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CIRCULATION AND SETTLEMENT PATTERNS OF THE
CALUMET REGION OF NORTHWEST INDIANA AND
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS

(THE SECOND STAGE OF OCCUPANCE—PIONEER
SETTLER AND SUBSISTENCE ECONOMY, 1830-1850)

ALFRED H. MEYER
Valparaiso University

: HIS paper is a sequel to the one initially presented on the first stage of
occupance of the Calumet region, that of the Pottawatomie and Fur Trader,
—1830.* Its purpose is to show how the pioneer settler and his subsistence

economy of the period of 1830-50 originally supplemented and then gradually
supplanted the occupance forms of the Indian and the French fur trader. It is the
second of a series of four proposed papers designed to explore the role that each
of four occupance stages successively played in the evolution of the modern Calumet
region.?

To gain an intelligible time and space perspective of Calumet pioneer regional
development, several types of source material and techniques were used: (1)
compilation of original land survey; (2) review of relevant historical and contem-
porary documents and map material (some of it in unpublished form); (3) ex-
amination of field evidence in terms of present-day—pioneer-day relationships; (4)
graphic spatial portrayal of as many environmental features as practicable. The
environmental elements and their relationships are featured in the form of a master
map (Fig. 1) which exhibits the coherent ensemble of basic physical and cultural
phenomena, and a sequent occupance chart (Fig. 2) which reveals chronologic-
chorographic relationships of the landscape elements most germane to our discus-
sion.®

1 Alfred H. Meyer, “Circulation and Settlement Patterns of the Calumet Region of
Northwest Indiana and Northeast Illinois (The First Stage of Occupance—The Pottawatomie
and the Fur Trader, —1830),” Annals, Association of American Geographers, Vol. XLIV,
No. 3 (Sept. 1954), pp. 245-274. Like the first, this second paper was read before the
Association of American Geographers.

2 The Calumet region is a compage of the nodal type, circulation in and out of the Chi-
cago area being the criterion of homogeneity. Already in the days of Fort Dearborn (1804-
35) the major traffic routes converged on Chicago. The Calumet region is divisible into two
districts: (1) the earliest settled Indiana section, dominantly timbered, with the district
trading in pioneer days centered on Michigan City; (2) the Illinois section, dominantly
prairie, with its pioneer trade focused on Chicago. The state line coincidentally conforms
to the zone of transition of the two districts. For the coinage and use of these terms, as pro-
posed by Derwent Whittlesey, see P. E. James and Clarence F. Jones (eds.), “The Regional
Concept and the Regional Method,” American Geography: Inventory and Prospect (Syracuse
University Press, 1954), pp. 21-70.

3 The theory behind this form of presentation is that if we want to depict and interpret
the environmental ensemble of a region correctly, we must keep our eyes fixed on the way
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FACTORS RETARDING PIONEER CIRCULATION AND SETTLEMENT

Location of the Calumet region at the head of Lake Michigan, the southwestern-
most extension of the Great Lakes, has been a strategic factor in modern times in
directing millions of people to or through the area. Yet pioneer settlement of the
region came comparatively late. The explanation for this retarded occupance must
be sought in a number of geo-historic factors: Though the cul-de-sac feature of the
lake was already significant in the Indian occupance stage in leading the early French
and other explorers and trappers round about the southern extremity of the lake,
the full import of this phenomenon did not become apparent until settlers came to
occupy or traverse the southern part of the Great Lakes territory.

Among the factors retarding settlement were the following :

1. Indians were in possession of the Calumet as late as 1832-33, when the federal
government negotiated a treaty with the Pottawatomi providing for their removal
to a reservation in Kansas. Even then some of the Indians remained on small reser-
vations or roamed around throughout the entire pioneer period.

2. During the pioneer period a considerable part of the natural environment
was decidedly unfavorable to circulation and settlement. One-third of the area
was covered with dense timber awaiting clearing. Much of the remaining prairie
was too wet to cultivate. The east-west orientation of the deep Calumet marshes
made approach to Lake Michigan from the south extremely difficult. But an even
greater barrier to travel headed for the lake was the east-west marshes flanking the
Kankakee River immediately south of the Calumet area. The Indiana legislature
was determined to build a road—the so-called Michigan Road—from Indianapolis
directly across the Kankakee Marsh to Michigan City, the Calumet lake port; but
a subsequent survey led to the abandonment of this plan.

3. Although enthusiasm waxed strong for the development of the Michigan Clty
port, neither it nor any other site at the head of the lake presented an ideal natural
harbor site.

4. Although navigable streams often aided pioneer settlement in other regions,
the notorious rambling of the Grand Calumet and Little Calumet rivers, and the
impassable marshes flanking them, made them relatively useless for transportation.

5. The Illinois and Michigan Canal, crossing the area in the northwest, was
not completed until near the close of the pioneer period (1848).

6. Finally, railroads did not enter the region until after the close of the pioneer
period—1851.

OTHER FACTORS RELATED TO TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT SETTLEMENT

Despite the handicaps mentioned above, a number of events in the early thirties
encouraged migration into or through the region. The Michigan City port was

things actually occur together. True space and time relationships are often lost sight of
when classified data are presented on separate maps, with the result that one may very well
question the validity of certain correlations, generalizations, and other conclusions drawn
therefrom.


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

314 Avrrrep H. MEYER September

N Fort
* > s \\Dearborn

. :".T:. ‘.:TCAGO C A L U
NORTHWEST INI

Pioneer

| SR
4 f '{“0‘
8207

~J =7 ‘% ._’.ﬂgcvul . K'I’I,:S il
A /, Vo . Tav_e,h_ il
e s CIRCUL

xé /cA LUME
SgLam oraearer 0 ﬂ%

\J TRAI

Ne

™N\v,  AINDIAN CAMPS-PIC
/Jg e ' "
Eno,,* PHANTOM® TOWN

|

]

!

!

!
] -
153 !
\\ﬁ 1Y, nsvH |

iLms
dano SALNET:

SN HDIANA o
N ‘

- :
[

Eosiwest parallél sand ridge.

: o i 8 groved by nd)
R

< - 'alc;fr:l};:?fo
Z - _ - - -

- o T

8O ROAD AP0 TE
o Al ' Mt ~

4

ey

A

; A .C; ‘
L/

1

1 3

[
POLITICAL BASE MAP AS OF i950 i % D

Fic. 1. A sequel to the Pottawatomie occupance map of the preceding period, this map is designed to show
elements of the natural environment (vegetation and hydrography) to which they were most closely related. Th
orient the reader and to illustrate how the forms of present-day circulation and settlement are “vestigially” rela


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

1956 SETTLEMENT PATTERNS OF THE CALUMET 315

3 O N Con _ressignol 'Townsqi s
— NORTHEAST ILLINOIS [ _|eoomiame®
pance 1830-1850
AND SETTLEMENT 9--Gristmill

S--Sawmill
*--Tavern

— PIONEER ROADS
WNS  YCOUNTY SEAT TOWNS
® MILL & OTHER TOWNS

RURAL SETTLEMENT FOCI n iy KAES
g ° ©ITY WESIAK

i

)
=y’

y sumaick & &
N -

‘A hNear R -
3 Brook-and _-',,‘ >

‘l T IR

S

HYDROGRAPHY
AND
DOMINANT TYPES

e
tn &
)

OF
NATIVE VEGETATION
e as of 1830

WOODLAND
Broadieaved - white oak, black 0ak. rea 0ok, bur 0k, hickary, ash,
elm, :inden, beech, mapl e, birch, 0spen, popIar, pin ook,yellow o]
Conilerous-jack pine, comon juniper, white pine, arbor vitae!
Appraximate zone separating broadleaved forests on the
south from mixed broodleoved and coniferous to the north
Barrens-trocts of land, commonly sandy. poorly forested,
dominantly ook or pine
Swamp-1Ltamarack, 2alder, 3.pine, 4.block ash, 5.¢im, 6.0ak,
7.0spen. B.mople. S.willow. 10.0ut*oNw000

GRASSLAND
Prairie-bigbiuestem lirtle bluestem. oluejoint, ponic ana
otner grasses. ond sedges, ond herbaceous plonts

Wet Pratrie-mixea pryirie and marsh types

Morshssiough grasses ond sedges, pondweeds, cat-tasls,
flags, wild rice, bur-veeds, wahes, Cranberries. huckloperries

meyer

ential elements of heritage of that period as well as the cohesive relationships of pioneer occupance forms to those
res are superimposed on a modern base map of townships, towns, and some of the leading thoroughfares to
the past.
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established in 1831. The Michigan Road, bypassing the Kankakee marshes, was
completed in 1833, and central Indiana communities like Indianapolis and Logans-
port were connected with the port. It was by this route that many settlers came
into the Calumet from southern Indiana and from Kentucky and states farther
south. In the same year, the first stage line was opened. It followed the Fort
Dearborn-Detroit Trail about the shore of Lake Michigan from Michigan City to
Chicago. Along this shore route and on the Old Sauk Trail a few miles to the
south on the Valparaiso Moraine came immigrants from Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
New York. Immigrants from abroad—Irish, Germans, English, Swiss, Nor-
wegians, and Swedes—also entered the area by these routes. Settlement of the
west side of the Calumet was facilitated by the Vincennes Trail (or Hubbard’s
Trace) which linked historic Vincennes, the oldest Indiana community, with Chi-
cago. (For the trail-road pattern and other regional features referred to in this
paper, see Figures 1 and 2.)

Local county historical data definitely indicate that the Pottawatomie trails
were the first routes followed by the pioneer into and through the area. Records
are not available, however, for showing cartographically the first roads built by
the pioneer himself, independent of the trails, except for a few “spurs” that extended
out from them, as noted on several of the government plats. These have been in-
corporated in the Figure 1 map (ex: at “Twenty-Mile” Prairie).

The geographic character of the transformed trail-road pattern and its use by
the immigrant and traveler of this period may best be illustrated with reference
to the chief alternate arterial routes of travel across the area between Detroit and
Chicago (Fort Dearborn). Traffic from Detroit to Chicago during the early
pioneer period followed one or another of several routes through the Calumet region:
(1) It entered the region on the Lake Michigan beach and continued thereon all
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life relationships in the context of both space and time for each of the major physiographic units included in

the way to Fort Dearborn. (2) It entered the region at LaPorte on the Old Sauk
Trail and followed one of the Indian trail branches and finally the main stem of
Trail Creek Trail to Michigan City and then the Lake Shore Trail to Fort Dear-
born. (3) It continued farther west on the Old Sauk Trail from LaPorte to West-
ville and then headed for the Lake Shore Trail by an Indian trail across Jackson
and Westchester townships to the vicinity of Baileytown. In the latter part of
the period the Lake Shore Trail was mostly avoided because of its loose beach
sand and several new routes were followed: From Michigan westward one route
coincided with the ancient Calumet and Tolleston beaches (now essentially routes
U.S. 12 and 20) through the sites of modern Gary, Hammond, and Calumet City,
then turned northward and intersected the Lake Shore Trail at the site of modern
South Chicago, or continued westward to Blue Island and then via Vincennes Trail
northward to Fort Dearborn. Another major thoroughfare followed the ancient
Calumet Beach south of the Little Calumet River via Baileytown, Liverpool, and
modern sites of Highland, Munster, and Lansing (modern highways U.S. 6 and
U.S. 41) to Thornton or to the Vincennes Trail, thence turned northward to
Chicago via Blue Island.

Reference to pioneer road nomenclature has often proved confusing when, for
example, description of the Old Chicago Road by one author does not coincide with
that of another, and may designate any one of the routes indicated above. Still
greater confusion results when certain early chronicles refer to the Vincennes Trace
also as the Old Chicago Road. Thus, the matter of identifying roads, so baffling
in the maze of the modern transportation pattern of the Calumet-Chicago area,
seems already at this primitive period of travel and settlement to have presented a
problem.

But the greater circulation problem was the road itself. Regardless of their
course and destination, the first white man’s traffic ways were literally Indian
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trails, often identified merely by naturally favorable routes of travel rather than
defined by specific human markings.

The first major thoroughfare of the Calumet was the Lake Shore road, with
one or another of the eastern approaches as indicated above. Its initial function
was to connect Fort Dearborn for military and mail service. Over it came the
military expeditions assigned to build and defend Fort Dearborn. It was much
used for the transportation of troops during the Black Hawk War, and it was the
first route in the Calumet used by the pioneer who sought a new home in the
Calumet or whose ox-drawn caravan was headed for some more distant land in
the West. In 1831 a mail route was established between Detroit and Fort Dear-
born which followed this route. For two years the mail was carried on the backs
of the soldiers. This laborious method was superseded by stage coaches in 1833,
when the mails were carried along this road three times a week.*

The Lake shore was the line of least resistance to pioneer travel: “The firmly
packed sand ; absence of obstructions as falling trees, impassable ravines and deep
rivers made it an ideal roadway for the heavy wagons of the pioneers.”® But
those familiar with modern Lake Michigan beach deposits will wonder how the
lumbering Conestoga wagon plowed through the beach sand where it was not
compacted by the waves, and how the wagons forded the two mouths of the Grand
Kalamick, since there were at first no bridges or even ferries. There was a ferry
near the mouth of the Calumet as early as 1830 but no bridge until 1839.%

The following narrative from Travels of James H. Luther in 1834, 1835, and
1836 illustrates what early pioneer experiences were like in travelling the Lake
shore:

I, in company with the Cutler boys of LaPorte County, travelled with ox teams upon

the beach from near where Indiana City was afterwards built to Chicago, and Fox River,

Illinois, which was then called Indiana Country, was surveyed, and occupied by Abori-

gines. Our object was to make claims and secure farms.

