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Foreword

We are pleased to make available this cultural landscape report, part of our ongoing effort to provide
comprehensive documentation for the landscapes and historic structures of National Park Service (NPS)
units in the Interior Region 2, South Atlantic-Gulf. A number of individuals and institutions contributed
to the successful completion of this work. We would particularly like to thank the staff at Stones River
National Battlefield for their assistance throughout the process. We hope this study will be a useful tool for
park management in continuing efforts to preserve the cultural landscape and to others interested in the
significance of the park’s many cultural resources.
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Introduction

Management Summary

Stones River National Battlefield, located
approximately three miles northwest of downtown
Murfreesboro, Tennessee, is composed of a
portion of the battlefield associated with the Civil
War battle of Stones River, which occurred from
December 31, 1862, to January 2, 1863. Union
Major General William S. Rosecrans’s hard-fought
victory at this key engagement in the Stones River
campaign secured federal control of Middle
Tennessee, bolstered Northern morale following

a significant defeat at Fredericksburg, Virginia,
and supported the Emancipation Proclamation

as it took effect. The park was established by an
act of the United States Congress on March 3,
1927, as Stones River National Military Park, and
was transferred from the War Department to the
National Park Service in 1933.

The park consists of six discontiguous parcels

that protect approximately 15 to 18% of the total
land involved in the Battle of Stones River. The
largest portion of the park is the Nashville Pike
Unit, which includes the park headquarters and
490 acres that serve as the interpretive focal point
of the battlefield. Smaller outlying parcels include
the McFadden Farm Unit and the headquarters
sites of Union Major General William S. Rosecrans
and Confederate General Braxton Bragg. The park
also includes two parcels that contain remnants of
Fortress Rosecrans, the largest earthwork fortress
built during the Civil War.2

This Cultural Landscape Report (CLR) describes
the historical development of the park; documents
the existing site conditions; identifies and assesses
the integrity of the historic landscape; and presents
treatment strategies that facilitate preservation of
the park’s resources, address park management
concerns, and inform ongoing and proposed

1 National Park Service, Stones River National Battlefield
Foundation Document (US Department of the Interior,
National Park Service, 2014), 3.

2 National Park Service, Stones River National Battlefield
Foundation Document, 4.

facility development.

This project is an update to a Cultural Landscape
Report completed for Stones River National
Battlefield in 2007. The updated report summarizes
and expands upon the documentation and
treatment included in the previous CLR, addresses
additional lands acquired since 2007, and
incorporates research, analysis, and treatment
related to historical associations outside the Civil
War era including the Cemetery Community,

a freedpeople’s community that existed on the
battlefield following the Civil War, and the Trail of
Tears.

Previous Planning and Management
Documents
This CLR is informed by existing planning

documents that address management of Stones
River National Battlefield, including:

«  Stones River National Battlefield General
Management Plan, Development Concept Plan,
and Environmental Impact Statement (1998)3

»  Stones River National Battlefield Historic
Resource Study (2004)*

»  Stones River National Battlefield Cultural
Landscape Report (2007)°

«  Stones River National Battlefield Foundation
Document (2014)°

3 National Park Service, Final General Management
Plan, Development Concept Plan, Environmental
Impact Statement, Stones River National Battlefield
(Rutherford County, TN: US Department of the Interior,
National Park Service, 1998).

4 Sean M. Styles, with Miranda Fraley, Mary O. Ratcliffe,
and Robert W. Blythe, eds. Stones River National
Battlefield Historic Resource Study (Atlanta, Georgia:
Cultural Resources Division, Southeast Regional Office,
National Park Service, 2004).

5  Wiss, Janey, Elstner Associates and John Milner
Associates, Stones River National Battlefield Cultural
Landscape Report (Atlanta, GA: National Park Service,
Southeast Regional Office, 2007).

6  National Park Service, Stones River National Battlefield
Foundation Document.
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«  Stones River National Battlefield National
Register Nomination Update (2021)"

«  “Stones River National Battlefield Cultural
Landscape Inventory” (2020)%

«  “Nashville Pike Unit Cultural Landscape
Inventory” (2020)°

«  “Hazen Brigade Monument Cultural
Landscape Inventory” (2020)*

*  “McFadden Farm Unit Cultural Landscape
Inventory” (2020)"

»  “General Rosecrans’ Headquarters Site
Cultural Landscape Inventory” (2020)!?

+  “General Bragg’s Headquarters Site Cultural
Landscape Inventory” (2020)"3

e “Curtain Wall No. 2 and Lunettes Cultural
Landscape Inventory” (2020)%

+  “Redoubt Brannan Cultural Landscape
Inventory” (2020)%

Historical Data

Historical Summary?®

Stones River National Battlefield lies within an
ancient marine basin. The thinly deposited marine
sediments of the basin fractured and eroded over
millions of years as mountain building events
formed a dome under central Tennessee. This

7  Stephen Olausen, Laura Kline, Kristen Heitert,
Gretchen Pineo, and lJillian Chin, “Stones River
National Battlefield - Additional Documentation and
Boundary Increase,” National Register of Historic Places
nomination form, December 2021.

8  “Stones River National Battlefield Landscape Cultural
Landscape Inventory,” National Park Service, 2020.

9  “Nashville Pike Unit Cultural Landscape Inventory,”
National Park Service, 2020.

10 “Stones River National Battlefield Landscape Cultural
Landscape Inventory,” National Park Service, 2020.

11 “McFadden Farm Unit Cultural Landscape Inventory,”
National Park Service, 2020.

12 "General Rosecrans’ Headquarters Site Cultural
Landscape Inventory,” National Park Service, 2020.

13 “General Bragg's Headquarters Site Cultural Landscape
Inventory,” National Park Service, 2020.

14  “Curtain Wall No. 2 and Lunettes Cultural Landscape
Inventory,” National Park Service, 2020.

15 “Redoubt Brannan Cultural Landscape Inventory,”
National Park Service, 2020.

16 This text is summarized from Chapter 2: Site History.
See that chapter for more information and citations.
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highly fractured limestone formed distinctive karst
features that shaped how the landscape was used
and developed over time.

People have lived within this landscape for
thousands of years. To tribal nations of the
southeast United States, these earliest inhabitants
are their ancestors. Documentation of the earliest
people in this region indicates that they hunted
small game, harvested nuts, fruits, and other plants,
and developed extensive trade networks. By about
3000 years ago, inhabitants were living in large
towns supported by intensive agriculture. Around
the time that the Indigenous peoples of the region
first encountered European travelers, the regional
population declined for unknown reasons, but the
ancestors of the Cherokee, Chickasaw, Choctaw,
and other nations continued to live, hunt, and trade
in the area.

As Euroamerican settlers poured into Tennessee in
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,
the Indigenous people of the Southeast were
pushed increasingly south and west. In 1830

the Indian Removal Act empowered the federal
government to claim existing tribal lands through
treaties in exchange for territory located west of the
Mississippi River. Beginning in May 1838, United
States troops removed tribal members, most of
them Cherokee, from their homes and forcibly
marched them west in a journey that covered over
1,000 miles and lasted as long as six months. As
many as a quarter of the people died along the
way. One of the routes along which people were
marched passed through Murfreesboro and then
northwest along the Nashville Turnpike through
land that would become part of Stones River
National Battlefield.

By the mid-1800s, Rutherford County was

a largely agricultural landscape. Due to the
presence of roads, railroads, and food production,
Murfreesboro became a key objective for control
by both Union and Confederate forces during
the Civil War. By late 1862 the city was the

base of operations for the Army of Tennessee,

the Confederacy’s principal western army,
commanded by General Braxton Bragg. Nashville
was controlled by Union forces under the Army
of the Cumberland. Attempts by both sides to
control Murfreesboro culminated in the Battle

of Stones River, which occurred from December
31,1862, to January 2, 1863. The engagement was



one of the bloodiest of the war. In all, more than
3,000 were killed and nearly 16,000 were wounded.
The Army of Tennessee lost control of the rich
farmland of Middle Tennessee, which afterward
supported the Union forces. Following the battle,
the Army of the Cumberland was established as a
potent defensive force. With the help of formerly
enslaved Black people, Union forces constructed
Fortress Rosecrans, a fortification that served as a
supply depot and base of occupation for the Union
for the duration of the war. Fortress Rosecrans

was also important to the Union in protecting

and maintaining control of the Nashville &
Chattanooga Railroad throughout the war.

During and following the war, the battlefield
became the site of several memorials. Soon after
the battle, in the spring of 1863 members of

the Hazen Brigade were detailed to construct a
monument to their unit’s heroism at Stones River.
On March 29, 1864, the National Cemetery was
established at a site between the Nashville Pike
and the Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad. The
Nashville, Chattanooga, and St. Louis Railway
Artillery Monument was constructed in 1906.

In the aftermath of the Civil War, the battlefield’s
landscape was reshaped in large part through

the actions of formerly enslaved people, some of
them veterans of the 111th United States Colored
Troops. They settled the land in and around the
battlefield, forming a majority-Black settlement
called the Cemetery Community, which included
farmsteads of varying sizes, churches, a school, and
a graveyard. Many community members became
landowners from the 1870s to 1920s. Within the
Cemetery Community were two distinct nodes

of more concentrated settlement: the Cedars,
southwest of the Nashville Pike along Van Cleve
Lane, and the Bottoms, close to the intersection of
the Nashville Pike and Asbury Road. Another area
important to members of the community was the
Glades, also known as the Barrens, a community
open space located within the triangle of present-
day US-41, Van Cleve Lane, and the Stones River.

Efforts to establish a national park on the battlefield
began in the late nineteenth century. The Stones
River Battlefield and Park Association, chartered
on April 28, 1896, secured options for the purchase
of property connected with the battle to establish

a park. Congressional action to establish a park

was delayed until after World War 1. The 1926

INTRODUCTION

Act for the Study and Investigation of Battlefields
resulted in the establishment of Stones River
National Military Park by Congress on March 3,
1927, under the control of the War Department.
Most of the land for the park was taken from the
landowners of the Cemetery Community. The
commission responsible for identifying land for the
new park perceived the Black community as poor
and uneducated, and decided that the park was a
more suitable use of the land than the established
Black community. From 1929 to 1934 the land was
acquired through condemnation, and all structures
on the land were moved or demolished. Some of
the displaced landowners moved to other places in
the Cemetery Community, such as the Bottoms, or
to nearby Murfreesboro and Smyrna, while others
moved out of the county or state entirely.

