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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

 

The Warwick Historical Survey; Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough 

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania was contracted to RETTEW by Warwick Township and 

stipulated a cultural resources study of the three municipalities encompassing the Warwick 

School District. It was the intent of the township to better determine the extent and significance 

of the historic resources in the municipalities and to assist in further planning activities. 

 

Warwick Township, the client, and RETTEW developed goals for the project: (1) Complete a 

comprehensive survey of historic resources in Warwick Township, Lititz Borough, and Elizabeth 

Township (the municipalities encompassing Warwick School District). (2) Identify significant 

historic resources of interest to each municipality to assist with future planning activities. (3) 

Provide the results of the historic resource survey in GIS and database formats for immediate use 

by the municipalities and Lancaster County. 

 

This report, and the accompanying database and maps, are the product of the research and results 

of RETTEW. Within the report, RETTEW addresses the requests of the client and creates a basis 

for future use and activities. This cultural resource study includes the consideration of the history 

of the area, the creation of historic contexts, the development of a database of survey results, 

identification of significant historic properties and potential historic districts, and the 

development of recommendations for Warwick Township. 

 

This report summarizes the methodology and justification for the survey portion of the 

deliverables. It is the intent of the report to describe the project and need, identify the survey 

methodology, create a historical overview, summarize the results, and develop recommendations 

for the use of the survey results. The study expands the current perception of historic resources 

within the municipalities, which initially included only a small portion of the actual number of 

properties in the study area recorded at the state and national level. This report develops the 

known history of the area and creates a platform for identifying and protecting historic resources 

within the municipalities. 
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1.0 PROJECT NEED AND DESCRIPTION 

 

1.1 Project Need and Description 

The Warwick Historical Survey; Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough, 

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, conducted by RETTEW was contracted by Warwick Township 

in 2006. It was the expressed interest of the client to develop a better understanding of the history 

and resources and to utilize a comprehensive database inventory of the resources in the three 

municipalities. 

 

The project was executed with the intent to identify the historic cultural heritage of Warwick 

Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough. The survey results were compiled in this 

report for Warwick Township, the client, in order to consider the heritage and historic resources 

of the area and assist in planning and future projects involving heritage. The project incorporated 

several goals including (1) Complete a comprehensive survey of historic resources in Warwick 

Township, Lititz Borough, and Elizabeth Township (the municipalities encompassing Warwick 

School District). (2) Identify significant historic resources of interest to each municipality to 

assist with future planning activities. (3) Provide the results of the historic resource survey in 

GIS and database formats for immediate use by the municipalities and Lancaster County. This 

resource survey report highlights the findings and conclusions of the project.  

 

1.2 Project Area 

The survey area of the project included the municipalities of Warwick Township, Elizabeth 

Township, and Lititz Borough. The three municipalities are a part of the Warwick School 

District. The project area was designed by the client for the purposes of their future planning 
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activities. The survey was defined and completed with the given specifications. All properties at 

least 50 years old were surveyed, recorded, and photographed in a results database. 

 

The project area consists of mostly rural land. Several small towns make up a portion of the 

municipality, each identified with potential historic districts. The topography consists of mostly 

rural land with rolling hills and the South Mountain border between Warwick and Elizabeth 

Townships. The total acreage of the project area is approximately 25,526 acres. Within the 

project area 3,138 parcel properties over 50 years old were surveyed.  This includes 1,087 

properties in Warwick Township, 377 properties in Elizabeth Township, and 1,674 properties in 

Lititz Borough. A total of 4,570 resources, both primary and secondary resources, at least 50 

years old were surveyed. 
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2.0 SURVEY METHODOLOGY 

 

2.1 Survey 

A step by step process was developed in order to accomplish the goals of the project. A database 

was created to facilitate the recordation of buildings. The fieldwork was executed with a 

programmable Tablet PC. Preliminary research was conducted throughout the project as a basis 

to develop assessment of the resources. A report completed the project with the intent to identify 

the process, present research findings, and develop recommendations for the survey results.   

 

2.2 Mapping and Database  

The Lancaster County Historic database was used as the foundation for this project.  

Modifications to this database were necessary to correct technical issues and to tailor the 

database to the needs of the municipalities. The resulting database structure is the product of GIS 

Analysts at RETTEW. To enable the best manageability, a separate database was created to 

house the information for each of the municipalities involved.  Therefore, the final product 

consists of three separate databases, along with corresponding photo images for each 

municipality. The photos are provided in both low and high resolution JPG format, with the low 

resolution photos linking to the corresponding database. All photo and resource information is 

geographically identifiable through x and y coordinates points stored within the database for 

each municipality, allowing for linking to a geodatabase. The data contained within these 

databases has the potential to be queried, or searched, for specific information as desired by the 

municipalities involved. 
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2.3 Fieldwork 

The survey portion of the project made use of GIS mapping technology and compiled the results 

into a database accessible to Warwick Township and Lancaster County. The survey project 

encompassed a large area of land, although not all areas were densely populated. The majority of 

work was completed as efficiently as possible by surveying all previously identified properties in 

the general geographic area.  

 

The field survey team conducted a reconnaissance level survey of all resources at least 50 years 

old within the determined boundaries of the project area. A total of 3,138 properties were 

surveyed and recorded. This includes 1,087 in Warwick Township, 377 in Elizabeth Township, 

and 1,674 in Lititz Borough. Individual properties were surveyed in a window shield survey. All 

resources were recorded on a Tablet PC tablet (Figure 1). A tax parcel overlay was used to 

identify these properties (Figures 2 and 3). Each property was photographed with a digital 

camera from the closest public right-of-way, with the intent to give the most informative view of 

the resource. If possible, at least one photograph was taken from a 45 degree angle, showing the 

front façade and one side of the resource. The photographs were then correlated to a form on the 

Tablet PC. The Tablet PC application includes fields identified prior to the start of work. The 

fields include basic features, attributes that are identified on the Pennsylvania Historic Resource 

Survey (PHRS) form, sections for description, and an eligibility field. The resources were 

mapped on GIS software linked to the form field on the tablet. All information was recorded on-

site and verified in the office.  
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FIGURE 1 

Tablet PC Data Entry Form 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 
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FIGURE 2 

Tablet PC Overlay 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 
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FIGURE 3 

Tablet PC Overlay Close-up 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 
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2.4 Background Research 

Research began with the collection of materials that addressed the broad history of Warwick 

Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough. These sources were gathered based on 

review of special collections, maps and library materials in the Lancaster County Historical 

Society, the Lititz Public Library, collections held by Gladys Crowl for the Lititz Historical 

Foundation, the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC), and the 

Commonwealth Library of Pennsylvania. Maps were consulted to document changes to the 

landscape throughout time. County histories, biographical sources, relevant texts, documents, 

and local publications were the basis for the report.  

 

2.5 Eligibility Determinations 

After a basis for the study area was established, a review of resources at the Pennsylvania 

Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC), Bureau of Historic Preservation (BHP) revealed 

recordation of several historic resources and archaeological reports within the three study areas. 

Within the study areas, 133 Pennsylvania Historic Resource Survey Forms (PHRSF) were on 

file. Of these evaluated sites, 2 are National Historic Landmarks, 15 are Listed on the National 

Register, 12 are eligible, 17 are ineligible, and 87 have undetermined status. Additionally, 2 

archaeological surveys and 10 archaeological sites were identified in the study area. 

 

A numbering system was utilized to indicate the recommendation for evaluation. The system is 

based on a class system, I, II, or III. I is the RETTEW recommendation for a resource that is 

eligible for the National Register, a II indicates the resource may be eligible or the status is 

undetermined, a III is the RETTEW recommendation for ineligible for the National Register. 
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The recommendations are not definitive evaluations until the results are reviewed by the PHMC. 

However, in order to indicate possible resources of interest for future surveys, planning 

activities, or submissions to the PHMC, RETTEW recommended eligibility.  

  

Based on the review of files at the PHMC, it was decided that the PHMC evaluated resources 

should be recorded according to the PHMC eligibility in the field survey report and database. 