We returned in the spring of 1835 for teams and supplies. After the grass had
grown so that our cattle could subsist upon it, we, with an elderly gentleman from Vir-
ginia, by the name of Gillilan, who had a large family of girls, three horses, a “schooner
wagon” filled full, started west, and this time struck the beach at Michigan City. Our
first camp was on the beach where, back of the sand ridge, were extensive marsh lands
with abundant grass, upon which we turned our cattle consisting of eight yoke of oxen
and one cow.

In the morning one of their oxen was missing. They found him mired in the
marsh and “almost out of sight.” They succeeded in getting his legs out of the
mire and then rolled him about five rods to ground upon which he could stand:
“We only made about three miles on our way that day. We finally reached the
Calumet, now South Chicago, without further accident . . . and went into camp.”?

4Roy Gunder, “Roads and Railways of Westchester Township, Porter County,” MS,
Porter County Historical Society.

5 Ibid.

6 Rollo B. Oglesbee and Albert Hale, History of Michigan City, Indigna (Edward J.
Widdell, 1908).
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Concerning the difficulties along this route, one writer says:

The trail along the lake shore was not very satisfactory on account of the deep sand and
the streams coming into the lake, viz: Fort Creek, east of the mouth of the Calumet
River, Wolf River and the west mouth of the Calumet River.”s

Another writer observes:
The river itself was unfordable but where it debouched into the lake the combined
action of river and lake currents had caused a sandbar to be built up beneath the water
of the lake on which it was possible for a driver who knew the way to pass around the
mouth of the stream. Since the location of the bar was continually shifting, however,
and since strangers could not in any event be familiar with it, this excursion into the
waters of Lake Michigan was always an adventure of no slight consequence.?
Impressive indeed must have been the view of the Conestoga caravan trailing
along on the narrow beach of glistening sand between the lofty Indiana Dunes and
the lake shore. Such an experience from a vantage point in the dunes is described
as follows:
The next singular scene was an expanse of sand, before reaching the lake-shore—sand,
so extensive, hot, and dazzling, as to realize very fairly one’s conceptions of the middle
of the Great Desert; except for the trailing roses which skirted it. . . . I had ploughed
my way through the ankle-deep sand till I was much heated, and turned in hope of meet-
ing a breath of wind. At the moment the cavalcade came slowly into view from behind
the hills; the labouring horses, the listless walkers, and smoothly rolling vehicles, all
painted absolutely black against the dazzling sand. It was as good as being in Arabia.
For cavalcade, one might read caravan. Then the horses were watered at a single
house on the beach; and we proceeded on the best part of our day’s journey, a ride of
seven miles on the hard sand of the beach, actually in the lapping waves.1®
Adventurous -and expeditious as was such a route for a “natural” road, it did
not seem to be one which could be relied upon at different seasons of the year,
since a change in weather affected terrain, stream, and shore conditions of travel.
A contemporary of the period is reported as having said that “the beach road from
Michigan City to Chicago was just splendid when it was all right and could be
travelled in six hours, but it was just horrible when it was -all wrong, in dry
weather, and took six days.”** And so, by about 1837 the stage abandoned the
Lake shore route for a route one to five miles inland from the lake, which almost
throughout its whole course follows another beach way, the so-called Calumet
and Tolleston beaches of Old Lake Chicago, antecedent to modern Lake Michigan.
It was the forerunner of our modern Dunes Highway (U.S. 12 and U.S. 20).

7 Thomas Horton Ball, Northwestern Indiana from 1800 to 1900 (Chicago: Donohue
and Henneberry, 1900), pp. 356-357.

8 Emma Leah Teeter, “Indians and Indian Trails, LaPorte, Indiana.” Unpublished type-
written MS in LaPorte City Library. i

9 Milo Milton Quaife, Chicago’s Highways Old and New (D. F. Keller & Co., 1923),
p. 45.

10 Samuel J. Taylor, “Michigan City in 1836, Society in America, Vol. 1 (1837), pp.
256-257. This tract reproduces an account of western stage travel by Harriet Martineau
from Detroit to Chicago, starting June 15, 1836.

11 Qglesbee, op. cit., p. 207.
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High and dry, this “beach” ridge road afforded a naturally favored route across
the Lake Chicago region.

Although squatters started to enter the region in 1830, the tide of immigration
did not get under way until shortly after 1835. The federal government had by
this time completed the sectional survey of the area and established a land office
at LaPorte for the purpose of conducting land sales.!2

Many of the original land purchasers were squatters who had pre-empted their
claims simply on the basis of prior settlement, or by the nominal purchase of a so-
called Indian “float.” Under the treaty with the Pottawatomie Nation in 1832,
whereby the Indians ceded their lands to the federal government, certificates com-
monly called “floats” were issued to certain Indians which granted title to specific
sections or quarter-sections of land.

Already at this early date non-resident land speculators were attracted to the
area and tried to outbid the squatters, who organized a “Squatters Union” to de-
fend the settlers’ rights against the speculator intent on buying large tracts of
land at prices the local squatter was not able to pay.

Many- of the squatters themselves did not remain long in the area. The Calumet
was characteristically a transit area, and it appears from all accounts of this period
that streams of migrants from the East passed through the area headed for points
farther west. The more restless Calumet residents often joined the west-bound
Conestoga caravans.

The general settlement pattern of the Calumet evolved from east to west. In
the easternmost part of the area we have the first urban communities of prominence

" —Michigan City and LaPorte. Here also we have the first clusters of rural settle-
ments—those on the margin of Door Prairie, and then on Morgan Prairie (note
prairie sections in southeast area, Fig. 1). County and township governments
likewise were organized first in LaPorte, then Porter, then Lake, and then Cook
and Will counties on the Illinois side of the Calumet,

Many of the settlers were content to locate immediately next to or near the
Indian trails by which they had entered the region. These trails characteristically
followed the higher and dryer land and for almost the entire pioneer period consti-
tuted the chief routes of travel throughout the area. ,

The Calumet pioneer showed preference for settlement in or near timber. The
timber sheltered him from the winter winds; it provided an abundance of firewood,
building, and fencing material. Moreover, psycho-geographic factors often were
a deciding issue. Thus one observer notes:

12 The survey followed the pattern prescribed by the Ordinance of 1785, as illustrated in
the fascimile of Figure 3—Congressional townships six miles square, marked off into 36
sections each a mile square, with east-west, north-south roads eventually to be constructed along
the section lines. The sections in turn were divided into quarters, a convenient arrangement
in selling the land, and, as it turned out, in managing a farm as well, since a quarter section
commonly ‘was found to be just about the size an average farm family could afford to own

and to operate. Once the section line roads were laid out, which did not occur in a major way
until the beginning of the next period (after 1850), the pattern of sectional farmstead dis-

tribution evolved much as we know it today.
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When the two counties [Lake and Porter] were first settled, the wooded islands and the

timbered uplands, with their clayey and sandy soils, were considered more valuable than

the prairies. The settlers had come from well-timbered countries and had the erroneous.
belief that land that did not produce trees would not produce cereals.13

False as this theory was as to soil fertility, many of the Calumet prairies did
present seasonal handicaps and hazards to settlement. Note particularly on the
map the Cady and the Little Calumet river marshes.

Many of the prairies, as Twenty-Mile Prairie, Whippoorwill Prairie, and much of Mor-

gan Prairie in Porter County, and those on the northern half of the morainic region of

Lake County were wet prairies, and for years yielded only swamp hay and pasture.l4

In a dry season or in the fall, the canebrakes of the adjacent marshes and the
tall grasses of the prairie presented a real fire hazard. In spite of these adverse
factors, some of the prairie land was cultivated immediately, since it saved the
pioneer the work of first clearing the forest. The ideal site for settlement, then,
seems to have been in or near the small timber groves on the prairies, and it is to
these rather than to the wide open prairie that the so-called prairie settlements
have a coherent relationship. (For the types of houses the first settlers built see
Figures 4a and 9.)

The various prairies and their groves which feature in early Calumet settle-
ment are shown in cartographic and profile perspective in Figures 1 and 2. The
Illinois side of the Calumet is particularly distinguished for the grove pattern of
settlement. Many of the grove settlements were identified by the names of the
original settler or some characteristic component of the environment (e.g., Beebe’s
Grove, Thorn Grove, and Raccoon Grove). The following observation indicates
how the forest emigrant from the East responded to this new prairie-grove en-
vironment :

The experiences of the pioneers in the prairie belt was [sic] different, in some respects from

the earlier life of the settlers in the large forests of Ohio and of southern and central

Indiana, for although they built their first cabins in the edges of woodlands or in groves

where they had the shelter of the trees, instead of being obliged to make clearings in

heavy timber, thus opening up at first a very small farm, these prairie settlers started at
once the large “breaking plows,” with six or more yoke of oxen attached, and could
sow and plant the first summer after their arrival. They put up, free of any expense,

all of the grass for hay which they could find time to mow. . .. They had at first rails
to split for fences, making as they did the Virginia storm fences, and this was their

heaviest work.15
SELF-SUFFICIENT AND SUBSISTENT RURAL FRONTIER ECONOMY

In this pioneer period of Calumet settlement the frontiersman’s economy had to
be practically altogether self-sufficient. In the early thirties the only urban com-
munity of consequence in Illinois north of Peoria was Galena. In Indiana, as far

13 W. S. Blatchley, “Geology of Lake and Porter Counties, Indiana,” 22nd Awnnual Re-
port of the Department of Geology and Natural Resources of Indiana 1897, p. 67.

14 Ibid., p. 67.
15 T, H. Ball, Encyclopedia of Genealogy and Biography of Luke County, Indiana (The

Lewis Publishing Co., 1904), p. 4.
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F1c. 4. Representative views of the earliest buildings in the Calumet: (a) residence of
Solon Robinson at Crown Point (log structure at left); (b) Wood's Mill on Deep River;
(c) and (d) first school houses at Cedar Lake and Hobart. respectively. (After Bowers
et al. Retraced in part by author to enhance reproducibility.)

south as the Wabash River, only two urban communities were noteworthy—Fort
Wayne and South Bend. The three urban communities of the Calumet area
destined to become the leading trading centers in this period were Michigan City,
LaPorte, and Chicago. But these were first platted in 1832, 1833, and 1834, re-
spectively.’®

There were then no railroads, canals, navigable rivers, nor even respectable

16 “In 1850 Michigan City had a population of 999. ranking next in the state to Colum-
bus, which then had as its population 1,008. At that time New Albany, the largest city in the
State had of inhabitants 8,181, and Indianapolis, ranking second. 8.091." Ball, op. cit.. p. 123.
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wagon roads by which such inland points could be reached. Lake traffic did not
start till the middle thirties. The first steamboat on Lake Michigan did not appear
until 1827, and it was not until 1832 that a steamboat reached the head of the
lake.” Under such conditions of isolation each settlement had to depend upon
the immediate locale for practically all food, clothing, shelter, furniture, and farm
supplies.

The only form of mechanical power available for processing goods was water
power, and such simple industries as the Calumet resident had were located on
streams. Another factor in settlement of the Calumet, then, coheres with water
power sites, where sawmills, gristmills, and carding mills were established, as
hereafter noted.

Though the Calumet pioneer found himself far removed from markets in the
East or South which had hitherto supplied the necessities and luxuries of life, he
soon discovered that the diversified forms of land and water, and of wild life and
natural vegetation of the Calumet provided a rich variety of food easy to acquire
or easy to produce. From May into late fall, various wild berries maturing at
different seasons were to be found on the old beach-dune ridges and in the marshes.
These included wintergreen berries, whortleberries, wild currants, gooseberries,
strawberries, and cranberries. The huckleberries, ‘blue and black, included both
the low-bush and high-bush types. The predominance of the cranberry in some
of the marshes is noted on the original survey map where several marshes are so
named (see Westchester Township, Fig. 1). Its significance as a food item in
pioneer days is revealed in a number of observations of which the following is
representative :

Cranberries then grew in those long marshes in the sand hills as far east as Baileytown
and on both sides of what is now the Dunes highway. Azariah Freeman owned a Cran-
berry farm a little south and west of what is now Wickliffe and a little south of what
is now the Dunes highway, which he let out on the shares to pickers, from which farm
or cranberry marsh he sometimes got three-hundred bushels a year as his share and
three-hundred bushels for a man by the name of Rodman who picked them. I hauled
these berries for Mr. Freeman to Valparaiso for several seasons. The prices ranged,
according to supply, from fifty cents to $2.50 per bushel. These cranberries grew in a soil
of wet moss and after the community became settled fires broke out during summer sea-
sons and destroyed them.18

Both the large American cranberry and the small European cranberry are still
found in a few local spots of the northern Calumet marsh-dunes region as relict
vegetation of the fundament. Unquestionably, the near extinction of this once
prolific fruit is in part due to the progressive drainage of the marshes and to fires,
as noted above.

