In a letter of April 23, 1892, from Washington, DC, Lucretia Garfield had informed James that
she had received an analysis of their well water (from the later of at least 2 wells which
existed on the Mentor site at this time) and that it was in need of an overhaul. She referred
to their active study of the water at- Mentor: "and since we have begun the work of
investigation, would it not be well to have the water of the old well analyzed...."75 '

The continuing problems of good water at the site were evident. Lucretia’s response to this
problem led to much discussion between members of the family, and eventually, to a large
and well-designed windmill/tower (see appendix E). This was not a pedestrian, or utile
structure, rather, in keeping with the tenets as set forth by Mr. Knight, it definitely
constituted a "feature." Similar windmills were typical of estates around the area. Examples

are shown in Figure 40.

The ground floor of the Garfield windmill was of stone in an eclectic style with Richardsoniar
influences. The upper story was shingled, and the roof carried a metal windmill and rudder

71. Ibid., LRG to Abram 4/28/93

72. Tbid., LRG to Abram 6/4/93.

73. LRG to Harry A. Garfield, August 9, 1893, HAG papers, Cont. #22, Library of Congress
74. Tbid., LRG to Abram 11/26/93.

75. J. R, Garfield Collection, Box 25, LRG to JRG, 4/23/92
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manufact:ured by Flint & Wall, probably of Kendallville, lowa. Situated in the old apple

ox:chard., it must }_1ave been a delight to behold. Aside from the aesthetics of the structure, it

?ﬁd liulfﬂl a definite function by providing ample amounts of water to the farm as well as to
e home.

A new welll was dug directly beneath this structure. It will be recalled that the water table
was approximately 12-15 feet below the ground surface. We postulate that a force pump was
installed at the top of this well, driven in part by the windmill (see figure 31). The
commodious upper stories of the Garfield windmill housed wooden tanks which provided
a good head of water to the nearby farm buildings and periodically recharged the cistern in
the upper reaches of the main house, Hollycroft, and perhaps other buildings at the site.

The construction of the new wing, the new buildings plus the removal of outdoor privies, and

the relocation of the campaign office, ice house, and woodshed (with the construction of the

library), must have given a very different look to the area immediately behind the house. A

children’s playhouse (an old trolley car) was installed before 1899, behind the main house,
- a sign of the presence and influence of the next generation of Garfields at Mentor.”®

In later. periods, hedgerows which were developed along the old farm lane may have served
as c.onfmement to animals and farm crops in the adjacent fields. Extensive fencing was used
during this period before the hedgerows were developed. The lane served as a utility route,
for transport of feed, and other farm goods between the extremes of the long property. In the
late 1880s and 1890s open ditches probably paralleled the lane, in some cases on both sides.
In ﬂ:le 1870s, the President had tried to stabilize this situation through tiling, filling, and
placing road metal in some of the ditches. But topographic maps of 1924 show that certain
ditches still remained open even at that late date.

‘Farm animals of this period included horses, work horses, cattle, sheep, hogs, and 3by the
latter part, an incubator for chickens. On April 28, 1893, Lucretia exclaimed to- her son,
Abram: "..Have put 400 eggs in the incubator and have 18 chicks !!!"”/ Incubator records
were maintained well into the first decade of the 20th century. Crops included wheat, hay,
oats, corn, and potatoes, all typical Ohio farm products.”8

All pf ?he changes to the site which occurred because of the building activity, while not
Impinging upon the agricultural activities (chicken farm, oats and other crops, extensive
gardens and orchards still continued to be a source of food and income) affected the general
appearance of the landscape and its surroundings. This period represents a transition between
two major periods of development, the "scientific farm" and the "estate." The obviously
upgraded design of the modest farm structures (carriage barn, windmill/ tower, gashouse),
and the addition of Hollycroft, indicates that the family was moving closer to establishing an
estate or co:r‘1pound at Lawnfield, even during the last five years of the nineteenth century.
However, this plan had not yet reached its full maturity.

—————

76. '

LRG to Belle Mason, August 24, 1899, "..Rudolph and James have made a nice piece of furniture
77. ' ;

LRG to Abram Garfield, April 28, 1893, LRG Papers, Cont #2, Library of Congress
78. Ron Johnson Historic Resource Study, p. 134,
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SECTION I

It is clear that the vernacular landscape no longer reflected its primarily agrarian land use to
as great a degree as it did during the previous period, under President Garfield’s influence.
At least after 1893, when the typical midwestern barns were relocated to the rear of the
property, it seems apparent that the family was attempting to give at least the front of the
site a more suburban (rather than rural) character. By removing the unsightly barns and
(probably) replacing them with plantings, they would also achieve more privacy for these
activities. It is probably also true that Mentor Avenue traffic was increasing, providing a more
noisome environment than may have been thought healthy for the breeding farm animals.

Unfortunately, it is difficult to determine the state of the landscape during this transitional
period. The only survey which exists, is a drawing of 1895 which leaves much about the site
to the imagination. In the section which follows, the key landscape features are discussed, in
an attempt to discern (as much as can be known) its significance during this period.

Significant Landscape Features of the Transition Period

Because this era encompasses such a long period of time, it has been necessary to select a
shorter time frame within it for discussion. The investigative team has chosen the years 1894-
1899, since all of the new structures were in place by that time.

Land Use. During this period the primary land use was still agricultural, however, with the
relocation of the barns (in 1893) we find a more typical residential emphasis appearing in the
southern, or front portion of the property. More of this portion of the land was becoming
used for recreational family purposes. The activities of the farm, did not keep pace with
agrarian innovations, however, it still retained significance as a good example of a typical
agrarian landscape of the region. '

Spatial Relationships. With the relocation of the barns, the main residence became more
isolated from the agrarian buildings. The relationships changed, so that two sectors began to
develop. On the southernmost portion of the property, ornamental plantings, orchard and
stylistically improved "features" (windmill/tower, gas works, carriage barn) began to appear.
On the more northern portion of the land south of the ancient shoreline, the typical
agricultural buildings and activities (animal pens and facilities, garden and poultry yard),
began to coalesce, in essence forming a zone where these activities were concentrated. Young
and old orchards, certainly apple, and possibly other varieties, eventually formed a buffer
zone between these two activity areas. The "lane" was still the connecting link, north to south,
although it was no longer the dividing line between various barn and farmyard activities (see

figure 54).

Roads, Paths, and Other Transportation Systems. As mentioned above, the house and farm
were still served by the single gravel driveway which came from Mentor Avenue. This feature
was lined (in some places on both sides), with drainage ditches, as it passed through the
agricultural areas of the farm, both to the south and the north of the ancient shore line.

The drive, by this period, had been changed from the previous entry, of which little is known,
except through photographs which show a small circle which relieved carriages at the front
of the house. As this lane progressed back through the farm, it also served as a utility route.
This "historic lane," as it moved north toward the relocated barn area, is undoubtedly in its
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) f)riginal alignment, to judge by the large caliper trees still present. The lane continued along ' ' _ R
2 its path toward the northern sector of the property and the railroad. © fields were still active at the farm, primarily in its northernmost part, under the management
e ‘ of "Uncle Joe" Rudolph.
e A trace, on the east side toward the ancient escarpment, which led toward the farm dump
d area, was probably still in use at this time. There is little or no evidence of a system of paths Drainage and Engineering Structures. Two notable engineering structures were present at
e on the property at this time, at least from the house to other parts of the farm. It is likely that Lawnfield during this era: the "gas-works" and the windmill/ tower Wl?iCh also served as a
e there were no stabilized paths, since within the next year, Helen Garfield would request that pumphouse. The fact of their presence as well as the quality of their design and construction
‘ the landscape architect include at least one in his plan so that she would not have to drag adds credence to the notion of the elevation in status of the family. The gas storage tank and
through the mud to visit her mother-in-law next door. ‘building were certainly an unusual feature to be found on a farm at this time.
al -
e The railroad still travelled through the property, recently fenced and with an expanded right The ram system was probably abandoned by the end of this period, but the drainage ditches
n of way. However, this feature has relatively little historic significance, since there is little or along the lane were not, as mentioned before. These were also important aspects of the
no direct access by the family to the trains which cross the property. dr::iénage s¥sthte1?15 which opfzra.t;d atd tlfm::n fet\irm. dUn_forh:}nﬁately, there is little documentary
evidence of their size, complexity, an ction during this era.
Views and Vistas. By this time, internal vistas within the property were becoming
considerably more attractive, with the plantation of many fruit trees and some ornamentals. Walls, Fences, and Hedges. The structures which defined and divided the landscape
| One of the best of such views would have been to the west, in the direction of Hollycroft, continued to be typical of a farm of this period. Many which had been built under President
'a where the removal of the barns, the sties, and the neighbor’s house had made a considerable Garfield’s supervision probably survived, most notably the white picket fence and gates along
| 4= improvement, as Lucretia had commented in 1893: "It will make the western outlook much Mentor Avenue. There was no significant change in the fences at the front of the property
pleasanter with the barns, fence and house out of the way..."”? The view looking into the from the previous period. There is no evidence of dramatic change in the type of fencing used
property from Mentor Avenue must have been improved by 1899, because the lane and in the agricultural areas, although it is certain that farm workers were kept busy during the
e ground would have been healed from the disturbances of construction in 1893-4. years of active construction (1893-4), relocating pens and other restraining devices for animals,
e all to the rear of the residence. It is likely that the board fences separating the Garfield
g Vegetation. A number of contemporary photographs of the front of the house show trees, i property from the old Dilly place were removed or relocated when that property was
th some of which have also been documented through historic maps (see figures 48, 48a, 49, 49a, | purchased and the structures removed in advance of the construction of Hollycroft.
:al ; 50, 50a). Black Walnut, Spruce, Mulberry, Maple, Gum, Apple, Peach, Oaks, and Beech were i
! all present in the front or southern portion of the property, around the house. These were 1 Structures and Buildings. The building activity at the site during this period was both active
. significtant in their q:ilatllilty.h‘&’\fe iassuxlne th:}\lt tile large Sycle;more and Beech at the center.of the 'i and sig?ificalnt, h];\ terTsth of fi-he ch:;niing lands:;pti; In addigzn hi;o prsvidin% rr.m:ﬁ ojf:en
e s present property and the Maples along the lane were also present. spaces for plantings at the front of the property, the new structures began to indicate a
to - _ 1 change in lifestyle which would later be reflected in plantings and landscape design. The
nd | Forsythia and Spirea around the campaign house and the shrubs which were located around ! buildings which influenced this were the new library wing, the carriage house, gasworks, and
ar. | the main residence, contributed to the graciousness of the residential landscape and are I windmill/ tower. In addition, a children’s playhouse was constructed sometime before August
ical ¢ indications of its continuing metamorphosis. Foundation planting at this time was reasonably | - of 1899.8
d), spar;e, unless one considers the vines, which had begun to grow on trellises attached to the i - 0 ‘i o " . .
‘ng porches. Low beds adjacent to the house may have enhanced foundation plantings. The , e barns at the rear of the property, along wi e more mundane structures, began to be
! feé porch, incidentally, also contributed to the increased privatization of the landscape by } h less visible in the forefront of the property. Nonetheless, the agricultural activity was certainly
th, J providing screening,. | as active as in the previous era. A new incubator was installed at the farm (location
see | : .“ | unknown), sometime before the spring of 1893, indicating that it was probably during this
g There continued to be a vegetable garden on the property, but photographic evidence of its t time period that extensive poultry and egg production took place.82 '
| A exact location during these years has not surfaced. It was not located immediately to the east 1 , )
l+m H' 3:atsh§a hlouse, hf)v:vever, sin.ct; steveEal phptlt()igr;fhs indicate that t:hﬁs portion ofb the langscapeé r p:her tf".eal"ures. t.:& te?;: C(t)urtItwas aislo p];ieseqt at this timg, :_ndicatgret Zf i lz)r;lg family
ure . in lawn, giving veracity to "Lawnfield" the name given to the property by members o : interest in recreation at Mentor. Its exact location is unknown, but an undated sketch appears
the ! the press during the 1880 campaign. Roses were grown at Lawnfield, in at least one location : to place it near the windmill/tower (see figure 5). The 1924 survey also shows a tennis court
i du}‘illg this period. There was a crescent rose garden near where the windmill/tower was : (see figure 50a) near Hollycroft. Perhaps archeological investigation may help determine
: built, probably in a sunny location to the south.®? It is assumed that crop lands, pasture, and | whether or not this feature may have existed (at one time) within the confines of the present
Nn; A |
ont i e ‘
?i:s b 79. LRG to Abram Garfield, May 2, 1892, LRG Collection, Cont. 2, LC. |
§  B0.LRG to Abram Garfield, 4/22/1894, LRG Collection, Cont. #3, LC and HNG to LRG 3/30/1900, JRG 81 LRG to Belle Mason, 8/24/1899, HAG papers, Box 22, LC

82. LRG to Abram Garfield, 4/28/1893, LRG Collection, Cont. #2, LC
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boundaries. In any case, it is certain that the family pursued tennis, croquet, and other
recreational pursuits in the landscape at Lawnfield during this period.

As in the era pf President Garfield’s influence, site furnishings were minimal, or utilitarian
apd no a.rtlf1c1al ponds or lakes were present. Outdoor gas lighting was in use during this
time period, and a gaslight was present in the front yard, near the

entrance.?

