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orristown National Historical Park (NHP)
is a popular historical site and visitor
destination in Morris County, New

Jersey. Mostly known for being the winter
1

headquarters of George Washington and the
Continental Army in 1779–1780 (smaller
encampments occurred in 1777, 1780–1781,
and 1781–1782), Morristown and Jockey
Hollow have garnered attention since the early
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With all of the
Revolutionary War
history and stories
the Park has to offer,
it is the encampment
of George
Washington in
1779–1780 that is
most recollected in
popular history
because of the size,
length of stay, and of
course because of the
weather—that winter
was the worst in
living memory along
the eastern seaboard.

nineteenth century by those interested in its
Revolutionary War themed history.
With all of the Revolutionary War history and
stories the Park has to offer (most visitors are
unaware of the other stories and histories to be
found in the Ford family and the park’s significant
archival and library holdings), it is the encampment
of George Washington in 1779–1780 that is most
recollected in popular history because of the size,
length of stay, and of course because of the
weather—that winter was the worst in living memory
along the eastern seaboard.
The

reproduction

soldiers’

huts

at

the

Pennsylvania Line in Jockey Hollow at Morristown
NHP elicit a range of stirring emotions. While George
Washington has the undisputed claim to name
recognition

and

his

headquarters—the

Ford

mansion—has the undisputed claim as being the
finest quarters enjoyed by anyone during the
1779–1780 encampment, it was the Spartan
quarters for the “average soldier” in Jockey Hollow
that generates the most interest. Indeed, the huts,
which housed up to twelve men each, are often
looked upon with both admiration and repulsion at
the same time. Admiration, that the soldiers could
endure their difficulties, and repulsion, that they had
no choice but to endure their difficulties—then again,
few if any “average soldier” has a choice in his or her
particular predicament at any given time. (In fact, the
Pennsylvania Line troops mutinied a year later at
Jockey Hollow on New Year’s Day, 1781, over their
difficulties; but that is another story.)
Reconstructed exhibit huts built by the National
Park Service (NPS) (for “consumptive use”—meaning
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visitors can touch them and move around and within
them) first appeared nearly eighty years ago. The
setting of the huts was visually appealing, with the
huts perched on a bluff on
the side of Sugar Loaf Hill.
Today, when one drives, or
walks, through the park’s
roads

and

trails

and

emerges to see the huts
standing as silent sentinels
to an era impossible for us
to inhabit—no matter how
hard we try—but enticing
to a degree that cannot be
resisted,

it

seems

as

though the observer has
The huts as visitors
experience them today.

entered

the

eighteenth

century. This undeniable allure of proximity to the
past, even if channeled through a reproduction, has
led to the area having an extra layer of meaning
attached to it.
Since Morristown NHP was first created in 1933,
the question of how best to present and interpret the
story of the 1779–1780 winter encampment has
been debated and discussed on and off for nearly
that entire time. Most visitors however, have no idea
of the discussions and debates which led to what
they see today. Should this matter? Or, should
visitors simply take at face value, without question,
the information presented to them, be it visual,
written, or spoken? What most visitors perceive is a
seamless line from archaeology, to study, to
rebuilding, to interpretation. However, things aren’t
always as simple as they seem.
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As with most
elements of historical
interpretation,
emphasis areas and
nuanced appreciation
or rejection of history
often depends upon
one’s perspective.

This article will look at how what we see today
was influenced by what our NPS forebears thought
we should see, and by what modern scientific
archaeology can tell us we should see. As with most
elements of historical interpretation, emphasis areas
and nuanced appreciation or rejection of history,
often depend upon one’s perspective.
According to a Project Construction Program
Proposal Form from the NPS, dated March 1959,
when the 1930s era Civilian Conservation Corps
reconstructed huts were being replaced, the NPS
chose the First Pennsylvania campsite to serve as a
“model exhibit typifying the whole camp.” The
2

proposal continued:
The smallest meaningful unit for interpretation
purposes is a company cantonment consisting of
one officers’ hut and four soldiers’ huts, arranged
according to the plan outlined by General
Washington.

3

How the Camps Came Into Being 1779
The Jockey Hollow encampment of 1779–1780
(and the much smaller ones in 1780–1781, and
1781–1782) occupied lands that were owned by
Joshua Guerin, Henry Wick, and Peter Kemble. The
three combined farms (Guerin, Wick, and Kemble)
lost approximately six-hundred acres of trees over a
two

to

three

month

period

in

1779–1780.

Quartermaster-General Nathanael Greene was
responsible for selecting Morristown, and overall, for
finding and recommending encampment sites from
1778 until 1780 for the Continental Army to George
Washington.
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The original huts, we
should remember,
were significant
structures in their
own right.