The War Department began alteration of the
landscape in July 1930, and the park was officially
dedicated in July 1932. In 1933, the National Park
Service gained jurisdiction over all historic sites,
battlefields, monuments, and parks previously
administered by the War Department, and more
acreage was added to the park at Stones River.
Development of Stones River during the 1930s
occurred through the efforts of the new federal
public works agencies established in 1933.

The National Park Service Mission 66 program
was developed to provide funding to revitalize the
national parks over a ten-year period concluding
in 1966 to coincide with the agency’s fiftieth
anniversary. Construction at the park in the early
1960s included a new visitor center with a parking
lot and a new tour route. On April 22, 1960, the
park was redesignated as Stones River National
Battlefield. Beginning in the 1970s, park policy
and interpretation broadened in response to the
modern environmental movement. Over the next
few decades, the park established an environmental
study area for cedar glades and preserved portions
of the Civil War earthworks as a case study in
native vegetation management. The battlefield’s
authorized boundary was expanded in 1987 and
in 1991. In 2011 the park completed the first major
overhaul of the park tour route since the Mission
66 era.
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Summary of National Register Status

Stones River National Battlefield was
administratively listed in the National Register of
Historic Places on October 15, 1966 (66000075).

Because administrative listings did not originally
include documentation, a National Register of
Historic Places nomination was prepared for
Stones River National Military Park (National
Battlefield) in 1975. This document was approved
by the National Register on January 26, 1978."

Fortress Rosecrans was listed in the National
Register of Historic Places on June 7, 1974
(74001926)."® An amended nomination form for
Fortress Rosecrans was approved by the Keeper of
the National Register on February 21, 1995.9

A revised National Register of Historic Places
nomination was prepared concurrently with this
Cultural Landscape Report and approved by the
Keeper of the National Register on December
20,2021. Below is a summary of criteria, areas
of significance, and periods of significance
documented in the draft nomination.?

Stones River National Battlefield is eligible for

the National Register of Historic Places under
Criteria A, B, C, and D in the areas of Military,
Commemoration, Conservation, Landscape
Architecture, Engineering, Archeology, and Ethnic
Heritage (Black). The periods of significance are
1862 to 1966 and 8,000 BCE to 500 CE.

Criterion A - Military: Battle of Stones River

Stones River National Battlefield is significant
under Criterion A at the national level in the area
of Military as the site of a major Civil War battle
between the Union Army of the Cumberland and
the Confederate Army of Tennessee on December
31, 1862, through January 3, 1863. The Battle of
Stones River contributed to sustaining the Lincoln
Administration and its policies after a string of

17 Ron A. Gibbs, “Stones River National Military Park,”
National Register of Historic Places nomination form,
approved January 26, 1978.

18 James K. Huhta, “Fortress Rosecrans,” National Register
of Historic Places nomination form, listed June 7, 1974.

19 Maureen A. Carroll and Steven H. Moffson, “Fortress
Rosecrans - Additional Documentation,” National
Register of Historic Places nomination form, approved
February 21, 1995.

20 Olausen et al., “Stones River National Battlefield -
Additional Documentation and Boundary Increase.”
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military defeats during the second half of 1862
shook Northern confidence in the war effort.

The Stones River victory helped to quell anti-war
sentiment and coincided with the implementation
of the Emancipation Proclamation on January

1, 1863, which marked the official inclusion of
ending slavery in the South as a primary goal of the
Union’s war effort.

Criterion A - Military: Fortress Rosecrans

Fortress Rosecrans is significant under Criterion

A at the national level in the area of Military for its
association with the operations of the Army of the
Cumberland during its campaigns in Middle and
East Tennessee following the Battle of Stones River.

Criterion A - Military: Establishment of Stones
River National Cemetery, 1864-1869

Stones River National Cemetery is nationally
significant under Criterion A in the area of Military
as a symbolic and physical representation of the
Civil War and for its associations with the early
development of the National Cemetery System,
established in 1862 to provide proper resting places
for Union soldiers who died during the war.

Criterion A - Other - Commemoration:
Commemoration of Stones River Battlefield

The monuments and grave markers at Stones River
National Battlefield possess national significance
under Criterion A in the area of Commemoration
for their associations with the origin and evolution
of the Civil War battlefield memorialization
movement.

Criterion A - Conservation: Creation and
Development of Stones River National
Battlefield, 1927-1965

Stones River National Battlefield is nationally
significant under Criterion A in the area of
Conservation as one of several national military
parks created during the period of increased
nationalism and American prosperity in the 1920s.

The subsequent development of Stones River
NMP, under the US War Department and later
the NPS, contributed to changes in nationwide
standards for battlefield preservation and
interpretation. Two major periods of NPS
development—the New Deal era (1933-1942) and
the Mission 66 era (1956-1966)—created much of

National Park Service 5



INTRODUCTION
the current park landscape.

Criterion B - Military: Major General William
Starke Rosecrans (1819-1898)

Stones River National Battlefield is nationally
significant under Criterion B as the place where
Major General William Starke Rosecrans (1819-
1898) achieved his greatest distinction as a field
commander. Rosecrans commanded the victorious
Union Army of the Cumberland during the Battle
of Stones River and ordered the construction

of Fortress Rosecrans to supply his subsequent
campaign.

Criterion C - Landscape Architecture: Stones
River National Cemetery

Stones River National Cemetery is a designed
landscape that manifests the characteristics defined
for national cemeteries established during and
immediately after the Civil War.

Criterion C - Engineering: Fortress Rosecrans

Fortress Rosecrans meets Criterion C at the
national level in the area of Engineering as a major
work of Civil War field fortification construction
and as an important example of the military
engineering work of Brigadier General James St.
Clair Morton.

Criterion D - Archeology: Historic -
Non-Aboriginal and Military; Ethnic Heritage -
Black; Archeology - Prehistoric

Under Criterion D, the district possesses national
significance in the area of Archeology: Historic,
Non-Aboriginal for the data it has yielded and has
the potential to yield about the experiences of the
Union and Confederate armies during the Battle
of Stones River and subsequent development and
occupation of Fortress Rosecrans. The district also
possesses significance under Criterion D at the
state level in the area of Ethnic History: Black for
its demonstrated and potential ability to provide
information about the Cedars, an enclave of the
larger Cemetery Community that was settled by
US Colored Infantries (USCIs) and freed enslaved
persons who did much of the work to establish
Stones River National Cemetery. Finally, the
district possesses significance under Criterion D
at the local level for its demonstrated and potential
ability to provide important information about
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occupation of the Stones River valley from the
Early Archaic to Middle Woodland periods. There
is no significant physical evidence associated with
the Trail of Tears.

Cultural Landscape Period of Significance

The cultural landscape period of significance

for the district extends from 1862 to 1966. The
period begins with the Battle of Stones River

from December 30, 1862, to January 3, 1863,
during which the opposing armies assembled in
Murfreesboro, fought the Battle of Stones River,
and disengaged. Other significant dates for the
district include the construction of Fortress
Rosecrans in the winter and spring of 1863, the
establishment of Stones River National Military
Park in 1927, the transfer of the park to the NPS in
1933, and the subsequent development of the park
through the NPS Mission 66 era.

Although the National Register of Historic Places
nomination includes significance under Criterion
D for precontact research potential, because there
are no surface features associated with this period
it is not included in the cultural landscape period

of significance and the landscape analysis.

Description of Study Boundaries

This CLR addresses all property managed by the
NPS within the boundary of Stones River National
Battlefield, with the exception of Stones River
National Cemetery.

For the purpose of this cultural landscape report,
landscape character areas (LCA) are used to
further define the landscapes within the study area
(see Figure 1-1 and drawing EC-1 in Chapter 3).
Landscape character areas are places that contain
similar physical characteristics, qualities, attributes,
and associated cultural landscape resources.
Within this CLR, each unit of the park corresponds
toan LCA:

1. Nashville Pike Unit
Hazen Brigade Monument?!
McFadden Farm Unit

General Rosecrans’s Headquarters Site

AR

General Bragg’s Headquarters Site

21 Although the Hazen Brigade Monument is located
within the Nashville Pike Unit, it is evaluated as a
separate component landscape in the park’s cultural
resource documentation.



6. Fortress Rosecrans: Redoubt Brannan

7. Fortress Rosecrans: Lunettes Palmer and
Thomas and Curtain Wall No. 2

The Nashville Pike Unit includes 490.1 acres
along the Old Nashville Highway (known as
Nashville Pike during the Civil War), which
extends northwest-southeast through the unit.
The Nashville Pike Unit is the focal point for the
park’s interpretation of the battle and receives the
majority of the park’s visitors. Historic Wilkinson
Pike forms the southern boundary of the unit. The
western boundary is an irregular line through fields
and woods. The Nashville & Chattanooga (CSX)
Railroad currently forms the northern boundary
of the unit with the exception of a small tract north
of the railroad (the Unicorn Tract).?? Thompson
Lane forms the northeastern boundary of the unit;
near the intersection with Wilkinson Pike, the park
includes a narrow strip of field on the east side of
Thompson Lane. In addition to the core of the
battlefield, portions of the Nashville Pike Unit were
historically occupied by the Cedars node of the
Cemetery Community.

The Hazen Brigade Monument is a component
landscape within the Nashville Pike Unit, located
on a 0.84-acre parcel in the northeast corner of
the unit between Old Nashville Highway and the
railroad.

The McFadden Farm Unit is the second largest
unit within the park, encompassing 134.46 acres
between US Route 41/70S (N'W Broad Street) and
Stones River. It is located 0.7 miles north of the
Nashville Pike Unit and is separated from the main
unit of the park by road and railroad corridors and
commercial/industrial development. The unit is
accessed from Van Cleve Lane to the south or viaa
trail connection extending east to the Stones River
Greenway.

The two generals’ headquarters sites are relatively
small parcels along the historic alignment of
Nashville Pike (now Old Nashville Highway and
West College Street). The orientation of the Union
headquarters to the northwest and Confederate
headquarters to the southeast reflects the
disposition of the armies at the start of the battle.
The site of General Rosecrans’s Headquarters

is located on a 0.45-acre parcel approximately 0.5

22 Tracts are referred to by the name used by the previous

owner.
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miles northwest of the Nashville Pike Unit along
Old Nashville Highway. The General Bragg’s
Headquarters site is located 0.6 miles southeast of
the Nashville Pike Unit along West College Street
(historic route of Nashville Pike). The parcel totals
0.85 acres embedded within parkland owned and
managed by the City of Murfreesboro.