The "Estate” (1900-1935)

The development of country estates in the Lake County area had begun well before it was
documex}ted in a publication by Thomas A. Knight of Cleveland. He characterized this type
9f establishment: " The term country estate has grown to have very wide meaning. So wide
in f_act, that it will cover five acres just as nicely as it will cover 5,000 acres...." Wha;
distinguished the estate from just another farm, according to Knight, was its "feature.” "Were
the author to define Country Estate," he continued, "his definition would be: A feature
surrounded by a large body of land.... The estate was originally a tract of land and at best
a farm, until it obtained its feature. It then entered a class of its own and became the count-q;
estate." Examples of features, according to Knight, might include a rustic bridge, a miniature
lake, a unique pergola, or a large piazza. ’

As early as January of 1900, the Garfield women: Lucretia, Helen (the wife of James R.), Molly
(now married to Joseph Stanley-Brown), and Belle (the wife of Harry) began to confer in
letters and in person about the idea of having a landscape consultant come to Lawnfield to
make recommendations. Their approach to retaining a designer was, as usual, well-
orchestrated. It continued through the processes of inquiry, investigation and finally,
selection. Their choice was a landscape architect from ;
Pittsburgh.® |

x.klthm.lgh dubbed a "landscape gardener" by the Garfield women, J. Wilkinson Elliott was
listed in the Pittsburgh City Directory of 1900-01 as a landscape architect, an unusually early
date for such a distinction (see appendix D for more information about Elliott). He was
formally retained in late March of 1900 and was asked to prepare several general plans. As
Helen pointed out to her mother-in-law, "the combined properties are so large that we need
a brf)ad approach to the project."®® He probably prepared several — one of them has
. Sur\_/wed, although which is uncertain (see figures 49 and 49a). This plan shows a combined
demgn for Hollycroft and Lawnfield properties, howeverthe home of Harry and Belle
Garfield, Eastlawn, which was on property owned by her mother, Mrs. Mason, is not
Eclud'ed. It may be that, since the former property was owned by Lucretia and the latter by
5 arry’s mothe-r-m-law, separate drawings (and separate billings) were prepared. In counseling
er daughter-in-law, Mrs. Garfield suggested that Elliott make a "birds-eye plan on a large

83. Paul Newman, Lawnfield Historic Structure Report, Photo HP-20, p. 224.
84. Thomas A. Knight, The Country Estates of Cleveland Men, Cleveland, 1903, pp. 6,8.

8
5. Letter from Helen B. to Lucretia G, March 14, 1900, JRG Collection, Box 26, LC
86. Ibid. ;
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sheet and colored," and stated, "This can, and should be framed to be hung somewhere so as
to be always available."8”

By the end of March the women were still receiving testimonials to Elliott’s skills and his
“artistic ability." Helen’s Chicago friends reported great satisfaction from his work (and that
of his father before him) on several properties in and around Lake Forest, Tllinois.® On the
last day of March, Elliott asked for a survey and was given one of an unnamed earlier date,
which probably located trees. Unfortunately, this survey document has not been discovered

so far.

Elliott completed his work sometime in the spring of 1900. The commission must have been
interesting for J. Wilkinson Elliott, as all of the women made very concrete suggestions and
countered his recommendations with good advise. In April of 1901 Helen Garfield wrote to
her mother-in-law that the grounds were beautiful and that the "stone posts have added such
character to the grounds." In this same letter Helen Garfield speaks of the men wanting a
brick walk from the laundry door to the barn. "But that is the only want that I have heard
of."8 In a letter of 1900, Helen told Lucretia, about Winter, the new gardener, and how
satisfied Mrs. Garfield would be with his ingenuity and initiative. Later, Winter was referred
to as a horticulturist. He eventually served as the farm manager, as well.?0 This process
continued. Mrs. Garfield, Helen, and the other women consulted Winter regarding the
installation of (mostly) perennials and annuals within the various plots designed by Elliott.
This endured for many years and not only affected Lawnfield, but Hollycroft (James &
Helen’s home) and the Mason property as well. !

In newspaper articles of 1900, the Lake County Herald, (a Painesville paper) commented: "A
number of improvements are being made in the beautiful ground of "‘Lawnfield’, the home
of President Garfield’s widow.... New drives have been laid out and a double hedge of lilacs
and spirea extend the whole length ... [to] the John Newell property.” This hedge tied
together the three major family groups then sharing the site: "Hollycroft" the home of James
R. and Helen N. Garfield, "Lawnfield," and the Aldrich farm recently purchased by Harry and
Belle Garfield with her mother, Mrs.

Mason %2,

A year later, in 1901, this improvement was expounded upon and other new additions
recorded: "A double line of shrubs has been planted all along in front of the three Garfield
places with a slight wire fence and iron posts in front as a protection and beautiful square,
white stone pillars have just been placed each side of every gateway, greatly adding to the
beauty of the ample grounds."93

87. LRG to Helen Garfield, March 4, 1900, JRG Collection, Box 26, LC

88. Helen Garfield to LRG, Match 24, 1900, JRG Collection Box 26, LC

89. Helen Garfield to LRG, April 12, 1901, JRG collection, Box 26, LC

90. Helen Garfield to LRG, March 28, 1900, JRG Collection, Box 26, LC

91, Helen Garfield to LRG, March 10, 1901, & LRG to Helen G., March 12, 1901, JRG Collection, Box
92. Lake County Herald, August 10, 1900

93. Lake County Herald, May 3, 1901
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Documentary Data

These newspaper articles give word pictures which in many cases match the landscape
reco_mmendations included in Elliott’s plan. There are no photographs or drawings from the
era immediately preceding 1900, which might indicate that the drive alignment, footpaths,
and shrub beds had been previously installed. In fact, landscape elements such as fence posts,

- as well as massive planting of both trees and shrubs on the lower section of the farm all tend

to ix}dicate a unified designed landscape. Although we believe that much of Elliott’s plan was
fulfilled, several grand. schemes shown on Elliott’s drawing, the greenhouse and parterre
garden opposite the chicken run, for example, may not have been fully installed.

:I‘here is no doubt that the scheme of drives and paths was a reflection of Elliott’s clients’
interests. A sketch by Helen Garfield (redrawn for this publication), was included in a letter
to Lucretia (see figure 4).

Furthering the thesis of the creation of a country estate, Elliott’s plan defined extensive
screening of the house, the campaign office, the carriage barn, gas storage building, and the
projefctgd formal gardens from Mentor Avenue (see figures 49 and 49a). Unlike the inviting
ambience which prevailed during the campaign period, there was now an exclusivity about
the property.

Much evidence points to the notion that Elliott’s work was accepted and installed to the
financial limits of the Garfield family. In order to implement his concepts, more detailed
documentation would have been made available to Mrs. Garfield for contractors” use, for
example, details on the stone piers. Unfortunately no such material has-surfaced to date.

The Elliott plan is very much a product of his age. It demonstrates the curvilinear alignment
of shapes suggested by Andrew Jackson Downing in his treatise on the Victorian Gardens,
the eclectic formality of an English Garden, as well as formal walks, planting beds,
greenhouse, and potting shed. : ' "

The 1924 survey, (Figure 50a) when overlaid on Elliott’s plan substantiates that tree locations
proposed by him had indeed been planted. The system employed by Elliott for discriminating
between existing and proposed plantings appears to have been as follows: No annotation or
a tree type and caliper dimension identified existing plant material; a coded number
represented a proposed plant location. There did not seem to be a code for existing trees to

be felled and we know that, through comparative overlays, Elliott did recommend major
removals.

Many of these varieties survive to this day. Because the proposed varieties are indicated on

the map by. a numerical code, it is impossible to know what they might have been. However,

by Cﬂmparmg them with the 1924 survey, it is possible in part, to determine which varieties

were planted. Naturally the American Elms and Chestnuts are gone because of the Elm

Fllsease-and the blight. A preponderance of Maples, Beech, and Oaks were specified. It is

Eterestmg. to note that a few Maples lining the lane generated a design for an allée. Some of
€se survive to the present time. '

To summarize, the J. Wilkinson Elliott plan is (as far as we know) the only professionally

gf?ﬁedl scheme fo.r a unified landscape at Lawnfield. A considerable amount of the evidence
Scape material and what was formerly the James R. Garfield estate has been eradicated
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by the building of tract homes and the diminution of the original holdings, as well as the
attrition of time.

In addition to the aforementioned landscape improvements in the vicinity of the house, the
Bureau of Forestry provided a detailed plan in 1904%* which recommended planting of a
variety of hardwood trees; White Ash, Locust, Basswood, and a cover crop of Sugar Maple
north of the railroad tracks. The report pointed out existing stands and their content, such as
White Oak, Shagbark Hickory, Beech, Ironwood, etc. The recommendation went on to state
that within 50 years the trees would be of sufficient size to be harvested for industry.”

There is no evidence that Mrs, Garfield purchased the seedlings and had them planted in the
tracts suggested — the USDA vertical air photograph of 1936 shows this area as being open
fields (see figure 6). However, the harvest time for the suggested plantings would have been
just around that time (1936) or even later for certain :

varieties.

On December 2, 1905, Willadean Nurseries sent a bill to H. P. Winter (manager of the farm)
for: Twenty pounds of American White Ash, ten pounds Black Locust, twenty pounds of
Sugar Maple, and ten pounds of American Linden, all seeds. Rather than plant the
recommended seedlings, in keeping with Gardner’s report, Mrs. Garfield seems to have
purchased very large quantities of seed to start the trees in a garden. Apparently they were
not able to grow in that environment or were not attended to and the plan was
abandoned.”®

In the 1924 survey, we find a note calling out a very definite tree line along the entire ancient
shore line of 15" caliper hard Maples. This indicates that some kind of effort was made to
propagate trees for the future (see figures 50 and 50a). :

The old lane, which felt the tread of hundreds of pilgrims’ feet during the campaign, had -
taken on a bucolic quality of its own. Hedgerows planted on either side of this arfery had by
this time, matured, giving the lane a confined and picturesque appearance. Land forms also
contributed to the configuration of the lane. A case in point is the alignment of the lane as
it approached the ancient shore line, turned west and proceeded along the top of the
escarpment toward the west edge of the property and then north, probably through or near
the ram lot to the railroad tracks. The exact location of this portion of the lane is not known.
This must have been a very dramatic drive, for in the latter part of the nineteenth century,
the escarpment was covered with new hardwoods. By 1924, (see figure 50a) this was an
" established woods. A minor lane, almost a trace, traveled north from the barnyard area to the
ancient shore line, its destination being a private dump for the farm (also Figure 50a).

Although a prominent feature in the landscape, the lane was also utilitarian — meant to carry
farm machinery and wagons and as such was to some extent water bound - its surface was
in part impervious to rain or snow melt, possibly gravel or other similar material. The berms
which are visible in some of the historic photographs, hedges planted on top, could very well

94. "Recommendation for Forest Planting upon the Garfield Farm (Lawnfield) at Mentor, Lake Cty,

95. Ibid.
96. Invoices addressed to LRG on October 5, 1905 and December 2, 1905 in LRG Collection, Box 101,
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conceal open ditches behind ~ the berm being merely the overburden removed from the ditch.
Today, the remnant of the lane which exists on the truncated property has reverted to grass
and broken asphalt.

There i_s very strong evidence contained on the 1924 survey that the extensive orchard
expansion envisioned by J. Wilkinson Elliott had been realized, to some extent. The
configuration of hedges surrounding the orchard and the placement of remaining trees in the
far northern reaches of that hedged enclosure indicates that the expansion was carried out.
This would have placed Mrs. Garfield in the fruit business as orchards of that size most
certainly would have been considered a commercial venture. All told, more than 240 fruit
trees could have been bearing in that orchard (see figure 49 and 49a).

The Garfields grew an amazing variety of fruit, flowers, and vegetables. From the middle
1880s until the farm passed out of production (by approximately 1918), they were able to
market most of the produce grown. In one case they were able to sell to the prestigious
nursery, Storr’s & Harrison, $200 worth of mature Spirea! 97

In 1906, for example, seeds were purchased for the following: Mignonette Machet; Ageratum
Swanley Blue; Alyssum Little Gem; Cosmos Early Mixed; Gourds, Dipper Shaped and

Hercules Club; Helianthus Chripanth Flower; Gourds, Serpent Shaped; Helianthus Cucumeri

Folius; Popr, Shirley X; P-oppy, Peony Flower; Petunia, the Finest Hybrid; Phlox,
?ru11 mmL Yorllldl Gfla Scarlet; Salpiglossis, Grand Hybrid X; Salvia, Splendens Bonfire; Scabions,
all L. Yellow.

Vegetable seed ordered in the same year included: Beet, Crosby’s Imp.;

. : ; y’s Imp.; Cabbage, Jerse
Wakefield; Ca]?bage, Late Flat Dutch; Cauliflower, Liv’s Earliest; Carrot, Chantena)i
Cu§umber, White Spine; M. Melon, Emerald Gem; M. Melon, Rocky Ford; M. Melon, Tip top;
Onion, Southport Yellow Globe; Salsify, Mam/sandwich Island; Squash, Hubbard; Squash,

Yellow Bush; Spinach, Viroflay; Parsnip, Hollow Crown; Peas, Gradus; Peas, MacLean’s
Advancers.?® . .