17 “The first steamers that ever made the port of Chicago were those composing the tiny
fleet which bore General Scott’s army westward to the scene of the Black Hawk’s War in the
summer of 1832 Quaife, op. cit., p. 36.

18T ake County Historical Association (John O. Bowers, A. C. Taylor, and Sam B.
Woods, editorial committee), History of Lake County (Calumet Press, 1929), p. 17.
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It is reported that the huckleberry also was locally harvested on a commercial
scale, and the forests supplied a rich variety of fruits and nuts:

As late as 1837 the two varieties of wild plums, the red and the yellow, were excellent

in quality—the red very abundant; and of crabapples, although they were sour, yet large

and nice, there was then no lack. There were nuts, too, in great abundance in the time
of autumn—hazel nuts, hickory nuts, walnuts, white and black, and beech nuts.®

Still other native food products included the haw, wild grapes, pawpaw,
sassafras, maple syrup, and wild honey. The contrasting type of forest cover, the
wet and dry prairies, the marshes and swamps, the rivers and the lakes produced
a great diversity of animal food and fur products. Deer were common throughout
the period. The black bear was found in limited number. But the buffalo had
already disappeared from the Calumet when white man came into the region.
Foxes and wolves abounded and often preyed upon the pioneers’ poultry and cattle.

Of feathered animals there were wild turkeys in the heavy timber, prairie chickens or
pinnated grouse in the prairies by the thousands, partridges and quails in the woods, and,
in a part of the summer, wild pigeons . . . darkening the sky sometimes . . . gathering
the acorns from the oak trees, and again covering large areas in the stubble of the grain
fields. . . . There were also in prodigious numbers various kinds of waterfowls, wild
geese, brants, swan, sand-hill cranes, ducks of many species, mudhens, and plover.20

The rivers and lakes were well stocked with sun fish, pike, black bass, rock bass,
and other species. Among the principal animals trapped for fur were the otter,
raccoon, mink, muskrat, and beaver.

Many of the squatter pioneers, like their Pottawatomie neighbors, subsisted
largely on hunting, fishing, trapping, and the raising of a little corn. But once
they had secured official title to their claims by purchase, clearing and cultivation
of the land were energetically pursued. The region had been surveyed into town-
ships and sections in 183435 and the land put on sale in 1839 at the LaPorte land
office. The average farm unit, then as now, comprised a quarter section. No
reference has been found to indicate on what basis the first settlers, other than
the squatters, selected their tracts. It may well be that the land survey records
were made available to the purchaser. If so, he could get some idea of the nature
of land offered for sale, since the federal surveyor was required, among other things,
to give a general description of the character of land along the section lines. Fig-
ures 5 and 6 represent a cartographic adaptation of the surveyors’ plat and notebook
recordings representative of timber and prairie sections of the Indiana and Illinois
areas, respectively. Though, as will be noted, the survey data refer only in the
most general terms to the topography, drainage conditions, quality of soil, and
character of the timber or other vegetation, such information doubtless was useful
both to the government and the settler. Thus in Figure 5 “marshes,” “wet prai-
ries,” “swamps,” and “prairie too low for cultivation” (Sec. 18) denote areas
unsuited for grain farming; yet a “pine swamp” (Sec. 1) or a “cranberry marsh”
(Sec. 36) might actually attract a buyer. “Level” or “rolling” used to characterize

19 Ball, op. cit., p. 17.
20 Ball, op. cit., p. 19.
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the topography of nearly each section, may not take the place of a modern contour
map but is certainly better than no data at all, especially when supplemented by
such lay evaluations as “thin soil,” “high and sandy,” “poor cold soil,” “level, wet
and unfit,” as contrasted with “dry and fit,” “land level and good,” “Ist class.”
Similarly, in Figure 6, the “high,” “dry,” “rich” and “level” sections of the prairie
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Fic. 5. A “blown-up” map of one of the congressional townships representative of the
Calumet timber section, comprising today parts of Liberty, Westchester, and Portage civil
townships. This and its counterpart for the Illinois prairie section (Fig. 6) were compiled
from selected government survey material, such as illustrated in Figure 3.

“fit” for cultivation are areally differentiated from soils “broken,” “thin,” and
“wet,” or otherwise “unfit” for cultivation.

The timber and stream data also might well have served the sawmiller. The
dominant genera of trees (here chiefly oak and hickory) were generally recorded,
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with a frequent indication also as to the stand, whether “thin” or “heavy” or

“barrens.”?1- 22

Survey plats of this type also frequently carry fundament occupance terms,
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Fic. 6. The prairie counterpart of Figure 5.

such as the “T'wenty-Mile” Prairie, west side inlier of a timber township in Porter
County, and the “Mo-nee Reservation” in a prairie township of Will County
(Fig. 1). Incidentally, each suggests an interesting geographic principle of human

21 For the signification of this term see Alfred H. Meyer, “Fundament Vegetation of
the Calumet Region, Northwest Indiana-Northeast Illinois,” Papers of the Michigan Acad-
emy of Science, Vol. XXXVI (1950), p. 179.

22 Finding such inventory recordings useful in geographic transect descriptions of the
fundament cover, the author utilized such data in composing a master survey map—too de-
tailed, however, to reproduce here.
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occupance. “Twenty-Mile” signified the distance to the nearest market (Michigan
City), critically important in a pioneer wilderness. And as for the reservation,
both Indian and white would find a grove site with a stream coursing through it a
most preferred habitat. A toponymic relict, the Mo-nee Reservation, also explains
why the township and a community in the area carry the name Monee.

As has been noted previously, timber cover generally attracted the settler who
did not mind clearing it.

Strange as it may seem, land was actually cleared for agricultural purposes; though just

outside and adjoining were thousands of acres better adapted for farming than the land

thus laboriously prepared for the plow; but then they had seen it done so in the East
or South, from whence they had come, and the prairie would have been an experiment,
and they had no time or disposition to try it.23

Only the crudest type of agricultural implements were available for breaking
up the land and cultivating crops:

The plows used by these sturdy honest 'pioneers consisted of wooden moldboards, iron

shares, and home-made stocks and beams. Each pioneer had his own mechanic and

‘usually made all the woodwork for the farming implements.2¢
Harrows were of the most primitive type, with wooden teeth. There were no
riding cultivators, mowers, reapers, nor separators like our modern threshing ma-
chines.

Agriculture generally centered around maize, wheat, oats, and potatoes as the
principal crops. Buckwheat and turnips also were locally important. Fruit and
vegetables generally were part of the farmstead. Maple sugar is referred to in the
local literature as a crop of certain timbered sections. Locally broom corn was
also raised. Swine, cattle, and sheep were imported by a goodly number of the
first immigrants.

Practically the entire agricultural economy was of the subsistence type. Maize,
or corn, grew well in the Calumet region. Since it could not stand the cost of
transportation to market, it had to be consumed almost altogether locally. Wheat
appears to have been the only commercially important crop of this period, and
then only in the latter part. Early production does not seem to have been adequate
even to meet local demands.??

URBAN SETTLEMENT PATTERNS
Difficulties of Urban Classification Nomenclature

By their very nature, pioneer settlements are more or less amorphous; the
beginnings of urban-like settlements are necessarily embryonic and difficult to

23 George H. Woodruff et al., The History of Will County, Illinois (Chicago, 1878),
p. 553.

24 History of LaPorte County, Indiana (Chas. C. Chapman & Co., 1880), p. 842.

25 “In the winter of 1835 wheat on LaPorte Prairie was worth $1.50 a bushel and not
half enough raised to supply the great demand occasioned by the influx of emigrants, so that
most of the Lake County settlers had to draw their provisions from the Wabash during the
summer of 1836.”” Solon Robinson, Solon Robinson, Pioneer and Agriculturalist; Selected
Writings, ed. by H. A. Kellar, 2 vols. (Indiana Historical Bureau, 1936), p. 59.
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classify as to hamlets, villages, or cities. The connotation, then, of urban com-
munities as applied to this period, and as used in this paper, is any manifestation of
a nuclear settlement of a few or greater number of houses with or without one or
a combination of other community structures, such as a church, school, store, black-
smith or wagonmaker’s shop, sawmill, gristmill, post office, etc. Such small settle-
ments often combined both rural and urban functions.

Another problem of settlement classification and description arises from the
fact that such urban data as are made available by local chroniclers follow no uni-
form pattern. One writer may give the size of a village by the number of blocks;
another by the number of houses ; still another by specific population figures. Dates
of founding may be based on the coming of the first settler or a number of settlers.
Or they may refer to the establishment of a mill site or some other community
establishment, as a store. Or they may have reference to the time of survey or the
filing of a plat or the “laying out of the town.” Sometimes it is merely stated that
“the town was started” at a given date.

Even location of exact site is at times difficult to determine from the vague
descriptions, as in the case where the settlement has become extinct. ILocal
chroniclers often were more interested in family history and other personal matters
than in the geographic form or function of the community.2®

Accounts of early towns, especially of the larger ones, were commented upon
in diverse ways by various writers so that it is possible to get a good geographic
perspective of the early development of such towns. Several of such examples will
be given subsequently in describing a number of the more important communities.

In the Calumet, the first white settlement was an Indian trading post established
by Joseph Bailly in 1822 (Fig. 1, Westchester; Fig. 2, t). By 1830 individual
frontiersmen started to squat upon distantly isolated tracts of land held by the
Pottawatomie. Following the federal survey and land sale (1834-39) the original
squatters and newly arriving immigrants established individual farmstead claims
to quarter-sections of land.

Factors Conducive to Nucleated Settlements

By the middle thirties some of the settlements began to take on nuclear or
semi-urban forms. Ties of family kinship, or religion, or of some other common
interest conduced to certain closely spaced, colonial settlements, as, for example,
the Morgan families on the prairie named after them (Washington-Morgan town-
ships). Originally the Indian trails and subsequently the pioneer wagon roads
favored nucleated settlements, especially at intersections. Such were the sites at
Valparaiso, Indiana, and at Worth, Illinois. Like isolated rural settlements,
nucleated settlements often were identified with groves or the margins of other

26 This - statement does not imply that local biographical material is valueless to the
geographer. Quite the contrary is often true. The very names of individuals or families often
give information useful in determining not only the number of early settlers in the community
but in inferring the section of the United States or of a foreign country whence the pioneer

emigrated. Other demographic details often reveal occupational pursuits as well as the prob-
lems involved in adjustments to travel and living conditions in a frontier community.
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timber tracts and adjoining the prairies. LaPorte, Door Village, Westville, Crown
Point, St. John and Crete are of this type. Water features also had their attrac-
tions. Representative of river sites are the communities of Deep River, Hobart,
Liverpool—all on Deep River. The river site was chosen in part for navigation
but primarily for water-power development to operate sawmills and gristmills,
discussed later in this report. Inland lake sites include LaPorte, Flintville, and
West Point. On Lake Michigan there were attempts in this period to establish
a number of port sites, only two of which have survived—Michigan City and South
Chicago (formerly Calumet).

Hamlets, villages, towns, and cities, or by whatever name we want to call these
invariably small nuclear settlements, are shown in Figure 1. It will be noted that,
as in the case of rural settlement, urban settlement on the Illinois side progressed
in this period more slowly than on the Indiana side of the Calumet. This is in
marked contrast to the conurbanization of the west end of the Calumet today (see
Indian Village—Pioneer Town, Fig. 2,e).

Most of the earliest villages established by the pioneers are on sites or near the
sites of Pottawatomie encampments.?” These include settlements at or near
Michigan City, Door Village, Westville, Valparaiso, Merrillville, Thornton, Hege-
wisch, and South Chicago.

Although the pioneer settler and the Pottawatomie of the Calumet distinguished
themselves for their mutual friendly relations, it is not to be presumed that whites
occupiéd these sites because of any particular desire to be close neighbors to the
Indians. It was rather the physical qualities of the site which influenced the whites
in much the same way as they had influenced the Redskin. Moreover, most of the
aboriginal sites represent trail terminals or trail junctions indispensable to circula-
tion among the communities on the frontier otherwise suffering from extreme
~isolation. Such, for example, was Merrillville, where more than a dozen trails
(local and regional) are said to have converged:

Merrillville, population 100, at first called Centerville, was one of the early villages of

Lake County. [It was] started as a center of settlement, and so called Centerville, by

a few families who settled on and around the old Indian village locality known as Mc-

Gwinns, among these the Zuvers, Pierce, Glazier, Saxton and Merril families, and J. Wig-

gins without a family, who soon became prominent in the growth of the village. From

Wiggins, who made his claim where the Indian dancing floor and burial grounds were,

which became the home of the family of Ebenezer Saxton, the woodland grove was

called Wiggin’s Point.28

Sites Cohesively Related to the Fundament

The Grove Village (Fig. 2,b). Natural features played a prominent role in
the pioneer’s selection of urban sites. The timbered fringes of the prairie and the
forest groves attracted village settlements as they did rural settlements. Of this
type, from east to west on the Valparaiso Moraine, are LaPorte, Door Village,

27 Such location is to be expected in view of the fact that immigrants penetrated the
region by the same routes that the Indian used and along which most of the chief encamp-

ments were established.
28 Ball, op. cit., p. 283.
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Westville, Valparaiso, Merrillville, Crown Point, Crete, and Frankfort. A par-
ticularly pleasing effect in the landscape was noted where the openings in the
forest looked upon the prairie on both sides, giving rise to “the door” expression
in the toponyms of “Door Village” and its French equivalent “LaPorte.” Door
Village was founded in 1836 on a school section. In spite of its charming environs
on Door Prairie, however, it could not successfully compete with the business and
political advantages of LaPorte, the county seat, only three miles away.