Therefore, initially 29 resources were eligible, based on the numbering system developed for the 

report. Additionally, resources with significant information available from the background 

research in secondary sources that indicated the possibility of significance were also 

recommended eligible. Further, other resources were assigned eligibility through the numbering 

system, based on integrity and context. 

 

2.6 Historic District Proposal 

Proposed districts were identified based on the present historic district and research that 

indicated the presence of historic village areas. The presence of structures dated 50 years or older 

was a main criterion in the determination of the proposed new historic district boundaries. 

Modern infill was also a factor in boundary determination. Areas where modern structures have 

negatively impacted the original historic landscape were considered to be ineligible as part of the 

proposed new historic district. The results of the survey indicate a significant expansion of the 

existing perimeter of Lititz Borough and the addition of three new historic districts in Warwick 

Township – the Brunnerville, the Millway, and the Rothsville Historic Districts.  
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2.7 Report 

This report was generated for Warwick Township, as an assessment of the historical resources in 

Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough. The goals of this report were to 

complete a comprehensive survey of the municipalities encompassing Warwick School District 

and to identify significant historic resources of interest to each municipality for future planning 

projects. In addition to the survey results, historical contexts of each of the municipalities have 

been developed. These contexts place significance on the general history of each municipality 

through the themes. RETTEW has identified possible historic districts in order to place 

significance on areas of particular historical importance. Recommendations for future projects 

are set out so that Warwick Township can interpret the results in an informed manner in order to 

guide their future projects and planning. The report was the culminating phase of work for 

Warwick Township, completed after background research, survey, and analysis of resources.  
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3.0 HISTORICAL OVERVIEW 

3.1 Summary of Previous Documentation 

The basis for this report included previously surveyed historic resources and historic and 

contemporary texts, maps, narratives, and records. The available resources were procured, 

analyzed, and synthesized for the purposes of the field survey, database, and this report. The map 

research aided in the identification of areas important as potential historic districts, while 

municipal histories were used to develop historic contexts, which support assumptions about 

significance and eligibility. This section contains a cursory overview of the findings of initial 

research using historic maps and historic and contemporary texts and histories. 

 

3.2 Map research 

The early history of Lancaster County is known from historic written records that place 

importance on locations and events. Early maps supplement this information and help to create a 

context. Three sets of Lancaster County maps, from 1864, 1875, and 1899, were utilized to gain 

an understanding of the settlement and use of the land that is presently Warwick Township, 

Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough. Sections from the various county atlases depict 

individual municipalities and, in some cases, details of specific towns within those 

municipalities. 

 

The changes of the general area are evident from the differences between a map taken from A 

Brief History of Lancaster County of how Lancaster County was divided in 1729 and the 

municipal divisions today (Figure 4). At this point, rough sketches of landscape features were 

known, and they remain very similar to conditions today. However, portions of Lebanon County,  



 

FIGURE 4 

Historic Map 

Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1729 Map of Lancaster County 

 

Clare 
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Dauphin County and Berks County were originally considered part of Lancaster County. On a 

local level, Warwick Township in 1729 consisted of Elizabeth Township and several other 

municipalities not yet divided: Penn Township, Elizabeth Township, and Clay Township. At the 

time, Warwick Township was bound by South Mountain to the north and several streams, 

tributaries of the Susquehanna River, flowed into the township. 

 

The 1864 Bridgen's Atlas of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania map of Warwick Township shows 

the extent of township divisions compared to 1729 (Figures 5 and 6). Though several townships 

continue to surround Warwick at this time, the area is much smaller. Elizabeth Township is now 

situated on the map north of Warwick and other townships have been established. Lititz Borough 

is depicted as a large town and several small towns, including Mill Port, New Haven, Rothsville, 

Brunerville, and Lexington are beginning to develop. A main stream, a tributary of the 

Susquehanna River, runs through the center of the township and continues adjacent to Lititz 

Borough. This mode of transportation was likely a prime reason of the continued success of the 

town and the Township. The names of individual property owners are marked on the map. These 

names continue in some locations on maps of a later date. These trends in population are useful 

in tracing the occupation and settlement of prominent families.  

 

The 1875 maps from the 1875 Historical Atlas of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania show that in a 

matter of nine years the population of the area grew dramatically (Figures 7-9). The population 

growth is most significant in the small towns. Distinctly, the population congestion is noticeable 

around the six towns that started to show growth in 1864. There are still agricultural areas, but 

several additional properties are identified with owner’s names. The boundaries of the township



 

FIGURE 5 

Historic Map 

Warwick Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1864 Map of Warwick 

Township 

Bridgens 

 

N 



 

FIGURE 6 

Historic Map 

Elizabeth Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1864 Map of  

Elizabeth Township 

Bridgens 

 



 

FIGURE 7 

Historic Map 

Warwick Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1875 Map of  

Warwick Township 

Everts and Stewart 
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FIGURE 8 

Historic Map 

Lititz Borough, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1875 Map of  

Lititz Borough  

Everts and Stewart 
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FIGURE 9 

Historic Map 

Elizabeth Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1875 Map of 

Elizabeth Township 

Everts and Stewart 
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did not change in this nine year period. Most of the local and major roads are consistent with the 

1864 map. A map of Lititz drawn up in 1875 identifies specific lots and church properties. 

Moravian ownership can be identified on several large plots of land, churches, and areas along 

Lititz Spring and the Reading and Columbia Railroad. It is noted that Buch, Brubaker, Graver, 

Bollinger, Evans, and Dutt all had land surrounding the town of Warwick and Lititz Borough. In 

sum, within nine years, although the boundaries of Warwick Township and Elizabeth Township 

did not change, the internal composition did.  

 

In an 1899 map from the Atlas of Surveys of the County of Lancaster, State of Pennsylvania, 

1899, the municipalities more readily resemble how they look today (Figures 10-12). Minor 

changes in features and property distributions have occurred. Yet, features from very early maps 

still exist including post offices, waterways, major and minor roads, railroads, and major 

properties. Lititz Borough and the Village of Warwick in the detail map have been further 

developed with individual properties. The cemetery is still in the same general location, but has 

extended across Lemon Street and a park has been added. The general footprint of the local roads 

within the borough is the same. Elizabeth Township includes most of the same properties on 

earlier maps. Although not all the properties are noted with land ownership, the footprint of most 

buildings is still evident. 

 

Modern USGS maps from 1995 and 1999 show the major improvements to the municipalities 

(Figures 13-15). Although individual properties are not noted on this map, areas of high 

population within the townships can be inferred from the town boundaries. Lititz Borough 

population density extends in sections outside of the actual borough. Linden Hall is one feature  



 

     

FIGURE 10 

Historic Map 

Warwick Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1899 Map of  

Warwick Township 

Graves and Steinberger 

 



             

FIGURE 11 

Historic Map 

Lititz Borough, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1899 Map of  

Lititz Borough 

Graves and Steinberger 

 



      

FIGURE 12 

Historic Map 

Elizabeth Township, Lancaster County, PA 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

1899 Map of  

Elizabeth Township 

Graves and Steinberger 
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that is still identified on these recent Lititz maps. Slight road improvements are noticeable on all 

maps compared to the maps at the end of the 19
th
 century. 

 

3.3 Warwick Township 

The area now known as Warwick Township was originally settled by Richard Carter, a 

wheelwright and bachelor of good financial status. He settled near the mouth of the Conestoga 

Creek in roughly 1716. Robert Wilkins was the second known pioneer in the area, settling on 

adjoining land. Both moved in 1717 or 1718, Wilkins to a spot along the east bank of the 

Susquehanna River in what is now Marietta and Carter to a point further up Conestoga Creek 

(Klein: 1924, 184).  

 

Pioneer families had no trouble finding food, but the options were limited. Most often pork was 

the best option for meat. Trapping was essential for substitutes. Small gardens were cultivated 

for vegetables, though corn was not grown at first. Beef was rarely an option. In addition, flax 

was commonly grown. Often the mill was the center of the community, and it was often 

accompanied by a tavern. However, most farmers made their own whiskey.  