It is interesting to note that the Garfields were especially fond of "vegetable oysters" — known
as Salsify. This crop could be harvested for about 3 months of the year and if packed in sand,
was fresh for 12 months. A favorite recipe of the time was to cook the Salsify with a cream
sauce and use it as a sandwich spread. Another asked that the peeled root be mixed with egg

amdt butter, made into patties, and lightly cooked on a skillet. They tasted much like fried
oysters, '

‘Lucretia Garfield had received in a transfer from her five children (Garfield died intestate and
the property reverted to the heirs) property which amounted to 156.9 acres. In her later years,
Mrs. Garfield spent less and less time at the farm, nonetheless, she exerted influence on its
day-to-day operations. Wherever she might be travelling, she received regular reports from
Lnetltnbers of her family and managers of the sales in poultry (eggs and fryers), dairy (milk and
3;1 er), strawberries (more than nine varieties were purchased for the 1905 growing season
Alone), melons, peas, beans, gourds, and a large number of other vegetables, not to mention

—————

97. = |
Lucretia G. to Helen G. March 12, 1901, JRG Collection, Box 20, Library of Congress
98. Invoi
Voices from: R. & J. Fardquar & Co., Boston Massachusetts, March 20, 1906 and The Livingston
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the peaches, pears, apples, and cherries from their extensive orchards. A good Sugar Bush at
Lawnfield produced Maple syrup.”’

The farm was maintained in much this fashion until 1908 when Mrs. Garfield sold 87.34 acres,
which included all of the land north of the Lake Shore and Southern Railroad: This left a
remainder of 67.35 acres which was held until the Western Reserve Historical Society
assumed the immediate property around the main house in 1936. Mrs. Garfield passed away

in 1918.

After Mrs. Garfield’s death, the children became the logical new owners of Lawnfield. The
only child to remain a full-time resident/neighbor was James R. Garfield and his wife who
returned to Hollycroft in later years.. Without maintenance and the careful day-to-day
attention devoted to the buildings and fields, the farm very quickly presented various upkeep
problems. Solutions to these problems were often reached through telephonic or mail
conferences. Repairs were made or not made on the basis of these conferences and the funds
available. Joseph Stanley-Brown recommended a renovation in order to rent the house, but
this was never acted upon. Ultimately the repairs and maintenance necessary at Lawnfield
became a family burden. The Rudolph’s were permitted to stay on at the house and we know
very little of what became of the landscape.

It was not until 1924 that James R. Garfield commissioned a detailed survey which would be
a prelude to the later disposition of the property. Many proposals were made by members
of the family and others were presented with little reaction. One of the more serious of these
proposals was for the demolition of the house, a decision which, happily, was not
implemented.

By the 1930s each of the families had to submit a sizeable contribution to keep the house
operating. In 1935 the family negotiated with the Western Reserve Historical Society to make
a gift of Lawnfield to that organization. The Garfield’s donated a .779-acre tract of land along
with the house and the campaign office; later donations and purchases were made to create
the present configuration of approximately 7.8 acres (see figure 53).

Significant Landscape Features during the "Estate” Period

The entire period which has been discussed in the previous section, is too long a time frame
for discussion of significant features of the landscape, thus, the following brief synopsis will
concentrate on a few years when it may have been at its peak. For these purposes (and for
later treatment analysis) the years 1900-1903 have been chosen.

Four types of landscape features can be considered especially significant for this era:
Circulation Systems; Spatial Relationships; Landscape Dividers; and Views and Vistas.
However, as mentioned previously, it was the integration of these elements into a conscious
whole, satisfying the needs and desires of the joint families, which identifies it as the work

of an experienced designer.

99, According to the Farm Account Book, Dairy Report, 1906, 8371 pounds of milk were produced. A
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Circulation — Roads, Walks, and Transportation Systems. A key landscape feature developed
bY_ Elliott for the Garfield compound was the curvilinear road and drive system. The old entry
drive was replaced by a joint, formal entry west of Lawnfield, which served both the old
house and Hollycroft. Within the.compound, drives connected all three entities, and provided
access to the carriage barn for each. The unifying impact of this circulation system is most
obvious in the survey of 1924 (Figure 50a). The surviving Elliott plan shows limited
pedestrian walks — an entrance off of Mentor Avenue, and a "short-cut" across the main oval
from Lawnfield toward Hollycroft. Later evidence indicates that there was a direct walk to
the barn and an additional Mentor Avenue entrance, with access to both the front and rear
of the house (see figure 50a).

The old lane was still present at the site, but it now was framed (toward the north) by
extensive hedges. Elliott incorporated this prominent and practical drive into his scheme, its
straight alignment provided a contrast to the gently curving roads at the front of the
properties;  typically, this reinforced the difference between the areas of
residential /recreational and farm activities. For unknown reasons, by 1924 the configuration
of the lane, particularly as it passed around the new carriage barn and the chicken yard (see
ﬁgure 50), jogged, first slightly west, then east. This may have been a change necessitated by
a mistake in the survey on which the earlier Elliott plan was based, or it may have been a
later revision.

Spatial Relationships. While the previous era saw the beginning of segregation of farm and
residential activities, during the years after 1900, visual screenings of hedge material further
isolated such elements as the more mundane barns, the poultry yard, garden, barn yard,
sheds,and fields. '

Relationships of the main dwellings were defined with expanses of open lawns; between
Eastlawn and Lawnfield (on the Mentor Avenue frontage), and between Lawnfield and

Hollycroft, in an area south of the house and north of the enlarged, redesigned oval drive.

Eastlawn and Lawnfield each had oval drives, the former being considerable smaller than the
lattfer. Tf}ese features provided similar spacial relationships between the two buildings and
their main entrances on respectively the east and west perimeters of the part of the property
nearest Mentor Avenue. The numerous curved and oval portions of the circulation system
provided irregular, yet defined planting areas which the landscape gardener exploited to their
fullest (see figure 20). '

Landscape Dividers. Hedges appeared (or were expanded) and fences were changed during
the development of the "estate." Most notably, the former picket fence along Mentor Avenue
was replaced by a wire fence, made nearly invisible by a double hedge of lilac and spirea.
This dramatic change, further screened the compound from Mentor Avenue and from
passersby. As mentioned before, the board fence on the property line between Lawnfield and
Eastlawn was removed. ,

Pun'?:t"uatix}g fhe. drives and walks, and in contrast to the hedge screening, were four (or
possibly six) pairs of cut, laid, quarry-faced stone piers. These elements were key to the
controlled plan of entry and not only demarcated the access roads and walks, but served as

.a unifying visual symbol of the compound. Area newspapers remarked upon them when they

Kiﬂ:‘e first installed. Among members of the family, Helen Garfield in particular, extolled
eir beauty. For an estate, they were imposing, but not
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ostentatious — m good taste, as could be expected of the Garfields. Further, they recalled, on
the perimeter of the front property, materials which were found in the improvements within
the property, in particular the library and tower base.

Other dividers which have been enhanced or planted during this period include the extensive
hedges along the "lane," in front of the poultry yard, and surrounding the orchard area by
the tenant house (see figures 49a and 50a).

Views and Vistas. At this stage of the landscape development, views from Mentor Avenue
have been all but obscured. Thus, by design, the views and vistas are primarily internal
(except where a passerby might catch a glimpse (see figure 20). Within the compound, views
of great beauty must have abounded. (Figure’S 26, 27 & 28 give one an idea). The extensive
fruit trees, when in bloom must have been spectacular. At many junctures throughout the
property, plantations of perennials and annuals would have been visible, from within
Lawnfield, or from one of the several drives.

During this period, a plantation of trees covered the escarpment. As these matured, they
would have provided an additional backdrop, evena baffle to the views from the main house.

Vegetation. As was mentioned in the previous discussion, extensive plantings were made
during this era. The large caliper trees along the lane were supplemented by additional
specimens, an allée of street trees along Mentor Avenue, further enhanced the screen effect
of the new fence and hedge, additional orchard trees were planted and varieties were located,
especially, along the drive from Mentor Avenue to Hollycroft.

Flowers, shrubs, and other similar plants were placed in designed beds of irregular, graceful
shapes at junctures of paths, and other places. Foundation plantings were not, however,
typical. Several large trees which are present at the site today would have been in the
landscape at this time (see figure 37). The Weeping European Beech which is a dramatic
feature of the site today, was a fraction of its height in 1906 (see figure 23).

Farm crops remained much the same as before, although the sale of the acreage north of the
railroad may have meant a reduction in pasturage or feed grown at the site. The 1924 survey
provides the location for the large vegetable garden at this time, north of Eastlawn, and east
of the barns. Vegetables were grown for all of the families who occupied the site, and for the
servants and farm workers.

Land Use. While the development of the "estate," naturally emphasized the residential and
recreational aspects of the landscape, it must not be forgotten that the Mentor farm remained
a viable agricultural enterprise until the second decade of the 20th century. Thus, while
visually subordinated, the "working farm" was still an economic priority for Lucretia Garfield,
and for the other family members as long as they remained on the property.

Other Landscape Features. At least one gas lamp was located near the rear of the house (see
figure 20), and a second was present at the front. As in the previous eras, site furnishings,
sculpture, and signage were minimal or non-existent. The natural feature of the escarpment,
of course remains, but tree maturation may have obscured it from view.

N s
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Lawnfield Becomes a Museum (1936-Present)

The. Cleveland Plain Dealer published a lengthy description by a visitor, September 20, 1936,
which gives a vivid picture of the historic scene as it appeared at this time:

We walked across the wide lawn from the old Corning home. Stately trees, well-
spaced, shade it.... First, we walked back on the path to the chicken yard and barn.
Good healthy chickens gathered under shade trees at the corner.... We went along
the hedged and fenced lane, big old orchard on the left, on the right large garden .
with grape arbor near the center, such as one would see on a good farm 50 years
ago. Way down the lane we turned its shady corner, and through a wide opening
in the trees [These were the hard Maples planted at the turn of the century and were
of 15" diameter in 1924, It must have been a nice grove, ed.] saw over lowland the
New York Central [once the Lake Shore Railroad]. Then Mr. Dodge and myself went

out the long brick path to the house of James R. Garfield. We passed noble trees
spaced in parklike grounds,!0° :

Of course, he c!escribed only the greatly reduced property which would become the nucleus
of today’s National Historic Site. Beginning in the late 1940s, property sales to developers
removed the Hollycroft portion from the heir’s control. Thus, today, the stone pillars of the

"estate” era incongruously frame the driveway to a 1950s ranch-style dwelling. Later, a church
was built on land to the east of the main residence.

During the 1940s the Western Reserve Historical Society raised funds through membership
drives and other events to help provide maintenance and support for the property. An appeal
was made to the legislature for additional funds, a portion of which would be devoted to
landscaping the grounds. The money did not come from the state all at one time but was
received on a drawn-out basis. In 1943, landscaping was relegated to expenditures of $800
—not an uncommon occurrence in low-budget situations. Additional monies were extended
for resurfacing the drive, enlarging the parking facilities and tree work.

The present drive was’located during this era, probably for convenience of visitors to the
house. Installed in 1944, the drive was extended to the north, c.1950 and a small parking area
constructed. At this time, access to the carriage barn was from a separate drive located west
of t}}e museum entrance road (see figure 51). The present parking lot and connection to the
carrlage barn was completed 1970101 For a period of time a cabin, representing the
original birthplace of James Garfield, was located on the site. Additionally, at least one
structure presently on the site was "temporarily" located within the confines of the property.

1{“Iuly of 1941 Mr. Beamer, superintendent, offered a prize of free admission to Lawnfield
Or anyone who could identify at least 10 species of trees on the ground. A local landscape
architect and nurseryman then prepared an inventory which included a number of trees and

shrubs for the property (see figure 51 for a map generated during this period).

—_—

1
00. Ronald w, Johnson, Historic Resource Study ... p. 165.

101, .
L Paul Newman, Historic Structure Report, pp. 30-33

SECTION II

Most of the landscape additions and changes made to the smaller, reduced. parc;al, lnov\;
Kknown as Lawnfield are in place today, having been plax;}ed throug{l thle alizglietstﬁe a; itc:::t
i ifacts are also loca
lub and other volunteers. Several memorial a.\r. .ac : :
fl?zc;;:is(;nt time, dating from this period, and from achv1.t1es whlcl_l .occurred in the 1970s. A
detailed description can be found in the section on Existing Conditions.

Fences which delineate the borders of the site have undergone sev'eral ch}a:n%\is. 1: lt:liz‘e:;ili
fence, somewhat similar to the earliest (Dickey era) fence, was built on the .e{: (ty Avenue
frontage sometime between 1936 and 1951 (see figure 36). At a later da@}te, a picket g
added. Other contemporary picket fencing demarks property boundaries.

Most of the changes which occurred to the prope:;lty ac'; this {tiime; :hlilliit ::;f?::ﬁ:c af;z
ing i i can
rotecting it and assuring its future, cannot b.e considered sigr . lands
Elementsnghe later additions do not fall within a time Penod to be conS}dezid hlsto;matl#é
significant, nor have they gained such significance in their own right. Earlier % anggst o;l fhe
most part, represent an effort to replicate an earlier era and thus they cannot be said to

achieved inherent importance.
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SECTION III: FIELD SURVEY DATA

EXISTING CONDITIONS

If it were not for the sign and the memorial flagstaff, one could easily pass up or down
Mentor Avenue without particularly noticing the Garfield site. The house is set back from the
street as are its neighbors. It is not particularly larger than other dwellings. Today the
crowded landscape bears little resemblance to the environment of farms and estates which
flourished here from 1870 to the mid-1920s.