The Stream-Mill Town (Fig. 2)k). Certain rivers in the Calumet, like the
Grand Calumet and the Little Calumet and Deep River, are indicated as “navigable”
on the original land survey plats. However, it does not appear from local records
that pioneers found most of the Calumet streams and their tributaries useful for
circulation. The reconstructed view of the original marshes and swamps along
the meandering master Calumet drainage lines, as shown on the map, seems evi-
dence enough why the otherwise marked navigable streams were of little service
to transportation. Furthermore, the Calumet tributaries, except for the lower
courses of Salt Creek, Deep River, and Thorn Creek, were not long enough nor
large enough in volume to support navigation even for the small boats of the
frontier. But when such streams had sufficient gradient, attractive sites were
frequently exploited for water power development, so essential to frontier life.

Such were the communities of Springville, Waterford, Chesterton, Valparaiso,
Hobart, and Deep River. These communities had either a gristmill or sawmill or
both in one or separate establishments, also occasionally a carding mill, a cooper
shop, or other type of workshop where such power could be used to advantage.?
The mill type of community is typified by Hobart:

When Mr. Earle saw that Liverpool was logically and really a back number, he gave

his attention to the founding of another town [Hobart] two miles southeast on Deep

River. In 1845 he had commenced to build a family residence at that location, began

the improvement of the water power and laid the foundation of a saw-mill; in other

words, was laying out a town in the rough. The saw-mill was put in operation in 1846,

a grist-mill was soon added, and in 1847 the settlement looked so promising the Mr.

Earle moved his family thither from the deserted village of Liverpool. His second town,
Hobart, was platted in 1848.30

The Phantom Lake Port City (Fig. 2,y)

From the very beginning of Calumet settlement, pioneers recognized the stra-
tegic value of port sites at the head of Lake Michigan. This phenomenon is fea-
tured in formal city plats, four of which are reproduced in Figure 7. Four of
these platted communities—Michigan City, City West, Indiana City, and Calumet
—were on the immediate shore. Three—Bailly Town, Liverpool and Manchester
—had sites on the Calumet river system, slightly inland. Most of these plat sites
were destined to go down in history as nothing more than fantastic speculative

29 A more extended account of such environs and activities is reserved for another sec-
tion of this paper under “Industrial Geography.”

30 Standard History of Lake County, Indiana, and the Calumet Region, William Fred-
erick Howat, ed. (Chicago, 1915), p. 170.
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enterprises.®* These dream or phantom port communities well symbolize the highly
venturesome and speculative nature of real estate developments which have ever
since characterized this region. This ambitious pioneer town platting was not
limited to port sites at or near Lake Michigan. Various inland communities also
were contemplated, on paper (e.g., in Clinton and Washington townships).

Some geographers may feel that we need concern ourselves only with towns
which have survived down to the present or which, though dead, have left some
relict landmark. It is here contended, however, that the forces interacting between
man and his environment in such a commercially significant region as the Calumet
cannot be fully understood without at least a casual acquaintance with these
ephemeral but idea-perpetuating enterprises. A comparative study of “successful”
and “unsuccessful” urban ventures as these may also furnish clues as to why some
materialize and others fail.

Such studies may be said to present classic examples of “psycho-geography.”
What people think of environmental factors, or how they express themselves con-
cerning them, is itself significant in the geographic interpretation of an area. So
it is significant that, already in the first days of settlement, the cul-de-sac lake posi-
tion of the Calumet, with its Indiana harbor potentialities, pre-occupied the minds
of the speculative realtor, the business man, and the industrialist. The community
adventures exemplify real estate promoters desperately competing for a site on
or near Lake Michigan which would lend itself toward the development of the
metropolis of the Great Lakes-Mississippi River region. Here is a case of regional
and community planning in the rough.s?

From east to west, the lake shore rivals were Michigan City, at the mouth of
Trail Creek; City West, at the mouth of Fort Creek (modern Waverly beach of
the Indiana Dunes State Park) ; Indiana City, at the eastern mouth of the Grand
Calumet River (now closed by dune sand); and Calumet, at the western mouth
of the same river (proximity of present-day South Chicago). Outside the Calumet
region proper was the city of Chicago, founded as Fort Dearborn, at the mouth of
Chicago River.

Four other platted communities—Liverpool, near the confluence of Deep River
and the Little Calumet River; Manchester, near the confluence of Salt Creek with
the Little Calumet; and Baileytown and Waverly on the latter river—had similar
aspirations. These enterprises envisioned canals, something like the modern Burn’s
Ditch, to connect their paper plat sites with Lake Michigan.??

81 Only Michigan City actually developed into a port city, the importance of which will
be discussed below as part of the industrial and commercial development of the Calumet.

32Tt is interesting to note how a relict geographic influence of a cul-de-sac lake site,
shared here by two states—Indiana and Illinois—can persist throughout all the four stages
of occupance of a region. With the recent passage of an act by Congress authorizing the
St. Lawrence Seaway project, agitation has risen anew in the area for a deep harbor develop-
ment at the head of Lake Michigan adequate to accommodate ocean freighters and liners.

33 “The plat at City West called for canals, and the plat of Manchester contains a street

named ‘Canal Street’ and the plat of Athens, just south of Manchester contained a designate
canal extending north and south along the west bank of Salt Creek.” Bowers, op. cit., p. 193.
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‘What were these dream communities like? Why did some not get beyond the
platting or planning stage, or beyond the hamlet or village stage of development?
Why did Chicago, rather than Calumet (South Chicago) and Michigan City,
achieve metropolitan status? How is the city pattern of modern Gary, the lead-
ing industrial steel center of the United States, related to the abortive plats of
the earlier antecedent neighboring communities of Liverpool and Indiana City?
The following descriptions of the several ghost cities by local chroniclers lend in-
sight into the environment and events associated with the ghost cities, and help
one to understand the complex interplay of physical and human forces which con-
tributed to'the decline of these projects.

City West. Community building intentions manifested themselves at City West
as early as 1836.

The “city” was laid out along the southerly shore of Lake Michigan, at, or just south of,
the mouth of Fort Creek. The place is now known as Waverly Beach.. [Pioneer topon-
ymy study is in itself valuable as an aid in settlement study. Here the “amorphous”
character of initial settlements is reflected by duplication of place names, though in the
same state and even in the same region. Thus, the modern community of Wheeler, only
a few miles to the southwest, also was called City West, and modern Waverly Beach
is several miles distant from the site of extinct Waverly. For a toponymic geographic
study of the Calumet see Alfred H. Meyer, “Toponymy in Sequent Occupance Geogra-
phy, Calumet Region, Indiana-Illinois,” Proceedings of the Indiana Academy of Science,
LIV (1945), pp. 142-159.] Fort Creek, named for an old French fort, was only a small
stream, but the promotors of the project envisaged a harbor at its mouth, for, it was said,
surveys and soundings made at the time, disclosed superiority of this site over the site
of its infant sister, Michigan City, a few miles away, for harbor facilities, at which place
a small appropriation had theretofore recently been made for a harbor to be established
at the mouth of Trail Creek, a stream scarcely larger than Fort Creek. ... Plats or
drawings, containing about ninety blocks and hundreds of lots, represented Fort Creek
as a stream of considerable size [Fig. 7b]. A canal was represented on the plat bearing
the name Michigan City and Kankakee Canal, which canal, according to plans, was to
connect with the Little Calumet (Calimic) river at the mouth of Salt Creek. The prin-
cipal promoters . . . had a great ambition to found a real city which they hoped would
surpass Chicago, then a village, and become the metropolis of this region. ... They were
seeking an appropriation by the United States Government for the construction of a har-
bor at the mouth of Fort Creek, for the vision of these dreamers comprehended a city
with a harbor—a mart at which vessels sailing the lake might anchor, and at which boats
and barges might enter a connecting canal. These promotors, having had great faith
in their project, had invested heavily in surrounding lands. The prospects seemed
bright and hopes were high; settlers were coming; houses were being erected; but the
building of harbors, even in that far day, required money—far more money than the pro-
moters collectively could raise. Congress in its subsequent appropriations favored
Michigan City to the exclusion of City West.34

But City West lost out in the race despite the effort made to win the support
of Daniel Webster, who had accepted an invitation to stop here while making his
stage coach trip to the West. It is said Henry Clay’s influence also was used with-
out avail. Other factors are cited for its decline. It was two or three years too
late in starting. It lacked financial backing and, like other communities, suffered

3¢ Bowecrs, op. cit., pp. 182-184.
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F1c. 8. Chicago plat, 1830, by James Thompson (Courtesy, Chicago Historical Society).

from the financial crash of 1837. A third factor was the shift of the main route
of travel from the immediate beach along Lake Michigan farther inland. Finally,
a fire destroyed all but a few of the houses, several of which were later moved away.

Indiana City. Indiana City, so named by an Ohio group, had its town lots laid
out at the old mouth of the Grand Calumet. The plat, recorded January 4, 1838,
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shows 78 lots, with streets and alleys 66 and 16 feet wide, respectively. A number
of buildings were begun and a large sawmill was built. But the buildings were
never completed except the sawmill, which was also abandoned ultimately.3?

Though the site is reported to have been sold for $14,000, there is no evidence
that lots were bought, the report apparently having been spread that the place
had nothing to offer but marshes and sand dunes. This real estate failure, like
so many of the others of the period, doubtless also reflected the general financial
depression which affected the entire country, but as late as 1846 Congress was
memorialized by the state legislature for an appropriation to develop this project.
Although this paper city never materialized, it is interesting to note that its site
is today within the limits of Gary.

Liwerpool. Liverpool was laid out on Deep River only a short distance from
its junction with the Little Calumet. “The Calumet and Deep Rivers were to be
to this commercial emporium of the future what the Seine is to Paris or the Thames
to London.”*® The following excerpts not only show how Liverpool arose, but
also illustrate how the Calumet geography of that day impressed the adventurous
real estate promoter:

The site having been located on the branch of the Chicago-Detroit road which extended
westerly by way of Blue Island, numerous travelers and considerable traffic passed through
the new town. In 1837 a stage route was established between Michigan City and Joliet which
passed through Liverpool. Stores were erected. Hotels were built. . . .

Away back in the distant past, when what is now Lake County, was a township by the name
of Ross, in Porter county; long before the advent of railroads in the central west, and when
the total railroad mileage of the United States scarcely exceeded a hundred miles; when
Chicago was yet a struggling village in the swamps; when the Indian trail was the only
road, and the ox-cart and the stage-coach were the only means for the overland transporta-
tion of passengers in this new domain; when the supper-table was lighted with a lamp made
from an iron spoon, containing a strip of cloth for a wick and melted lard for oil: when
the surrounding country was composed of primeval forests and trackless marshes covered
with wild rice and other tall grasses; when there were yet but a few white settlers within
the territory comprising the county of Lake; before bridges were built across the streams,
and when rivers were crossed by ferries, one John Chapman, and two associates by the
names of Frederickson and Davis, conceived the idea that this location at the junction
of the Deep and the Little Calumet rivers, then about the head of navigation for boats,
would be a good site for a great city that might overtake the little village in the marshes
surrounding Fort Dearborn. The government engineers had just recently completed the
survey of lands in this locality into townships, six miles square, and sections within the
same a mile square; but the government had not yet exposed the lands for sale, and
therefore the settlers could not yet purchase lands directly from the United States. A
few white settlers had arrived and located upon lands as “Squatters,” who afterwards
designated their claims in a book which they prepared and called “Claim Register.” But
they were simply “squatters.” The lands had theretofore belonged to the Indians of the .
Pottawotamie Nation, in common, but by the treaty of 1832 these lands had been ceded
to the United States, and under the treaty, certificates commonly called “floats,” were
issued to certain of the Indians individually, entitling them to select and enter upon desig-
nated quantities of land allotted to them, such as sections or quarter-sections, thus to

35 Goodspeed, op. cit., p. 541.
36 Goodspeed, o0p. cit., p. 523.
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obtain title to specific parcels in severalty. Chapman was eager for the great adventure
—the founding of a city on the frontier. He did not want to wait for the government
sale, the date of which was then neither announced nor known. He evidently wanted
to start while the starting was good. He obtained a “float” from an Indian named
Quashma, a beneficiary under the second treaty of Tippecanoe for section 24, Township
36 North, in Range 8 West, and proceeded to plat about 160 acres of the land, without
waiting for a patent from the United States for the land. This was in January, 1836.
Lands in Lake County south of the Indian Boundary line were not open to sale until
March 19, 1839. :

These promoters were doubtless not only ambitious to be the founders of a city bearing
a name already famous, but, like most real estate promoters, had in mind the magic of -
a name, they called their plat “Liverpool.” Of the streets thereon they had their Broad-
way, their Market Street, their Chestnut Street, Michigan, Indiana, and others of like
dignity and rank, some of which were 100 feet in width. One block was designated “Pub-
lic Square;” another “Market Square;” another “Church Square.” Then there were 40
blocks subdivided into lots, 435 in number [see Fig 7c]. Through this city to be, flowed
the waters of Deep River, then described upon the plat as being 14 feet in depth, there
being 18 blocks north of the river and 23 south.3?

