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This is one of the most haronious combinations of mountain,
vale, and river, to be found in America; we know not whether to cal it
more beautifu or grand. Fine as is al the scenery of ths neighborhood,
however, it is not till very lately that the current of trvel has turned
thther, and but partaly yet. Harpr's Ferr wil soon be a resort for

admirers of nature from al nations, and it may well shar the honors of
pilgriage with Trenton Fals and Niagar.

W. H. Barett and N.P. Wills, 1840

American Scenery; or Land, Lake, and River
Ilustrations of Transatlantic Nature
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Introduction

HISTORICAL
OVERVIEW

You stand on a very high point

of land. On your right comes up
the Shenandoah. having ranged
along the foot of the mountain
an hundred miles to seek a vent.
On your left approaches the
Patowmac. in quest of a passage
also. In the moment of their
junction they rush together
against the mountain, rend it
asunder, and pass off to the sea.

Thomas Jefferson. 1785
Notes on the
State of Virginia
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Since Thomas Jefferson wrote these words, many who have lived,
worked or visited Harrs Ferr have ben inspired by the endurng and
timeless quality of the land, the hils, and the two rivers. Situated on a
rocky peninsula between the Potomac and Shenandoah rivers is Lower
Town, the historic center of Harers Ferr, and the focus of ths study, Its

present appearance, however, belies the town's long history and the
periods of rapid change that are par of the Harers Ferr story. The
landscape reveals only vestiges of the thving industral and transporta-
tion center that existed there in the middle of the nineteenth centur. The
large arory complex of workshops and mils, the arsenal yard, the
storefronts, businesses, taverns, ins, and the factories on Virginius Island
are no longer a prominent par of the scene. Although several nineteenth-
centur buildings do remain in Lower Town, many other historic strc-
tures are in ruins, or bured under layers of landscape change.

The landscape of Lower Town has a rich and vared history that
is defmed by five primar periods of growt and development. These
include a period of early settement between 1750 and 1815; a period of
communty development and industrialzation leading up to the John
Brown raid on the U.S. arenal and thugh the Civil War, frm 1815
thugh 1865; a period of reconsruction, commerce, and expansion of
traporttion networl between 1865 and 1900; an era of communty

stabilzation and tourism between 1900 and 194; and the currnt period
reflecting NPS adminstration of the site which began in 1944 and
continues to the present.

The separate themes give the landscape of Harrs Ferr an
overa historic context and help explain the dynamics of ths complex
landscape. Among these themes is the disparty in use and development
of lands under public and private ownership. A second theme concerns
the contrast in landscape charcter between industrial and commercial
development in the town, and the smal concentrated residential distrcts.
Prar among the themes, however, is the coexistence of the pictur-
esque landscape with the industral landscape of progress, engineerig,
and technology, Historicaly, images of the picturesque and the indus-
trial landscape are best represented by the views of two early visitors to
Harrs Ferr, Thomas Jefferson and George Washington, Although

their perceptions of the site date from the eighteenth century, their
different visions have continued to affect the communty's development
into the twentieth centu.

As a result of both natura and human forces, the landscape of
Lower Town has changed considerably since Robert Harr first came to
the site in 1747, The first signficant alteration occurrd when the
federa arory was constructed in the late eighteenth century. Dams

were built to chanel the rivers and generate water power for the facto-
ries and the mils. Bridges were constructed at strategic locations so that
the Potomac and Shenandoah river crossings could be safely crossed by
wagon and later by raiL. Elevated wooden railroad trestles were con-
strcted to expedite the movement of goods thugh the community. The
high shale cliffs enclosing the town were blasted and chipped away to



create roadways and larger building lots for stores and residences. The
federal arory was rebuilt and enlarged, By the tie of John Brown's
raid, the forests on both Loudoun and Marland heights had been har-
vested for lumber and for fueL. Durig the Civil War, these aras were
used for the construction of army eartworks, fortfications, and camp-
sites and by 1865 the hills and mountains surrunding Harrs Ferr
were virtaly bare. Although the communty suivived the war, the
destruction of the U.S. arsenal, arory, and more than one-thrd of the
town's commercial structures, forever changed the physical appearace
of Lower Town. Floods in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
century contributed to the silting up of canals and industral waterways
on Virginius and Hal's islands; to the extent that ths area is no longer an
island. The same floods damaged many of the newly constructed
postwar buildings and factories and brought down other shoreline
structures; their foundations and rubble remain for the most part buried
by layers of more of the silt. Later, the B&O Railroad created an earen
embanent and rerouted the rail line on top of the arory ruins. To
improve the river crossings, modem bridges were constrcted in 1870,
1882, 1890, 1894 and 1931.