A painted board fence separates the property from Mentor Avenue. This fence supplants a
stone post and wire fence of the "estate" period and a picket fence and gates which were
installed by James A. Garfield. The stone gate posts, very visible today, give access to nothing.
Those now located on the neighbor to the west’s property are an awkward anachronism.
Nonetheless, these stone posts aid in interpretation as the origin of the Elliott driveway.
Today the house and its few remaining outbuildings are owned by the National Park Service
and managed by the Western Reserve Historical Society.

L

Acreage and Topography

Since the Garfields bought the property in 1876, it has seen many structural and site changes.
Acreage was increased from 115 to more than 160, then decreased and stabilized at 67. Now
the property is listed as 7.8 acres. Outbuildings were moved, removed, new buildings erected,
demolished, and several major renovations were conducted at the main house.

The present grounds are relatively flat. Topographic changés were more dramatic when the

farm contained more acreage (see figure 2). Conversely, topography as shown on a recent
survey indicates no more than five feet grade difference takes place over the entire site.

Ambient Conditions, Roads, and Circulation

Many trees dot the area around the presidential house. A few are specimens. Almost all are -

mature and a number in various stages of decline. Today, the very name of the property,
Lawnfield, does not seem to be terribly relevant. Except for an open lawn east of the house,
the summer canopy provided by these mature trees does not allow the sun to penetrate to
any degree. The trees planted at various eras of development of the property are, perforce,
at various stages of growth. In addition, replacement of trees and the planting of trees in non-

traditional locations has obscured much of the landscape motif which was at one time evident
at Lawnfield.

Autos and buses pass up and down a drive to a asphalt, chip-sealed parking lot. At certain
hmE_s of the day the turn off Mentor Avenue into the present drive can be quite difficult. The
traff;F on Mentor Avenue is ostensibly regulated to a 35-mile per hour speed limit. There are
_StORhghts at Sharon Lee Street on the East and Garfield (Hollycroft) on the West, one block
In Eﬂthf:‘r direction from the entrance to Lawnfield. The lights are not coordinated so that it
IS possible for drivers attempting a left hand turn to wait for a number of minutes. We have
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noticed this especially in the case of school bus drivers who, with their valuable cafgo, are
loathe to make a dangerous turn.

Most guests proceed directly to the house from the parking lot. The staff also parks in this
lot. Visitor attention is directed naturally and through signage to the main house and its
ancillary structure, the campaign office. Once visitors have seen the house and heard its
interpretation, they are urged to look at "the rest of the site," which, from a visitor’s

' perspective includes: the grounds, the carriage barn, the gas storage building, the remains of

the pumphouse, and views of several other outbuildings which they are not permitted to
approach. It is the intention of the National Park Service to restore the site and some of the
buildings to a period ranging between the years 1886-1904. This, of course, includes the
memorial library, the outbuildings noted above, the interpretation of the farm, and its
appurtenances from the standpoint of the site acreage as available today. Livestock and crop
fields, naturally will not be attempted.

President Garfield’s biographers have painted a descriptive picture of their subject’s well
developed agrarian interests, his enthusiasm for farm life, and the whetting of his children’s
interest in such endeavors. His own journals and letters of that period reveal that this
"gentleman farmer" was compelled by an intense interest in the functional aspects of his farm.
In his absence, he eagerly sought information from his managers about the progress of events.
The sites of most of these concerns, orchards, crops, and fields, are no longer part of the

property.

Buildings, Structures, and Objects

The main house and its development has been thoroughly described in other documents (see
Paul Newman, Lawnfield Historic Structure Report and Ronald W. Johnson, Historic Resource
Study). Outbuildings which were considered part of the farm complex are within the province
of this report and should be restored as planned.

The carriage barn, the largest of the outbuildings, with its attached gas storage building, is
practically unchanged since its erection in 1893. It is an eclectic, Dutch colonial revival estate
building. However, some minor exterior changes have occurred: A single shed dormer, for
example, was added and eyebrow windows have been removed. A watering trough and
hitching post have been added to the area surrounding the barn and an addition now adorns
the rear of the structure. This building is well within walking distance of the main house.

A gas well-head is visible on the lawn a few yards from the carriage house entrance.

The pumphouse (it has been referred to variously as a wellhouse, windmill, and water tower)
is a contained ruin. The original Richardsonian-inspired masonry ground floor, temporarily
roofed, remains at the site. The interior of this building is interesting because it represents a
solution to water procurement problems which preoccupied the former owners. A Meyers
shallow well pump is mounted on a stone plinth over the well. It is driven by a GE motor
and is of the demand type, i.e., as the system water pressure drops, the pump is energized
to bring up additional water. The manufacturers have informed us that this pump (of the "g"
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series) was manufactured from 1939 untl 1955.102 Hea i

manuf : vy demands for livestock, poul
a?c:h garden irrigation c_aused the farm residents to place pressure tanks in the lowerpsecn't?;':
of the pumphouse. This system was probably installed to serve the balance of the Garfield

roperty after th »
119935 ty atter the Western Reserve connected the main house to Mentor Township water c.

E/Ihe car_qu)mg.n office is located near its original position at the northeastern corner of the
Memoria lerary. It is currently a part of the site interpretation. The rear or visitor-
inaccessible portions oif the site contain a segment of the so-called New England barn, a
tglga:;aer& lf:j gll:e}i:l, a]r;d ruin. On th_e other side of the lane there is a non-contributing shotg;.m
e simatedaiaciig :lelr;qln:;grlgn pi;zed otn t_}&e site. The nineteenth-century tenant house
foundations for the chicken houses and ; :in:lll gr;it;;ma;iig.m vicly can be found

Aside from the formerly mentioned dri i i
_ ; ] veway and parking field, the only remaini
cgg;llatl(;ﬁ ;)n t}:he property is the lane as it now seems to originate at the carrizge brzl:ranlr:;lg
tghr Ounc;lrmogv the nlgrthem property boundary. The upper thirty or forty yards identify it only
g ing. Recently a rough-sawn natural wood picket fence has been installed. along

the north pr i . .
board fencz. operty line and down the two flanking boundary lines to the Mentor Avenue

Among the objects located at the site, an approximately thirty-in igh inci i
cylinder, surmounted by a sundial has be}::fl placed %)relrﬁm;y theCh cglngl;a;;;lsg?ﬁg aljlt:
contemporary, inappropriate installation. A paved memorial area west of the port cochere
contains a contemporary plinth, the National Historic Landmark bronze tablet for the
Beglst-r?l’:aon of the house and a marble bas relief of Garfield’s profile. Just south of this is a
ﬂ?gsta_l and a bronze plate on a stone plinth in the ground. The bas relief was executed in
e mid-1880s. The Marble has lost its polish and has begun a deterioration which will lead

to its destruction. It faces the i j i
o T o southern sun and is subject to snow and rain. The relief itself

Vegetation

Ezpi:;if;lgn (C_l?a}rderzi Club hfatsh b;en installing and maintaining plants and shrubs at the
oundation of the hou i
the house for a number of years. ¢ and in the small boxwood-framed enclosure west of

The attention of the Garden Club i
- - was at one time also directed to the Cornelian Ch
east of the campaign office. Recently they have asked to be relieved of this duty. SR

i:;if::ﬁa?v(; l{st of. p%ants put in by Fhese, volunteers as foundation planting or close to
Blte Bt Sg lu. esI.\Il?er1kale, Shast-a Daisy, Hosta, Impatiens, English Ivy, Iris, Pachysandra,
obells S,W \;1% icotina, Peony, Lily of the Valley, Candy Tuft, Wild Raspberry, Geranium,
Wisteria’ . ee oodruff. Of the shrubs Hydrangea, Rose of Sharon Crataegus, Arbor Vitae

» Opirea, Forsythia, and a very hardy species of Boxwood. Trees include some of thé

—_—

102, Ref:
: ef: Telephone conversation with Mr. Cloyd McNaull, Meyers Pump Co., January 7, 1991,
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smaller ornamentals, such as the Dogwood and Redbuds. These displays at various times of
the year are vivid and memorable. The level of maintenance is quite high.

Vegetation at the remainder of the site includes a number of escapees, such as Shasta Daisies,
Pachysandra, English, and Boston Ivy. The rear of the site (north) contains shrubs, many of
which are perennial throw-backs to earlier periods: Burdock, Barberry, Forsythia, Staghorn
Sumac, Osage Orange. They are randomly dispersed in and around the northern outbuildings
and the large sprout area on the eastern perimeter.

The sprout area which abuts the east property line for more than two/thirds of its length,
beginning at the pumphouse ruin and continuing to the northern boundary fence, consists
of young saplings and trees: Maple species, Apple, Swamp Elms, Mulberry, Ash, and Beech.
The floor of this wood is covered with leaf mold, dead fall, grass patches and some ‘weeds,
there is very little understory. A considerable amount of slash has been thrown into the upper
periphery of this lot. Formerly this ground comprised portions of the "new" orchard, the
poultry run, and a vegetable garden.

The lawns are well-maintained and fairly weed-free on the South side of the residence and
in portions of the east lawn. The remainder of the turfed areas are thin and weedy. We see
Dandelion, Ground Nasturtium, and some of James Garfield’s loathed Dock. (The President
conducted a determined campaign in 1880 to eliminate dock from the farm.) The northern
portion of the site contains a combination of Bluegrass, Fescues, Orchard Grass, some White
Clover, Foxtail, and weeds which the managers of the farm during the turn of the century
would not have tolerated. However, a mowed perimeter around the New England barn looks

quite natural for the era of restoration.

The trees have always been one of the winning points of Lawnfield. History tells us that the
family was most conscious of the benefits afforded by trees on the property. We know very
little about trees that existed there prior to Garfield’s occupancy, a photograph shows several '
Black Locust and some evergreens. These are indigenous, but were not propagated by the
Garfields. It has been possible for us to annotate a 1991 survey with the names of trees, many
of which grew on the property more than one hundred years ago (see figure 53). Chief among
these, naturally, are the specimen Sycamore and European Beech which grow to the rear of
the house. Other noteworthy species include Black Walnut, Cherry, Dogwood, Shagbark
Hickory and Mulberry, Pin Oaks, Red Oaks, White Oaks, Silver and Sugar Maples, Viburnum,
Yellow Buckeye, Ailanthus, Cornelian Cherry, Box Elder, Redbud, Arbor Vitae, Crab Apple,
Blue Norway, and White Spruce plus many more. '

Generally, the trees at Lawnfield can be considered to be matured, or past maturity. Frankly,
many of the trees within public visitation areas, constitute a danger from falling limbs or from
the tree itself. The trees are, in many cases, aphid-infected, some have scale and some show
evidence of various borers. These consultants made sample corings of a number of trees on
the property — a randomly selected Silver Maple, for example, demonstrated that it had
survived for 85 years until our tree auger struck rotten core wood, adding perhaps twenty-
five years to the age of the tree. The largest Maple in the sprout area north of the pumphouse
proved to be 36 years old. The large pendulous, European Beech which is located in front of
the campaign office was shown to be 8943 years. This particular tree constitutes a structural
threat to the house because of overhanging branches and the amount of detritus and moisture
it is depositing. Visually, for some, it obscures a great deal of the facade of the campaign
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office. In a historic photograph circa 1903, it is shown as a nice little bl{sh (see ﬁgure 33}. The
planters could not have had a concept of the size which would be attained by this specimen.

Views

The impression one perceives today when standing in the dedle of the Lawnfield property,
is of a landscape which is highly suburban in character. Subdivision backyards abut the new
picket fence. (Such a fence would have been inappropriate du{'mg the Garfield era when east
and west property lines were marked by board and/or wire fences. A church sideyard
parking lot is visible to the east, the sound of lawn mowers, children playing, barking dogs,
and backyard cookouts, can easily be detected. The ambient noise level is prc.)bably not at
odds with the 1900 scene, when a visitor maintained that it was unusually high - trollgys
clanked up and down Mentor Avenue, with screeching wheels and ringing bells; trains
roared across the tracks north of the site; animals lowed and bellowed, dogs barked, and the
Garfield children and grandchildren were boisterous in their play on the lawns. Today,
however, the chief distraction at the site is the sound of vehicular traffic on Mentor Avenue.
And, as mentioned previously, the visual appearance of the landscape is greatly changed.

The house is protected by two fire hydrants along the Mentor Avenue sidgwalk, an internal
light standard, and two in the street. The house and the entry sign are illuminated after dark.
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SECTION IV: ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ANALYSIS OF SELECTED TREATMENT ALTERNATES

Two alternate treatment plans have been prepared for this report. They represent roughly,
two of the four periods of significance which have been discussed earlier. Previously, an
extensive analysis of several options was undertaken, which included the two presented here.
One of the options considered was to retain the existing landscape at Lawnfield, more or less
intact. However, upon further discussion with members of the National Park Service Denver
Service Center and the Regional Historical Landscape Architect, it was determined that such
an option would not fulfill the purposes of this report. In the same vein, the related era
associated with the 1936-1970 influence of the historical societies, was also considered.

However, due to a lack of significance, it was not considered an appropriate option for
treatment. .