American

Continental

Army

Winter

encampments were by 1779 a well-rehearsed and
executed endeavor:
The general cantonment plan provided for 24 huts
per regiment, with 12 men to a hut. The huts were
built in rows 2, 3, and possibly 4 deep . . . with each
row separated by a street 12 to 20 feet wide. Within
each row the huts were placed in groups of 2, with 8
to 10 feet separating the huts in a group, and an 18to 24- foot walkway between groups.

4

The Continental Army created its first hutting
plan at Valley Forge during the winter of 1777–1778,
two years before the large Morristown encampment.
However, it was the Middlebrook, New Jersey,
encampment of 1778–1779, the winter immediately
preceding Morristown, which provided the hutting
plan followed at Morristown. The plan, while
enforced and rigid, allowed for some variation within
limits. Dimensions varied slightly among brigades,
but generally the huts were 16-feet wide by 14-feet
deep. Placement of doors, windows, and hearths
also differed among brigades. Finally, the exact
height of walls, and pitch of roofs, has not yet been
accurately determined.

5

Construction materials

generally included logs, boards, planks, nails, glass,
iron hinges, and clay.
The original huts, we should remember, were
significant structures in their own right. As
archaeologist Duncan Campbell wrote:
The military hut was built with time-consuming care
and patience, by men possessed of far more skill
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(Left) Cover of Joseph
Plumb Martin's memoir
renamed Private Yankee
Doodle, ca.2014 printing.
(Right) Title page of Joseph
Plumb Martin's memoir,
1830.
Morristown NHP

and ability than we have credited to them. The
soldier of the Revolution certainly had more civilian
experience with the ax than with the rifle or musket.
The end product of his labor was a hut which may
have fallen short of the requirements for a finished
log house, but it was superior to the best
interpretation we have given it to date in our
illustrations and our reconstructions.

6

Recording the Story
Among the contemporary accounts of the
encampment are some that are quite famous.
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Topping the list of
notables is the
Connecticut soldier
Joseph Plumb Martin,
whose memoir was
published
anonymously in 1830
and later re-issued as
Private Yankee Doodle
in 1955...

Topping the list of notables is the Connecticut
soldier Joseph Plumb Martin. Martin, whose memoir
was published anonymously in 1830 and later reissued as Private Yankee Doodle in 1955, is often
referenced for his descriptions of Jockey Hollow and
for his depiction of the life of a common soldier in
general during the encampment. [images #2 and #3]
It was the first edition in Morristown NHPs library
that started the Private Yankee Doodle phenomena.
Then Morristown NHP superintendent, Dr. Francis
Ronalds, persuaded George Scheer to edit the 1830
edition for publication in 1955 to a modern audience.
Another recorder of events in Jockey Hollow that
winter of 1779–1780 was Dr. James Thatcher.
Thatcher wrote extensively on the construction of
the huts and how the soldiers interacted as residents
of the huts and within their new city. Robert Erskine,
Washington’s geographer and map maker, is known
for his many drawings of not just Morristown but
other encampment sites as well. Other recorders
included Major Ebenezer Huntington who wrote
about the hardships the soldiers faced constructing
a new city during the winter.

7

Prelude to 1933
Even before the founding of Morristown NHP in
1933, interest in the area of Jockey Hollow, as the
campsite for most of the Continental Army during
the hard winter of 1779–1780, was high. Two
individuals—no doubt there were more—are known
to have studied the Jockey Hollow area for signs of
the encampment. Joseph Tuttle and Emory
McClintock were two such individuals who scoured
Jockey Hollow in the late nineteenth century to learn
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more about the campsites. Both of
these men’s studies were ultimately
relied upon by the National Park
Service in the 1930s to help in the
placement of the camps within
Jockey Hollow and with way-finding
other aspects of the overall camps.
The NPS subsequently employed
modern (in 1930s sense of modern)
archaeological
understand

methods

the

to

Jockey

help

Hollow

campsites.
The

Rev.