The two parcels associated with Fortress
Rosecrans are located approximately 1.5 miles
southeast of the Nashville Pike Unit. The parcels
are visually disconnected from each other, as the
historic layout of the fortress has been severed by
modern development. Redoubt Brannan is a 5.54-
acre site located along West College Street, where it
crosses Stones River. The 25.86-acre site containing
Curtain Wall No. 2, Lunette Palmer, and Lunette
Thomas is located off of Golf Lane within the City
of Murfreesboro’s Old Fort Park and adjacent to
the Old Fort Golf Course.

Scope of Work and Methodology

Scope of Work

The CLR is organized into two parts. Part 1
contains detailed documentation of the historic
development of the study area landscape,
evaluation of existing landscape condition,

and analysis of integrity with identification

of contributing features. Part 2 identifies an
appropriate landscape treatment approach based
on the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Landscapes and provides
recommendations and implementation projects
for treatment, management, and maintenance of
historic landscape resources that are consistent
with the landscape’s significance, condition, and
use.

+ Introduction: The introduction provides
the administrative context for the project.
It includes a concise summary of relevant
management information and historical data
and describes the project scope of work and
methodology, study boundaries, summary
of findings, and recommendations for future
study.

- Site History: The site history provides a
narrative and graphic description of the
cultural landscape’s change over time. Five
historic period plans illustrate the historic
condition using consistent scales and graphic
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styles to allow for easy comparison of
landscape conditions from one period to the
next. The chapter also identifies the historical
contexts and describes the period(s) of
significance associated with the landscape.

«  Existing Condition and Analysis: This
chapter documents the existing condition
of all applicable landscape characteristics
and features. Documentation is combined
with a comparison of historic and existing
conditions to evaluate the integrity of the
cultural landscape. This section also includes
a statement of significance for the landscape
using the seven National Register aspects
of integrity and an assessment of existing
National Register documentation of the
property.

« Treatment: The treatment chapter provides
a vision and goals for long-term landscape
management, identifies an appropriate
treatment approach based on the Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Landscapes, and provides guidelines
and recommendations for implementation of
the selected treatment.

« Implementation Projects: This chapter
includes ten draft project management
information system (PMIS) statements to guide
future implementation.

Methodology

A cultural landscape report is the primary
document used by the NPS to inform long-

term management and treatment decisions for
its historically significant landscapes. This CLR
was developed by Quinn Evans (QE) following a
cultural landscape approach adhering to federal
standards and guidelines including:

« A Guide to Cultural Landscape Reports:
Contents, Processes, and Techniques®

o The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties and Guidelines

23 Robert R. Page, Cathy Gilbert, and Susan Dolan, A
Guide to Cultural Landscape Reports: Contents, Process,
and Techniques (Washington, D.C.: National Park
Service, 1998).
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for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes®

«  National Historic Preservation Act, 1966
(NHPA)*»

«  NPS Director’s Order 28: Cultural Resources
Management 2

« Archeological Resource Protection Act, 1979
(ARPA)*

Preservation Brief 36: Protecting Cultural
Landscapes: Planning, Treatment, and
Management of Historic Landscapes®

«  Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility
Standards (ABAAS)?

This CLR documents a thorough level of
investigation and documentation for historical
research, existing condition assessment, and
landscape analysis. The research methodology
focused on the use of select documentation of
known and presumed relevance, including primary
and secondary sources that are readily available.
Research and development of the site history,
existing condition, and analysis were coordinated
with the concurrent National Register of Historic
Places Nomination update.

Project Kickoff and Coordination Meetings

Project coordination was conducted remotely

in response to the Covid-19 pandemic ongoing
at the time of CLR project initiation. A remote
project kickoff meeting was held on 19 August
2020 to introduce the project team, confirm the
study area boundary, review the project scope of
work, and coordinate remote research. A second

24 Charles Birnbaum and Christine Capella Peters, The
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment
of Historic Properties with Guidelines for the
Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (Washington, DC:
US Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1996).

25 National Historic Preservation Act, 54 U.S.C. §§ 300101-
307108 (1966).

26 “Director’s Order 28: Cultural Resource Management,”
National Park Service, Jun 11, 1998, https://www.nps.
gov/policy/DOrders/DOrder28.html.

27 Resources Protection Act, 16 U.S.C 470aa-470mm
(1979), available at https://www.nps.gov/policy/
DOrders/DOrder28.html. .

28 Charles A. Birnbaum, Protecting Cultural Landscapes:
Planning, Treatment, and Management of Historic
Landscapes (National Park Service, Technical
Preservation Service, Preservation Brief 36, 1994).

29  "Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Standards,” US
Access Board, https://www.access-board.gov/aba/.



remote meeting was held on 14 January 2021 to
provide a research update and identify issues and
considerations investigated during the site visit and
addressed in the treatment recommendations.

Background Research and Data Collection

Historical research for the CLR update built

on documentation provided in the previously
completed 2007 Cultural Landscape Report.
Additional on-site research was conducted at the
Stones River National Battlefield park archives
and the Rutherford County Historical Society

in March 2021. This was supplemented by

remote research in various digitized resources.
New research focused on park lands acquired since
the completion of the previous CLR and historical
periods outside of the Civil War era, including
associations with the Cemetery Community

and the Trail of Tears. Oral histories, landscape
management, and maintenance data were shared
by NPS staff.

Field Investigations

QE project staff conducted field investigations in
March 2021 using a combination of photographs,
annotated base maps, and GPS data collection,
which formed the basis for the existing condition
and landscape analysis. Per park recommendation,
field investigations occurred during the leaf-off
period to support understanding of the landscape
condition at the time of the battle and to facilitate
accurate GPS data collection. As part of the field
investigations, project team members met with Jim
Lewis, Chief Ranger, to walk the landscape and
discuss pertinent issues and concerns.

Treatment Workshop and CLR Part 2

Recommended treatment for the study area

was developed through a collaborative process
involving the consulting team, Stones River
National Battlefield staff, and NPS Interior Region
2: South Atlantic-Gulf staff.

Development of Part 2 began with a treatment
workshop at the park in August 2021 to confirm
a proposed treatment approach, identify key
landscape issues and concerns, and evaluate
landscape treatment concepts for the study area.
A preferred treatment for each park unit was
confirmed based on a range of options developed
from the 2007 Cultural Landscape Report and
Cultural Landscape Inventories treatment

INTRODUCTION

recommendations as well as updated management
issues and considerations identified in the 65%
CLR Draft.

Treatment Summary

This cultural landscape report applies an overall
treatment approach of rehabilitation to the Stones
River National Battlefield landscape. Rehabilitation
is consistent with the overall approach selected in
the 2007 Stones River National Battlefield CLR and
allows for preservation of contributing features;
rehabilitation of vegetation and known missing
fencelines to support interpretation of military
movements and reinforce period character; and
new additions to the landscape to support visitor
experience and interpretation.

The overall treatment concept for Stones River
National Battlefield balances preservation and
enhancement of the park’s historic integrity with
natural resource protection and contemporary
park visitor access and interpretation needs. A
primary focus for this Cultural Landscape Report
update is identifying opportunities for landscape
treatment to expand visitor understanding of the
full range of significance of the landscape.

As it is the site of a major Civil War battle and
subsequent Union fortress, preservation of

the extant Civil War-era landscape as well as
rehabilitation of the associated setting is a focus
throughout the park. Treatment recommendations
continue the park’s ongoing efforts to approximate
field and forest patterns at the time of the

battle through woodland and native grassland
management at the Nashville Pike and McFadden
Farm units. Earthwork management strategies

are provided for the fortifications at Fortress
Rosecrans and the Pioneer Brigade Earthworks.
Snake-rail fencing is recommended throughout
the park in historic locations to reinforce period
character and continue the visual language
associated with the park’s multiple units.

Landscape treatment recommendations also
identify strategies for illuminating the landscape’s
significance beyond the Civil War, in particular its
association with the 1838 Trail of Tears and the late
nineteenth- and early twentieth-century African
American Cemetery Community. As the park’s
primary resource associated with the Trail of Tears,
recommended interpretation of the Tollhouse Site
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along Old Nashville Highway should be the focus
of interpretation related to this event.

Based on interviews with representatives of

the Cemetery Community, acknowledgement,
interpretation, and rehabilitation of known
landscape features associated with the Cemetery
Community within the park are recommended in
multiple locations: the Cedars, Bottoms, and the
Glades/Barrens. The Cedars node occupied much
of what is now the Nashville Pike Unit. A proposed
interpretive node near the center of the unit
protects surviving road grades and recommends
interpretive features to reinforce community
connections to the landscape and enhance visitor
understanding. Another interpretive node is
proposed near the northwest corner of the study
area to relate to existing buildings, structures, and
other community elements along Old Nashville
Highway in the Bottoms. At the McFadden Farm
Unit, a new loop trail and gathering space will
support understanding of the landscape’s role

in the community and connect to its historic use
as a place of meeting and celebration. Critical to
the establishment of the proposed interpretive
nodes is collaboration with the African American
Heritage Society of Rutherford County (AAHSRC)
and members and descendants of the Cemetery
Community to confirm appropriate use,
interpretive strategies, information, and locations
in the landscape associated with the community.

The recommended treatment continues ongoing
natural resource protection at the park, including
invasive vegetation control and conservation of
the limestone cedar glades. Strategies for climate
resilience and long-term landscape sustainability
are embedded throughout the recommendations.
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The treatment recommendations form the basis
for ten draft project management information
system (PMIS) statements that offer strategies for
implementation of high-priority tasks:

« Add interpretive nodes related to the Cemetery
Community within the Nashville Pike Unit.

+  Reconfigure vehicular circulation routes at
McFadden Farm and convert the Artillery Trail
to an accessible route.

+ Add an interpretive node related to the
Cemetery Community Glades/Barrens within
the McFadden Farm Unit.

« Regrade and narrow the Old Tour Road Trail to
mitigate impacts to the limestone cedar glades.

+ Add parking and pedestrian walkways east of
the Hazen Brigade Monument.

+ Rehabilitate spatial organization and improve
visitor access at the Slaughter Pen.

« Rehabilitate pedestrian sections of Van Cleve
Lane and McFadden Farm Lane.

« Rehabilitate historic spatial organization at
McFadden Farm.