 

Warwick Township was established at the inception of the formation of Lancaster County. It 

drew its roots and name when Lancaster County became independent of Chester County on May 

10, 1729. John Postlethwait’s residence was the site where magistrates of the area met to define 

the townships of Lancaster. Richard Carter, the first settler in the township, named the township 

in recognition of his place of residence in England, Warwickshire, and the boundaries were 

defined on June 9, 1729. Carter became the first magistrate of Warwick Township. On August 5, 
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1729, the Court of Quarter Sessions approved the boundary definition. The area was much bigger 

than it is today, originally encompassing 62,533 acres including townships later known as 

Elizabeth, Penn, and Clay, in addition to present day Warwick. The boundaries of, and areas of, 

land included in Warwick Township changed numerous times throughout the course of its 

history (Ellis and Evans: 1883, 1071). The establishment of Elizabeth Township is detailed in a 

later section. Penn Township formed in 1846 from portions of the western part of Warwick 

Township. Although it was proposed that the area would be named West Warwick, it was 

decided before the issue was confirmed that the township should be named after the first 

proprietor of Pennsylvania, and thus was called Penn Township.  

 

3.4 Lititz Borough 

The Borough of Lititz was part of Warwick Township when the first boundaries were developed. 

Lititz was later devoted to a religious group, know as the Moravians. The tract of land was 

owned entirely by the Moravian Brethren and was designated for both the secular and religious 

interests of the community. The plan of the village was originally made in 1757 by Rev. 

Nathaniel Seidel and John Reuter, named at its beginning for a village in Bohemia. The name 

originally given was Litiz, though after some confusion over the correct spelling in later years, it 

was renamed Lititz. Early settlers began occupying the area in 1754 (Ellis and Evans 1883: 

1074).  

 

The church was a conception of Count Zinzendorf, the patron of the Renewed Church of the 

United Brethren, also known as the Moravians. In 1742, he moved from the established 

Moravian settlement at Bethlehem westward visiting the Schwenfelders and other sects. When 
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he got to Lancaster County he met Jacob Huber of Warwick Township. George Kline, another 

resident of the area and a proud Lutheran, discouraged others from hearing Zinzendorf speak. 

The following day, understanding his misstep, Kline traveled to Lancaster to hear Zinzendorf 

speak at the court house. Kline was impressed with the speaker and encouraged him to return or 

send another that could speak like him. Jacob Lischy was sent and meetings began in the homes 

of the residents of the area (Klein 1924: 243-245).  

   

Kline deeded 491 acres of his land to the congregation. A log structure on his former property 

was the first church. The log structure stood near a road to Lancaster near an old graveyard. The 

church was dedicated to St. James, and was named St. James Church by Rev. Nyberg on the 

festival of St. James. Monthly services were held here until 1746, when he left the Lancaster 

congregation. In 1745, the construction of a school, meeting house, a Gemeinhaus, and a 

dwelling for the minister was discussed. Several contributors assisted in the financing and 

creation of the structure, and in 1748 the school was opened (Klein 1924: 243-245).  

 

The Moravian settlement continued to grow and become a self-sufficient community. The town 

was overseen by an Augseher Collegium, a committee that ruled all facets of life. Every decision 

of the residents, from occupation changes to receiving visitors, had to be approved by this 

governing body. Only Moravians were permitted to live in the town. The idea was to establish a 

utopian atmosphere with common religious and philosophical ideals. The land was leased to the 

congregation. In 1855, the system changed and homes were to be purchased for 50 dollars. It was 

then that the town decided to allow non-Moravians to live alongside the Moravians (Van 

Brookhoven 1996: 1). 
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3.5 Elizabeth Township 

Elizabeth Township was part of Warwick before it became its own entity. It is believed that 

Robert Old, an ironmaster in the county, named the township after Queen Elizabeth. Other 

stories indicate that it may, in fact, have been named after Ironmaster Steigel’s wife and furnaces 

(Klein: 1924, 185). In 1757, at its organization, Elizabeth Township did not have clear 

boundaries. The township was described with vague descriptions of extents. Only the fact that it 

“bounded upon Heidelberg Township,” was clear. The issue of taxation and the confusion over 

which township residents belonged to gave way to disputes. In 1766, some of these issues were 

resolved with the inclusion of fifty more farms from Warwick Township; however, three years 

later the boundary was restored to the original (Ellis and Evans: 1883). Additional changes 

occurred in 1813, when Lebanon County annexed part of Lancaster County. Then in 1815, 

Elizabeth Township was given parts of Warwick and Cocalico Townships (Klein: 1924; 184-

185). 

 

In 1880, the population of the township was 1,045, mainly Pennsylvania Dutch residents. Before 

a division to Clay Township in 1,853, the population was 9,921. The main industries were 

farming-related, with staple crops of wheat, corn, oats, and tobacco. Several iron manufacturing 

furnaces, Hopewell and Speedwell Forges and Elizabeth Furnace, supported an important 

industry, but were out of business by 1857 (Ellis and Evans: 1883). 
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4.0 HISTORIC CONTEXTS 

The contexts, or themes, listed in this section are particular to the municipalities involved in this 

project. While not all municipalities are characterized by every theme, it is worth noting the 

general historic context of the area. It is important to note that there is an inter-relationship 

between the contexts of the municipalities. This information can be used to begin to develop the 

relationship between architecture and people, events, and construction technology in history. The 

contexts were used as a guide to identify significance in the database and provide a template for 

future research. 

 

4.1 Agricultural Context 

The study area is a largely rural area with farms across the townships. The heritage of the historic 

working farms is of considerable importance to the area as a whole. As noted in the section on 

map research, the area has developed slowly since the mid-1900s. Identifying the significance of 

the farms and their value to the larger area is important to provide a comprehensive assessment 

of the area and to guide future activities. 

 

Although there is not a large amount of research on the history of farming in the municipalities, 

an agricultural context has already been defined for Lancaster County in the “Historic Farming 

Resources of Lancaster County” Multiple Property Documentation Form (APPENDIX A). The 

Multiple Property Documentation Form illustrates the conclusions of seminal research on the 

topic of agricultural resources in Lancaster County. It develops a historic context and guidelines 

for evaluating resources that are being considered for eligibility on national and state registers. 

This type of documentation is invaluable in creating a basis for evaluating and considering 
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historic resources.  Please refer to the attached Multiple Property Documentation Form for 

“Historic Farming Resources of Lancaster County” for guidance on the evaluation farming 

resources within the municipalities. 

 

Elizabeth Township Farm 

 

4.2 Industrial Context 

4.21 Lititz 

Industry in Lititz began with the Moravians, when they built a sawmill, a gristmill, a potash 

factory, and several other industry-related facilities. A blacksmith in Lititz, John Henry Rauch, 

made the first screw augers, a tool still being used today. Another noted individual was David 

Tannenberg who manufactured organs and pianos (Reedy 2006, 46). The nature of the 

Moravians was to work together to create a self-sufficient community. Most services and needs 

were met within the community, but together they also provided services for the larger area.  
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Lititz is well known as the location of the first manufacturer of pretzels (bretzels). John William 

Rauch and his son, Henry Rauch, are well noted for pioneering efforts in the United States, and 

Henry’s apprentice Julius Sturgis and his partner Jacob Kramer became independent bretzel 

manufacturers in Lititz in 1861, creating a large market for production. 

 

 

Julius Sturgis Pretzel House 

 

Grain was an important industry in Lititz. A malt-house was erected on Broad Street, near 

Carter’s run. After a chain of successive ownership, it became a tobacco warehouse, yet another 

industry in the area (Reedy 2006, 46). 

 

The Lititz Plow Company, in 1880, was the first incorporated industry. This industry was not 

successful and was liquidated. The building was later used by the Lititz Bed Spring Company. 

With the establishment of the Keystone Underwear Mills in Lititz in 1898, Lititz once again 

became a hub of industry. The company distributed its product across the United States and 

Europe (Klein 1924, 249).  
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The Lititz Condensed Milk Company was formed in 1899 and then consolidated with the 

Excelsior Confectionery Company as the Kendig Manufacturing Company. The company 

manufactured cocoa and chocolate to meet demands (Klein 1924, 249). 