There is ample evidence to suggest the presence of a historic landscape which existed over
several important eras of time. Many aspects of this landscape development could be said to
meet one or more of the Secretary’s Criteria for inclusion in the National Register. Therefore,
recommendations for an appropriate treatment of the historic landscape, which reflect one or
more of its significant historical periods, are the responsibility of this report.

The historic period (1876-1885) which reflects the most direct influence of President Garfield,
was considered as a potential era for historic landscape treatment. However, this time period
is overlaid with later significant material. Further, serious disturbance of much of the sub-
surface fabric must have occurred during the extensive construction and planting activity of
1885, 1893 and 1900, thus reducing the potential for accurate investigative results. A
minimum amount of extant fabric from this period remains. In addition, a lack of accurate
documentation has indicated that a restoration treatment to the Presidential era would not
be justified.

'The question of integrity must arise, of course in any discussion of a historic landscape which

has undergone dramatic changes in property size. This problem vexes many historic
Properties - especially those whose sites and grounds were developed during the period of
the great country estates. Dramatic changes in population density and a surge to the suburbs
have invariably robbed such properties of their impressive grounds. In the case of Lawnfield,
however, we believe that enough key landscape features survive, (or that such changes are
Teversible) to plead for historic landscape integrity.

Selection of Preferred Treatment Plan

FOI%OWing extensive discussion of the various alternatives, and of the two treatment options
Which were developed for this report, representatives of the National Park Service Denver

vice Center, the Midwest Regional Office, local and area management teams, and
consultants met. The 1886-1899 era was selected as the preferred period of significance and
~¢ Weatment plan for rehabilitation to this era was upgraded to include necessary
contemporary parking, paths, and interpretive facilities. This era was selected because it bore
a closer association with the farm of the James Garfield period and because it would better
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i serve interpretive needs. Incorporated in this plan was a new road near the eastern property . )
line which would give access to the new parking area. This road location and alignment was The spatial relationships which developed at this time, involving a related f
deemed necessary by management for the administration of the site and reflects previous agrlcult—ur:-ﬂ bullldu}gs and a more separated residential area, can be discerned todagrgufﬂ?

S; decisions established in the General Management Plan which was completed in 1986. The degree of integrity is not high, in part because the setting in which this occurred has }gh . de

; selected treatment plan which is included as figure 54 and for which a cost estimate has been The ¥ thin anged.

- proylded (appendix F) reflects these .::1dd1hona1 clements. The treatment plan for the 1900-1903 b € VI;WS A% .the property could be restored to some degree, although the presence of

; option was not upgraded, except with regard to the new access roa d. The type of treatment| deqse housing adjacent to the site precludes the expansiveness which was characteristi
selected (Protection or Stabilization, Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration, orf ' Lawnfield" during this era. erintle o
Reconstruction) has been based on current landscape treatment guidelines as defined in Draf{ | .

h, Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Landscapes, Preservation Assistance Division, Technical! The farm garden,-ﬁelds, and crops, are not present although vestiges could be resurrected

ts Preservation Services Branch, U.S. Dept. of the Interior, National Park Service, May 1992t | However, vegetative materials survive: several trees can be documented to this eriozlectsv .

::,. These guidelines are in the review process. | ;avlé ];? iﬁtﬁgv:t:ﬁ:ied to c11894dor eai:iligr. Seven additional trees have been dgcumehtedo

; .f : 2 _ rvived and an additional seventeen (plus or min '

z Finally, the treatment plans which are presented in this section, and shown in figures 54 and | gien}t:ﬁed which may date to this era. The foundation pIanﬁrSIg)s which arzsg:;::rsltlll; ‘;ic];fr?g

' 55, are intended to be implemented in a long-term phased plan of development. No treet | . e hotse date from the_19705 and thus are contemporary. It is probable that activiti
which can be considered a specimen, nor which is of a stature to have achieved significanc® | unr;1ed1ately around the house have disturbed fragile evidence of previous plantings. Ro -

e in its own right would be destroyed. Rather, such specimens would be allowed to remaif | w}u%h Wir? gg’ Wl th":" site during the 1890s, may possibly be deduced, since tﬁei’r rof:::

o until they began to deteriorate, at which time they would be removed and not replaced can be retained in the soil.

. Further, landscape development can and should be conceived over a long period of time, and} The fr . .

iy thus extremely long-term phasing can be appropriate. aneov:fl ;tcggﬁa;(éﬁ SySteTr Whidt‘ Wﬂals prominent during this era, a single entry drive with

] \ . ere entrance to the residence has been replaced b 1 dri

it parking lot, installed after 1939, which, from available documtle)nta i s St contin and

E : THE 1886-1899 TRANSITION PERIOD i :‘.)tll; Ccﬁg;ﬂaé ;;rigu;&flﬁ;n. gyitctllir];ce of tl;e location and metal of ttlllc:an(’)lfiigi??a?tzitric\?:f 1‘;)1;1;!11:2

g . : ’ e . t'el is ance of the overlaid, later drivewa ich i i
The Integrity of Significant Landscape Features ES;tligsur?::t.hTtﬁio ;;;ﬂ:}l‘llc la{le,lhowlever, which is the extension of th}i,s 2‘;}2;1;1131:?‘?; t;aslli);
. ' ! e agricultural area, is reasonably discernabl i
h As previously discussed, the historic landscape of the period of transition (especially from mta;:lt un.def the surface. Several large caliper trees Whl'C){l mark the ieiinng;eﬁﬁgﬁ;e
: are flourishing today. The feeling which this lane infers, and its association with the Garﬁeld’

5 1894-1899) was characterized by the presence of structures such as the new carriage ba ;
v era contribute to its significance.

and engineering structures such as the windmill/tower, and gasworks. "

;‘ : library wing,

T " Zﬁfﬁigﬁgﬁfﬁ;ﬁdgzsgs ;:;?ifgl,n;i%n &ﬂéﬁ;d ot ;ssoma‘non with'the peiy Pocumentaﬁon, including correépondence by family members and photo hic evi
r; | | : is adequate. While exact placement of some elements is difficult to dzterm'gul;:pwg gzc‘l;nfc;;
IR Although it was a landscape in transition, with an increasing percent of the total propell s;(;ré‘}li’lef thgt the old locusts at the front of the propetty existed at this time (Iexcept for one
?] being tal::en up by residential r:?nd r.ecreational acﬁvities,'the use of the land as ‘a-WOI.‘ijIg farf SiInilarv:gS()n:maged by wind in November of 1893).19% We can surmise that a picket fence
S ‘ was an important feature of its significance. 'I:oday, .w1th the extreme -redlllc.hon in acredfy, wised or site lzflgsfﬂzv 11;(111881:!;l stl]lli existed. ?54 the site. It is known that chickens were being
(from more than 150 acres to 7.8), fche degree of integrity of the land use is minimal. Howe¥,, - " piante dgearl = 185 vestick . and that "two or three-hundred bushes and
| e s e sty b s fom sl e ottt T o e S e e

i ; : , v e complex remains a mystery. Th
) ; general location of a rose-bed, is also identifi " ystery. he
i s tified 1

| well an d tower "back by the rose bed."io 6en ed, as Lucretia recommends locating the new

5 ' Drainage, and other topographical features, including the presence (or at least visibility)f) of
- the old escarpment have vanished from the property, and cannot be interpreted or reclaifed
Walls, fences, and hedges which were characteristic of the 1880s and 1890s have?
disappeared (although the appearance of some of the fences is illustrated in histOfori
photographs). Replacement picket and board fences are of contemporary fabric. Farm fendieing -
of the era is no longer present, although archeological investi idefence e

Unf i
dochrrtllemn?t'dy’ the only graphic dos:umentation presently available, is a survey of 1895. The
is incomplete, however, it does show structures, some fences, and some trees. In

gation may discover evi

i - b 3

103. LRG to Ab, i
0 Abram Garfield, 11/26/93, LRG Papers, Container 2, Library of Congress, MSS Division

of its configuration.
104. Lrg
g t
E 0 Abram 4/28/93, LRG Papers, Box 2, Library of Congress, MSS Division
- LRG ¢ .
b 0 Abram 4/19/94, LRG Papers, Container #3, Library of Congress, MSS Division
-LRG to A :
©0 Abram Garfield 4/22/1894, LRG Papers Container #3, Library of Congress, M55 Division
54
55




SECTION IV

running parallel to the railroad. For the purpose of

s PPy B his do s been used of necessity, but with reservations.

analysis and planning, This document has

The Treatment Plan — (1886-1899)

107 with th ré lacement
ilitati f the landscape, = Wi e rep
lans recommend rehabilitation o : :

BOth' tr?ah:l:;;gals based on information derived from photograpc}lls, a;irchizlé)%;cg}l ::;?:I;:e,
of gusshugf reliable d’()cumentation. In order to accommoda_te the a :1}113 ve Yo pfifte ofie kea
and o the area necessitated for parking, should be des_lgneddw11 g;n; mal in hljres Woulg
g}u:if\un%’slﬁﬂg historic features. Wherever possible, hlStOI"lC roads, lanes,
bclesmfnlﬁamed and/or stabilized for contemporary functions.

—

-

i ultry yard fence and buildings, the

i f the driveways, the lane, the po :
ng. 90n5§u t;téoii:le (1)10use and privy, and the felling of many major lge;i Woul:r g:dsgg;zwgg
f:loml tllcn)e?(. It must be remembered that within this treatmer;t, ttILee : aﬁd S); ar;g mied accor%jn g
Weeging Beech would not be replaced, in a long-term plan for , :

to borings it is 8943 years of age.

endeavor should be sensitively phased overa}

Costs could be extensive. However, any such el veithout plasg imcne Handshin oo [

long period of time, with each phase accompli
management of the site.

be possible to phase installation of such elements to avoid such difficulties.

o

Description of the Treatment Plan - 1886-1899 (See figure 54.) : |
The existing driveway and parking lot must be removed, in order to bring a new alignme

: Avenue. This i , . - il
Eoir%?dzligszrha‘; been envisioned to have a gravel surface. Additionally, it will bea !

i i vhich in i t form is somewhi
i ilized turf. This drive, which in its present f
Sf:mg{deffiitl)lf ;lgvfg ?cz)egilr;flf;asblan; truck traffic for deliveries, the handicapped, etc. !
e’ . .
stz{galihz' ed shoulders will provide passing space an
accommodate parallel parking.

. i i -1899 era, and further, since Ik
. - lane existed during the 1886 ora, 2 I
Smrfggfxifioiuzfsﬁligsliaﬁeﬂzm be reasonably determined from historic documents, ¢
CO . -
landscape treatment guidelines
restoratligon or rehabilitation treatrr}ent. However,
an additional road would be required, and thus,

the General Management Plan indicated

c data for the existence of walks and paths is minimal for this g

The references and graphi entry walk and references t0 a walk between the campaign

other than a flagstone rear

; 1 i i 7 P l.'VaﬁD
10’7 See Wal‘d IaI dl DRAPT Guidﬂliﬂ f Treat t le 1 P ’ W gt Dc rese n
. 1 es Jjor thE redtment o stor c I ﬂﬂd.‘icﬂ s ash]n on

i i criph
hni i i k Service, May 1992 for a detailed des A
i % 3 i : rvices Branch, National Par. Vay : et
ision Tefcn' C;L:;S:-el?rrg?e?;:: and Stabilization, Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration an e
five types of trea 3
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s the second drive configuration prior to 1900. This thirteefgn. :

d could, in case of large crow®ds G

. in a la.ndsd ..
indicate that it would be the preferred entry in Whhat . v?getative sC

it is shown as a modern addition to the S5, .

Analysis and Recommendations

and the main residence. The trails shown on the drawing, including a connection between the
campaign office and the main residence, are all contemporary configurations. These are
dictated by interpretative and management goals, as well as the requirements of ADA
standards. They should be paved, with either a chip-seal surface which is tinted (through
aggregate selection) to provide a more compatible color and to distinguish them from historic

circulation, or comprised of pre-cast, colored paving blocks. The latter of a color to match the
surface in the visitor’s center court.

The buildings which currently exist on the site are to be restored or stabilized, except for the
shotgun building at the north of the site, which will be removed. The ice house is shown
north of the campaign house. During this period an additional building was located in a close

position, ostensibly a privy. We recommend interpretation of the form of these structures in
plan outline on the ground.

Of the living trees presently on the site, approximately 13 or 14 should be removed at this
time. An arborist has recommended that a number of the trees be taken down immediately
for reasons of safety, the remainder are weed-varieties.108 Additionally, it is recommended
that approximately 30 living trees be allowed to.decline and to die out for removal. The
primary reason for this is that the trees are located in areas which were either treeless or bore
another specific type of vegetation during this period. Three or four trees, which are
historically significant, should be replaced at the present time. Sixty-five trees have been
recommended for installation. These are for the most part fruit trees; fast-growing, they will
provide a nicely balanced vegetation cover for the future. Additionally plantations of some
thirty-odd shrubs have been recommended which can be tentatively identified from the
inspection of contemporary photo images. .

Areas where lawn is specified should be seeded, or in some cases overseeded, to bring back
this important element of "Lawnfield." A simple orchard grass has been specified for the
stands of fruit trees. Two unassigned fields to the north will be planted to pasture grass.

The location of nine wayside exhibits is shown on the treatment plan. These locations have
been suggested by the Division of Wayside Exhibits, National Park Service, Harpers Ferry
Center, and will be reflected in a plan generated by that Division. Further, portions of the site
which can be considered barrier-free for all but the severely handicapped have been indicated

with the appropriate signage. It is recommended that an electric golf cart be on hand for
Severely handicapped use.