No definite record seems available as to the degree to which the city attained
its metropolitan aspirations. Estimates are between ten houses and fifty inhabitants
and a hundred houses and five hundred inhabitants. Liverpool also aspired to be
the county seat of Lake County. But two other communities—the Robinson settle-
ment at what is now Crown Point, then called Lake Court House, and the settle-
ment at Cedar Lake, then known as West Point—also competed for the honor.
The county commissioners ‘decided in favor of Liverpool. But citizens from the
western and central parts of the county were dissatisfied with the location, and a
new commission ruled in favor of Lake Court House. To this adverse experience
and the panic of 1837 local writers have attributed the decline of the community.

It seems not to have occurred to anyone to point out the environmental limita-
tions of the Liverpool site due to the extensive and impassable marsh then existing
at the confluence of the two rivers, as is shown on the map, Figure 1.

Town of Bailly. The surviving Bailly homestead may be considered a memorial
to the adventurous spirit of the pioneer Calumet realtor as well as of the antecedent
French fur trader. Two of the relict structures of this historic mission and trading
post are shown in Figure 9. This landmark represents the oldest settlement in the
Calumet region, and can best be described in its historicogeographic setting:

Joseph Bailly, a Frenchman engaged in the fur-trade in the region of the great lakes,

was the first white man to settle in the Calumet district. He came in 1822. For ten

years he was the only white settler in this land of the Indians. He was diligent in busi-
ness, and acquired many sections of land. He too had at least a modest ambition to

found a town that should bear his name. He prepared a plat bearing date December 14,

1833, entitled “Town of Bailly” [see Fig. 7a]. The site was located on the north bank

of the Calumet, in the southeast corner of section 28, T. 37 N.,, R. 6 W. He laid it out

“four square,” with blocks, lots, streets and alleys. He honored his family in the naming
of the streets. One he called LeFevre, after the name of his French-Indian wife, at the

37 Bowers, op. cit., pp. 87; 177-178. A similar promotional venture borrowing a famous
name was that of Manchester (Fig. 7d).
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time of their marriage; others were named respectively Rose, Ellen, Esther and Hor-
tensia. after the names of his daughters. One he named Jackson (doubtless for the Presi-
dent of the United States). and one Napoleon (in honor oi the French hero.) Streets
running at right angles to the foregoing bore the names of the great lakes: Michigan,
Superior, Huron, Ontario, Erie and St. Clair. He had a form of warranty deed printed
especially for use in the sale of lots in this subdivision, with notarial certificate attached,
leaving only blank spaces for the name of grantee and a description of the lots sold in
the “Town of Bailly.” There were prospects of a railroad and a canal. He negotiated
a contract of agency with one Daniel G. Garnsey for the sale of lots. A few lots were
sold. But in 1835 death called the first pioneer of the Calumet region., and the deeds,

F1c. 9. A relict landmark which has survived all four stages of occupance of the Calumet
is the Bailly homestead (1822). Two buildings of this historic heritage are shown here.
(Courtesy, Saidla Studio.)

plat and the books of account which he had carefully and neatly prepared in his native

tongue, for forty vears, were all laid aside. No more lots were sold. But a Bailytown

still remains as the name of a settlement on the land once owned by Mr. Bailly. on the

old Detroit-Chicago trail. And thus ended, tragically, hopes doubtless once iondly

cherished.3¢

I"azerly. Only one and one-half miles east of Baileytown on the Calumet River
another tract of land named \Waverly was platted into lots (not to be confused with
the modern \Waverly Beach in the Indiana Dunes State Park). A few related
families built a cluster of six log cabins on this site. Like Bailevtown, Waverly at
its inception was a sort of Indian trading post.

As the original Baileytown was hardly more than a location. Waverly is considered the

first town in the township [Westchester] and also in the county [Porter]. It has been

found out that as much as ten thousand dollars was expended for improvements.3?

Waverly seemingly could not compete with the nearby business and trading
center of City West (site of modern Waverly Beach) with its superior location on

38 Bowers, op. cit., pp. 195-196.

39 Thelma Johnston. “Business Affairs of Westchester Township, Porter County.” MS,
Porter County Historical Society.
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lake and land traffic routes. Finally, in 1838, the town was destroyed by a forest
fire and was never rebuilt.

Other Hamlets. - Several other smaller communities with lofty but frustrated
ambitions were Flintville (Porter County) and West Point (Lake County). Flint-
ville once had factories and shops. At West Point the “lake settlers took quite
an interest in fishing, the store and tavern proved to be quite attractive, while
several of the men gave their attention to mill-building.”*® Both towns had plans
to become county seats: the former of Porter County, the latter of Lake County.
But neither plan materialized. One writer believes that West Point was not able
“to hold its population with the wealth of prairie land beckoning from the southern
part of the county [Lake].”** Whether this is true or not, the settlers did move
‘southward. Resort cottages now occupy part of the early sites of these communi-
ties.

Consideration of these phantom or dream communities thus affords an instruc-
tive commentary on the complex interrelationship of geographic and historic fac-
tors which have conspired to make the Calumet community enterprises some of the
most speculative in the country.

The County Seat Town (Fig. 2g)

A microgeographic study of the town which became the county seat lends itself
to an interpretation of not only the physical and economic factors of the frontier
community, but to an' understanding of certain psychic and political factors as well.
Once the land has been surveyed and opened to settlement, local government be-
comes necessary, and so the frontier country is organized into counties, the con-
gressional townships are transformed into civil townships, and the larger settle-
ments become incorporated towns. It logically follows that county seat towns
because of their administrative function would be the first to be so organized. A
few examples will illustrate how particularly the factors of location and transporta-
tion were related to frontier politics of this period—typical of most other sections
developed out of the Northwest Territory.

Crown Point. It seems that every pioneer settlement regardless of its geo-
graphic position had aspirations to become the seat of county government. Liver-
pool and West Point in Lake County, for example, vied with Crown Point for
such distinction. But Crown Point was finally selected as the county seat of Lake
County because of its more central position. And, as if to emphasize this point,
the township in which it is located was named Center Township. As early as 1837
several buildings were erected at Crown Point, then called Lake Court House.
Ten years later, Solon Robinson, an original resident of the place, reported that
it contained “about 30 families . . . 2 churches building . . . 2 stores . . . 1 tavern,
2 convenient public offices . . . 1 school house . . . and the usual quota of mechanics,

40 Howat, op. cit., p. 149.

41 Benjamin Cohen, “Lake County before the Railroad Era,” Indiana Magazine of His-

tory, June, 1936, p. 126. M.A. thesis, Department of History, Indiana University, Bloom-
ington, Indiana.


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

340 AvrFrep H. MEYER September

as carpenters, masons, wagon-makers, blacksmiths, tailors, shoemakers, 4 doctors
and 3 preachers.”*2

Valparaiso. The story of county seat competition is repeated in neighboring
Porter County, bounding Lake County on the east. Here the rivals were Flintville
and Valparaiso. Although the former is only about three miles farther north, the
latter is by that distance more centrally situated—one of the factors again favoring
Valparaiso. Moreover, it is much more centrally situated with respect to its town-
ship, significantly also called Center Township. Although nothing has been found
in the local literature to indicate that its location on the famous Old Sauk Trail and

. its function otherwise as one of the leading trail junctions in the Calumet were de-
ciding or contributing geographic factors to its selection as county seat, circumstan-
tial evidence strongly points to this conclusion.

Valparaiso was first known as Portersville, both it and the county having been
named in honor of Commodore David Porter who commanded the Essex during
a battle near Valparaiso, Chile, in the War of 1812-14. Incidentally, the Essex
was also honored in one of the county’s early township names. The town was
platted in 1836 by the local secretary of the Porterville Land Company.

It consisted of forty-two blocks, with the intervening streets and intersecting alleys,

bounded on the south by Water street, on the east by Morgan street, on the west by

Qutlets, 15 to 20, inclusive, while the northern limits consist of Blocks 1 to 5, inclusive,

being a strip of four rods in width lying north of Erie street.43

The community at this time had about one hundred inhabitants. The following
year, the name was changed to Valparaiso after the Chilean port of Valparaiso,
near which Commodore Porter fought the famous sea battle referred to above.
Etymologically, the name is a decided misnomer, for Valparaiso is situated near
the elevated crest of the Valparaiso Moraine and topographically is just the reverse
of what is suggested by the vale location of the “Valley of Paradise,” in Chile.

LaPorte. Still a third race for county seat honors is recorded in LaPorte
County, eastern neighbor of Porter County. Here Michigan City and Door Village
vied with LaPorte for political distinction. Again arguments for centrality of
geographic position of LaPorte won out; and also, as in the other two counties,
“Center” was the name given to the centrally situated township in which LaPorte
is located.

The beauty and utility of the spot appear to have been additional psychogeo-
graphic factors in selecting the site. It was surveyed and platted in 1833.

For beauty of situation LaPorte is unsurpassed. East, south and west lie spread out,

the rich prairie lands, interspersed with groves; and on the north, coming up to the edge

of the city is a chain of small lakes, gem-like in their beauty, the most noted of them
being Clear lake, Stone lake and Pine lake. It is not strange that those who first came,
should have beheld in this spot the place for a town which should be the county seat of
the.Jcounty. It may readily be imagined that when nature only had visited the lakes and

groves and prairies of this locality, the dullest and most unsusceptible of minds must
have been touched with its beauty.

42 0p. cit., p. 79
43 Goodspeed, op. cit., p. 113.
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LaPorte is situated on what was known as the “Michigan Road Lands.” They were
sold at the land sales at Logansport in the month of October, 1831; . .. The town was
laid out and the original survey made in 1833. There were already a number of settlers
in the place. . . . In 1834 there were fifteen houses on the ground which was to be
occupied by the future town.44

PIONEER INDUSTRIAL GEOGRAPHY

The first industries of pioneer Calumet were naturally those which supplied the
immediate necessities of frontier life. Such life had to be almost altogether self-
sufficient. Building materials for cabins, for bridges to span the rivers, planks for
the otherwise impassable sections of the mud roads, and dimension lumber from
which to make the first wagons and agricultural implements necessitated the es-
tablishment of sawmills. Next in order of time and importance were the so-called
gristmills or flour mills to grind the local farmers’ grain. Carding mills processed
the home-grown wool. Then there were shops of various kinds characteristically
associated with each community—wagonmaker shop, blacksmith shop, harness and
saddlery shop, shoemaking shop, cooper shop, cabinet shop, and tailor shop. Late
in the period in one or another of the towns there appeared a variety of establish-
ments—cheese factory, tanning factory, spinning and weaving factory, broom fac-
tory, hat factory, foundry for manufacturing iron castings, threshing machine
factory, distillery, brick kiln, and meat packing houses.

The pattern of geographic distribution of these various mills, shops, factories,
and other establishments was quite different then from now. Unlike today when
we find such industries associated with urban communities, these establishments,
particularly the mills and shops, were first scattered throughout the countryside,
as part of a simple rural home economy. Several local references will serve to
illustrate this point:

Jesse McCord established the first blacksmith shop a mile and a half southwest of Clear

Lake.45

Mathew Mayes had a blacksmith shop at Mayes’ Corners, near which Shubal Smith had

a wagon shop. Also during the year a man whose name was Purcell, put up a wooden-

bow! turning lathe on Mud Creek. This was afterward turned into a split-bottom chair

and spinning wheel factory.46é

William was a cabinet-maker by trade, and built a shop on the road just below the house

where one of the Barnard boys now lives. He made all the furniture for years, such as

bureaus, bedstead, and tables as everything had to be made by hand.4?

A farm itself may be the site for a shop: “In 1835 Adam S. Campbell opened
a shoe and boot shop on his farm.”® '

44 Jasper Packard, History of LaPorte County, Indiana (S. E. Taylor and Co., 1876),
p. 102. '

45 jla E. Whitlock, “Early History of Jackson Township, Porter County, Indiana,
1916,” MS, Porter County Historical Society (no paging).

46 History of LaPorte County, Indiana (Chas. C. Chapman and Co., 1880), p. 595.

47 Whitlock, op. cit.

48 “Wagshington Township, Porter County,” MS (no author nor date) Porter County
Historical Society.
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Since all the mills in the early part of the period and a preponderance of them
in the latter part of the period depended upon water power, they were naturally
located along streams (see Fig. 1).