«  Screen adjacent modern development at the
Nashville Pike Unit.

« Rehabilitate historic spatial organization and
improve circulation in the northwest corner of
the Nashville Pike Unit.



Site History
Overview

This chapter presents an overview of the physical
evolution of Stones River National Battlefield.

It begins with an evaluation of significance that
summarizes the historical importance of the study
area as established in National Register of Historic
Places nominations and summarizes the historic
periods associated with the cultural landscape.
This is followed by a chronological account of the
landscape condition from the initial formation of
the physical landscape to today.

Current National Register Status

Stones River National Battlefield was
administratively listed in the National Register of
Historic Places on October 15, 1966 (66000075).

Because administrative listings did not originally
include documentation, a National Register of
Historic Places nomination was prepared for
Stones River National Military Park (National
Battlefield) in 1975. The property was listed as
significant in the area of military history with a
period of significance of 1800-1899 (nomination
forms from this era listed significance in 100-
year periods). The nomination listed ten historic
resources: the National Cemetery, US Regulars
Monument, Hazen Brigade Monument, Van
Cleve Lane, Old Nashville Highway, Forty-Third
Wisconsin and 180th Ohio Monument, the
Artillery Monument, Redoubt Brannan, Bragg’s
Reservation (Headquarters), and Rosecrans’s
Headquarters. This document was approved by the
National Register on January 26, 1978.!

1 Ron A. Gibbs, “Stones River National Military Park,”
National Register of Historic Places nomination,
approved January 26, 1978. Bragg’s Headquarters was
listed as “Bragg'’s Reservation” in this document.

Fortress Rosecrans was listed in the National
Register of Historic Places on June 7, 1974
(74001926). The property was listed as significant
in the area of military history and engineering, with
a period of significance of the “19th Century.”* An
amended nomination form for Fortress Rosecrans
was approved by the Keeper of the National
Register on February 21, 1995. Fortress Rosecrans
was listed as significant under Criteria A, B, and
Cin the areas of Engineering, Military, And
Transportation, with a period of significance from

January 1863 to April 1866.°

A revised National Register of Historic Places
nomination was prepared concurrently with this
Cultural Landscape Report and approved by the
Keeper of the National Register on December
20,2021. Below is a summary of criteria, areas
of significance, and periods of significance
documented in the updated nomination.*

Summary of Significance

Stones River National Battlefield is eligible for

the National Register of Historic Places under
Criteria A, B, C, and D in the areas of Military,
Commemoration, Conservation, Landscape
Architecture, Engineering, Archeology, and Ethnic
Heritage (Black). The periods of significance are
8,000 BCE to 500 CE and 1862 to 1966.

2 James K. Huhta, “Fortress Rosecrans,” National Register
of Historic Places nomination form, listed June 7, 1974.

3 Maureen A. Carroll and Steven H. Moffson, “Fortress
Rosecrans - Additional Documentation,” National
Register of Historic Places nomination form, approved
February 21, 1995.

4  Stephen Olausen, Laura Kline, Kristen Heitert,
Gretchen Pineo, and lJillian Chin, “Stones River
National Battlefield - Additional Documentation and
Boundary Increase,” National Register of Historic Places
nomination form, December 2021.
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SITE HisTORY

National Register Criteria for
Evaluation

Criterion A - Military: Battle of Stones River

Stones River National Battlefield is significant
under Criterion A at the national level in the area
of Military as the site of a major Civil War battle
between the Union Army of the Cumberland

and the Confederate Army of Tennessee on
December 31, 1862, through January 2, 1863.

After the Confederates came close to winning a
decisive victory on the first day of the battle, Union
Major General Rosecrans surprised Confederate
Major General Bragg by holding his position

and, following a day of relative inaction, was able
to repulse a bid by Bragg on January 2 to seize

high ground that may have turned the tide of the
battle in the Confederacy’s favor. Fearing that
Rosecrans was receiving reinforcements that could
overwhelm his weakened force, Bragg retired from
the field on January 3 and retreated southward.
Rosecrans was able to claim victory and establish a
base of operations in Murfreesboro, from which he
was able to supply the Army of the Cumberland in
its subsequent operations to gain full control of the
rich agricultural area of Middle Tennessee and to
undertake the campaign to take Chattanooga.

The greater significance of the Battle of Stones
River, however, is its contribution to sustaining

the Lincoln Administration and its policies after a
string of military defeats during the second half of
1862 shook Northern confidence in the war effort.
The Stones River victory helped to quell anti-war
sentiment and coincided with the implementation
of the Emancipation Proclamation on January

1, 1863, which marked the official inclusion of
ending slavery in the South as a primary goal of
the Union’s war effort. Lincoln attached enduring
significance to the battle when he wrote to
Rosecrans on August 31, 1863, “I can never forget,
whilst I remember anything, that about the end

of last year, and beginning of this, you gave us a
hard earned victory which, had there been a defeat
instead, the nation could scarcely have lived over.
Neither can I forget the check you so opportunely
gave to a dangerous sentiment which was spreading
in the North.”
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Criterion A - Military: Fortress Rosecrans

Fortress Rosecrans is significant under Criterion

A at the national level in the area of Military for its
association with the operations of the Army of the
Cumberland during its campaigns in Middle and
East Tennessee following the Battle of Stones River.
The fortress remained an important supply depot
and was garrisoned with troops throughout the
remainder of the war. In 1864 it played a key role in
the Third Battle of Murfreesboro (also known as
the Battle of the Cedars), one of the last actions of
the Civil War in Tennessee.

Criterion A - Military: Establishment of Stones
River National Cemetery, 1864-1869

Stones River National Cemetery is nationally
significant under Criterion A in the area of Military
as a symbolic and physical representation of the
Civil War and for its associations with the early
development of the National Cemetery System,
established in 1862 to provide proper resting places
for Union soldiers who died during the war.

Stones River National Cemetery was established
in 1864 on a high point between the Old Nashville
Highway and the Nashville & Chattanooga
Railroad for the reburial of Union soldiers who
died during the battles of Stones River, Franklin,
and Spring Hill (all in Tennessee); during
skirmishes in the area; and while in camps and
hospitals between the battles. During the course of
the following three years, Black military laborers/
veterans exhumed the bodies of more than

6,100 Union soldiers from shallow graves on the
battlefields of Middle Tennessee and reinterred
them in this cemetery.

Stones River was one of the earliest national
cemeteries created by the federal government
after the Civil War. This important example of a
national cemetery is significant within the historic
context of “Initial Development of Permanent
Memorials to Civil War Soldiers Who Died in
Defense of the Union—1861 to 1881” and meets
the registration requirements described in the Civil
War Era National Cemeteries Multiple Property
Documentation Form (MPDF). However, the
MPDF only covers those national cemeteries
maintained by the Department of Veterans Affairs
and, thus, does not include Stones River National
Cemetery or other national cemeteries maintained
by the NPS.



Criterion A - Other - Commemoration:
Commemoration of Stones River Battlefield

The monuments and grave markers at Stones River
National Battlefield possess national significance
under Criterion A in the area of Commemoration
for their associations with the origin and evolution
of the Civil War battlefield memorialization
movement. Stones River National Battlefield
contains very few commemorative objects in
comparison to the heavily monumented Civil War
national battlefields established in the 1890s at
Gettysburg and elsewhere. However, Stones River
National Battlefield has two of the earliest known
Civil War monuments in the country, both placed
by Union soldiers before fighting was over. The
eight commemorative objects installed at Stones
River National Battlefield during the period of
significance are examples of many typical Civil War
monuments, including simple small stone markers
with incised inscriptions; larger, funerary-type,
stone slabs with carved inscriptions; cannonball
pyramids; a 34-foot-tall obelisk; and a stone pillar
with a bronze eagle.

Criterion A - Conservation: Creation and Devel-
opment of Stones River National
Battlefield, 1927-1965

Stones River National Battlefield is nationally
significant under Criterion A in the area of
Conservation as one of several national military
parks created during the period of increased
nationalism and American prosperity in the 1920s.
Local movements to preserve portions of Civil
War battlefields through land acquisition met with
little success in the years immediately after the
war, although battlefield preservation efforts at the
federal level in the 1890s resulted in the creation
of the country’s first four national military parks
(all at Civil War sites) under War Department
management. In the early twentieth century,
Congress received an overwhelming number of
petitions to act to establish additional parks for
other deserving American battlefields.

SITE HisTORY

Revived efforts to create a national park at Stones
River finally came to fruition in 1927, just after
Congress authorized a study of all the nation’s
battlefields to assist in prioritizing the requested
locations for additional national military parks
and memorials. While the Army War College
conducted the study over the next several years,
the Stones River battlefield, three other Civil War
sites, and two Revolutionary War sites received
national military park status. The subsequent
development of Stones River NMP, under the US
War Department and later the NPS, contributed
to changes in nationwide standards for battlefield
preservation and interpretation. The War
Department initiated the park development with
land acquisition and road construction. Tiwo major
periods of NPS development—the New Deal era
(1933-1942) and the Mission 66 era (1956-1966)—
created much of the current park landscape.

Criterion B - Military: Major General William
Starke Rosecrans (1819-1898)

Stones River National Battlefield is significant

at the national level under Criterion B for its
association with Major General William Starke
Rosecrans (1819-1898), who commanded the
victorious Union Army of the Cumberland

during the Battle of Stones River and ordered

the construction of Fortress Rosecrans to

supply his subsequent campaign. Stones River

was Rosecrans’s first major battle following

his appointment to command the Army of the
Cumberland in December 1862 and is the place
where he gained his greatest distinction as a field
commander. Although the battle was a tactical
draw, Stones River was an important strategic
victory that came at a critical juncture in the Union
war effort and won Rosecrans accolades as one

of the Union’s most capable generals. During the
battle of Stones River, Rosecrans proved his ability
and courage as a field commander by roaming the
front lines to personally oversee troop movements
that ultimately worked to turn back the relentless
Confederate assaults on his right flank. After the
battle, Rosecrans oversaw the construction of
Fortress Rosecrans to secure his supply line for an
impending campaign in the summer of 1863.

National Park Service 13
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Criterion C - Landscape Architecture: Stones
River National Cemetery

Stones River National Cemetery is a designed
landscape that manifests the characteristics
defined for national cemeteries established

during and immediately after the Civil War.