The existing stockade fences on the north, east, and west are inappropriate, however they
fepresent a significant investment of local funds and time and thus should remain until they
need replacement. At management’s suggestion, however, a non-historic, environmental
) reening zone has been designed to help protect the visual experience within the
storic property. This contemporary zone will be marked by an organic mulch, which will
Subt}y but clearly establish that this protective zone is not part of the historic landscape.

resident Garfield’s paling fence and gates dre shown across the entire Mentor Avenue

Onfage. Other internal fences, if required for security or privacy should be board fences as

| ave been illustrated in this report.

108,

F . |
1) Robinson Hozarious Tre Condition Report, James A. Garfield National Historic Site, “Lawnfield," August, 1992
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The northeastern corner of the sprout land has been designated as a maintenance and servig,
area, and screened by a similar screening zone as the balance of the property. The plan showg
a small area for mulching, landscape storage, and historic rehabilitation work m progres,
This also provides a backdrop for the northern side of the parking lot. Large portions of the
area will be cleared to accommodate the new parking lot and collection terrace at the carriagg
house. A mesh fence has been used to define the poultry yard and contain the parking arey,
thus preserving part of the form of this historic feature.

The parking lot in the location illustrated, is contained within the poultry Yard boundary. |t
is situated within the sprout land, and has access to the carriage house/ visitors’ ce_nter., with
a minimal impact on the historic landscape. Thus, it is the preferred location for this historie
period (see "Parking Studies").

Interpretive concerns with the 1886-1899 treatment center primarily on the presence at the site
(or nearby) of the limestone piers which were not installed until 1900—1902!. These fc-eatures,
which visibly marked the boundaries of the landscape during the estate period, contribute to
the historic significance of that era (and are part of the designed landscape) and thus, should
not be demolished. _

The rehabilitation plan which is included with this report has retained the limestone piers,
although no specific mention of their purpose or presence is indicated. Slpce thf: fu]l evolunqn-
of the landscape will be interpreted through an exhibit now planned for inclusion in the main

house, this feature, its original purpose and the system of paths and drives with which it once|.

communicated will be fully explained.

THE 1900-1903 "ESTATE" PERIOD

The significant elements of historic landscape development from this era di'd not occuy
necessarily, nor did they culminate in the year 1903. Rather, they were bt.egun in 1900-1901,
shortly after Elliott’s plan was accepted and they continued for some time ﬂlereaf!:er. An
examination of the 1924 survey indicates that a considerable amount of the material had
survived until that date. Major changes, did occur in the residence porch in 1904, howev.erg.
they had little or no significant impact on the designed landscape. To be compatible w1t.lL
plans for the restoration of the main residence, a date prior to 1904, has been selected for this}

alternate.

As previously mentioned, the plan developed during this era is, as far as we know, th.e onl
professionally designed landscape scheme for Lawnfield and its attendant properties. In
addition, the landscape plantings and other features which were installed also represented
the "last significant change" which occurred at the site. (Other changes followed later, but thej
are not historically significant).

Integrity of fhe Significant Landscape Features

The landscape design envisioned by J. Wilkinson Elliott was reﬂfecﬁve off .its peri
representing a good example of the Downing/Olmstedian design thesis — curvilinear pa J

drives, planting beds, a formal partérre and orchard, utilitarian features such as lanes, a i
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yards, and agricultural buildings artfully screened. In addition, the plan represents the
fulfillment of Lucretia Garfield’s efforts to create a complex which encompassed the homes
of the next Garfield generation. Her satisfaction is evident in correspondence of February,
1900: "Mrs. Mason'’s purchase of the Aldrich place simplifies our problem a good deal, and
I think we may now proceed on a substantial basis [with plans for the landscape
design]."109

Many of the characteristic elements of the plan, most specifically, the paths and drives which
were typical of the Olmstedian design, are not presently apparent at the site. However, initial,
shallow sub-surface probing has indicated that they may exist throughout much of the
existing property, merely overgrown a few inches below grade.

Also contributing to the integrity of the design are the limestone pylons which were
considered important enough to be mentioned in two documents: a newspaper article and a
booklet, both of the 1900-1903 period. In addition, Helen Garfield, writing to her mother in
1900, was enthusiastic about this feature. Today they are a confusing, but extremely obvious
element at the site and adjacent property.

Other elements whose workmanship and materials contribute to the integrity of the site
include the stone base of the windmill/tower as well as one of the relocated barns and, the
"new" carriage barn and gasworks. The remaining barn maintains integrity because of its
association with the James A. Garfield era as well.

Vegetative materials which contribute to the integrity of the site include approximately fifty
trees which were either on the site before 1900 or installed as a result of Elliott’s plan (the
bulk of which were from the latter). The same injunction can be repeated relative to the
custom of planting a new tree in the location of a deceased one. This easily could have
happened. However, a horticulturist has stated that most of the surviving trees, especially
those that form the alleé on the lane, could easily be 90-100 years old. Elliott’s plan specified
additional trees. If they were planted, they have not survived. ‘

Members of the investigative team have performed non-destructive probing at numerous
locations throughout the property and have discovered evidence of road metal for the drives
and foundations for some of the paths. As mentioned above, additional archeology may
confirm these locations but may also aid in the discovery of beds or walks within the parterre
garden and other plant beds which might have been installed throughout the property.-

As with any treatment at Lawnfield, the extreme reduction of the size of the property has
created problems. One of the key landscape features of the 1900 plan, the system of
curvilinear roads, has been cropped, by the present-day perimeters of the property. The Elliott
design attempted to unify three properties, thus when it was subdivided, this road system
Was truncated. In the opinion of these researchers, while much of the circulation system has
been lost, its intent and purpose could still be demonstrated.

The views within the property, at present, do not reflect those during historic times, although
this is reversible. The view from Mentor Avenue has not been retained, because of the loss
of street trees, hedges and the wire fence, primarily in later years.

———

109. LRG to Helen N. Garfield, 2/18/1900, JRG Collection, Container 26, Library of Congress, MSS Division
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The portion of the farm which was dedicated to agricultural activities between 1900 and 1903,
is much the same as in the previous era, and thus the integrity is also similar. Although ruins,
several sheds and buildings can be restored.

The 1900-1903 treatment would also provide a demonstration of the historic context of
Cleveland’s Industrial and Commercial development during the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries, as it was demonstrated by the country homes in the Lake County/Mentor
area. During the early part of this century, the Garfield family combined estate was

prototypical of this genre. As shown in historic documents, several other estates within the

area are remarkably similar.

The 1900-1903 treatment would not be consistent with an attempt to interpret the site as it
appeared during President Garfield’s time. However, because of the large number of
significant structures erected after his death, and the addition to the main residence, such an
interpretation of the landscape is not an option. As mentioned earlier, the 1900-1903 treatment
alternative would be especially consistent with a theme which takes into account the ongoing
evolution of the site, especially as it relates to the wishes and lifestyles of Garfield’s widow,
his sons, and daughters and their contributions to the social and political life of the region
and the nation.

The chief documentation, naturally, is Elliott’s plan, dated June, 1900. This is complete and
well-detailed with regard to most elements. Abundant photographic evidence has been
preserved. In addition, we have been able to find letters as well as bills of sale dating to the
1900-1904 period which verify the intent of the heirs to have the plan made and to implement
its installation, albeit over a period of time. The initial investigation has indicated that Elliott
certainly attained regional significance as a noted landscape architect in Illinois, Ohio, and
Pennsylvania and other states. In addition, he was a regular contributor (see appendix D) to
national magazines such as Gardening and Country Life in America. Further investigation
(which is not within the scope of this projéct) may also reveal additional works and evidence
of his stature. 5

The Treatment Plan (1900-1903)

Analysis and Recommendations

’Ihert? is no entry ‘within the configuration of the historic roads and paths which would
remain f}‘om the Elliott plan, nonetheless, the accommodation of visitor needs is primary for
the survival of the property and for its current function and use. Therefore, the construction
of a modern access road (sympathetic to but different from the historic roads, in materials and
design), which parallels the eastern property border and leads to a parking area within the
now scFeened poultry yard, would be required. In order to implement the 1900-1903 plan anc{
maintain management needs, it would be a necessity, and would as shown, represent the
option least destructive of historic fabric.

If the Elliott landscape (or the 1886-1899 alternate) were to be restored as part of the
rehabilitation program at Lawnfield, certain contemporary additions, such as the
cqnu_nemoraﬁve tablet, sun dial, sign and flagstaff, would have to be removed or consolidated
within a contemporary designed area. The picket fence (a modern addition) would be
repla(':ed by a lilac/spirea hedge bordered by a near-invisible wire fence. In addition, the
plantu}g of trees, perennial and annual beds, shrubs and the parterre/orchard would be
extensive. quever, as suggested for the other options, such plantings could be phased over
a period of time, with the management team developing priorities for rehabilitation which
were appropriate to the needs and budget of the project. Maintenance would be a concern
which would require careful planning. '

Description of the Plan - 1900-1903 (See figure 55.)

In the‘ estimation of the investigative team, the site would function better than it does today,
especially when the new entry and parking area are installed, since it would help provide a
focus for entry to the side or mid-rear of the existing property (i.e., behind the house), rather
thar} the present, front-entry concentration. Thus, if some minimal screening were provided
(as it was in 1901-3), the visitor would be more logically guided to the new driveway. A
tantalizing view of the house would be available from Mentor Avenue, but a confusing
double entry would not be implied. ’

;As the visitor moves around the site, to view the various aspects of the buildings and
andscape, it would be possible, within the somewhat sheltered aspect of the front (or south)

This plan recommends a rehabilitation, with limited intrusions for adaptive use requirements. - g t;wn! to logically describe other James A. Garfield-related aspects of the historic themes of
' IE}' | € property, such as the campaign office and the front porch.

Information for the plan is based on exact evidence, or contingent upon confirmation through

archeological investigation.

The treatment plan demonstrates that the system of roads and paths could be restored, and
that an interpretation could be achieved by bringing back these roads, demonstrating where
they once led and the landscape’s role in the Garfield family’s development of the site as a
living legacy. This landscape achieves significance for its ability to demonstrate the aspirations
and accomplishments of the Garfield second generation, in particular, James R.’s political
activities which, during this decade, elevated him to a cabinet position in Theodore
Roosevelt’s administration. In addition, it is suggested that investigations be made with
neighboring owners to protect the other remaining piers, with a possible easement, if it seems

feasible.
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:I'lzﬁarﬁconstr}icﬁon of tl}e upper story and the windmill on the water tower/pump- house will
Wouldcelthe Interpretation of landscape features for this period. (Reconstruction of this feature
ot inla so serve the same purpose for the 1886-1899 era). The strikingly designed structure

tainly qualified as the type of "feature" Mr. Knight described as essential for the country

_ Estate. This element will help establish and define the "estate" period of Lawnfield’s landscape

story in a dramatic way for visitors.

Of co : ‘o
Shoullclicfs?n:?mﬂ}es pendulous European Beech, which was planted during the period, and thus

figure 23). Beech tre tremel iti i
far e . ee ngure es are extremely sensitive to changes in the ground,
mei(ffod:jng _theu‘ drip hr}e. Even heavy machinery operating around these trees can put
ecline; changes in the hydrostatic pressure in the vicinity can kill them. Lowering

nded, may contribute to the death of this specimen.
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Pruning of a pendulous-shaped tree like a Willow, Spruce or Beech may so upset its
characteristic appearance that it may be preferable to remove the present specimen and plant
a young tree in its stead — ideally a "clone." The possibility of propagating a new generation
of this tree from the existing parent should be explored. '

The large Maple at the southeast corner of the two porches has been a witness to activities
at Lawnfield since the 1870s. It too should be allowed to decline (a process already begun)
and a young substitute replanted (with a scheduled replacement planned when this tree
attains maturity). Its extensive roots are, in part, responsible for the heaving of tiles on the
South porch. Undoubtedly changes in grade level will negatively affect this tree as well,
which is in decline. Other affected trees would be the Redbud in the small garden plot north
of the house, the Dogwood west of the house, and several of the Cornelian Cherries east of
the campaign office.

The east side of the porch of the campaign office could be the site of an unobtrusive hydraulic
handicapped lift. The north side of the main house has never really provided a good setting
for foundation planting. Often moist and always shady, very few varieties will grow in these
conditions.

The rear of the house would be a departure point for a walkway which would connect the
main residence with the carriage barn. The historic surface could have been gravel, which is
not recommended for the handicapped. An alternative which would be sensitive to the

historic environment might be brick. The location is well established through probings -

conducted by members of this firm and by its location as depicted on the 1924 survey. It is
five feet wide, which should be adequate for a wheelchair. This would bring the carriage
house within the purview of the handicapped. The exterior of the gas storage building could
be observed from the path, or from the exit drive from the new parking area. We would
suggest that an opportunity be provided to view a portion of the interior of the building from
the outside through the open door. A glass insert and protective rails would allow for visitor
safety.

Planting around these two buildings should be compatible (in height, width, and opacity of
the specimens) with the motif established by the reconstructed apple orchard. There is no
reason why visitors may not be allowed into the ground floor of the restored pumphouse.
Presently there is an interpretative sign at the exterior of the building which is inaccurate.