The crossroads might be expected to furnish the favored spot for a shop or a
factory, before towns in the latter part of the period begin to take over this function.
“William Reed . . . settled in an early day, one half mile north of the Quaker corner
in section 24. . . . He built a [blacksmith] shop at the corners to be more centrally
located.”*®

Sawmilling

In pioneer days the sawmill seems to have been the first factor of economic
importance next to the establishment of the farmstead itself. Thus, one com-
mentator on Lake County observed that—

The increase of immigration and building which had been especially noticeable since the

organization of Lake County in 1837 made sawmills and bridges most important adjuncts

to the proper development of the country. Four of the earliest mills are accredited to the
year 1838, called from the names of their builders, Walton’s, Wood’s, Dintin’s and

Taylor’s.50
At least one mill was reported already at the time of the original sectional survey
(1834). It is indicated by the surveyor’s notation for Sec. 1, T 36N, R 5W (south-
east corner of Pine township), which reads, “On southwest quarter of section a
sawmill in operation and on northwest quarter a good mill site.”’* The first houses
were built of logs, hewn or unhewn (Figs. 4a and 9). Although interested in more
modern homes constructed from lumber, the pioneer endeavored first of all to
improve transportation facilities by building plank roads and bridges, since pole
bridges and roads were notoriously treacherous. Moreover, lumber was badly
needed for wagons, plows, and other agricultural implements.

It might well be said, therefore, that sawmilling was a real institution at this
time, as revealed by scores of references to sawmills by the local historians of the
several counties. Unfortunately, reference to location of millsites by local chroni-
clers is either ignored altogether or is presented for the most part in such vague
terminology that one can construct only a generalized geographic pattern of the
sawmills in the region, as has been attempted on the Figure 1 map. The local
chronicler, for example, was often satisfied with merely indicating that the mill
was “in the southwest part of the township,” “near the present town of Otis,” or
located “on Coffee Creek.” In other instances locations are well localized but
associated with names of property or mill operators now difficult to identify. Few
relicts of these early mills are in existence today.

The map (Fig. 1) does not presume to give a complete picture of the sawmills

49 Lila E. Whitlock, “The Quaker Settlement,” MS (no paging.)

50 Howat, op. cit., p. 55.

51 Sawmilling is reported by Higgins even earlier than this. He states that the first mill

was built and the first lumber sawed in Porter County in the fall of 1832. Higgins, Illus-
trated Historical Atlas of LaPorte County, Indiana, 1874 (Chicago, 1874), p. 3.
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in the region for the period, nor does it indicate in every case the exact site of
each mill that is shown. By consulting a great number of sources and recording
those sites whose location was precisely given, and by piecing together general but
varied references to location from several sources, it is possible, nevertheless, to
show what the general pattern of sawmill distribution was like. Moreover, by
superimposing these data on the background of the fundament, we can see how
this mill pattern is related to the original natural forest which was exploited for
lumber products and to the original streams upon which the mills depended for
power.

The greatest concentration of mills, it will be noted, is on the Indiana side of
the Calumet. This phenomenon is readily correlated with the fact that the pre-
dominant vegetation on the Indiana side is forest, whereas the Illinois landscape.
is predominantly prairie. Moreover, the Illinois timber was almost exclusively
deciduous, whereas the forests in Indiana near the lake shore included appreciable
stands of pine and other conifers, also indicated on the map.

In addition, the Indiana streams are more favorable to water power develop-
ment. Whereas in the Illinois area there is only one major stream—Thorn Creek
—tributary to the Calumet river adapted for millsites, the Indiana side has five
major streams of sufficient flow and gradient to provide excellent millsites—Thorn
Creek, Little Calumet River headwaters, Coffee Creek, Salt Creek, and Deep
River.

Finally, it is to be noted that the greater part of the immigrants into the region
came from the East and established settlements progressively in LaPorte, Porter,
Lake, Cook, and Will counties. This also, then, must be considered a contributing
factor to the establishment of a larger number of mills in the eastern end of the
region.

The mill seat pattern bears an interesting relation to the general drainage
pattern of the region. Normally we expect to find the larger amount of water
power developed along the master streams. But this is not the case in the Calumet.
Owing to poor transportation there was a pressing need for many small mills well
distributed rather than larger ones in a few places. Moreover, neither the stream
bed of the Grand Calumet nor the Little Calumet below its headwaters had any
perceptible gradient. The former at that time had two mouths connected with
Lake Michigan, and the current might move either to the east or to the west end
of the stream, depending upon which way the wind blew. Reference to a relief
map will reveal the singular fact that not a single contour crosses the Grand
Calumet throughout its course.”® Furthermore, the extremely shallow banks of
both streams, flanked by extensive marshes or swamps throughout a large part
of their courses, made dam construction difficult.

Under this anomalous drainage condition the only tributary of the Grand
Calumet is the Little Calumet, and the flow of this stream below its headwaters

52 See Figure 4, Meyer, op. cit., p. 253.
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is'about as imperceptible as that of the Grand Calumet. The tributaries of the
Little Calumet, on the other hand, like the tributaries of Trail Creek in the north-
east, rise near the crest of the Valparaiso Moraine and have an appreciable descent
on the north slope of the moraine.

Although stream conditions favored water power development, dam construc-
tion for millsites on these streams seems to have offered seasonal problems. It
is to be noted that no rock outcrops occur anywhere on the Indiana side, and in
extremely few spots on the Illinois side.”® Natural rock formations, therefore, were
lacking to provide either a natural rock dam for a water fall or a. rock bank into
which to anchor a dam. It is not surprising, then, to read of the frequent destruc-
tion, permanent abandonment, or relocation of the mills. For example,

Dustin’s, Miller’s, and Walton’s have been in utter ruins for years, on account of the

difficulty of making a dam of dirt stand, and Taylor’s is about half the time without

water, and the other half without a dam.5¢
This ephemeral characteristic of millsites is worthy of note since it points not
only to one of the major problems of the pioneer, but also to the difficulty of
making a complete contemporaneous mill map.

The greatest concentration of sawmills is found along the headwater tributaries
of the Little Calumet River, especially along Coffee Creek. Although the amount
of water available in these small streams must often have been inadequate, there
were other geographic factors which definitely favored mill seats in this area. The
north side of the moraine here has considerable slope and so imparts a gradient to
the streams well adapted for dam construction. The area is located in the largest
contiguous forest section of the Calumet region, and one of the very best, since
it includes not only some of the finest hardwood timber but some conifer as well.
Furthermore, it was nearest to the earliest and best settled area at the time—the
Door Prairie-Westville region to the southeast.

Trail Creek and its tributaries probably had the next larger number of sawmills.
Because of the extensive “barrens” noted in the vicinity, deciduous stocking does
not appear to have been as good as that of the previous mentioned area, but pine
trees were more plentiful. The particular advantage for lumbering here was the
early establishment of the lake port of Michigan City at the mouth of Trail Creek,
a sizable stream. The lumber of the Trail Creek area was in great demand for
building up not only this community but that of Chicago as well. Several other
sawmill communities closer by but otherwise less favorably situated also shared in
Chicago lumber patronage of which Hobart in east Lake County appears to have
been one of the leaders.

Hobart was at one time the head of the timber trade to Chicago from this region [Lake

County and vicinity]. In fact, the Old Lake Street plank road in Chicago was built from

lumber from Hobart and vicinity, and the first cedar block road in Chicago was built
from blocks sawed in the Hobart mill.55

58 See Figure 2, Meyer, op. cit., p. 249.

5¢ Bowers, op. cit., p. 48.

55 Alice Mundell Demmon et al., History of Lake County, Vol. XI, Old Settler and His-
torical Association of Lake County, 1934, p. 54.
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Little is recorded in early local literature on the detailed nature of timber
stocking available for lumber. From repeated references to oak, hickory, walnut,
and pine, we infer that these head the list of merchantable saw logs. For the
Calumet marsh and sandy plain area stocking (particularly of Lake County), Ball
mentions white pine, red cedar, and several varieties of oak; for the morainic up-
land, oak of several species, hickory, slippery elm, ash, and “stragglers” of red
cedar, black walnut, and hard or rock maple.’® Woodruff in his work on Will
County makes the following observations on timber and lumbering :

Oak, black walnut, hard and soft maple, buttonwood and ironwood, of these and others

there was a large and vigorous growth of fine trees on the first settlement of the county,

most of which in a few years fell before the ax of the settler for the purpose of building
log houses, rail fences, firewood, etc., and as soon as sawmills were built, for lumber:57

A classified forest map of the period would be helpful in understanding just
what the stocking of the forest was like as to species and to relative number and
size of trees. We would not expect, of course, to find such a map accessible, or
sufficient data available to construct such a map. However, a certain amount of
inventory tree data is found in the field notes of the original land survey based on
instructions from the Surveyor General’s office to the deputy surveyor that he is
to “rate the kinds and quality of timber and undergrowth, naming the different
sorts in the order in which they predominate. . . . The names of all bearing or
witness trees, and station or line trees, must be written out in full. ...” The type
of tree inventory along a certain section line is exemplified by the following nota-
tions in a field book:

27.60 (chains), a white oak, 15 inches diameter; 33.70, a hickory, 24 inches diameter;

40.00, set a quarter section corner post on the top of a ridge . . . from which post, a white

oak, 21 inches diameter bears S 28°W. 197 links, and a poplar, 18 inches bears N. 56°W.;

14 links distant. The S. 27.60 chains . . . subject to occasional inundation .. .; timber

walnut, cherry and white oak; undergrowth, pawpaw and spice.58

Although such data do not enable the geographer to construct a classified
vegetation map of contiguous areas, inventory and descriptions of this type do
enable him to reduce these to a transect map base and thus convey a much better
areal perspective of the timber stocking than can possibly be given by any amount
of verbalization. A section-by-section transect map is presented in generalized.
form (Fig. 5) to show a representative timber and lumbering area of this period.

Gristmilling
Flour was recognized as the second major need in the pioneer community,
and so the flour mill, called by the pioneer the gristmill, immediately followed
the establishment of the sawmill. Cincinnati and St. Louis were then the nearest
markets where flour could be secured, and since commerce was slow and uncertain,
56 Ball, op. cit., pp. 450-451.
57 Woodruff, op. cit., p. 227.

58 General Surveying Insgructions to Deputy Surveyors in Illinois and Missouri, Janu-
ary 9, 1834.


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

346 Arrrep H. MEVER September

and freight rates high, flour was often scarce and wheat bread a luxury.?® Even
when produced locally, the cost of flour was excessive. “Wheat was selling for
twenty-five up to fifty cents a bushel, but it was ground in the crudest way, often
as the Indians did it, between two stones, and flour cost $10.00 per barrel.”®°

In a few instances the gristmill may have been built simultaneously with the
first sawmill in a community, but the former usually followed the latter by several
years. The following is a typical example:

In 1835 or 1836 Samuel Shigley built a saw-mill on Salt Creek south of Valparaiso one

mile. Here William Cheney in 1841 built a grist-mill. This is said to be one of the best

water powers in [Porter] county. This became in after years William Sager’s flouring

mill.61

Gristmills and sawmills were often combined in the same establishment; hence
the identification of certain mills in plural form, like the Scott’s mills at early
Woodvale, now Deep River. In some instances gristmills and sawmills are simply
referred to in the literature as mills without distinguishing one type from the other,
thus making it impossible always to distinguish them on the map. 4

The gristmill, unlike our modern flour mill, was an extremely simple affair.
Its power equipment was practically identical with that of the sawmill. Its grinding
mechanism consisted of from one to four runs of stone buhrs. Runs from one to
two buhrs were sufficient for the custom trade of the average neighborhood com-
munity. Because of the travel distance and poor transportation, a pioneer might
take enough wheat to the mill fo get a year’s supply of flour and feed on an ex-
change basis of perhaps forty pounds of flour, twelve pounds of bran, and eight
pounds of shorts for each bushel.®?

An extra pair or two of buhrs appears to have been added by the so-called
merchant mills to satisfy the trading demands of the more closely settled com-
munities or of a larger trading area. Among the most noteworthy of the latter
type was the Scott mill on Trail Creek in Michigan Township, whose trade ex-
tended over a wide expanse of territory, traders and merchants coming from Chi-
cago, Rockford, Galena, Joliet, and other towns in Illinois.5?

Another millsite of this character was the Wood’s mills referred to above
(Fig. 4b). The establishment started out as a sawmill (1837); then added a
gristmill (1838). These mills for many years rendered a large custom service.
They finally became a large merchant flour mill. A further account of the Wood'’s
mill seat seems desirable here not so much for its historic and economic prominence
but for the geographic insight it provides on travel conditions of the day, on the
qualities of a millsite, and the problem of establishing a valid land claim typical of
the early pioneer settlement of this period:

59 Judson Fiske Lee, “Transportation as a Factor in the Development of Northern Illinois
Previous to 1860, The Journal of the Illinois State Historical Society, Vol. X, No. 1 (April,
1917), pp. 17-85. A Ph.D. dissertation in the History Department, University of Chicago.