Joseph

Tuttle,

a

Presbyterian minister in Rockway,
New

Jersey,

antiquarian,

was
and

a

scholar,

collector

of

ephemera. He produced some of the
8

earliest known transcriptions about
the Jockey Hollow area. Tuttle took a
two-pronged

approach

to

his

research: 1) Surveying and studying
the land comprising Jockey Hollow,

Rev. Tuttle, ca.1900.

and, 2) perhaps most importantly, he

Courtesy of Wabash College

talked to locals, especially elderly individuals who
may have had memories from their childhood of
stories

about

George

Washington

and

the

Continental Army. It was highly unlikely that by the
time Tuttle studied Jockey Hollow any veterans of
the Revolutionary era would have still been alive.
Tuttle

did

however

find

some

who

knew

Revolutionary-era veterans. One was a man named
Mr. Mucklow (his first name is lost), who provided
Rev. Tuttle with endless anecdotes and stories told
to him as a boy growing up in the area.
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Emory McClintock, like Rev. Tuttle, wrote near the
end of the nineteenth century. In 1894 he published
Topography of Washington’s Camp of 1780 and Its
Neighborhood. His study was important
because it involved information about
land use, farming and development in
the Jockey Hollow area during the years
1785–1895.

This

information

was

invaluable to the National Park Service in
attempting to determine patterns of land
use and potential disturbance areas
involving possible artifacts and other
types

of

evidence

in

relation

to

archaeological excavations.
One of the last of the pre-NPS
researchers to work in Jockey Hollow
was Henry C. Pitney, an engineer for the
Morris Aqueduct Company. He too took
an approach similar to Tuttle sixty years
earlier, of talking to local residents and
Title page of McClintock's
study of Jockey Hollow,
1894.
Morristown NHP

gathering their memories.
In 1916, Andrew Sherman, a
Morris County historian, took many photographs of
the Jockey Hollow area focusing on the appearance
of the encampment sites throughout Jockey Hollow.
Sherman’s work was unique. He showed people what
Jockey Hollow was, rather than telling them what
Jockey Hollow was. This visual approach also played
into the hands of NPS officials in the 1930s who
desired to replicate some of the huts in an effort to
provide the visual and tactile experiences of
“entering” the eighteenth century.

Building the Huts Jude M. Pfister, D.Litt. | www.GardenStateLegacy.com Issue 27 March 2015

Photo by Sherman of
Jockey Hollow near the
Wick House, ca.1895.
Morristown NHP

1933
In 1933 Morristown National Historical Park was
founded—the first “national historical park” in the
NPS. From that point forward, the Jockey Hollow
interpretation and understanding becomes a bit
complicated. The NPS felt it had an obligation to
take into account the stories and reminiscences of
the local people; and to be true to the pioneer
researchers such as Rev. Tuttle who expended great
effort in understanding the “real” encampment. Yet,
the NPS in 1933, heavily influenced by the work at
Colonial Williamsburg, also was acutely aware that it
needed to rely on facts and conjectures that were
based on evidence and sound hypothesis to tell the
story. It was a tough position for the NPS. This is
9

not to suggest that park staff had a difficult time
telling a story—far from it. What becomes difficult
beginning in 1933 was that the NPS had to adhere to
established standards of archaeological research
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What became
difficult beginning in
1933 was that the NPS
had to adhere to
established standards
of archaeological
research and
interpretation. From a
practical standpoint,
this meant that the
NPS could not rely on
hearsay or pure
memory in crafting
the layout of the
encampments.

and interpretation. From a practical standpoint, this
meant that the NPS could not rely on hearsay or pure
memory in crafting the layout of the encampments.
No, the NPS had to be (and still is) bound by
professional aspects of scholarly conclusions. Still,
with all this emphasis on modern technique, the
Civilian Conservation Corps (which constructed
much of the infrastructure at Morristown) and the
early NPS park managers had overlooked some
basic

advancements

in

the

field,

such

as

stratigraphic analysis. This process allowed for a
much more precise and graduated understanding of
artifacts. Almost from the beginning, the NPS had
the ruins of the Jockey Hollow encampment on
exhibit with accompanying interpretation. Because
of labor and financial shortages, maintenance of
these sites to allow for continued visitation became
problematic during World War II and continued
through the post-War years. This contributed to the
overall deterioration of the exposed archaeological
resources. Greater vehicular access demands during
the American bicentennial years and greater
demands for trails also led to concerns over the
preservation of the overall remaining Jockey Hollow
encampment sites.
The first comprehensive excavation (as we would
recognize excavations today) encompassing Jockey
Hollow was conducted by John Cotter in the early
1960s. At that time Cotter was something of a
celebrity in archaeology circles due to his splendid
work at the Jamestown site in Virginia. Following
Cotter, was Duncan Campbell, who in the mid-1960s
conducted more work at the Connecticut, Hand’s,
and Stark’s sites. The end result of his work
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“It is first my painful
task to report...we did
not find one shred of
diagnostic material in
our in-field survey.”

unfortunately was lost as “none of Campbell’s 35 hut
feature excavations made over a 5-year period from
1962–1967 was backfilled after it was dug. The
exposed hut features have thus suffered . . . [from]
weathering, which has all but destroyed a few
hearths and damaged almost all the rest.”