It is likely that a clay tennis court was once situated slightly to the south and west of the
pumphouse. It was built at an unknown date and could be reconstructed (see diagram, figure
5).

Some form of interpretive markers should be placed at the original position of the barns in
the southwest portion of the site. This location may be affirmed in part through archeological
discovery of the historic well. They should also be placed at the second and third positions
for the barns. The remainder of the outbuildings should still receive landscape treatment,
possibly grass, mowed perhaps four times during the growing season. The removal of weeds
and sprout growth around them and the restoration of the avenue of Maples and hedges on
either side of the lane as it passes between these buildings is recommended. The 1924 survey
gives the location for hedgerows in this area as holdovers from the Elliott plan of 1900, which
is indicative of the system of hedgerows for the historic lane.
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This then, would comprise the circulation for the restored site. Surfaces should be as
described above and the lane and the now-closed driveway should be chip-sealed in such a
way as to replicate the crushed stone appearance seen in so many historic photographs. In
this plan we have selected the alignment drawn by Elliott. On the 1924 survey there is a slight
jog in this road from the entrance to the carriage barn north and extending to a point opposite
the edge of the poultry yard. Since the road metal was gravel, it is likely that the shift could
have developed, through informal means. The surface of the new parking area access drive
should not attempt to imitate the replicated surfaces. There was never a driveway in the
location shown and therefore nothing historic should be implied. We recommend that the

- hedge-lined orchard of Cherry and Peach trees be re-established according to the Elliott plan,

west of the lane to run from the tenant house to the present northern boundary line. Young
trees of the same species (as specified) should be planted as replacements for those used in
the 1900 planting plan.

Ornamental planting beds should be confined to the periphery of the house and lower drives,
since these can be photographically and graphically documented for the period of restoration
(see figure 20). There is no proof of any ornamental planting in the vicinity of the agricultural
outbuildings (with the exception of the garden near the tenant house). However, in addition
to the orchards, there was a large vegetable garden north of the carriage house adjacent to
the old barnyard, northeast of the projected parking area. Replacement of this feature is not
feasible, given the requirements for parking and maintenance and the reduced overall size
of the property.

The trees to the left of the present driveway are appropriate to the site, if oné is to champion
the design work of J. Wilkinson Elliott. This group includes a Ginkgo Biloba, some Maples,
and a Beech. The trees between the carriage house and the residence are the result of
vernacular planting, professional planning (Elliott) and a certain amount of volunteerism.
Among them one is able to find row trees, copses, spirals — a crazy-quilt of landscape
material. Additionally, there is a preponderance of the Silver and Sugar Maples. Many of the
trees in this area require attention (and have for some time) and in the very near future,
harvesting. A long range re-planting plan would envision the establishment of a small
hardening-off area. Part of the area of the present sprout land could be adaptively used for
this purpose as part of the rehabilitative plan.

A great deal of emotionalism accompanies any suggestion for wholesale removal of living
trees. Many of the trees that we recommend for removal in our planting plan (see figure 55)
are either badly disfigured through repeated loss of limbs and decay or are not located in
appropriate positions (according to the Elliott plan). These trees do not contribute to the
historic appearance.

ARCHEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS

Whichever treatment alternate is chosen, further archeological investigation of landscape
elements would be required to confirm such features and provide additional data. Two pre-
archeological drawings have been prepared from research, to indicate possible locations of
important features within the two respective treatment plans (see figures 56 and 57).
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SECTION [V

Possible Methods for Archeological Investigations

Research cannot be considered com |
: . sider plete for the two treatment alternates currentl
gzezglzy;{s, until archeological investigation has been undertaken. Of the two drawi.ngsy(lg]ingi:r
by 1fgll11re 55), one should be selected for implementation. The pre-archeological drawin .
ollow have been prepared from historic documents, research, the overlay treatm i
and from field observations. ’ d -

Several methods of archeological identification and retrieval are suggested: 1) Use of a st
pr(?be tc3 sense sub-surface texture, resistance, moisture, etc. These probes “.rould be a ol
of identifying areas for 2) .Shovel or slit trench examination which could reveal items Sl::;ans
E;?f{goigf' Tafson}*ly or timber fm.u:ldations, root stock, azonal deposition of soils and toa:
i ent, fossil/pollen depo§1t10ns, arboreal, herbs, legumes and grasses naturally, we
ould expect that the archaeologists would widen and deepen trenches where require’d to

It is suggested that, for each opti i
A ption, a large trench be excavated in the northern end of th
fgr;:gol;\:i} f;-i (_e: (S;lt?lild?rd fordstr:Itlilingaphy It is hoped that this pit will be dug deep er?oug;
' rdial clay and exhibit well-developed profiles moving upward toward th
:;;fj:f-l;, E;;se ;nm&;h sh}cl)ulzl i]fﬂp the field investigators in their exarm'natioi of other pits ans
oughout the site, to possibl i i ‘profi
atiported pelly ari oplaedic fl possibly recognize for example, little or no profile,

éte is 'antltcip;ted Fhat a contract containing specifications will be issued by the National Park
rvice to historical archeological investigators. Experience in landscape archeology, pollen

analysis, paleobotanical i : A .
high{y degireable_ ca resear;h and in the identification of plant taxa remains would be

Naturally, the contractors would be informed of the sensitive nature of th i

. e .
Z:réltirac_tors chlyulq determine the nature and depth of all underground utilities beforeS giob'l';xkllg
¢ thggmg. ev1denFe should .be incorporated onto the investigator’s records for transferral
o the pre-archeological drawings. This material could then be incorporated onto the
restoration documents. It is important that while the archaeologists are undertaking their
work a system of regular communication be established with representatives of the National

Park Service to assure that, as i ion i i i
- , as mformatmp is revealed, it can be quickly transmitted to

Treatment Alternate — 1886-1899. Specifi ical i .' T :
option will be as follows: pecifics related to the archeological investigation for this

A) Steel probes and shovel probes in the vicini i i i
of the windmill, i
stock for apple trees. Some of these could be veg old. PRl 1 Tl o

B) Probes and resultant trenches as a means to i
o : . expose a gas line from th holdi
building to the windmill and from the gasholder to the gas gvell. e

C) Probes and trenches for coop and chicken i
: _ yards, material such as poultry mesh, footings
for coops, incubator equipment, gravel, water, feed dishes and pms’c-rﬁolci:y i
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D) Trenches to reveal footings and foundations, masonry or timber for the large barn and
attendant sheds at the rear of the property.

E) Probes and trenches to locate the historic lane, its road metal, fossil soils, relocated soils ‘
and lateral ditches.

F) Excavations to locate root stock for an orchard; peach, cherry and apple predominated.

G) Evidence of a formal drive making union with the historic lane. Masonry or gravel walks,
zonal soils, horticultural artifacts associated with annual and perennial gardens.

H) Cross-sections for the driveway as in "E" above.

J) Steel and shovel probes for the location of root stock for annual and perennial plants and
for any pollen profiles in this general area.

Treatment Alternate — 1900-1903. Specifics related to the archeological investigation for this
option will be as follows: ‘ .

A) For clay, mesh, roots, post-molds, compacted sub-soils and artifactual material related to
a tennis court or rose garden.

B) Probes and resultant trenches as a means o expose a gas line from the gas holding
building to the windmill or gas light standards.

C) Probes and trenches for coop and chicken yards, material such as poultry mesh, footings
for coops, incubator equipment, gravel, water and feed dishes and post-molds.

D) Trenches to reveal footings and foundations, masonry or timber for the large barn and’
attendant sheds at the rear of the property.

E) Probes and trenches to locate the historic lane, its road metal, fossil soils, relocated soils
and lateral ditches. ‘

F) Excavations to locate root stock for an orchard, cherry and apple predominate. Also for
roots of ligustrum or spirea (hedge material).

" G) Probes and trenches to locate evidence of a parterre garden, for masonry, gravel or sand

walks, transported soils, annual and perennial root stocks and pollens. For unusual humus
accumulations and for arboreal root remains, possibly ash or maple.

H) For evidence of footpaths; masonry, gravel or bituminous pavement.

]) For remains of masonry, bituminous material or gravel driveway and remains of a shallow
water well.

K) For transported soils, roots, relative to ligustrum or spirea hedges.

L) For footings of outbuildings.
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SECTION 1V

PARKING STUDIES

Studies were conducted exploring five parking location options, for each of the two treatment
alternate plans. Possible positive and negative considerations are listed below. Obviously, any
such large intrusion in the site may negatively impact material which may be present below
the surface. However, such facilities are necessary to manage the numbers of visitors
anticipated. See figures 58, 58a, and 58b which include a plan showing all five locations
studied and plans of the two preferred locations (3 and 4) superimposed on the 1990 survey.

Location 1

20 Parking Spaces
Only works with 1894 access road

Positives

Location 2

Negatives

e Negative visual impact of cars/buses

e Relationship to visitors” Center entrance
e Disturbs "historic" trees

e Vehicular/pedestrian conflict

e Difficult bus access and storage

17 Parking spaces
Works with either access road

Positives
e Relationship to Visitor’s Center entrance

66

Negatives :

e 1894 access road limits interpretation
opportunities of "historic" lane

e Drop-off areas
-Difficult to achieve with 1894 access road

~Negatively impacts chicken yard with 1894j ‘

access road :

o Pedestrian/vehicular conflict (more severe |
with 1894 '
access road)

e Vehicles penetrate the full depth of the site

o Affects the orchard in the 1904 plan (Elliotff) |

Location 3

Analysis and Recommendations

31 Parking Spaces
Works with either access road

Positives
e 1904 access road preserves the
integrity of the "historic" lane
e 1904 access road preserves most of the
Poultry yard
e Relationship to Visitors Center
entrance

" Location 4

Negatives

® 1894 access road limits interpretive
opportunities of "historic" lane.

® 1894 access road presents a severe

~ pedestrian/

vehicular conflict

® 350" + from parking to Visitors Center
entrance

e Affects the barn complex in the 1904 plan

33 Parking spaces
Works with either access road

Positives

e Relationship to Visitors Center

e Close to visitors” Center

1904 access road preserves the
integrity of the "historic" lane

e Parking is located entirely within
historic poultry yard (Preserves the -
limits of the yard)

® 1904 access road provides no
pedestrian/vehicular conflict

* Can be well screened (visually) from
the rest of the site

Location 5

Negatives

® 1894 access road limits interpretive
opportunities of "historic lane

e 1894 access road presents a severe
pedestrian/vehicular conflict

e Parking occupies most of the area of the
"historic" poultry yard :

23 Parking Spaces
Works only with 1904 access road

Positives

® No pedestrian/vehicular conflict

® Can be visually screened from the
rest of the site

® Preserves the integrity of the "historic’
lane

® Preserves the "historic” poultry yard

® Close to Visitors Center

4.

Negatives
e Difficult bus parking
e Relationship to Visitors Center entrance
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Figure 1: Circa 1877 photograph of the Dickey farm house shortly after it was purchased by
General Garfield. Several of the Black Locusts were still alive in the 1950s.
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Figure. 2: A plan and profile diagram of the farm as it may have appeared in the late
19th/early 20th century. The vertical is exaggerated. (Drawing by The Westerly Group, Inc.,

based on 1924 survey, Figure 50a.)
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A. Petcock

B. Receiver

C. Valve links

D. Connecting rod
E. Pipes

F. Valves

G. Supply cylinder
H. Piston

J. Working cylinder
K. Expansion heater
L. Fire brick

M. Heat sources
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Figure 3: A diagram of an engine which was developed by the inventor John Ericsson in the

1870s. Ericsson was consumed with perfecting this machine and worked on it until the time
of his death in 1888 at age 86. '

i i i unknown person. It implies the
Figure 5: A sketch memo from Lucretia Garfield to an _
e:c%;rence of and approximate location for a clay court at Lawnfield (probably c. 1894 or later).

On the 10th of March, 1901 ... "Winter asks me about your work
= will it trouble you too much to let me know how miich of the
planting you want done this spring? | will name it in the lots and
you can specify it. 1) The orchard side of the turn to the barn,
] 2) Is the continuation of the work | did going to the road [street]
3) Is the planting around the office which is a small matter not
exceeding ten dollars. 4) The few shrubs called for outside the
bathroom and kitchen windows. 5) The evergreen hedge around
the chicken yard, Winter seemed to have a rather vague idea as
to these and you had not told me definitely as | did not feel like
Q_ authorizing him to go ahead: He wants to order want [sic] as
soon as possible so as to have a good selection of plants. He
has put in some splendid trees this year and the grounds are so

2 much improved."

Figure 4: A diagram made by Helen Garfield and included in a letter to her mother-in-law, Figure 6: USDA Vertical Air Photo, 1937, clearly depicts tree lined streets but addit.iolna-lly

hiceeris Gefield, - deinguznst.rates that over 65% of land use was agricultural, wood lots or commercial size
orchards.
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- Gl;g;ir; d7, Lﬁ:ﬁ?egﬂi}ﬁ?%végﬁ Corfw.me, dehr}eator, _"Residence of the house of James A, ; _—
‘ , " ce of maccuracies which could be found in Atlas drawings Figure 9: Lawnfleld, . spting/s b eyt

is the condition of the old Di :
its true condifion showen i IFCikE); éeane on the south side of Mentor Avenue, contrasted with the barn complex. Picket gates survived until the next fence change
: gure 7. : fence to pickets. Photo: Lake County Historical Society.