 

In the early 1900s, Lititz was known for its presence in industry. The Wellington Manufacturing 

Company was organized in 1902; later the Wellington Starch company was very successful in 

domestic and foreign markets. The Lititz Lithographing Company in 1905 manufactured paper 

boxes. Tobacco curing was a prosperous industry in Lititz. Several cigar manufactures, as well as 

cigar box manufacturers were in business. The Lititz Planning Mill manufactured wood products 

and was a prominent and successful business in Lititz. Other businesses of this time period 

included safe manufacturers, pretzel bakeries, a planning mill, and a cement works (Klein 1924, 

250).  

 

Wellington Manufacturing Company Building 
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4.22 Elizabeth Township 

Elizabeth Township was known for its forges. In approximately 1750, John Jacob Huber erected 

Elizabeth Furnace on Furnace Run, a tributary of Middle Creek. Huber, a German American, 

continued the manufacture of iron. The business was bought by his son-in-law in 1757 and 

partners, John Barr and Alexander and Charles Stedman. Steigel is believed to have erected a 

new furnace under the same name as his father-in-law’s furnace, Elizabeth. Elizabeth Township 

may have been given its name because of the furnaces, which were the main industry in the area 

(Klein 1924, 510). 

 

Speedwell forge was located on Hammer Creek, in what is now Elizabeth Township, It is located 

about three-and-a-half miles from Elizabeth Furnace. It was built by James Old and David 

Caldwell in the 1750s. The forge property included 1,700 acres of land. Another forge, that is not 

well noted, was Hopewell forge (Ellis and Evans 1883, 308).  

 

Speedwell Forge Mansion 
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Several mills and manufactories were started in Elizabeth Township. Four flour and grist-mills, 

one independent grist-mill, and one saw-mill have been noted as historic to the area. All were run 

by water-power. A flour and grist-mill, located on Hammer’s Creek, may have been erected in 

1776 by J. Stauffer. A saw-mill was active in connection with the flour and grist-mill (Klein 

1924, 831).   

 

Zartman Mill 

 

4.3 Religious Context 

4.31 Moravians – Lititz 

The Moravians of Lititz were an important entity during the early years of the area and the 

foundation of the town. Their presence across eastern Pennsylvania, including Bethlehem and 

Nazareth, is an important theme for local and state history. The music and schools of Lititz are 

well revered. The Moravian religion and their settlement in Lititz drew followers from the area 

into an exclusive settlement. Their religious belief and practice contributed to the broad diversity 

of religion in the area.  
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Moravian Church 

 

The Moravians tried to create a utopian environment, entirely self-sufficient and coexisting with 

like religious and philosophical beliefs. A controlled environment, dictated work and social life, 

school, and all decision making. Their beliefs developed from European religious beliefs 

established by Jan Hus in Bohemia, who wished to return to simpler practices of Christianity. As 

a whole they emphasize conduct rather than doctrine, and governance by synods. The 

community was strict and only allowed members to move there. Most functions were performed 

within the community, making it self-sufficient. In 1855, individuals who were not members of 

the congregation were allowed into the community.  

 

The Moravian settlements of Bethlehem and Nazareth were established in eastern Pennsylvania. 

It was their goal to continue gathering followers. It was in the mid-1700s that Count Zinzendorf 

moved westward toward Lancaster to preach the teachings of the church. One early Lititz 

resident, George Kline, heard Zinzendorf speak and devoted himself to the church, deeding all 

his land to establish a settlement, Lititz. The settlement continued to grow followers and 
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buildings for the function of the community. The first school, meeting house, and preacher’s 

residence was located on George Kline’s property in a small building. Other, typical Moravian 

structures were built to facilitate the growing congregation. A Sisters’ house, now part of Linden 

Hall Junior College, and the Brethren’s house, now part of the Moravian Sunday School 

building, were essential structures for the community. Both unmarried men and women were 

relegated to these buildings to live and learn trades, although they were not required to live there. 

The brothers worked a carding mill, still standing on North Oak Street, while the sisters made 

needlework, embroidery, hosiery, and confectionery. Another integral building was the church. 

In 1759, after the union of the Warwick and Lititz Moravian congregations, a Gemeinhaus, or 

parsonage, was built. St. James Church, the original church, stood on Klein’s property and was 

used for a number of years, until it fell into disrepair. In 1787, a new church was erected and still 

functions today (Huebener 1947: 7-8). Additionally, in 1770, 18 houses dotted the town. A 

general store, an inn, an apothecary, a potash factory, and a saw mill all contributed to the town’s 

economy. These buildings were typical of a Moravian settlement and were essential to the ideas 

about community planning and life.    
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St. James Church 

 

 

 

Moravian General Store 

 

There is also a general context for several other religions in the area, including Dunkards, 

Mennonites, Lutherans, Reformed, and Catholics. The first non-Moravian church in Lititz was 

built in 1874 and named the Trinity Evangelical Congregational Church. However, roots of the 
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practice of this religion can be traced back to 1816, when the followers of Jacob Albright found 

other homes and buildings to worship in (Reedy 2006, 32). At the turn of the 20
th
 century, many 

years after the Moravians first started renting to non-Moravians, various religions built their own 

churches and still continue to practice in Lititz today. 

 

4.4 Educational Context 

4.41 Warwick Township 

Early on, school was often held in churches, including the old Warwick church. The first school 

in the township, started in 1748 or 1749, was run by Rev. Leonard Schnell, a Moravian Minister. 

A parochial school was held by the Brickerville congregation in Elizabeth Township. Peter 

Wieland’s old mill on Middle Creek, in Clay Township, was used as a school house in 1787. 

Several other schools developed: The Durlach schoolhouse for Mennonite, Lutheran, and 

Reformed children, the Wood Corner schoolhouse, and many others in the area. Free schools 

were first introduced in about 1843. The school tax was assessed at 5 cents on every 100 dollars 

of the assessed valuation. Many refused to pay taxes, which complicated the matters of getting 

children education. It wasn’t until 1847, or possibly even 1854, that the common school system 

was adopted (Ellis and Evans 1883, 832). 

 

4.42 Lititz 

Lititz is known as an educational center, and its educational context began in 1748, when the 

Gemeinhaus School for boys and girls was built. Moravian schools in Lititz were highly 

regarded and students from Baltimore and areas farther removed attended the schools. The 

Moravian school separated girls and boys schools in 1766. The result was an open woman’s 
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school that drew girls from across the country early on. The development of a public school 

system in 1852 did not dissolve the private schools. They continued to hold classes and draw 

individuals from across the country.  

 

The first school in Lititz was the Moravian Gemeinhaus School for boys and girls which 

continued to be used from 1748 to 1766. The school was then split to accommodate girls in a 

Sisters’ House. The boys continued to use the Gemeinhaus. The log Gemeinhaus was dismantled 

and moved to East Main and Water Streets, and continued to be used by the boys. The Sisters’ 

House, later to be named Linden Hall, took on a student from Baltimore in 1794. The girl’s 

school is the second oldest girl’s school in the country, just behind another Moravian school in 

Bethlehem.  

                           Linden Hall 

The John Beck School was started in 1815 as 

a school for boys. The school started in a 

blacksmith’s shop and potash factory on the 

west side of the Moravian Church Square. 

The school took a number of students from 

Baltimore. In 1822, a larger building was 

constructed and later incorporated the 

Moravian Brethren’s House. The boys boarded in private homes in the area. The school changed 

hands to Rickert and Hepp in 1865 and continued with limited enrollment into 1881.  
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Abraham R. Beck, John Beck’s son, started the Beck Family School for boys in 1865. The 

building where classes were held, a large mansion, is located at 125 S. Broad Street. The school 

continued to hold classes until 1895. Only fifteen boys were admitted each year, often they were 

of very high status. 