Harrs Ferr has a long landscape history that is both industrial
and picturesque. Specific cultural and political developments and unique
natural forces worked both in concert and in opposition to create the
remarkable character of ths vilage landscape, It is the story of a smal

~ settement that developed in par because of its spctcular setting and
. ¡ the natural resources it provided, but one whose grwt and development
.1 was continuously hampered by rocky terrn, floods, and historical

! events. The character of its enduring and changing landscape is the
i focus of ths report.

Over the past several years the National Park Seivice has under-
taken a number of historical studies, archeological investigations, and
building rehabiltation projects in Lower Town aimed at the long-term
preseivation of signficant cultural resources. To date, however, no
study or building package has directly addressed the potential historic
value of the landscape as it contrbutes to the historic settng and cultural
context of Lower Town. Physical and fuctional changes over many
years have left a variety of landscape patterns, features, and remnants
thoughout the town relating to several historic periods. The overal
"look" of the landscape, however, remains contemporar in character
with mancured lawns, ornamental tres and shrbs and, in the eyes of
many, a clean, sterile streets cape that never existed, Whle ths land-
scape does provide a neutral backdrop for interpreting the draatic and
complex events that define the history of Lower Town, many unan-
swered questions remain about the role of the historic landscape,

Since the focus of much of the preseivation work in Lower Town
has revolved around individual building packages, the town as a complex
of interrelated sites and structures has not always been perceived. With-

PURPOSE OF THE
REPORT
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out an overa site plan for the town as a whole, individual buildings and
isolated features ar often preserved lacking an appropriate site context.
Ultiately the identification, evaluation, and preseivation of the cultual

landscape is strongly lined to the preseivation of historic resources and
enhancing the interpretative environment in Lower Town,

The purpse of ths report is to compile and document signficant
cultura landscape characteristics in Lower Town and prepare a site
design basd on an evaluation of signficant cultural landscape features
and pattrn,

The Cutura Landscape Study for Lower Town is divided into
thee principal part:. research, analysis and evaluation, and design

development. The research phase of the study involved investigations
into the historical record and documentation of existing conditions.
Historical research was conducted using both primary and secondar
sources in the parl meso Although a number of historical studies had
been completed, virtaly al of them related exclusively to the period
between 1803 and 1865, In addition, with few exceptions these histories
focused on individual buildings or the very broad social history of the
site leading up to the Civil War, Whle ths information was helpfu, its
usefuess was liited in the context of ths study as the landscape

history was to address the physical evolution and structural development
of the site thugh al historic periods up to the present. As a result,

additional research was intiated to identify the physical and fuctional
character of the landscape into the twentieth century. Historic photo-
graphs, newspaper accounts, historic maps, manuscripts, and artistic
renderings of the site were most useful for understading the historic
contexts for the site. The analysis of paintings, engravings, and litho-
graphs frm the period were especialy usefu for developing key historic
themes and understading the cultura context withn which ths land-
scape developed. In addition to these resources, primar source materi-
als from the National Archives and the B&O Railroad archives in
Baltimore were most usefu for understanding the historical landscape
into the late nieteenth and early twentieth centuries. Based on ths
research, a narrtive landscape history was prepared and historical base
maps completed depicting the physical landscape though five historic
periods of development.

In addition, as part of the project research, al park plang and
resource documents were reviewed. Archeological reports were used to
supplement historical investigations and knowledge of features identified
during the documentation of existing conditions.

The documentation of existing conditions took place over five
months. Without a current site map, field worl focused on verification
of inormation and supplementing base maps used in the field. Land-
scape features were recorded on site maps at two scales of resolution in
order to depict critical information in a usefu manner. The i :50 scale



site map developed during ths phase of the project was used as the
primar base map thoughout the project.