60 Oglesbee, o0p. cit., p. 138.

61 Ball, op. cit.,, pp. 514-515.

62 Bowers, op. cit., p. 8l.
63 Chapman, op. cit., pp. 745-746.
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To this wild, unsettled section came John Wood in 1835, alone. It was still the home of
the Red Man and the fur trader. . .. Mr. Wood pressed onward in search of a millsite
and found the ideal spot at this place. The stream was wide and deep and later became
known as Deep River, which has its source near Crown Point and its mouth near Liver-
pool, being navigable in those early days as far as this spot. After building a log cabin
on the east side of the river in the fall of 1835, he went to Laporte to enter his claim,
which was in December of that year. .The price was $200. He then went back East to
get his family, consisting of his wife and five children. As near as is known, the family
went as far as possible by rail, then by the Erie Canal to Detroit and then by wagon on
the old Detroit~Chicago road to Michigan City, leaving there on July 4, 1836, for the new
mill-site. It appears that during the absence of Mr. Wood, Gen. Tipton of Fort Wayne,
a U. S. Senator had laid a float upon this particular claim in the name of an Indian,
Quash-ma. The land as a mill-seat was not properly subject to an Indian float, but Mr.
Wood desired this particular tract of land and instead of paying $200 he paid $1000 and
secured the Indian’s deed and signature. Mr. Wood erected -a saw mill in 1837.64
Because both the identity and location of flour mills, like those of sawmills,
are at times indefinite, their mapped occurrence, as in Figure 1, has validity pri-
marily in depicting representative site locations and in deducing therefrom broad
regional correlations. ~
The geographic site conditions for gristmills were essentially the same as for
sawmills—both being dependent in the early days upon water power. One might
expect to find the gristmills characteristically identified with non-timbered sections,
as on the extensive Door Prairie, Forgan Prairie, and Robinson Prairie in Indiana,
and the even more extensive prairies on the Illinois side. But such a mill loca-
tion is rare indeed. This is obviously the result of a combination of geographic
factors. Coincidentally, streams especially adapted for power are singularly few
on the Calumet prairies. Furthermore, as has already been indicated, one must
not overlook the fact that the first settlers actually did settle in the forest or on
the edge of the forest and cleared the timber for cropland rather than use the
prairies for this purpose. The greater concentration of gristmills in the east,
particularly in the northeast Trail Creek area, seems definitely related to priority
of settlement and the fact that Michigan City was an exporting point for mill
products.
Other Pioneer Establishments

Separate from, or in conjunction with, other forms of milling was the carding
of wool. “Mills for carding wool were put in operation not far south of Valparaiso,
perhaps as early as 1836, one of these on Salt Creek.”¢® Still others made sorghum
molasses and cider.

Lack of good transportation facilities caused every pioneer settlement to make
itself as self-sufficient as possible. In addition to constructing mills, which pro-
vided shelter, food, and clothing products, settlers had to establish various shops
or factories for the production of vehicles for transportation, implements for the
farm, furniture for the home, and miscellaneous products most urgently needed
in frontier life. Blacksmithing and wagon-making were leading trades in almost

64 Bowers, op. cit., pp. 124-125.
65 Ball, '0op. cit., p. 515.
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every community. Unlike the mills, which were restricted to river sites for power,

the blacksmith and wagon-maker shops might be found on almost any farm or at

some crossroads in the community, as illustrated by the following examples:
William Reed . . . settled in an early day, one half mile of the Quakers corners in sec-
tion 24 . . . built a shop on his land and worked there for some time; then he built a shop
at the corners to be more centrally located.6
The work of a blacksmith was a necessity, the location of a shop essential to every neigh-
borhood, and though there were many in the country, farmers would often times have
to take their plows twenty-five or thirty miles to have them sharpened and pointed. Be-
cause of the absolute necessity of a blacksmith, his first coming into a new settlement was
"noted in its annals as an important addition and as an agency which would make the
settlement more prosperous.8?

Since all vehicular travel was by wagon, or in a few cases by carriage, the wagon-
making shop had an equally prominent place in the life of the pioneer community
with the blacksmith shop, was located on similar sites and often identified directly
with it. Other significant woodworking establishments included cabinet shops and
cooper shops. These, too, might be found on any roadside. Each neighborhood
had its own cooper-shop, which made tubs, buckets, and barrels.

The current chronicles of the time mention other pioneer industries: a spinning
wheel factory; breweries and distilleries; establishments for the production of
cheese, cider, sorghum molasses, and maple sugar; shops for tanning, harness and
saddle making, boot and shoe making, and hat manufacturing. All the processed
goods depended on local sources for their raw materials. This is characteristically
illustrated in the case of a hat manufacturer of LaPorte who “advertized that he
desired ‘to purchase all the Coon skins that may be. taken of such varmints in
Northern Indiana; also Beaver, Otter, Muskrat, Mink, and Rabbit Skins, and
Lamb’s Wool.” 7’¢8

The more advanced urban communties, such as LaPorte and Michigan City,
during the latter part of this period began to experiment with some of the heavy
industries. Michigan City, in the early forties, had a beef and pork packing es-
tablishment, and LaPorte had a foundry which made iron castings and threshing
machines.

Although iron ore was already being imported at this early date into the
Calumet region at the lake port of Michigan City, deposits of low grade iron ore
in the form of “bog ore” in LaPorte County attracted local attention, as was char-
acteristic of other pioneer communities. A blast furnace was erected in 1848 but
lasted only a few years “since the railroads soon made better ore more cheaply ac-
cessible.”’¢®

66 Whitlock, “The Quaker Settlement,” MS (no paging).

67 Lee, op. cit., p. 59.

68 “Inventory of the County Archives of Indiana,” The Historical Records Survey Works

Progress Adwministration, No. 46, LaPorte, 1939,
69 [bid., p. 18.


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

1956 SETTLEMENT. PATTERNS OF THE CALUMET 349

PIONEER COMMERCIAL GEOGRAPHY

In the preceding Pottawatomie period commercial activities were limited to a
few trading posts where the French and American fur trader exchanged white
man’s goods for the pelts brought by the Indiana trapper. It is to be expected,
then, that such barter would continue through the early part of the pioneer period.
The Pottawatomie tribe as such relinquished its claim to the Calumet and adjacent
territory by treaty in 1832, and the Pottawatomies, 5,000 strong, set out from
Chicago for their new reservation in the West in 1833-35. But quite a number of
small isolated groups for one reason or another still camped about in the Calumet
until about 1840, and some Indians remained throughout this period. During this
transition period of occupance much neighborhood barter was carried on between
the Indians and the new incoming settlers.

Trading with the Indian

Trading between the white man and the Indian often consisted of a mere ex-
change of goods between neighbors: The Indians “came to the house begging for
things to eat. They traded venison for pork and salt meat, and we gave them
iron kettles, potatoes and meal. Sometimes we would get leggings and other
things trimmed in beads.”?® ‘

At a number of places in the Calumet systematic commercial trading was car-
ried on at regularly established trading posts or stores, and peltries instead of
money constituted the medium of exchange. Such, for example, was the Joseph
Hess trading post at Hessville where the Indians exchanged furs for tobacco and
groceries. Probably the most important trading post at this time was the Robinson
store at Lake Court House (modern Crown Point). From the trading transac-
tions carried on here we learn that—

Indians were the most profitable customers prior to 1840, for many of the white settlers

ran accounts which some of them were slow to pay or sought to default. The Indians,

on the other hand, most of whom were Potawatomi, periodically brought in large quan-
tities of cranberries and bundles of furs which they traded for articles of food, clothing,
or ornaments. The cranberries were probably shipped by wagon to Peoria, Chicago or

Detroit.72
Without recourse to any published natural vegetation map of the period, one may
wonder where the cranberries came from. Field notes on the original land survey,
expressed here in cartographic form for the first time, are revealing and illustrate
well the useful purposes served by mapping and correlating original land-surface
and vegetation data. A cranberry marsh appears just west of Crown Point.
Though others are recorded elsewhere on the map at more distant points (for
example, along the Lake Michigan shore in Porter County), it was no doubt this

70 J. Wm. Lester, “Pioneer Stories of the Calumet,” Indiona Magazine of History, Vol.

XVIII. No. 4 (December 3, 1922), pp. 347-358.
71 Robinson, op. cit., p. 20.
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marsh and the one immediately to the north from which the cranberries were ob-
tained. v
Store Commodities of the Pioneer Period

A community store of the general merchandise type, as we think of it today,
did not make its appearance from township to township until well in the late thirties
or rather in the early or middle forties. For example, in the western part of the
Calumet the first mercantile effort in Frankfort township began in 1836. The
first store in Liberty township was established in 1845 on Salt Creek. The “stock
was small, not much larger than is usually carried by a stout peddler, and con-
sisted principally of those articles included in the comprehensive term ‘Yankee
notions.” "2 Tt is generally held that the Calumet pioneer, isolated as he was from
the settlements in the East and South, had only the most meager home furnishings
and supplies. That this was generally true is not questioned, but this was not due
so much to lack of a variety of general merchandise in the near neighborhood as
to the impassable roads and marshes which made travel and transportation even to
a market only a few miles away a most trying experience.”

Interregional Trade—Calumet Trade Centers

Chicago—W est C alumet Trade Center

Although the limited area first occupied by Chicago is not an integral part of
the Calumet, Chicago’s proximate geographic position and its prominence in
pioneer days as a commercial rival of Michigan City and of other would-be famous

72 Goodspeed, op. cit., p. 211.

73 During the transition from Indian to white man’s occupance, the leading store in Chi-
cago, at the corner of West Lake and West Water, according to Shapiro, stocked the follow-
ing goods:

Arm bands, blankets, broad cord, blue cloth, Brown Russia sheeting, blue bernagore,

handkerchiefs, black silk handkerchiefs, black ribbons, boxwood combs, barrel biscuit,

black bottles, boys’ roram hats, brass jewsharps, beads, blue cloth trousers, blue cloth
capotes, beaver shot, balls, black wampum, barrel salt, colored ribbon, crimson bed lace,
colored gartering, carouche knives, colored cork feathers, cod lines, colored worsted
thread, cotton wick balls, cow bells, covered copper kettles, common needles, cotton ban-
danna handkerchiefs, duck shot, darning needles, embossed serbe, English playing cards,
ear wheels, brooches, furniture, cotton, fox tails, feathers, flour, fine steels, gun flints,
girls’ worsted hose, gorgets, gun-powder, gurralis, highland striped gartering, hawks’
bills, hari trunks, half axes, high wines, hose, hand sleds, Irish linen, Indian calico hand-
kerchiefs, ingrain ribbon, ivory combs, ingrain worsted thread, ink powder, japaned quart
jacks, kettle chains, knee straps, London scots gartering, large round ear bobs, looking
glasses, mock garnets, maitre de retz, men’s shirts, men’s imitation beaver hats, moon
paper, narrow cord, nuns’ thread, nails, northwest guns, painted cotton shawls, plain bath
rings, pen knives, pierced brooches, portage collars, pepper, pins, pipes, pork, scarlet
cloth, shoes, spotted swan skin, silk ferrets, scarlet milled caps, scalping knives, St. Law-
rence shells, stone rings, turgeon twine, snuff, snuff boxes, snaffle bridles, stirrup irons,
two sheeting, therick, tomahawks, tobacco, vermillion, white crash brushes, white molton,
waist straps, white wampum, whisky. Source: Dena Evelyn Shapiro, “Indian Tribes and
Trails of the Chicago Region,” an M.A. dissertation submitted to the graduate faculty,
Department of Sociology and Anthropology, University of Chicago, March, 1929.
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ports along the Michigan Lake front tie it interregionally with the affairs of the
Calumet. Chicago became the market for west Calumet, just as Michigan City
served the pioneer in the east section. In the previous Pottawatomie period a
government fort—Fort Dearborn—had been established there; also an Indian
trading post.™* On it converged the arterial Indian trails on the west end of the
Calumet, crossing the Calumet from the east, south, and west, just as the major
trails on the east end of the Calumet converged on Michigan City. These set the
pattern of roads, traffic and trade for the pioneer period. The first stage coach
through the Calumet came from Detroit in 1833 and had its terminus at Chicago
(Fig. 10c). The attraction which this place had for tourists already in this period
had much to do with bringing streams of immigrants into the Calumet, many of
whom then decided to settle here.

The immigrants at first were merely consumers, and such trade as there was
with outside regions was almost altogether of the import type. In 1836 Chicago’s
imports amounted to $325,203; exports only $1,000. But during the following
years this relationship changed.