 

A girl’s school, Sunnyside College, was built and overseen by Julius Theodore Beckler at 125-

129 East Main Street. It was in session for only a few years. 

 

The public school system was put into effect in Lititz in 1852 with a primary school. A High 

School was built in 1870 and was enlarged several times. The school is located at the northwest 

corner of Orange and South Cedar Streets (Lititz 1756-1956, 1956). 

 

4.43 Elizabeth Township 

Similar to the other schools systems in the area, Elizabeth Township had an early school system 

for children. The Brickerville congregation held a parochial school in Elizabeth Township, which 

students from Warwick Township also attended.  

 

The first public school was adopted in 1847 with a board of directors. The Board of Directors 

included, John Beamesderfer, Ezra Nissler, Martin Weidman, Hiram Erb, Galsel Baer, and 

Samuel Eberly. A number of individuals refused to pay taxes, but enforcement in 1852 ensured 

the school had proper funding. In 1848, the pay for teachers was 22 dollars a month. The 

teachers at this time were George Benjamin, Galsel Baer, John B. Nissler, Levi Young, and John 

Bright (Ellis and Evans 1883, 831).  
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5.0 ARCHITECTURAL STYLES 

The architecture of Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough draws 

influence from buildings throughout Pennsylvania. Traditions follow European example in many 

cases, but the styles are uniquely American. The architecture is varied throughout the 

municipalities, consisting of buildings that show the breadth of architecture in America from the 

beginning of colonization to the present day.  

 

The styles outlined below are indicative of historic architecture in the municipalities. Although 

certain high or low styles are depicted, there is often a range in the variability of uniqueness or 

commonality to all styles. Certain buildings may represent only a few components of a distinct 

example of a style. Others contain features consistent with two or several styles. The guide 

below is the basis for the classification of architecture in the current study.  
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5.111 Colonial 

 

This style is characterized by steep gable roofs, central chimneys, and asymmetrical window 

arrangements. Log or half-timbered construction dominates. Occasionally, stone or brick is used 

over timber construction. There are variations of plan, configuration, and façade, although most 

conform to the general rules listed. The dates of construction for this style are roughly 1720 to 

1780, although periods of construction for this and all styles vary, depending on patterns of 

settlement, area trends, materials, and technology. 
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5.112 German Vernacular 

 

Pennsylvania German Vernacular (1780-1920) houses often include a gable roof, four bays, and 

two prominent front doors. Decorative trim may accent the façade. Most houses are of stone and 

the technology originates from German speaking regions. Brick, over wood, was a marker of 

status. In this survey, Pennsylvania German Vernacular was used to define structures identifiable 

by the traits listed here. Vernacular architecture is used to describe the local and common 

materials and methods used because of availability and local tradition. On many occasions the 

term was used for structures on rural farmsteads. Identification by this style indicates the use of 

methods or materials passed down through many generations, and although these methods and 

materials have evolved, they are based on construction precedents typical of German speakers in 

Europe. 
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5.114 Georgian 

 

The Georgian style was dominant in the English colonies and grew from precedents of the Italian 

Renaissance, which used classical details. This style of structure, built commonly from 1700-

1840, have several basic components. The gable roof is often accompanied by end chimneys. 

The front façade is usually three or five symmetrical bays. The front door holds importance and 

is often adorned with trim. The typical plan of a Georgian structure is called the Georgian plan, 

or a plan with a formal stair hall. Georgian architecture may include paneled front doors with a 

transom, an emphasized cornice with moldings or dentils, and double-hung sashes with multiple 

panes per sash.  
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5.113 Federal  

 

The Federal or Adam style was put into use in the mid-1790s in Lancaster County and continued 

to be used until the 1830s. It is an extension of the Georgian style with changes in several 

architectural details. Materials were the same, including the identifiable brick and stone. The 

buildings are two or three stories high with symmetry both on the exterior and interior. Several 

new architectural features defined the style as the predecessor of the Georgian style. Delicate 

woodwork, circular and oval forms and six-over-six double-hung sash windows were definitive 

of this new style. Other stylistic components include fanlights over an elaborate front door 

surround, steep pitched gable roofs, dormers, and bulls-eye lintels.  
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5.115 Greek Revival 

Greek Revival structures in Pennsylvania most often fall into a time frame between 1820 an 

1870. Prominent features include a front-facing, low pitch, gable roof with no dormers, and an 

entry portico with heavy, square or round columns, usually Doric, without bases, a broad band of 

trim, and frieze windows, which are often six-over-six. The plan of this style copies the Georgian 

plan. At the end of the 18
th
 century, there was an increasing interest in classical buildings in the 

United States and Europe. The interest looked at Roman models and archaeological 

investigations in the early 19
th
 century revealed Greek construction as the center of the classical 

world. In other instances, Greek Revival may be termed the National Style, extending from its 

popularity throughout the United States from 1830 to 1850. During this period several states 

experienced marked growth and construction, mostly in the Greek Revival style, including New 

York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Virginia. These states contain the largest concentrations 

of Greek Revival structures today. Philadelphia was among the first to build structures in the 

Greek Revival style. Although there may not be a large amount of Greek Revival structures in 

the three municipalities, several business and public building examples can be found in the area. 
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5.116 Gothic Revival 

Gothic Revival structures showed occurrence from 1840 to 1890 in Pennsylvania. The style was 

never as popular as Greek Revival or Italianate houses, but none-the-less they are found 

throughout the country. Often they include a steep gable roof with a steep, central cross gable. 

The structure may include pointed-arch openings, decorative bargeboards that extend into the 

gable, and often include a full-width porch or veranda. The style was expressed to be used in 

rural areas, as opposed to construction of urban dwellings. It was seen as compatible with the 

natural environment. In addition, the multiple gables and large porches did not accommodate 

small urban lots.  
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5.118 Italianate  

The Italianate style is a Victorian style which was introduced to Lancaster County in the 1850s, 

continued to be used until the 1890s. The style draws its origin from the Italian villas in central 

and northern Italy. Although Italianate houses can have either symmetrical or asymmetrical 

designs several architectural details are consistent. Dwellings are often two or three stories with 

low-pitched roofs and overhanging eaves with decorative brackets. The windows are tall and 

narrow, usually with arched or curved decorative crowns. Some public buildings include cupolas 

or towers centered on the roof. Variations of the typical Italianate style include Italianate Gothic 

and Italianate Row Houses.  
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5.119 Second Empire 

A Second Empire structure is easily identified by a steep mansard roof with dormers. Cornices 

with molding below the roof slope are common and decorative brackets are often present beneath 

the eaves. This style was popular in Pennsylvania between 1855 and 1910. The style was most 

prominent in the northeast, but examples surface across the country. The style was considered 

modern at the time, because it imitated in vogue French buildings. The roof accommodates extra 

storage room, and is functional in that respect. The style was used in both new construction and 

remodeling efforts. It was a very popular style for public buildings. 
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5.121 Queen Anne 

The Queen Anne style was prominent in Pennsylvania from 1860 to 1890. The roofs of Queen 

Anne structures are complex, containing a steep hipped roof with cross gables and decorative 

chimneys. Turrets may be present. The materials vary in range and combination. Often, a porch, 

veranda, or balcony with detailed spindlework supports is present.  Bay and oriel windows are 

often located on the structure. Stained glass may be present in fixed windows or the upper sash. 

This style borrowed many details from medieval models and extended from the designs of 

English architects.  
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5.122 Octagon Modern 

The Octagon style is readily recognizable from the eight-sided shape of the exterior. Most have 

low-pitched hipped roofs and overhanging eaves with brackets. Some examples have fewer or 

more sides and some are round. The style may include a cupola or porch. Dwellings are very rare 

and only several hundred from 1850 to 1860s survive.  
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5.123 Shingle 

In Pennsylvania the period when the Shingle style was at its height was from 1880 to 1910. 