Note the development of
which converted the front

esees

: LAWNFIELD, Mentor, Ohio,
| MOME OF GENERAL J. A “GARFIERD.. [

Fi 8: : = . . .
gure 8: A damaged glass negative, c.1880 or earlier, but valuable as it portrays the only Figure 10: Classic photograph of 1880 shows the Presidential candidate and visitors in the
front yard of Lawnfield. Evident are the new picket fence, four large Black Locust trees and

ggf;?lr; ‘E;‘;isdgriﬁ ﬁ;t we have for a garden on the east side of the house. Later, after the
s area was relegated to recreation and minor foundation planting. a Maple at the end of the porch. The latter is the only tree of this group which has survived.
possibly fruit trees.

74 Also evident are young plant materials south of the circular drive,
| 79
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Figure 11: A reconstruction of the picket fence shown in fi
from an earlier gate which existed along with a board fenc

e,

Ohio Historical Society, Columbus.
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gure 10. This fence took its style |
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i i i | ( . Historic photograph (bottom) shows the
13: Campaign Office, c. 1880 and 1900 H1st_0r1c P : tom 3
glfgf?'cf/ Library aI; itgxas used by the Presidential nominee as a ca}rlnpalg:llofﬁ;e 'Il‘Itll ‘:lilsar;ggg :5
i ition on the east lawn.
The 1991 view (top) has been taken from the same posi ast v
i i bscure the building from the fron
th eping Beech tree and the Cornelian Cherry o rom | :
fée ;r;;)irrt)y. gPl‘loto: The Westerly Group, Inc. (top) and Lake County Historical Society

(bottom).
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Figure 14: A horizontal slide valve, stati i
. _ ? onary engine of the Porter-Allen type. Thi del i
equipped with a fly wheel and belt pulley. This particular engine was locazg on tliz It:rlco)rkeinl;

farm of the agricultural iodical " T :
periodical "The Epit " ; ;
Century. Photo: The Westerly Group, Inc. pitomist’, in Spencer, Indiana in the late 19th

"

) Figure 15: Mentor Avenue, c. 1880 and 1900. Taken approximately a quarter of a century

; apart, these two photographs, (above c. 1880; below c. 1900) looking east along Mentor
Avenue, demonstrate how Lawnfield’s front yard had become a small forest. Except for the
trolley tracks and the addition of telephone poles on the north side and power poles on the
south side, the road looks about the same. Photos: Lake County Historical Society.
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A primitive, serpentine rajl and board fence snaked its ;
way along Mentor Avenue on the south side, a survivor '
from the Dickey era, it was taken down by 1905.

The Dickey fence along Mentor Avenue undl 1880. The
boards must have been moved as the fence appeared to be
in good condition. This fence was replicated during

the era of WRHS occupation. Portions of it remain.
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MNANNNANE r
l l The "gleaming white" fence posts of the early 20th Century
[ § TTT] were part of the Elliott-designed plan and co-existed with a
” ] metal post and wire fence, which was almost invisible with
plant material behind it.

T . HURMH ! . : : 5 s 4 .
l ] Figure 17: Lawnfield, c. 1888, east side. Photo: Western Reserve Historical Society.
By 1880, President Garfield had erected a fine picket fence
along the Mentor Avenue property line, It stood for 20 odd
years.

ket prn .

Orchard post and rail, its gates made of milled lumber, these
fences did not appear to have been painted (creosoted,
perhapa?)

e

—_—

e &l There were barbed wire fences at Lawnfield. The calt
s e g i Wl A i A S P g AR e must have run away in order to scratch himself on the
wire. (JAG to his sons (at school) from Mentor, Oct. 31,

Stout fences and gates were used for many of the fields, .
this one intersecting the lane as it heads north and south. ‘I:fg) No prudent farmer would keep horses behind barbed 1

.

Figurs 16 Fenges found. 20 TSR AeRel Ba5) ' Figure 18: Lawnfield, c. 1888, west and south sides. Photo: Western Reserve Historical Society.
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Figure 19: Rudolph Stanley-Brown and James Garfield, c. 1892, in the yard at Lawnfield
looking north. Background left: the barn, later relocated to the rear of the property.
Background right: the tenant house. Photo: Lake County Historical Society.

Figure 20: Two views of Lawnfield from c. 1903. Above, the drive approaching the house
from the north. Notice the formal planting beds at the left with the Yucca Filemantosa in
bloom. The oval view below was taken from Mentor Avenue and depicts the gravel drive
(now off site) as it approached the house. Both of these images agree very closely with the
1900 plan by the landscape architect J. Wilkinson Elliott. Photos: Lake County Historical
Society.
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Figure 21: Lawnfield, c. 1900, north side. View from west looking directly into the port
cochere, showing the development of recently planted shrubs. North porch and west porch
(carriage porch) are screened. Photo: Lake County Historical Society.

Figure 23: A 1906 photo showing the rapid development of the European Weeping Beech east
of the library and the Cornelian Cherries screening the campaign house. Both are present at
the site today. Photo: Library of Congress, Manuscript Division.

Figure 22: Lawnfield, c. 1903, east side. Note heavy ivy cover on the memorial library and
new paths to the porch and campaign office. A spindly cedar, too close to the hpuse was
shortly removed. Photo by F. M. Smith, Mentor, Ohio. Lake County Historical Society.

Figure 24: Mollie Garfield poses, c. 1885, on the front porch before a "wallpaper” of
Clemenstra vines. A separate wire and post structure served as a trellis. Photo: Lake County
Historical Society.
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Figure 25: Trellis designed for the east porch (pergola). Except for the new vines, note the lack
of foundation planting in this former garden area c. 1904 or later. Photo: Lawnfield Colleciton,

Hllustrations and Maps

Figure 27: Playhouse of the Garfield grandchildren. Probably taken about 1908-10, according
to the maturation of trees. Note the stepping stones in the lower right of the photo.

Figure 26: Edward Garfield, c. 1904, in the yard at Lawnfield. Background: playhouse (a
former trolley car), background right: northwest corner of the house. Photo: Lake County
Historical Society.
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Figure 28: Lucretia Garfield surrounded by 13 of her grandchildren on the front lawn at
Lawnfield, 1906. (Three more children were born later). Photo: Library of Congress, MSS Div.
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Figure 29: Eastlawn, the home of Har

east of Lawnfield, 1906. Photo:

88

Harry and Belle Mason Garfield and Belle’s mother, to the
Library of Congress, MSS Division.

Ilustrations and Maps

Figure 30: Wide angle view of the carriage house and the water tower/windmill circa 1896.
Most of the trees in the right middle ground are part of the apple orchard. A historic board
fence marking the east property line is visible behind the windmill. The trees in the center of
the antique photo are maples which have matured in the 1991 view below. Branches at the
extreme left could be of a European Beech which is one of the specimens at the site today.
Photos: Lake County Historical Society (top) and The Westerly Group, Inc. (bottom).
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Figure 31: An historic photograph, c. 1894, of the windmill/tower and a portion of the
orchard. The scale of the latter is evident even though it was one of the smaller orchards. A
clay tennis court may have been to the right of the tower. Photo: Lake County Historical
Society.

L S Ao

Figure 32: Cresent-shaped bed plantings. An example of Mrs. Garfield’s attention to
horticultural detail (bottom). The diagram is in her hand and is apparently an instruction to
one of the staff or to her daughter-in-law, Helen Garfield, for the planting of flowers in 2
‘crescent shaped bed "around the Farm." (Date unknown) This would have been the tenant
house, or "Frank’s house" on the lane. Notice how its configuration agrees with the Elliott
detail (top) (see figure 49a).
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Figure 33: Lawnfield, east side, c. 1903 and 1991. A photograph of the east side of the house
and the lawn, taken in 1991. This was the lawn used for many of the recreational pursuits of
the Garfield household: tennis, croquet and the setting of so many of the formal photographs
and "snapshots." The photograph below is from a 1903 postal card. Photos: The Westerly
Group, Inc. (top) and Lake County Historical Society (bottom).
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Figure 34: Cover and a page from the Storrs and Harrison catalogue of 1929. This company

is mentioned several times in the journals and letters of JAG and LRG. Photos: The Westerly
Group, Inc.
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Figure 35: An 1881 issue of Orchard and Garden, a leading horticultural catalogue/journal of
the period and a 1939 issue of the Storrs and Harrison catalogue. Some of the photos are in
color, but the varieties obtainable remain much as they did in 1878. Photos: The Westerly
Group, Inc. '
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The Westerly Group, Inc.,

located on the western edge of the present property.

7

and could well be over 100 years old. Photo:

Figure 37: A specimen European Beech
It has a caliper of 50"

1991.

(See Figure

the stone pier - a last vestige of

ing the period when it became a
a pre-Garfield fence.
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area which, on an historic map is referred to as the "lawn." The house and property in the
background, beyond the fence, are located on a portion of the grounds which are no longer

Figure 38: A large caliper Plane tree northwest of the house
part of the property. Photo: The Westerly Group, Inc., 1991.
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Figure 39: Limestone lid and watering trough. The upper photograph is of a limestone lid and
surround of an alleged well, just north of the house. The interior of this pit is full of pipes.
They run to and from the house, to the pumphouse to the carriage barmn, the gas storage
building and even in the general direction of the former location of the barns. It is more likely
a utility man hole. The photo below is of a granite watering trough, adjacent to the carriage
house. This feature was added sometime after 1900. Photos: The Westerly Group, Inc., 1991.
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A typical ram of the late 19th
Century
K

%&M cum 89

crank connected to wind mill

A turn of the Century force
pump. A machine of this type
could have been used in the wind
mill to raise water to the storage
tank.

to storage tank &_..

“<— from well

storage < ﬁ}:ﬂ:n‘

£ from source

Two modern rams.

Figure 40: Drawings, tanks and windmills, c. 1903. All illustrations above have been drawn

fTC'I_n photographs in Knight, Thomas A. The Country Estates of Cleveland Men, 1903. The
Various estates are located in the Lake County Region.
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Mr. E, W. Moore had a tank as
part of the farm complex, the
windmill was nearby.

Leodoro Farms Octagon tank had
a belvedere but 10 windmill.

Figure 42: A view of the interior of the pumphouse as it appears today, showing the Myers
shallow well pump mounted on a plinth directly over the well. The pump is driven by a
General Electric Motor. A conduit and pressure switch box may be seen at the left of the
pump. This mechanism, or its predecessor was capable of keeping the cistern in the house
full, and could have been a source of supply for all of the domestic water required on the
compound. The pressure tanks in the background were doubtless put in place after the
supply tanks beneath the windmill were dismantled. The pump/motor arrangement shown

A 12 above is a post-1939 force pump. This would have followed the hot air engine and windmill
~\Vi ;, b as prime movers for water. Photo: The Westerly Group, Inc
W AT [,, : p \ ' . ; .
=5

@ MYERS MODEL “G*" TMutli-Flow Efecto PUMPS

Timber and stone, the Garfield
machine must have been the
envy of the neighborhood.

Colonel Pond had a tank which
served to support the fan.

All illustrations above have been drawn from photographs in

Knight, Thomas A. The Country Estates of Cleveland Men, 1903
The various estates are located in the Lake County Region.

Figure 41: Antique and modern rams, and a force pump. All illustrations above have been

drajwn from photographs in Knight, Thomas A. The Country Estates of Cleveland Men, 1903. The
various estates are located in the Lake County Region.

Figure 43: Two types of Myers Model "G" pumps. Illustrations: Myers Pump Company.
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Figure 44: An 8" c.liameter Maple tree root, excavated from a test pit dug during the winter
of 1.991.. The dEI-'lt in the root is an impression created by an overlaying vitrified clay tile pipe
which is a portion of the storm drain system from the house. The tree proved to be over 80
years old. The tile could be much older. Photo: The Westerly Group, Inc.

Figure 46: Tree cores from the Weeping European Beech off the north east corner of the
Library (3), the Silver Maple on the back lawn (4) and from the largest Maple in the sprout
area (2). 1991. Photo: The Westerly Group, Inc.

NOTES ABOUT THE HISTORIC MAPS: The authors have reproduced all of the
historic maps available for the Garfield farm at Mentor. The original maps are at
various scales and in many cases quite difficult to read. Annotations as to types of
trees, tree calipers and spot grades are obscure. However, our primary aim has been
to transcribe the maps onto translucent material so that they could be overlaid one
above the other, chronologically, to check locations and longevity of trees, the
relocation of buildings and the development of lanes and features. These drawings
have, in some cases, been cropped to approximately conform to the present
Lawnfield boundaries which also serves to make them larger and more easily read.

Three of the most important historic maps are shown in reduced scale in their
entirety in addition to the large-scale, cropped versions. They have not been cropped
but have been reduced to fit within the report format. The maps are: The partial site
Figure 45: A photograph of an open test pit north of the Garfield house, taken i 1 plan circa 1895 (possibly a telephone Co. R.O.W. drawing, it locates telephone poles

iy s W as . ’ in 1991. The | . 1.0 . . .
largest c:‘ondmt is an 8" diameter vitrified clay pipe. It is in sound condition. The smaller pipe aleatg e IR, L G Landarape planef], Willkineon Rliots JH0; tee JSRASUE
on top is a 1 %" water supply. The hole serves to admit a miniature television camera for

inspection of the interior. This pipe has a downward slope, to the north. Photo: The Westerly
Group, Inc.
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