Imports in 1842 were estimated at $664,347, while the exports were valued at $659,305.
But by 1847 imports and exports were worth respectively $2,641,852 and $2,296,299. The
commerce of Chicago’s port, both imports and exports, grew steadily during this period
from 1830 to 1850. Previous to 1839 the increase in exports was slow because many of
the newcomers, instead of applying their energies to the labors of production, were de-
voting themselves to speculating. The result was that although the surrounding territory
had changed remarkably in the course of five or six years, nevertheless it was not devel-
oped sufficiently to supply the home market. . . . Grain, the direct product of the soil,
was the chief article of export. Wheat, the most important cereal, was first shipped
from Chicago in 1839 [Fig. 10a]. The initial consignment was small, but it is significant
that there was any surplus, since 1837 flour readily brought $13 per barrel in Chicago
a fact which would indicate a scarcity of wheat at that time. But in these two years
conditions had changed; flour and wheat were both in surplus, and exportation had
begun. . . . The raising of wool, too, was found to be exceedingly profitable, the first
being marketed in 1842. Beef and pork were also brought in large quantities to this
central market and forwarded for eastern comsumption. ... The commercial growth of
Chicago made necessary an increase in the number and size of business houses at that
place. In 1831 Chicago had only one store, but in 1832 there were three, and by 1835
the number of dry goods, grocery, hardware and drug stores, was more than fifty. More-

74 Built in 1804 at the mouth of the Chicago River, it was fired by the Indians in 1812
and rebuilt in 1816. It was finally dismantled in 1835. Though Fort Dearborn does not
appear today as a relict landscape fixture reminiscent of the Pottawatomie-French Fur Trad-
ing Period, it serves as a good example to illustrate the principle that geographers cannot be
content in a sequence study like this to consider only those antecedent occupance forms whose
vestiges appear morphologically in the modern landscape. Period-to-period heritages may
be quite as significant in interpreting modern landscapes as observable vestigial landmarks.
For such significance, see Meyer, op. cit., p. 251,

Darby has designated this historicogeographic concept as a fourth dimensional ingredient
necessary in geographical study: “Whatever the limits be, the fact remains that the landscape
we see today is a collection of legacies from the past, some from geological, some from histori-
cal, times.” H. C. Darby, “On the Relations of Geography and History,” Reprinted from
Transactions and Papers, Institute of British Geographers, No. 19 (1953), p. 11.
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over, the spacious streets were crowded with carts and wagons; there was a bustling
trade, where but a short time before was the unbroken prairie. ... Because of these
facts the interdependence of Chicago and her hinterland has been very marked. How-
ever, in spite of this interdependence and although the development of either Chicago
or northern Illinois was impossible without the development of the other, yet the build-
ing up of neither could have taken place without a third factor—efficient transportation
facilities connecting them with the eastern markets.”s

Ball gives us further insight into the chief types of trading commodities.

Exports of produce commenced about 1840. Grain and pork (pork meaning hogs
dressed ready for the meat market) were the first to be sent from the farms, and then
cattle. There were, however, exports, and in immense quantities for the number of inhabi-
tants, of quite a different kind. These exports were wild game, “prairie chickens” so
called, in great numbers, wild ducks, wild geese, quails, rabbits, and also very much fur.
This class of exports, costing nothing but the taking, helped many pioneer families in the
way of better living. Soon, added to the grain and cattle and pork, there were sent from
the farms, butter, eggs and poultry, hay, some wool, some honey, and some sheep. And
at length many horses. Grass seed and fruit soon increased the list of exports.’6

Michigan City—East Calumet Trade Center

How the Michigan City port site first of all received its name is of historic-
geographic interest. The master map shows a so-called Old State Boundary—
Southern Boundary of Ten-Mile Purchase, ten miles south of the present Indiana-
Michigan state boundary. The territory between these boundaries originally be-
longed to Michigan, and so it was presumed by some people that Michigan City
was so called because of its identification with the state of Michigan. Others have
ascribed the name to the so-called Michigan Road projected from central Indiana
to this lake port. The fact is that both the road and the city directly derive their
names from Lake Michigan itself, whose port site and road terminal qualities were
fully appreciated by the Indiana state authorities, as is illustrated in the Ten-Mile
Purchase and the state appropriation for the Michigan Road.

It is significant to note some of the salient facts which give us insight into the
early settlement and economic development of the one community which won the
race against all its Calumet port competitors of the pioneer period. The following
account by Chapman has been selected from among many others for its excellent
physiographic and demographic details. It shows just how a successful pioneer
town evolved socially, politically, and economically in the wilderness of the Calumet
frontier.

Isaac Elston, of Crawfordsville, Ind., in 1831 purchased of the Government the land on

which Michigan City is now located, and in October, 1832, he laid out the town. The

town site was an uninviting one, a large portion of it being low and marshy, and was
covered with a heavy growth of pine timber, among which were a few sugar maples.

Trail creek made its way over the sands to the lake, winding round the foot of Hoosier

Slide, a still sluggish stream which was almost cut off from the lake by a bar at its

mouth, where so little passed over that a person could cross it without difficulty on foot.
At this point it was believed a good harbor could be made. Hence the purchase made

75 Lee, op. cit., pp. 22-25.
76 Ball, op. cit., p. 402.
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by Major Elston, and all the subsequent operations toward building up a flourishing
city, and a harbor on the Great Lakes, for the state of Indiana. Formerly the line be-
tween Indiana and the Territory of Michigan was south of where it is now located, shut-
ting Indiana off entirely from all harbor facilities and lake commerce, thus depriving her
of all the benefits to be derived from the immense commerce of the Great Lakes. . .

In 1833 the first settlers arrived in Michigan City. The low, swampy lands covered with
timber, and the high sand hills, presented but few attractions to welcome them. There
were presented to their view only sand ridges and marshes. Hoosier Slide loomed up
many feet, while below and all around it there was only the white, glistening sand, and
further back, across the creek that passes through the woods, that were at that time
the abode of wild beasts, only a low, wet tract of country. It was indeed a discouraging
outlook for a city. But the hope that one day a city would arise there despite the many
adverse circumstances, and that a harbor would be made which should be to Indiana
what Chicago is now to Illinois, filled these first comers with the Splrlt of enterprise, and

the work of improvement began. . . .
Warehouses were all built down near the present harbor, the business part of the city

being in the vicinity of where the Michigan Central depot now stands. This town was
the great grain market for a large portion of Indiana, grain coming from as far south
as Marion county. Steamers began to make regular trips, and the commission and for~
warding business became active and heavy, assuming immense proportions. Besides the
large number of warehouses and forwarding houses here in 1836, there were 12 large
dry-goods stores. . .. During the years 1834-'36 the growth of the city was rapid far
beyond the wildest expectations. It was estimated that in 1836 the city numbered over

3,000 inhabitants.”?

Regionally, the commercial importance of Michigan City is reflected in the
naming of one of the settled prairies—the “Twenty-Mile” Prairie—{rom the dis-
tance to the nearest port. But its trade was not as provincial as this might suggest.
Michigan City competed with Chicago as a meat packing center, processing both
beef and pork in the early forties. As the chief Indiana-Illinois distributing center
of Michigan salt, it attracted patronage from the “Wabash people” and others at
distances requiring weeks of travel. It is interesting to note also that settlers
came all the way from Chicago, Rockford, Joliet, and Galena, Illinois, to purchase
flour from Michigan City mills.

But the leading industry of Michigan City in the forties, after the opening
of the harbor, is said to have been lumbering, and lumber became a leading export
item.  This is readily understandable. Probably few sites in the Calumet region
were as well situated geographically as Michigan City for the exploitation and
exportation of this product. As indicated by the negative vegetation on the master
map, no other Calumet community fared better in the mixed softwood and hard-
wood timber stocking. As a lake port Michigan City could readily ship to other
lake ports, especially to its neighbor Chicago, whose phenomenal demand for
construction of frame buildings and plank roads was a steady market for Michigan
City lumber.

TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION PROBLEMS

As indicated above, the lack of commodities needed to make for comfortable
living in the Calumet pioneer home was not due to their unavailability but rather
to the difficulty of travel and transportation. A glance at the fundament map and

77 Chapman, op. cit., pp. 746-748.
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profile sketches in Figure 2 reveals at once the chief handicaps to communications
and circulation. A remarkably large percentage of the Calumet consisted of marsh,
swamp, and wet prairie. A correlation of these wet forms of the landscape with the
land surface, best shown on a relief map, indicates the reason for the poor drain-
age conditions.”™ The wet areas coincide largely with the Lake Chicago Plain.
It will be noted that extensive areas on this plain are represented without a single
contour. Only sand dune-beach ridges and island formations interrupt the com-
plete flatness of the landscape.

Except for local swales, the terrain of the moraine sections was high enough
to be well drained. However, the forest cover, the heavy clay soils, and the oc-
casional steep slopes constituted other handicaps to road construction and circula-
tion which had to be reckoned with. Under these circumstances, the settler in the
Calumet faced the problem of weighing terrain travel conditions against the
difference in mileage to the two chief markets—Chicago and Michigan City.

The early settlers usually disposed of their farm products at Michigan City or Chicago.

A trip to market, which was considered an event, was as a rule unprofitable. In 1839,

George Parkinson drove to Michigan City, a distance of forty miles, to sell pork, for

which he received $4.50 a hundred pounds. On another occasion he hired a man to haul

a load of grain there, and after paying for the hauling had but fifty cents left from the

sale.”®
The marketing of meat and hides involved similar problems, as is illustrated by
the experiences of a Hanover resident who had as many as thirty-six carcasses
hanging in the woods to be transported to Chicago as soon as roads became passa-
ble.

How the Calumet River and marshes necessitated a detour is indicated as fol-
lows:

At the time of the first settlement in 1833, and for some time thereafter, if you wished

to mail a letter, buy a pound of coffee or any other small article for the house, you had

to drive to Michigan City, twenty-five miles away or to Chicago forty-five miles away.

In going to Chicago you had to go around by Blue Island to avoid the Calumet River

and the Calumet Marshes.80
Thus what is today a part of a leading transportation center in the world was an
area of most difficult internal circulation. As with so many regions of that day,
emphasis was on water transportation, both locally and nationally.

Already in the early thirties there was agitation for building the Illinois and
Michigan Canal to connect Lake Michigan with the Illinois River. In fact, a strip
of land twenty miles wide, bounded on the southeast by the Indian Boundary Line
shown on the map diagonally crossing Cook and Will counties, had already been
ceded by the Pottawatomie to the government in 1816 for this purpose. In 1821
Congress appropriated $10,000 for a preliminary survey of the canal.

78 Meyer, op. cit. Fig. 4, p. 253.

79 “Historical Records of the Lake County OIld Settlers and Historical Association of
Lake County, Indiana, 1924, p. 23.

80 Bowers et al., op. cit., p. 82.
81 “The project of a ship-canal, to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with the navigable
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Railroads had not in this period reached the Calumet and long distance travel
was by stage coach. Accordingly, the Calumet settler on the Illinois side shared
the enthusiasm of others near the proposed route of the canal for a water route
which would efficiently and economically transport the farmers’ grain and other
produce. What the frontiersman in 1834 thought the canal would do for the
Chicago and the Mississippi valley region is well expressed by a noted contemporary
writer : » ,

As a place of business, its situation at the central head of the Mississippi Valley will
make it the New Orleans of the North; and its easy and close intercourse with the most
flourishing Eastern cities will give it the advantage, as its capital increases, of all their
improvements in the mode of living.
There is one improvement to be made, however, in this section of the country, which will
greatly influence the permanent value of property in Chicago. I allude to a canal from
the head of Lake Michigan to the head of the steam navigation on the Illinois, the route
of which has been long since surveyed. The distance to be overcome is something like
ninety miles; and when you remember that the head-waters of the Illinois rise within
eleven miles of Chicago River, and that a level plain of not more than eight feet eleva-
tion above the latter is the only intervening obstacle, you can conceive how easy it would
be to drain Lake Michigan into the Mississippi by this route; boats of eighteen tons have
actually passed over the intervening prairie at high water. Lake Michigan, which is
several feet above Lake Erie, would afford such a neverfailing body of water, that it
would keep steam-boats afloat on the route in the dryest season. St. Louis would then
be brought comparatively near to New York; while two-thirds of the Mississippi Valley
would be supplied by this route immediately from the markets of the latter. This canal
is the only remaining link wanting to complete the most stupendous chain of inland com-
munication in the world.82

Construction of the canal was finally undertaken and it was completed in 1848
(Fig. 10b). This was a most decisive factor in giving Chicago an initial commercial
pre-eminence over its closest rival—Michigan City. The other chief technological
innovation responsible for immediate and revolutionary transformation of the
Calumet scene was the railroad. The first railroad to enter Chicago came from
the west in 1848. And in 1851, the Lake Shore was the first to cross the Calumet
from the East. The sectional road grid in embryonic form now supplemented the
relict Pottawatomie trail pattern. Modern fenced-in farmsteads with frame build-
ings took their place alongside the pioneer log and block houses. Reclamation-
minded farmers started to dig ditches to drain the marshes and wet prairies. The
McCormick reaper, together with other mechanized agricultural implements, trans-
formed the rural scene from one of mere subsistence economy to that of commercial
agriculture. On the urban side of developments, the “phantom” port speculative
real estate ventures now gave way to “boom” railroad depot community promotion.
Already by 1856 eleven trunk lines converged onto Chicago, and new “station
towns,” developing along all the right of ways, signalized a new pattern of oc-
cupance—the third, from 1850 to 1900, to be treated in a subsequent paper.

waters of the Illinois river, was first suggested during the war of 1812, by some writer in
the Niles’ Register.” Woodruff, op. cit., p. 298. ‘
82 Charles Fenno Hoffmann, “A Winter in the West,” Fergus Historical Series, No. 20

(1882), pp. 21-24.
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