Characteristic shingle sheathing with curved surfaces identifies this style. The roofline is often 

steep and complex or gambrel and may include eyelid dormers and overhanging eaves. The 

asymmetrical structure may include a polygonal or round tower. Porches, verandas, and 

balconies are common. Bay and oriel windows and round-arched openings may be present, as 

well as, sets of windows. The style is extremely variable in form. In many ways, Shingle style 

structures borrow from Queen Anne, Colonial Revival and Richardsonian Romanesque styles.  
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5.124 Colonial Revival 

The Colonial Revival style was a style constructed throughout the United States 1880 to 1955. 

The term is a reflection of the rebirth of English and Dutch houses in the eastern portion of the 

country. Georgian and Federal styles influenced the revival and the style draws from 

Postmedieval English or Dutch Colonial elements. The buildings exhibiting such details are 

rarely exact copies of the original style. Different versions of this style were a result of shifting 

trends in design. In recent years, the style has appeared in a more pure fashion. 

 

As there are variations, stylistic features listed here only indicate typical identifiers. Often a 

prominent front door with a decorative crown and pilasters and entry porch front the façade. 

Fanlights, sidelights may be components of the door surround. Double-hung sash windows with 

multi-pane glazing are often placed in pairs. 
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5.125 Classical Revival (Neoclassical) 

 

Neoclassical is an eclectic style dated to the time period between 1900 and 1920 in Pennsylvania. 

It is similar to Greek Revival structures, but it is often larger with a pedimented porch. The 

structures typically have Ionic or Corinthian capitals, often not found in Greek Revival 

examples. The façade is almost always symmetrical with a centrally placed door. The doorways 

typically have elaborate, decorative surrounds. The cornice usually has a boxed eave with a 

moderate overhang, dentils or modillions, and a wide frieze. The windows are rectangular with 

double-hung sashes. The may have six or nine panes or the variation of a multi-pane or singe-

pane upper sash and a single-pan lower sash.  
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5.126 Beaux Arts 

The Beaux Arts style was popular in public architecture, business buildings, churches, and 

houses in Pennsylvania from 1890 to 1930. It is identifiable by a flat parapeted or low hipped 

roof, its massive scale, and stone or brick materials. It often has a symmetrical design, paired 

columns on an entry porch, round-arched openings, and elaborate Renaissance details on the 

cornice lines, and sculpture. Classical quoins, pilasters, and columns are almost always found on 

Beaux Arts style structures. These structures are often landmarks and architect-designed in urban 

centers.   
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5.127 American Foursquare 

The American Foursquare style (1895-1930) developed in the post-Victorian era, though it drew 

its main influences from the Prairie style developed by Frank Lloyd Wright. It was particularly 

successful for small lots, often in more urban areas, because of its box-like massing. The design 

gave the buildings as much roominess as possible in a small area. Many mail order catalogs, 

including Sears, sold plans for this type of house.  

Craftsman, Queen Anne, Mission, and Colonial Revival elements and detailing can be identified 

on American Foursquare buildings. Consistently, the American Foursquare is a box-like 

building, two-and-a-half stories, with a four-room plan. Often, elements included a low, hipped 

roof with overhanging eaves, a large central dormer, full-width porch. The materials for 

construction can range from brick to stone, stucco, concrete block, or wood siding. 
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5.128 Bungalow 

The Bungalow is an architectural style that developed across the country in 1900 and continued 

in popularity until 1945 in Pennsylvania. The style was a hallmark of two Californians and given 

general publicity that carried it to the masses. Pattern books were offered to construct these 

homes, and offers of pre-cut lumber specific to the patterns made the style desirable. These 

buildings were accessible and a general vernacular style surfaced with few high-style examples 

on the east coast. The style may be referred to as Bungalow or Bungaloid and are part of the 

general Craftsman category. 

 

The distinct one-story or one-and-one-half-story style often includes a low-pitched gabled, 

occasionally hipped, roof with overhanging eaves. Often decorative beams and braces are added 

under the gables. Full or partial roofs are supported by tapered square columns or pedestals. A 

large central dormer may or may not be present.  
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5.129 Art Deco 

Art Deco structures built from 1925 to 1950 usually include a flat roof with a stepped parapet. 

Smooth surfaces are usually used. The windows are arranged between emphasized piers. 

Polychrome materials are often used. Identifying features include stylized geometric details and 

low-relief carving. The emphasis in Art Deco styling is on vertical extension. Art Deco structures 

were particularly popular for commercial buildings or apartment buildings.  
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5.130 Moderne 

Moderne structures of the time period 1930 to 1960 often contain a flat roof with a parapet and 

smooth surfaces similar to Art Deco styling. The emphasis in Moderne structures is horizontal 

with prominent rounded corners and bands of windows or glass block. Grooves or lines often 

extend horizontally on an asymmetrical façade. This is not a common style but houses were built 

in this style throughout the country. 
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5.131 Ranch (Prairie) 

The ranch style draws its inception from a style created in the 1930s by Californian architects. It 

developed from Spanish Colonial forms of the southwest and drew components from Craftsman 

and Prairie styles. By the 1940s, it was the most common style across the country and continued 

to be constructed until the 1960s. The use in most areas was a response to the increased use of 

the automobile. There was no longer a need to build on small lots next to streetcar lines and 

sprawling houses on larger lots in more suburban and rural areas became an option. Garages 

were added to the concept of the house.  

 

Commonly, the ranch style is identified by its one-story asymmetrical shape, and low-pitched 

roofs, often hipped or cross-gabled and occasionally side-gabled. The roofs may be boxed or 

open with exposed rafters. The cladding may be wood or brick or a combination of the two. 

Decorative iron or wooden porch supports are common, as well as, decorative shutters. Picture 

windows or ribbon windows are often placed on the façade.  
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5.134 Tudor Revival 

The Tudor style was used in the period from 1890 to 1950. A main characteristic is the steep roof 

with overlapping cross gables and a prominent chimney. It may be of brick or stone or with 

decorative half-timbering or stucco. It is often asymmetrical. The opening may be tall and 

narrow, or arched. Bands of multi-paned casement windows may be present. The style draws 

from traditions of thatch-roofed folk cottages and manor houses in the late medieval England. 

The American examples are often unique and incorporate vernacular elements from other 

traditions.  
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6.0 RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

6.1 Summary of Reconnaissance Survey 

  

Field survey concluded in January 2009. The reconnaissance survey identified 3,138 properties 

at least 50 years old. Within this 4,570 resources were identified, including outbuildings and 

adjunct structures. During the survey 1,853 resources in Warwick Township, 691 resources in 

Elizabeth Township, and 2,026 resources in Lititz Borough were documented. The results 

indicate that 1,559 eligible properties 857 undetermined properties, and 1,991 ineligible 

properties are within the survey area.  

 

6.2 Explanation of Significance 

Historic resources are evaluated by approving agencies for their eligibility for the National 

Register of Historic Places. Resources evaluated by State Historic Preservation Offices, in 

Pennsylvania the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC), and the National 

Park Service fall into one of three categories. Resources are evaluated eligible, ineligible, or 

undetermined. This determination is given based on the significance of the resource. The 

National Park Service and the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission, the federal and 

state approving agencies, concur or disagree with an applicant’s recommendation of eligibility 

and give the final determinations based on significance highlighted in four criteria set out by 

those agencies. The National Park Service identifies the significance of resources with the 

following criteria in consideration (Shrimpton 1997). 

 

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, 

and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess 
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integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, 

and:  

A. that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 

broad patterns of our history; or  

B. that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or  

C. that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 

construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic 

values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose 

components may lack individual distinction; or  

D. that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 

history.  

The recommendations of eligibility in the field survey results for each resource was determined 

by RETTEW using a class scale of I, II, or III. I indicates an eligible resource. III indicates an 

ineligible resource. II is assigned to resources that require further research and evaluation or are 

undetermined at this time. The determinations, based on significance, are the opinion of 

RETTEW and are subject to approval by the State Historic Preservation Office. Resources were 

categorized in one of three categories based on cursory historical research, integrity, architectural 

style, and context. The eligibility field in the database refers to present designation by the 

PHMC, if the resource has already been evaluated by that agency. 