The cemetery was developed through the early
1870s according to design guidelines issued

by the US Army’s Quartermaster Department

for the National Cemetery System. It meets the
registration requirements outlined in the Civil
War Era National Cemeteries Multiple Property
Documentation Form for cemeteries eligible under
Criterion C for their landscape design by retaining
many of its original design elements, including the
stone perimeter wall, main entrance drive, grass
avenues, flagstaff, and Civil War headstones.

Criterion C - Engineering: Fortress Rosecrans

Fortress Rosecrans meets Criterion C at the
national level in the area of Engineering as a major
work of Civil War field fortification construction
and as an important example of the military
engineering work of Brigadier General James St.
Clair Morton. Encompassing about 200 acres of
land, the fort was the largest enclosed earthen
fortification constructed during the war. Morton,
who laid out and supervised construction of

the fort, was a West Point graduate who had a
prominent career as a military and civil engineer.

Criterion D - Archeology: Historic -
Non-Aboriginal and Military; Ethnic Heritage -
Black; Archeology - Prehistoric

Under Criterion D, the district possesses national
significance in the area of Archeology: Historic,
Non-Aboriginal for the data it has yielded, and has
the potential to yield, about the experiences of the
Union and Confederate armies during the Battle
of Stones River and subsequent development and
occupation of Fortress Rosecrans. The district also
possesses significance under Criterion D at the
state level in the area of Ethnic History: Black for
its demonstrated and potential ability to provide
information about the Cedars, an enclave of the
larger Cemetery Community that was settled by
US Colored Infantry (USClIs) and freed enslaved
persons who did much of the work to establish
Stones River National Cemetery. Finally, the
district possesses significance under Criterion D
at the local level for its demonstrated and potential
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ability to provide important information about

the precontact occupation of the Stones River
valley from the Early Archaic to Middle Woodland
periods.

Criteria Considerations

Criteria Consideration D applies to Stones River
National Cemetery, which derives its significance
from its association with important historic
events and distinctive design features. Criteria
Consideration F applies to the contributing
commemorative monuments in the district that
possess significance engendered from their age,
design, and symbolic values and their association
with national trends in battlefield commemoration
and remembrance in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries.

Consideration F applies to the contributing
commemorative monuments in the district that
possess significance engendered from their age,
design, and symbolic values and their association
with national trends in battlefield commemoration
and remembrance in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries.

Cultural Landscape Period of Significance

The period of significance for the cultural
landscape extends from 1862 to 1966. It achieved
its primary significance in the period of December
30, 1862, to January 3, 1863, during which the
opposing armies assembled in Murfreesboro,
fought the Battle of Stones River, and disengaged.
Other significant dates for the landscape include
the construction of Fortress Rosecrans in the
winter and spring of 1863; the development of the
Cemetery Community from the 1860s to the 1920s;
the establishment of Stones River National Military
Park in 1927; the transfer of the park to the NPS in
1933; and the subsequent development of the park
through the NPS Mission 66 era. (This CLR does
not include the Stones River National Cemetery.)

The integrity of each character area of the
landscape is assessed in the Existing Conditions
and Analysis chapter, following the condition
assessment and comparative analysis of the
landscape in each area.
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Although the National Register of Historic Places
nomination includes significance under Criterion
D for precontact research potential, because there
are no surface features associated with this period
within this park, it is not included in the cultural
landscape period of significance and the landscape
analysis for Chapter 3.

CLR Overall 1862-1863: | 1863-1866: 1863-1927: 1927-1966:

Period of Battle of Union Occupation | Continued Agricultural | Federal

Significance Stones and Early Use, Commemoration, | Stewardship and
River Commemoration |and the Cemetery Conservation

Community

Nashville Pike Unit | 1862-1863 [ 1863-1866 1863-1927 1927-1966

Hazen Brigade 1863-1866 1863-1927 1927-1966

Monument

McFadden Farm 1862-1863 1863-1927 1927-1966

Unit

General Rosecrans 1863-1927 1927-1966

Headquarters

General Bragg 1863-1927 1927-1966

Headquarters

Fortress Rosecrans 1863-1866 1863-1927 1927-1966

Redoubt Brannan 1863-1866 1863-1927 1927-1966

Table 2-1. Stones River National Battlefield, Cultural Landscape Historic Periods
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Narrative Site History

Geologic Context®

Stones River National Battlefield lies in an ancient
marine basin. During the Middle Ordovician
period (about 470-455 million years ago) of the
Paleozoic era, lime and mud deposited in the
basin formed carbonate sediments now known

as the Stones River Group (although none

are exposed within the park itself). The same
Paleozoic mountain-building events that formed
the Appalachian Mountains also caused uplift of a
dome beneath what is now Murfreesboro (Figure
2-1). The thinly-deposited sediments above this
Nashville Dome fractured and then eroded at a
greater rate than lower-lying areas. Over time,
alluvial processes impacted the deposition,
flooding, and migration of the Stones River. The
thinly-bedded and highly fractured limestone

of the Nashville Dome formed distinctive karst
features that shaped how the landscape was used
and developed over time.

5 Summarized from National Park Service Geologic
Resources Division, Stones River National Battlefield
Geologic Resources Inventory Report (Fort Collins, CO:
National Park Service, 2012).
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Indigenous Habitation and Use before
1836

Precontact

People have lived in what is now Tennessee for
thousands of years. Among the descendants of

the earliest inhabitants of the Southeastern United
States, there is no single narrative, but instead a
complex history of movement throughout the land.
According to the Cherokee, their people lived in
the Southeast from time immemorial. Other tribes,
such as the Chickasaw, recount the migration of
their ancestors from their previous homes far to
the west to the southeast in search of rich soil and
abundant game.®

Archeologists, who categorize groups of people
according to material evidence, date the first
inhabitants of the Tennessee region to around
12,000 to 15,000 years ago, when people they
call Paleoindians followed large animal herds
into the area as the last of the glaciers retreated.
At the Coats—Hines site, about 30 miles west of
Stones River National Battlefield near Franklin,
Tennessee, archeologists identified evidence of
mastodons that were butchered by humans using
stone tools as much as 12,000 to 14,000 years ago.

6  "History,” Cherokee Nation, https://www.cherokee.
org/about-the-nation/history/ accessed April 28, 2021;
“Migration Story,” The Chickasaw Nation, https://
chickasaw.net/Our-Nation/History/Prehistoric.aspx;
accessed April 28, 2021; “Middle Tennessee’s Native
American Origins,” Native History Association, http:/
www.nativehistoryassociation.org/origins.php, accessed
April 28, 2021.
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Schematic cross-section through Tennessee illustrating the Nashville Dome and location of Stones River National

Battlefield (reproduced from Stones River National Battlefield Geologic Resources Inventory Report, 2012, 3.)
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They theorize that the people camping near the

site were hunting large animals such as mastodons
and mammoths as part of a diversified subsistence
economy that ranged over large areas of land.” As the
region warmed following the end of a glacial period,
the larger mastodons and mammoths became extinct
and were supplanted by deer and elk attracted by the
oak, hickory, chestnut, and beech trees that replaced
the spruce and fir forests that had forested the region
during the colder glacial period.?

During the Archaic period (approximately 8000

to 1000 BCE), people continued to hunt deer,

elk, and other small game such as rabbits and
turkey and also harvested edible nuts, fruits, and
other plants. As they no longer had to follow

large mammals across large areas, and as the
climate continued to warm, people settled on

river terraces, living in small villages of fifteen-to-
twenty houses where they could harvest fish and
shellfish from the nearby water bodies. People also
began to develop long-distance trade networks,

as evidenced by artifacts incorporating copper
from the Great Lakes region and marine shells
from the Gulf Coast. Projectile points from the
Middle to Late Archaic periods (4000 to 1000
BCE) have been found in the river two miles
upstream from Stones River National Battlefield.
Although no archeological evidence of precontact
settlement has been found to date within the park’s
boundary, evidence of occupation from this and
other periods may have been obliterated due to the
region’s long history of intensive farming.’

During the Woodland period, beginning about
3000 years ago, people living in the region began
to practice horticulture, craft pottery, and build
ceremonial or burial mounds. By the Mississippian
period (approximately 900 to 1600 CE), people
were living in large towns supported by intensive
agriculture, including the cultivation of the “three
sisters”: corn, beans, and squash. Mississippian

7 Aaron Deter-Wolf and Jesse W. Tune, “Coates-Hines
Archaeological Site,” National Register of Historic
Places nomination, December 17, 2010, 8-5 to 8-7.

8 “The Land and Native People,” Tennessee Blue Book: A
History of Tennessee, https://tnsoshistory.com/chapter1,
accessed April 28, 2021.

9 “The Land and Native People”; “The Archaic
Period,” Native History Association, http://www.
nativehistoryassociation.org/archaic.php, accessed April
28, 2021; Catherine H. Blee, “An Assessment of the
Cultural Resources of Stones River National Battlefield
and the Proposed Development Impacts on Them,”
National Park Service, Denver Service Center, 1976, 4-5.
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towns were often surrounded by palisades and
included pyramid-shaped mounds that hosted
political and religious activities as well as the
conical burial mounds of the Woodland period.
Artists from this era produced sculptures from
shell, flint, stone, and pottery.'’

When Spanish conquistadors, including Hernando
DeSoto, came through the East Tennessee region
in the mid-1500s, they encountered a number of
Mississippian towns. Around this time, there was

a decline in population in Middle Tennessee for
reasons that are unclear in tribal and archeological
histories, but may have been related to climate
change, inter-tribal conflicts, or epidemic illness,
perhaps brought to the region by the Spanish.
Archeologists have not been able to establish where
Mississippian people went during this period,

but tribal historians of the Cherokee, Chickasaw,
Choctaw, Creek, and other nations acknowledge
them as ancestors. The connection is evident in
oral traditions, artistic symbology, and the use of
platform mounds.!!

By the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries,
central Tennessee was an area of seasonal hunting
and fishing for a number of tribes. People
traversing the region used a network of trails to
connect their settlements with hunting grounds,
trading sites, and sources of important resources
such as tool-making stone. The Nashville Pike (Old
Nashville Highway) would later be aligned along
portions of these trails.!? Another trail, the Natchez
Trace, connected the hunting grounds and salt licks
of middle Tennessee to the Mississippi River along
a geologic ridge line. Tribes, who were already
trading among themselves, extended their trading
activities to the Europeans who were increasingly
venturing into their territories for the purposes of
exploration, hunting, trapping, and fur trading.