The analysis of the cultural landscape took severa forms,

leading to an evaluation of landscape signficance, Key cultura land-
scape components were analyzed and data frm the historical base maps
were consolidated in order to determine the typ and concentrtion of
resources remaining in the landscape of Lower Town. Based on ths
information, nine distinct cultural landscape character areas and corr-

sponding management zones for preseivation tratment were identified.
Using these management zones as a fraework for design

development, three design alternatives for treatment of the cultura
landscape were prepared and presented in a review to the par, regional

staff, and DSC. Comments from this review were consolidated and a
landscape plan was prepared. Design details were develope as needed to
ilustrate the plan and expand the level of information, and a working
materials list was prepared to allow flexibilty in the rehabiltation of
specific landscape features. It is not within the scope of this report to
provide construction documents or cost estimates for work outlned in the
document. In some cases, additional design work may be reuired for
detail features proposed in the concept plan, prior to implementation.
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Existing Conditions

ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTEXT AND
SETTING

Harrs Ferr National Historical Park is located at the confuence
of the Shenandoah and Potomac rivers, where the states of West Virginia,
Virgina, and Marland meet. The par includes more than 2,238 acres of
land in al thee borderig states. The rivers create a dramatic gap though
the suroundig Blue Ridge Mountais and lend a scenic grandeur to an
area rich in history, The majority of historical resources in the park relate
to the period between 1803 and the Civil War when the two rivers were
haressed for power and tranportation, and Harers Ferr became an
importt manufactug and commercial town, as well as the site of John
Brown's raid on the D,S, arory. Many of these resources are concen-
trated in Lower Town, which is the focus of this study.
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Context and Cultural Landscape Environs

In addition to Lower Town, four areas in th park have a distnct
cultural landscape character, Although these areas have a strng physi-

cal and historical relationship to Lower Town, they ar outside the scope
of ths study and not addressed in depth. Al four areas, however, ar
integra to the story of Lower Town and defie the contextual boundaries
for the site as a whole, Each is briefly described below:

The Armory

The arory site is located along the southwest ban of the
Potomac River, above its confuence with the Shenandoah, The arory,
or musket factory, was the structural and economic core of Lower Town
between 1800 and 1860. To a large degree, it al established the overal
landscape character of Lower Town as reflected in the layout of roads
and pedestran paths, the plattng of open lands; an th style, materials,
and technology used to construct buildings, water works, dams, culvert,
canals, and structural wals. After the war the site contiued as a com-
memorative landscape relating the story of John Brown's rad, A large
earten railroad berm was constructed in 1894, dividing the site into two
segments, The John Brown monument is located on the berm, Today
vegetation obscures the location and extent of severa Nmnant features
including the foundation ruins of strctres, ruin of canals and water-

works, and the large stone wal along t.1ie Potomac River, Ony a porton
of the site is currently with the authorized boundares of the par, and
general access is limited.
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Existing Conditions

View of armory looking north.
ca 1870. Photo file. HF 539.

John Brown monument and

Civil War tablets, ca 1905.
Photo file, HF 124.
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Camp Hill

Loated west of Lower Town and nort of Virginius Island,
Camp Hil played a key role in the evolution of the cultural landscape
from earliest settement to the present. In 1782, Robert Harr deeded a
portion of the land to seive as a cemetery. During the period between
1810 and 1860, Camp Hil had a distinct communty character with
dwellngs for arory employees and other offcials, residential gardens,
and streets. During the war, the area became a key encampment site for
troops, with earen fortifications circling the site from the cliff over-
looking the Shenandoah, to the bluffs above the Potomac. None of these
eartworks remain today. After the war Storer College was established
on Camp Hil, and four of the former arory buildings were donated to
the college. The college operated frm 1868 until 1955. Today buildings
are used by the National Park SeivICe for offces, interpretive programs,
and the Stephen T. Mather Interpretive Center. Pedestrian access to
Camp Hil is along the trail frm Jefferson Rock, which ties into the site
at the cemetery . Vehicular access is from the town of Bolivar, off of
Washington Street.
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Historic view of Camp Hil,
looking east, 1886. Photo file,
HF 782.

View to the gap from the
cemetery on Camp Hil. 1991 ,
NPS photo, on file HAFE NHP.

2-5














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