 

One recommendation of this report is to continue the process of recognizing the resources within 

Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough, in order to provide protection, 
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place importance, and make information readily available to the public. The survey for this 

report was limited to evaluation by RETTEW. In order to become recognized by the PHMC 

additional work is necessary. A report similar to the one created for this project, the Bureau of 

Historic Preservation Comprehensive Survey Report, is submitted to the state for final 

evaluation. The report may include information set out in the PHMC Comprehensive Survey 

Guidelines (APPENDIX B). 

 

Additional research to identify the significance of resources in the project area may consist of 

review of local histories, biographical sources, census data, property maps and tax records, deed 

research, map review, and similar sources. The research would take place at local historical 

societies, local libraries, the state archives, the state library, and similar repositories.  

 

Integrity is defined as the ability of a property to convey its significance. A property must have 

integrity to be listed on the National Register. Integrity is assessed with seven aspects 

(Shrimpton 1997). Several, if not all, integrity aspects must be present to warrant eligibility for 

the National Register. Although some of the aspects are subjective, including feeling and 

association, most aspects can be identified as distinctly factoring or not factoring toward the 

overall integrity of a property. In the database, integrity is evaluated with a Y or N, indicating 

that: yes (Y), the resource has integrity or no (N), the resource does not have integrity. This 

evaluation helped to determine the RETTEW recommendations of eligibility. 

 

Location of a resource is the first aspect. A historic property is held to hold this qualification of 

integrity, if it is located where it was constructed or where the historic event occurred. A 
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property located in its original setting allows for understanding of the relationship between the 

property and the reason for its significance. 

 

Design is also an important aspect of integrity. Design includes all of the elements that create the 

form, plan, space, structure, and style of a property. Historically, these are the original 

conceptions at the time of creation. Design also includes elements such as the organization of 

space, proportion, scale, technology, ornamentation, and materials and conveys historic functions 

and technology. 

 

Setting, a third aspect, is the physical environment of a historic property. Location refers to a 

specific point on the landscape, while setting refers to the character of the place where the 

property had a historic role and the relationship with the surrounding features. The setting can 

relate the designer’s concept of space and aesthetic preference. Natural or manmade physical 

features can have this relationship with the historic property including topographic features, 

vegetation, manmade features, and open space.  

 

Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period 

of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. Materials are 

considered because their choice and combination can reveal the preference of those who created 

the property, availability, and technologies. A property must retain the key exterior materials 

from the period of significance.  
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Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any 

given period in history or prehistory. This is the physical representation of labor and skills of 

construction or alteration of a building, structure, object, or site. Workmanship includes the 

components of a property, finishes, detailing, and construction. This aspect of integrity reveals 

information about technology, aesthetic principles, and applications of practices and principles.  

 

Feeling is a property’s expression of aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time. It is 

the result of the historic character conveyed by the property.  

 

A last aspect of integrity is association. Association is the direct link between an important 

historic event or person and a historic property. If a property is located at the place of the historic 

event or where the activity took place and is able to physically convey that relationship, it has 

association.  

 

6.3 Potential Historic Districts 

Potential historic districts were identified in the course of the survey. The current Lititz Borough 

Historic District was extended to include additional properties (Figure 16). Three additional 

potential historic districts were identified. Historic districts for Brunnerville, Millway, and 

Rothsville were delineated and incorporated into this report (Figures 17-19).  

 

The basis for the decision relied on historic map research. The presence of properties in the 

towns throughout history was identified with available historic maps. A particular time period of 

development and significance was determined for each town. The historic districts were then  
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demarcated to include buildings that were present and contributed to the period of significance 

for the towns. The historic district proposal intends to identify the village setting of the towns 

during the historic stages of development within the communities. 

 

A total of 1,157 resources are determined eligible and contribute to the Lititz Borough Historic 

District. The proposed Millway Historic District, 31 acres, contains 37 contributing resources. 

The Brunnerville Historic District, within 34.5 acres, is acknowledged as having 78 resources 

that contribute to the district. The Rothsville Historic District contains 209 resources in the 78-

acre proposed historic district.  

 

The historic district plans were determined using the guidelines set out in National Register 

Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria and National Register Bulletin 12: 

Defining Boundaries for Historic Properties. The reports acknowledge a district as: 

 

a definable geographic area that can be distinguished from surrounding properties by 

changes such as density, scale, type, age, style of sites, buildings, structures, and objects, 

or by documented differences in patterns of historic development or associations. It is 

seldom defined, however, by the limits of current parcels of ownership, management, or 

planning boundaries. The boundaries must be based upon a shared relationship among the 

properties constituting the district (Shrimpton: 1990, 6). 

 

The historic districts were determined based on National Register Criteria, the significant 

association to persons, events, or engineering; or the possibility of research potential. This was 
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determined through historic research and previous documentation. In addition to a contiguous 

definition of significance, physical integrity and geographic features were used to delineate the 

boundaries. Geographic boundaries such as rivers, lakes, or major roads played a minor role in 

determining the boundaries. Visual changes in the difference of architectural style and time 

period and the condition of certain structures were a major consideration in defining the 

boundaries. 

 

6.4 Database Deliverable 

 

RETTEW developed a database for the use of Warwick Township. This database is the end 

result of the survey. All information gathered on the Tablet PC was downloaded, manipulated, 

and cross-checked in the database (Figures 20-22).  

 

The DVD included in this submission includes the results of the historic resource survey in 

Microsoft Access 2003 format. One database for each municipality is provided. A GIS point 

layer of historic resource locations is provided in shapefile format. A GIS polygon layer of 

potential historic district boundaries is also in shapefile format.  Digital photos for each historic 

resource are provided in both high and low resolution JPG formats.  A report summarizing the 

results of the historic resources survey is in PDF format.  Maps of proposed historic districts are 

in PDF format.  Maps of all resources and their eligibility rating per municipality are provided.   

 

RETTEW utilized the LCPC MS Access database provided and made appropriate modifications 

as needed.  No compatibility with the Lancaster database can be assumed.  The database can be 

viewed and edited in MS Access 2003.  Digital photos are viewable and linked within the Access 

database.  GIS shapefiles provided can be viewed in ESRI’s ArcGIS 9 software.   



 74 

FIGURE 20 

Database Entry Screen 

The Schropp House 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 

 



 75 

FIGURE 21 

Database Entry Screen 

The Schropp House 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 
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FIGURE 22 

Database Entry Screen 

The Schropp House 
RETTEW Project No. 06-01731-003 
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7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS  

This project included several goals (1) Complete a comprehensive survey of historic resources in 

Warwick Township, Lititz Borough, and Elizabeth Township (the municipalities encompassing 

Warwick School District). (2) Identify significant historic resources of interest to each 

municipality to assist with future planning activities. (3) Provide the results of the historic 

resource survey in GIS and database format for immediate use by the municipalities and 

Lancaster County. This resource survey is a preliminary report and findings on the background 

and significance of resources in the three municipalities. A logical extension of this report 

includes more detailed understating of the resources, recordation of individual properties, and 

submission to the PHMC.  

 

7.1 Municipal Planning  

The results of this survey may assist in planning activities for the municipalities. The 

implementation of a plan for a local historic register, provisions in planning codes, and 

provisions for the protection of the identified historic resources are recommended steps. A 

further step would be the development of a comprehensive plan that includes the consideration of 

historic resources and provides for future heritage planning goals and activities. These actions 

are addressed to help guide the municipalities toward a goal of placing value and protection on 

the communities existing historic resources. By developing planning provisions and programs, 

the municipalities will stress the importance of historic resources to the community and 

encourage community interest and support. 
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7.2 Local Ordinance 

The municipalities may want to incorporate a historic structures ordinance to promote the 

importance of historic resources under its control. The intent of the ordinance may be expressed 

as the pursuance of the health, prosperity, and welfare of those living or visiting the 

municipalities. A key component of such intent would be to preserve and protect the resources 

for their historic value and the heritage they represent. 