10 “The Land and Native People”; “The Woodland
Period,” Native History Association, http://www.
nativehistoryassociation.org/woodland.php; “The
Mississippian Period,” Native History Association, http:/
www.nativehistoryassociation.org/mississippian.php,
accessed April 28, 2021.

11 “The Mississippian Period”; “The Land and Native
People.”

12 Wiss, Janney, Elstner, Associates, Inc., Old Nashville
Highway Historic Structure Report, National Park
Service, June 2015, 10-11.
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In the seventeenth century, a number of Shawnee
people were living in villages along the Cumberland
River, and the French built a trading post at French
Lick, later Nashville, in 1710 to trade with them. The
Shawnee left the region in the mid-1700s and were
supplanted by seasonal Cherokee hunting camps,
including the camp of Black Fox near Murfreesboro.
Middle Tennessee became an important hunting
ground for many of the southeastern tribes as
Euroamericans moved into western North Carolina
and eastern Tennessee."

At the end of the Seven Years’ War (French and
Indian War), the Royal Proclamation of 1763
reserved land west of the Appalachian Mountains,
including Tennessee, for the tribal nations of

the Southeast. However, the proclamation was
not enforced, and during the late eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries, first under the British,
and then following the Revolutionary War under
the Americans, settlers continued to pour west
into Tennessee, causing increasing conflict with
the tribes living and hunting in the region who
defended their territory. The first permanent
Euroamerican settlement in the Nashville area was
established around 1779-1780.

Trail of Tears

Throughout the eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries, the Indigenous nations of the Southeast
negotiated a series of concessions and agreements
aimed at settling disputes over Euroamerican
settlement and providing safe passage through
lands owned and occupied by the tribes. Such
treaties were rarely honored by white settlers

or enforced by state, territorial, or federal
governments. The United States government issued
land warrants to Continental Army veterans that
they used to claim land throughout the Southeast
in the decades following the Revolutionary War."

13 “The Early Historic Period,” Native History Association,
http://www.nativehistoryassociation.org/historic_
period.php, accessed April 28, 2021.

14 Carlton C. Sims, ed. A History of Rutherford County
(Murfreesboro, Tennessee: Rutherford Courier, 1947),
11.

15  Philip Thomason and Dr. Sara Parker, “Historic and
Archaeological Resources of the Cherokee Trail of
Tears,” National Register of Historic Places Multiple
Property Documentation Form, October 2003, E-5 to
ES8.
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By the 1830s the Indigenous nations of the
Southeast were under increasing pressure from
white settlement, having signed a series of treaties
that gradually reduced their lands and forced

them farther south and west. In 1829 the newly
inaugurated US president Andrew Jackson sought
the complete removal of the tribes of the Southeast
in order to give their land to American settlers.

At the instigation of Jackson, the United States
Congress passed the Indian Removal Act in 1830,
which empowered the federal government to claim
existing tribal lands through treaties in exchange for
territory located west of the Mississippi (in practice,
present-day eastern Oklahoma) as well as “aid and
assistance” in moving to and settling in the new
territory.!® In the early-to-mid 1830s many members
of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek nations
emigrated west to what became known as Indian
territory, often experiencing disease, starvation, and
other hardships at the hands of government officials
who were supposed to facilitate their journeys."”

The Cherokee nation attempted to fight removal
through the federal courts. In Cherokee Nation

v. Georgia, decided in 1831, the United States
Supreme Court ruled that tribes were not
independent nations and declined to rule on the
merits of the Cherokee’s request for an injunction
against the state. However, the following year

in Worcester v. Georgia, the Supreme Court
recognized that, while the tribe did not have the
standing of a foreign nation, the Cherokee did
have sovereignty over their lands by virtue of the
treaties the tribe entered into with the federal
government.'® President Jackson refused to enforce
Worcester v. Georgia, allowing Georgia to pursue
removal policies.

16 "An act to provide for an exchange of land with the
Indians residing in any of the state or territories, and
for their removal west of the river Mississippi, May 28,
1830.” US Congress, 28 May 1830, Public Law 21-148, 4
Stat. 411.

17 Thomason and Parker, “Historic and Archaeological
Resources of the Cherokee Trail of Tears,” E12.

18 Cherokee Nation v .Georgia, 30 U.S. (5 Pet.) 1 (1831);
Worcester v. Georgia, 31 U.S. (6 Pet.) 515 (1832).
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In 1835 a minority group of Cherokee leaders signed
the Treaty of New Echota, agreeing to monetary
compensation and land in the West in return

for vacating all lands held by the tribe. Although

the signers of the treaty were not sanctioned
representatives of the tribe and the Cherokee nation
immediately sought to overturn the treaty, the treaty
became federal law in 1836. Some Cherokee moved
to Indian territory following the treaty, but most
resisted.”

US troops began the forcible removal of the
Cherokee in May 1838. Members of the tribe
were first marched to temporary posts and forts in
Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, and North Carolina
before arriving at three main emigrating depots,
where many succumbed to disease and death as
aresult of the poor conditions at the emigrating
depots’ camps. Their homes and crops were
plundered and burned as they departed. The
approximately 16,000 Cherokee were divided into

19 History,” Cherokee Nation; “Removal,” Chickasaw
Nation, https://chickasaw.net/Our-Nation/History/
Removal.aspx, accessed April 28, 2021; “History,”
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians,” http://www.
choctaw.org/aboutmbci/history/index.html, accessed
April 28, 2021; Thomason and Parker, “Historic and
Archaeological Resources of the Cherokee Trail of
Tears,”E14-15.
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Overview map of Trail of Tears routes (National Park Service, Trail of Tears National Historic Trail).

seventeen groups, some with more than 1,000
people, and then dispatched either overland or by
water beginning in the summer of 1838. The over
1,000-mile-long overland journey took as long as
five to six months. Conditions along the route were
horrific, and as many as a quarter of the people
died from illness, hardship, and exhaustion. The
forced migration became known as the “Trail of
Tears.”?

The Trail of Tears was not one trail, but several
different routes (Figure 2-2). What is now known
as the northern route began in present-day
Charleston, Tennessee, and led northwest through
central Tennessee (including Murfreesboro and
Nashville) before crossing the state border into
Kentucky, where it turned west.?! It had been
established in 1837 by a group of Cherokee
voluntarily moving west under the direction of
Lieutenant B. B. Cannon. Cannon wrote in his
journal of the trip on October 25, 1837: “Marched
at 800 buried Andrews child at 9 1/2oc. A.M.
Passed through Murfreesboro and arrived at

20 Thomason and Parker, “Historic and Archaeological
Resources of the Cherokee Trail of Tears,” E17.

21 “Trail of Tears National Historic Trail Map,” National
Park Service, 2020, https://www.nps.gov/trte/
planyourvisit/maps.htm, accessed April 28, 2021.
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FIGURE 2-3. Trail of Tears routes within Rutherford County, 1838 (QE annotation on Rhea, “Map of the State of Tennessee
Taken From Survey,” 1832).
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overalls Creek 4oc. P.M. 14 miles today. Issued corn
and fodder.”?? The northern route was the main
removal route and was followed by eleven of the
seventeen detachments, two of which, the Taylor
and Brown detachments, began in the Chattanooga
area and followed the “Taylor Route” until
intersecting with the main northern route at the
Hills Creek community. These eleven detachments
represented between 10,725 and 11,718 of the
approximately 16,000 Cherokee forcibly removed
on the Trail of Tears; the detachment sizes ranged
from around 700 people at the low end to 1,700 at
the high end.”

The route followed the approximate alignment
of present-day Highway 70S to Readyville, about
15 miles east of Stones River National Battlefield.
From there, four of the nine groups reportedly
split from the main group to avoid paying tolls
along the main route, traveling through the now-
abandoned town of Jefferson and rejoining the
main route on the Nashville Pike beyond LaVergne.
The remainder of the groups proceeded along
present-day Wilson Hill Road north of Pilot
Knob to the Kittrell community. From there, they
continued west on the current Woodbury Road,
which becomes East Main Street in Murfreesboro.
Beyond Murfreesboro, the route turned onto the
Nashville Pike, crossing the Stones River near the
location where Fortress Rosecrans and Redoubt
Brannan would be constructed twenty-five years
later. The trail then passed through the present-
day Nashville Pike Unit of Stones River National
Battlefield along the alignment of Old Nashville
Highway, continuing northwest to Smyrna and
LaVergne (Figure 2-3).2

22 Quoted in “Trail of Tears,” Stones River National
Battlefield website, accessed July 2021, https://www.
nps.gov/stri/learn/historyculture/trail-of-tears.htm.

23 Duane King, The Cherokee Trail of Tears (Portland, OR:
Graphic Arts Books, 2008), Appendix A & B, 170-171;
Jerry Clark, “Cherokee Removal Detachments (Basic
Chart),” October 15, 2009. There were two different
tallies of the detachment sizes.

24 Benjamin C. Nance, The Trail of Tears in Tennessee:
A Study of the Routes Used During the Cherokee
Removal of 1838 (Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation, Division of
Archaeology, 2001), 30-31.
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FIGURE 2-4. Toll gate and tollhouse on the Nashville Pike,
ca. 1800s (Bill Jakes, Postcard History Series: Murfreesboro
(Charleston, SC: Arcadia Publishing, 2006), 85).

While most of the roads used by the Cherokee
during their forced migration were dirt roads in
varying conditions, the route taken by the main
northern route followed a macadamized surface
between Murfreesboro and Nashville. This road
was under construction by the Nashville and
Murfreesboro Turnpike Company in the early
1830s. Macadamized roads (named for Scottish
inventor John MacAdam) were formed of convex
roadbeds overlain with crushed stone, topped
with stone dust, and compacted with water. The
Nashville Pike was at least thirty feet wide and had
toll gates and tollhouses every five miles where
gatekeepers collected fees from travelers. It was
these tollhouses, including several in the area of
Stones River National Battlefield (Figure 2-4),
that the alternate northern route groups hoped to
avoid.? There have been to date no documented
sites associated with the passage of the Trail of
Tears, such as camping areas, through Stones River
National Battlefield land.

25 Thomason and Parker, “Historic and Archaeological
Resources of the Cherokee Trail of Tears,” F8-9.
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Euroamerican Settlement and
Development, 1797-1862

The first permanent settlement in Rutherford
County was likely established on the upper banks
of the Stones River in 1797. At the time, the area
was still within Davidson County, which had
been established in 1783 by the North Carolina
legislature (under which the area was still governed).
Revolutionary War veterans had been granted
some land in the Stones River tract in 1786, but it
is unclear how many settled on or even visited the
land. Among the earliest white settlers in the area
were Samuel Wilson and Nimrod Menifee, who
both owned land near what became the site of the
Stones River National Cemetery.?