 

A local ordinance would preserve the identifying characteristics of the area and the quality of the 

environment, translate the historic past, increase property values, and develop the economic 

strength of the municipality, while opening a market for tourism. A local ordinance would create 

the opportunity for the municipalities to consider, and react to, arguments for the alteration or 

demolition of significant resources. It would provide a forum for property owners to consider 

alternatives that do not negatively impact historic integrity.  

 

7.3 Local Register 

In order to place value and protect significant historic resources and to continue to pursue the 

comprehensiveness of this survey, it is suggested that a provision be made for adding historic 

resources to the local register. The local register may or may not be enforced by an ordinance 

and Historic Architectural Review Board. A register may include the application of individuals 

and residents to nominate building and structures that are either undetermined at this point or are 

not yet listed on the register.  
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The buildings would be evaluated by a Historic Review Board detailed in later sections of this 

report. Significant resources would include those: 

A. that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of our history; or  

B. that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or  

C. that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or 

that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a 

significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; 

or  

D. that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 

history.  

Other criteria that the municipalities may consider are those having special local significance. 

The register may include properties that have significance according to the historic contexts 

listed in this report, agricultural, industrial, religious, or educational. Other significance factors 

may include the broad contexts cultural, political, economic, social, or heritage. If a resource is 

distinctive and embodies these concepts it may be included on the local register. Those that may 

be a community landmark and excellent example of a particular neighborhood may also be 

considered eligible.  

 

7.4 Historic Architectural Review Board 

A Historic Architectural Review Board (HARB) is an entity within a planning commission that 

oversees the treatment of locally significant properties. The actual protection, one of the intents 
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of an ordinance and register, comes from the review by HARB representatives. A HARB is 

composed of professionals from various backgrounds and community residents. The HARB is 

tasked with the review of proposals to alter or demolish historic resources. Property owners 

make claims to this entity and the claims are weighed and considered at public meetings. The 

decision of the HARB is binding and fines and penalties for non-compliance can be levied by 

such an entity. It is the recommendation of RETTEW that all proposed historic districts be 

protected in some way; an application of this recommendation would be a HARB board. 

 

The Historic Architectural Review Board must provide stipulations for violations, demolition by 

neglect, and penalties for unapproved actions. In such case as a building must be demolished and 

the action is approved by the HARB, the applicant may be directed to follow the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Buildings and Guidelines for Architectural and 

Engineering Documentation set out by the Historic American Building Survey/Historic 

American Engineering Record. Minimum standards may be: photographs showing all sides of 

the building, a sketch plan, and a short historical report and copy of the deed. These measures 

will ensure the documentation of resources, set to be demolished, for posterity and community 

interest. 

 

7.5 Updating the Database 

It is recommended that Warwick Township update the database at least every 10 years. 

Developing plans early, in collaboration with Lancaster County, will ensure the status of all 

properties is kept up to date. The results of future surveys can incorporate the new results into the 
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existing database and applications in an effort to create an efficient and cost-effective update for 

the purposes of the municipalities. 

 

The townships should update the database for several reasons. In time, new resources may 

change in status. After 10 years, resources built in 1968 may be eligible in 2018. Demolished, 

dilapidated, or irreparable structures may require reevaluation to keep records current. New 

research and information may become available that suggests that additional structures may be 

eligible. Keeping records up to date will ensure accurate dissemination of research and results to 

the public and internal planning agencies. The PHMC reevaluates most structures after 10 years 

of their determination. For the same reasons, the townships are encouraged to reevaluate their 

resources, state agencies seek to keep an accurate and up to date record.  

 

7.6 State and Local Registers 

Individual properties may spark the interest of the municipalities as particularly significant. It 

may be in the interest of the municipalities to consider those properties on a state register. 

Twelve properties are already listed as eligible by the PHMC. In addition, two National Register 

Historic Landmarks and fifteen National Register Historic Properties are listed on the National 

Register.  

 

Resources can be submitted to the PHMC, or the National Park Service (NPS), if it is believed 

they are especially significant on a state or national level. In order to qualify, forms for 

individual properties would detail the existing conditions, history, and significance. The PHRS 

form at the state level (APPENDIX C) and the NR form for the National Register require an 
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investment of time and money. Each property must include information about history and 

context. This requires research at local, state, or national repositories.  

 

State and national protection applies to significant historic resources. Certain restrictions about 

alterations and demolition restrict the treatment of properties and encourage the idea of 

preserving heritage. Preservation of resources has the additional benefit of creating tourism, a 

livable community, and a sense of identity. 
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8.0 SUMMARY 

The Warwick Historical Survey presents the results of the historic cultural resources study 

conducted by RETTEW in the municipalities of Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and 

Lititz Borough in Lancaster, Pennsylvania. This survey and was conducted for Warwick 

Township with the stipulated parameters of the Warwick School District, which includes 

Warwick Township, Elizabeth Township, and Lititz Borough. This study was requested with the 

intent to guide future planning activities within the townships and municipalities. 

 

This study expands the current perception of historic resources within the municipalities. The 

basis for the report included the identification of significant resources on a state and national 

level as recorded for the PHMC and the NPS. By developing and analyzing existing information, 

the report aims to synthesize and develop the importance and significance of history and historic 

resources within the municipalities. The report provides a survey methodology, background 

research, historic contexts, and results and recommendations. In addition, a historic database and 

area maps are being provided to the client to assist future endeavors.  
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APPENDIX A 

Farming Resources of Lancaster County Multiple Property Documentation Form 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 















































































































































































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX B:  

BHP Comprehensive Survey Guidelines 
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APPENDIX D: Qualifications of Professionals 

 

Suzanne Stasiulatis - Ms. Stasiulatis has Bachelors Degrees in Anthropology and Art History 

from the Pennsylvania State University and a Masters Degree in Historic Preservation from the 

University of Maryland. Ms. Stasiulatis has over 5 years experience in the cultural resources 

management field. She has worked throughout Pennsylvania, Maryland, the District of 

Columbia, and West Virginia on archaeological and historic structures compliance projects. Ms. 

Stasiulatis has worked for the state and federal government, as well as in the private sector. She 

has experience with the U.S. Forest Service, National Park Service, and the State Historic 

Preservation Office (SHPO). Her specialties include architectural recordation in the form of 

comprehensive surveys and individual properties, historic structures assessment, context 

research, community historic preservation planning, and archaeological compliance. She has 

completed historic preservation and archaeological assessments of private developments, public 

works, and transportation projects involving local, state, and federal regulations. Ms. Stasiulatis 

exceeds the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Architectural Historians and Archaeologists. 

 

Barbara Smith-Mahaffey – Ms. Mahaffey has Bachelors Degrees in History and Art from 

Millersville University and an Associates Degree in Specialized Business, Computer Systems 

Specialist, from York Technical Institute. Ms. Mahaffey has nearly 10 years of experience in the 

Information Technology field and is MCP Certified for Microsoft Windows XP and A+ certified 

for computer hardware. Her expertise and knowledge of the hardware and software involved in 

this project, coupled with her History degree, focused on historic preservation, were ideally 

suited to the needs of this survey. 

 

Gerry Reidel - Mr. Reidel is a skilled GIS Analyst with more than 18 years of experience 

creating mapping projects using CADD and GIS software for a variety of clients. He has 

developed award-winning techniques for integrating GIS and CADD software. Prior to working 

in RETTEW’s GIS group, he worked with the Land Development group, where he prepared 

complete land development plans and represented clients at municipal meetings. Mr. Reidel's 

experience with computer programming and instruction extends more than 25 years. He is an 

experienced user of Arc GIS Desktop, Land Development Desktop, AutoCAD Map, Microsoft 

Office products, and multiple graphics programs. He is also versed in the programming 

languages of AutoLISP, Avenue, HTML, JavaScript, SQL, VB, VBA, and ASP.NET. 

 

Carrie Meyers - Ms. Meyers is a certified GIS Professional (GISP) with more than thirteen (13) 

years of GIS experience specializing in ArcGIS 9.x and ArcPad. Ms. Meyers has diversified 

technical skills with proven success in developing, implementing and improving efficiency on 

the desktop and in the field. 

 