Tennessee was admitted to the Union on June 1,
1796, as the sixteenth state, and Rutherford County
was set off from Davidson County on October

25, 1803. By 1836, the boundaries of the county
were amended to reach their present extent.” In
1812 the county seat was moved from Jefferson

to Murfreesboro, which also served as the state
capital of Tennessee from 1819 to 1826, when it
was moved to Nashville.

In the early decades of the 1800s several modes

and routes of transportation developed that would
make the Murfreesboro area of strategic importance
during the Civil War (Figure 2-5). The Stones River
and Indigenous trails were the earliest circulation
routes adapted by Euroamerican settlers. Stones
River provided a water route to Nashville and the
Cumberland, Tennessee, Ohio, and Mississippi
rivers, while the network of Indigenous trails were
developed into wagon routes and turnpikes. The
Nashville, Murfreesboro, and Shelbyville Turnpike, a
primary route for Cherokee removal, was completed
by 1842 to facilitate commerce, but would later be
used by the Union and Confederate military forces

26 Carlton C. Sims, ed. A History of Rutherford County
(Murfreesboro, Tennessee: Rutherford Courier, 1947),
11, 16.

27 Sean M. Styles, with Miranda Fraley, Mary O. Ratcliffe,
and Robert W. Blythe, eds. Stones River National
Battlefield Historic Resource Study (Atlanta, Georgia:
Cultural Resources Division, Southeast Regional Office,
National Park Service, 2004), 17.
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FIGURE 2-5.

Detail of Rutherford County from the 1818
Melish-Strothers Map of Tennessee (Tennessee State Library
and Archives).

for transporting troops and supplies.?

In the 1840s another method of transportation,

the railroad, developed in Middle Tennessee. The
Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad was the first
railway chartered in the state and began carrying
passengers and freight between Nashville and
Murfreesboro in 1851. The line was extended to
Chattanooga by 1854 and linked Murfreesboro’s
people and goods to markets and other destinations
across the South and Midwest. The Western Union
Telegraph Company maintained lines along the
railroad route with offices located at points along the
system. Both the railroad and the telegraph were key
resources for Union and Confederate forces during
the Civil War and the Battle of Stones River was

part of a campaign to control the railroad route to
Confederate-held Chattanooga.

During the first half of the nineteenth century,
the area encompassing Stones River National
Battlefield developed an intensive farming
economy supported by the labor of enslaved
Black people. The agricultural landscape was
characterized by farmstead clusters set within
agricultural fields and woodlands. Open fields
with deeper soils planted with cotton and corn

28 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 26. See also Edward
C. Annable, Jr., A History of the Roads of Rutherford
County, Tennessee, 1804-1878: Historic Road Research,
and Its Applications for Historic Resource Surveys and
Local History (master’s thesis, Middle Tennessee State
University), 159-162.



alternated with areas of shallow soil overlying the
karst landscape of the region on which grew dense
thickets of Eastern Redcedar called cedar brakes.
Farmsteads typically included a farmhouse, barn,
and outbuildings such as corn cribs, smokehouses,
and shelters for cotton gins. Woodlands were
bordered by rail fences and cultivated fields.

Tennessee was the second-largest corn-producing
region in the South east of the Mississippi River,
and in the middle decades of the nineteenth
century Rutherford County was near the top of
corn-producing counties in the United States,
producing millions of bushels annually. The farms
of the region also produced tobacco, cotton, wheat,
Irish and sweet potatoes, and rye, as well as pork
and dairy products.”’

The farms in the area that would encompass

the Battle of Stones River followed this general
pattern of farming. At least two of the farms

were owned on the eve of the battle by widows,
Holly McFadden and Eliza Burrus. McFadden’s
farm in 1860 was relatively small, only fifty-five
acres, of which forty acres were actively farmed.
McFadden enslaved eight people of African
descent, four females and four males ranging in
age from two to forty-two. The farm produced
mostly corn (500 bushels that year) but also peas,
potatoes, and sweet potatoes, as well as butter
from the two milk cows McFadden owned and
pork from the twenty-five swine on the farm. The
McFadden Farm also contained an internal farm
lane known as Bowen Lane or McFadden Lane,
which would be rechristened Van Cleve Lane
following the Battle of Stones River. Eliza Burrus’s
farm was much larger, 220 acres with half of the
land improved, although she held only four more
enslaved people than McFadden, eight males and
four females ranging in age from two to sixty years
old. In addition to corn, which was the largest
crop, the Burrus farm also grew wheat, oats, peas,
potatoes, and produced butter. Burrus owned
seven horses, fourteen cattle, twenty sheep, and
sixty swine, and produced several gallons of wine.
A much larger farm in the area was that owned by
Varner D. Cowan. Half of the 600-acre farm was

29 Mabel Pittard, Rutherford County (Tennessee County
History Series) (Memphis, TN: Memphis State University
Press, 1984), 34; Styles, 28, citing the United States
Bureau of Census, Population of the United States
in 1860: Compiled from the Original Returns of the
Eighth Census (Washington: Government Printing
Office, 1864), 136, 459.
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improved, and Cowan held forty-four enslaved
people ranging in age from newborn to eighty-five,
including twenty-three females and twenty-one
males. The farm produced over 2000 bushels of
corn in 1860, as well as wheat, cotton, peas, and
potatoes; Cowan also produced several gallons of
wine and cheese in addition to butter. On the farm
were fifteen horses, thirty cattle, four sheep, and
twenty swine.*

Between 1840 and 1860 the population of
Rutherford County increased from 24,289 to
27,918. Almost half of the population of the
county was enslaved. In addition to laboring

on farms, enslaved people had also worked
together with Irish immigrant labor to build

the Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad through
Rutherford County. As the Civil War loomed, white
Tennesseans faced a decision whether to secede
from the Union as other southern states had. In
general, Tennessee was divided between the eastern
part of the state, where pro-Union sentiment was
strong, and west and middle Tennessee, including
Rutherford County, where slavery was supported
but many residents wanted to remain neutral. In
February 1861 the state voted against secession,
but just four months later, following President
Lincoln’s call for troops after the Confederate
attack on Fort Sumter, Tennesseans voted again,
becoming the last state in the Union to secede. 3!

Rutherford County, in the geographic center of
Tennessee, was a strategic objective for both Union
and Confederate armies due to its roads, railroads,
and communication lines, as well as the rich
farmland that supplied troops with food and other
resources. By early 1862 a Union garrison occupied
Murfreesboro. In July of that year, a Confederate
cavalry force under Brigadier General Nathan
Bedford Forrest advanced from Chattanooga and
carried out a surprise attack at the First Battle of
Murfreesboro, overrunning the Union garrison,
destroying supplies, and damaging the railroad
tracks. Although Forrest immediately withdrew
from Murfreesboro after the raid, his action had

30 United States Bureau of Census, Non-Population
Schedule, Products of Agriculture, 1860, Civil District
9, Rutherford County, Tennessee, 33-34; United States
Bureau of Census, Slave Schedules, 1860, Civil District 9,
Rutherford County, Tennessee, 63, 65.

31 Ann Wilson Willett, “A History of Stones River National
Military Park,” (master’s thesis, Middle Tennessee State
College, 1958), 24, citing Carter Patten, A Tennessee
Chronicle (Chattanooga, Tennessee: 1953), 185.
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FIGURE 2-6. Detail of “Topographical sketch of the environs of Murfreesboro, Tennessee. Surveyed Jan. 1863 under the
direction of Capt. N. Michler, USA, Chief Topl. Engr., Army of the Cumberland, by Maj. John E. Weyss..."” (Library of Congress).
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the effect of diverting the Union from its planned
push towards Chattanooga. Later that summer the
Union garrison at Murfreesboro moved north in
response to the Confederate invasion of Kentucky,
leaving Murfreesboro vacant. The Confederates
then moved north from Chattanooga to take
control of Murfreesboro.

The Battle of Stones River, 1862-186332

Murfreesboro in late 1862 was the base

of operations for the Army of Tennessee,

the Confederacy’s principal western army,
commanded by General Braxton Bragg. From
Murfreesboro, the Confederate cavalry staged raids
against Union supply lines in Tennessee, Kentucky,
and Alabama. The proximity of Murfreesboro

to Nashville, controlled by Union forces and

used as a forward supply depot, made control of
Murfreesboro essential to the Federal 14th Army
Corps.” Control of the Nashville & Chattanooga
Railroad was necessary to supply Union forces in
a campaign to take Chattanooga. In addition to
practical considerations, the Union was anxious
for a military victory to boost morale after the
disappointing Maryland and Kentucky campaigns.
A demoralizing defeat at Fredericksburg, Virginia,
in mid-December amplified the need for military
success. President Abraham Lincoln also hoped a
victory in late 1862 would make his recently issued
Emancipation Proclamation an effective tool for
ending the possibility of foreign recognition and
support of the Confederacy.

On October 30, 1862, Major General William

S. Rosecrans assumed command of the Union
forces in Bowling Green, Kentucky, sixty miles
north of Nashville. In response to the proximity

of the Army of Tennessee to Nashville, Rosecrans
moved the Union army to the Tennessee capital

in early November. He then reorganized his force
into three wings commanded by Major Generals
Thomas L. Crittenden, Alexander M. McCook, and
George H. Thomas.** On December 26, Rosecrans

32 The text for the Battle of Stones River, 1862-1863,
is preserved largely intact from the 2007 Cultural
Landscape Report. A few minor edits have been made
to correct outdated information.

33 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 24. Soon after the
Battle of Stones River, the 14th Corps was renamed
the Army of the Cumberland. At that time, each wing
became a corps. Citing Peter Cozzens, No Better Place
to Die: The Battle of Stones River (Urbana, Illinois:
University of lllinois Press, 1991), 14 -15.

34 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 24.

SITE HisTORY

sent the three wings of his army along different
routes toward the Confederate army: Thomas
toward Franklin, McCook toward Nolensville, and
Crittenden toward Murfreesboro.”

Bragg had spent the fall of 1862 foraging the region
around Murfreesboro for supplies and recruiting
troops, with divisions of the Army of Tennessee
billeted in Murfreesboro and surrounding towns.
The army’s cavalry was organized in commands
under Brigadier Generals Nathan B. Forrest and
John H. Morgan. Forrest’s troops had attacked

the Mobile & Ohio Railroad, which supplied
Brigadier General Ulysses S. Grant’s army in
Mississippi, and Morgan’s troops attacked

the Louisville & Nashville in Kentucky, which
supplied General Rosecrans’s army in Nashville.

A third of the cavalry remained under Brigadier
General Joe Wheeler for picket duty. Bragg’s lack
of concern about the threat of a Union offensive
led to Major General Carter Stevenson’s division
being detached from the Army of Tennessee and
sent to Vicksburg.*® Stevenson’s departure and

the absence of Forrest’s and Morgan’s forces
prompted Rosecrans to move against the weakened
Confederates. It took four days for the entire
Union army to unite west of Murfreesboro, delayed
by cavalry resistance and rain, sleet, fog, and mud.

Both Bragg and Rosecrans chose to attack the
right flank of the enemy and cut off their supply
line and escape route. Rosecrans’s plan called
for Crittenden’s wing to leave its position on the

35 The synopsis of the battle history is adapted from
that presented in Styles, Historic Resource Study.
Styles references the following sources of information
relative to the campaign: Charles M. Spearman,

The Battle of Stones River; Peter Cozzens; No Better
Place to Die: The Battle of Stones River; from the
Confederate perspective: Stanley F. Horn, The

Army of Tennessee: A Military History, Thomas L.
Connelly, Autumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee,
1862-1865; from the Union perspective: Thomas B.
Van Horne, History of the Army of the Cumberland:
Its Organization, Campaigns, and Battles and William
Bickham'’s Rosecrans’ Campaign with the Fourteenth
Army Corps, or the Army of the Cumberland: A
Narrative of Personal Observations . . . with Official
Reports of the Battle of Stone River. Styles notes

the limitations of the latter two documents and
indicates the need for a new study of the Army of the
Cumberland. Such a study, Days of Glory: The Army
of the Cumberland, 1861-1865, by Larry Daniel, was
published in 2004.

36 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 24. Citing Thomas L.
Connelly, Autumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee,
1862-1865 (Baton Rouge, Louisiana: Louisiana State
University Press, 1971), 41.
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FIGURE 2-7.

west bank, ford Stones River, and attack Bragg’s
right the following morning. Rosecrans deployed
McCook’s and Thomas’s wings on the west bank
of the river, on his right and center respectively.
Bragg had the same plan of attack, calling upon
General John C. Breckinridge’s division to hold his
right flank on the river’s east bank while assaulting
with Lieutenant William Hardee’s corps on the
left.’”

On the evening of December 30, the military bands
of both armies began to play. As described by a
soldier present at the battle:

The still winter night carried their strains
to great distance. At every pause on our
side, far away could be heard the military
bands of the other. Finally one of them
struck up “Home Sweet Home.” As if by
common consent, all other airs ceased,
and the bands of both armies as far as the
ear could reach, joined in the refrain. Who

37 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 24. Citing Thomas L.
Connelly, Autumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee,
1862-1865 (Baton Rouge, Louisiana: Louisiana State
University Press, 1971), 51-54.
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A. E. Matthew'’s print of the Battle of Stones River on December 31, 1862; note rocky ground and cedars (Li-
brary of Congress).

knows how many hearts were bold next
day by reason of that air?3*

At dawn on December 31, 1862, Bragg’s troops
stormed across the fields to attack the Union
right flank, hoping to drive the Union forces back
to the river while cutting off their main supply
routes at the Nashville Pike and the Nashville &
Chattanooga Railroad. The Union forces were
cooking breakfast when the Confederate forces
swept in. Union commanders tried to halt and
resist but the attack was too powerful. The rocky
ground and cedar forests blunted the assault to
some extent (Figure 2-7), although the Army of
the Cumberland’s right flank was in shambles by
8:00 a.m. Confederate units to the north began
attacking the enemy in their front to hold the
Union units in place as the flanking attack swept
up behind them. General Philip Sheridan’s troops
were able to repulse the first enemy attack but had
to reposition themselves to maintain their escape
routes. Confederate troops assaulted the Federals
without coordination, with communication made

38 Sam Seay, First Tennessee Infantry. Quoted in “The
Union Approach,” Stones River National Battlefield
internet site, History & Culture section, www.nps.gov/
stri/.



FIGURE 2-8.

difficult by the terrain. With great losses, the Union
forces slowed the Confederate assault. The terrible
carnage among the rocks and trees of this area
prompted soldiers to name it “the Slaughter Pen.”

General Rosecrans cancelled the attack across the
river and brought his reserve troops into the fight.
With General George Thomas, Rosecrans rallied
fleeing troops and formed a new line backed by
artillery along the Nashville Pike. The horseshoe-
shaped line provided better communication,

and the Union cannon covered the open fields
between the cedars and the road. The woods and
rocky ground helped the Union. Confederate
organization fell apart during the struggle through
the cedars, and the Confederate artillery was
unable to penetrate the forest with its dense
growth and uneven terrain. As night approached,
the Union army retained control of the turnpike,
its lifeline to Nashville, with access to supplies to
continue the fight.

The Round Forest, located between the Nashville
Pike and Stones River, anchored the left of the
Union line. At 10:00 a.m. on December 31, General
James Chalmers’s forces advanced across the fields
in front of General William B. Hazen’s men. The
partially burned Cowan house and outbuildings
forced Chalmers’s men to split just before they

SITE HisTORY

A. E. Matthew'’s print of the engagement at McFadden'’s Ford, January 2, 1863 (Library of Congress).

came within range, and General Chalmers was
wounded as his line wavered and broke. Despite
a following attack by General Daniel Donelson’s
brigade through Cruft’s brigade south of the pike,
Hazen’s brigade was able to hold to the north.
During the afternoon of December 31, Colonel
Hazen’s brigade held against four Confederate
attacks and provided an anchor for the Nashville
Pike line of supply to the Union forces. Hazen’s
brigade was the only Union unit not to retreat on
that day, but the carnage in this fighting prompted
soldiers to name the field Hell’s Half Acre.*

Both sides spent January 1, 1863, reorganizing and
caring for the wounded. Beginning on January

1 and continuing to January 3 or 4, the Union
Pioneer Brigade dug earthworks parallel to the
Nashville Pike for the Chicago Board of Trade
Battery and rebuilt the trestle over the river that the
Confederates had destroyed.*

The two armies engaged again on the afternoon of
January 2. General Breckinridge attacked General
Horatio Van Cleve’s division on a hill overlooking

39 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 33-34.

40 Battle Reports, December 26, 1862, to January 5, 1863.
Battle Report No. 10, Report of Capt. James St. Clair
Mortor, US Engineers, commanding Pioneer Brigade.
O.R., Series |, vol. XX, pt. |, sec. 29.
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McFadden’s Ford on the east side of the river at
4:00 p.m. (Figure 2-8). The Confederate forces took
the hill and continued on toward the ford but came
within range of fifty-seven Union cannon massed
on the west side of the Stones River. In forty-five
minutes more than 1,800 Confederates were killed
or wounded, and the Union counterattack that
followed pushed Breckinridge’s division back to
Wayne’s Hill.#

With the approach of Union reinforcements, the
Army of Tennessee withdrew to the Duck River,
twenty-five miles to the south, on the evening of
January 3, 1863. On January 5, the Union army
marched into Murfreesboro.

The Battle of Stones River was one of the bloodiest
of the war: the Confederate casualties numbered
10,266 of the 37,700 engaged, and the Union
casualties were 13,259 of the 43,400 present. In all,
more than 3,000 were killed and nearly 16,000 were
wounded; some of the wounded spent as many

as seven days on the field before help could reach
them.*? The Army of Tennessee lost control of the
rich farmland of Middle Tennessee, which would
now be available to support the Union, and dissent
was generated within its command.

Description of Landscape Condition, Stones
River National Battlefield, 1862-1863

Landscape conditions from December 31, 1862,
through January 2, 1863, are illustrated on drawing
HP-1.

Prior to the Battle of Stones River, the landscape
over which the battle occurred was characterized
by irregularly ordered stands of cedar forest

or “cedar brakes,” mixed stands of cedars and
hardwoods, and open agricultural fields utilized
primarily to grow corn, cotton, and hay, or as
pastures for livestock. Farmsteads dotted the
landscape in a dispersed pattern; many were sited
along the major road corridors in existence at the
time. Farmsteads typically consisted of a dwelling
house, a small grouping of outbuildings nearby,
and fenced crop fields. At least one of the local
farmsteads is known to have included a peach
orchard in close proximity to the Nashville Pike.

41 Styles, Historic Resource Studly, 33-34

42 Styles, Historic Resource Study, 34, Citing Charles M.
Spearman, The Battle of Stones River (Columbus, Ohio:
Blue & Gray Enterprises, Inc., 1993), 27; Cozzens, 201;
casualties from Official Records, vol. XX, 215, 261.
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The primary circulation corridors that traversed
the landscape in the mid-nineteenth century
included the Nashville Pike and the Nashville &
Chattanooga Railroad tracks. The lesser roads
included McFadden Lane and the Wilkinson Pike.
A ford crossing of Stones River existed north of the
McFadden Farm near the end of McFadden Lane.
Post and rail fences lined the Nashville Pike and

a tollhouse and gate stood along the pike. Other
important landscape features present at the time
of the battle included bridges across Stones River:
one for the Nashville Pike and one for the rail

line. Local industries, most on a very small scale,
included brick plants, cotton processing, and mills
that relied on the waterpower generated by Stones
River.

The site of General Rosecrans’s Headquarters was
a small cabin along the Nashville Pike. The cabin
was surrounded by woods. In the decades after the
war, the cabin was apparently used as a church by
a Black congregation. The site of General Bragg’s
Headquarters was an open field just south of the
location where the Nashville Pike crossed over the
Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad. Trees and other
vegetation lined Stones River just northeast of the
site. The headquarters likely occupied a tent or
temporary building on the site.

The three-day battle that was waged across the
agricultural landscape was heavily influenced by
the local terrain and land cover. Because the battle
occurred in winter, there were no crops growing;
however, it is likely that corn and cotton stalks
remained standing in the fields. Outcroppings of
limestone, dense stands of cedar trees, and knolls
with commanding views played key roles in the
tactics and outcome of the battle. The dense<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>