10

As Edward Rutsch and Kim Peters wrote in their
1976 study Forty Years of Archaeological Research at
Morristown National Historical Park, “the story of
research, excavation, and restoration of soldiers’
huts at Morristown is a long one. . . .” And, it is a
11

story without a happy ending. Given the long history
of non-academic excavation, visitor intrusion, and
the attempt by the NPS to recreate the huts, original
evidence relating to the actual hut sites has been
“obliterated.” Even prior to the NPS arrival in 1933,
12

most of the sites had been heavily disturbed by
farming and souvenir hunters.
Rutsch

and

13

Peters

concluded

their

archaeological survey of the New York Brigade Line
in January 1976 with bad news:
It is first my painful task to report that although all
documentary clues pointed to this area as the site of
the New York Brigade, and despite the fact that our
research techniques were in my opinion adequate to
find Revolutionary War remains, we did not find one
shred of diagnostic material in our in-field survey.

14

The Pennsylvania Line, where the reproduction
huts have been situated in Jockey Hollow since the
late 1930s, is one of the most studied and examined
parts of Morristown NHP. Still, exact locational
information eludes us to this day.

15

As the most
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Foundation trenches for four
soldiers' huts at Jockey
Hollow Pennsylvania lineca.1965.
Morristown NHP

recent (2007) archaeological study (including
ground penetrating radar) concluded, based on their
findings:
The very small amount of historic artifacts, even
smaller amount of artifacts that can be definitively
attributed to the encampment, and complete lack of
encampment related archaeological features does
not reflect the presence of 90-odd huts of 1,100
soldiers. The assemblage and lack of features does
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Foundation, flooring, and
chimney work at Jockey
Hollow Pennsylvania lineca.1965.
Morristown NHP

not even reflect the 37 possible hut sites
documented in the earlier archaeological surveys
and reinvestigated by Rutsch and Peters in 1976.

16

Of course this is inconclusive. The huts today are
in an approximate location of the originals, but we
will probably never know exactly where they were.
The area has been so completely disturbed over the
years that all traces of the originals have all but
vanished.

Building the Huts Jude M. Pfister, D.Litt. | www.GardenStateLegacy.com Issue 27 March 2015

Nearly completed soldiers'
hut at Jockey Hollow
Pennsylvania line-ca.1966.
Morristown NHP

One glaring example of relying on lore and legend
and myth in creating interpretive programs and
displays is the hospital hut near the Pennsylvania
Line. Morristown’s first superintendent, Elbert Cox,
wrote proudly in a 1936 letter, “Our hospital hut
reconstruction is also complete.” He, and the NPS,
17

relied on local traditions gathered by Tuttle,
McClintock, and others, in placing a cemetery near
the Pennsylvania Line. Logically, as the tradition
goes,

a

hospital

would

have

been

nearby.

Furthermore, a surgeon, Freeman Tilton, who served
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There is a certain
comedy/tragedy feel
associated with these
decades long
endeavors to not only
find the actual sites,
but to present and
interpret them to the
public.

during the Revolution at Morristown, wrote in 1813
that he had helped to build a hospital at the
Morristown encampment. However, two excavations
failed to produce any evidence of a hospital or a
cemetery (or any other type of medical facility), with
one exception—a lead bullet with what appears to be
teeth marks. Presumably this was evidence of
surgery or some type of medical procedure creating
intense pain. By 1971, NPS historian Ricardo TorresReyes established conclusively that a hospital did
not exist at Jockey Hollow where legend had placed
it. He recommended “‘that the existing replicas of
Tilton’s hospital be dismantled as being an intrusion
on the historic scene. . . . ’”
There

is

a

certain

18

comedy/tragedy

feel

associated with these decades long endeavors to
not only find the actual sites, but to present and
interpret them to the public. This situation was
naturally not malicious or conscious in nature. Staff
no doubt acted based on the best practices available
at the time. It’s just that those practices have left us
in the twenty-first century with little if any real
material evidence of the encampment, especially at
the Pennsylvania Line. The huts we see today (2014)
are fourth-generation.

19

So, for an eighty year old

park, we have averaged new construction of the
reconstructions on the site every twenty years—that
is quite extensive for an archaeological site, which is
normally not intruded upon so heavily. As late as
1975, when the NPS was considering bicentennial
renovations (fourth generation) to the huts, after
forty years’ worth of debate and study, the park still
conceded “although definitive documentation is not
available for all aspects of the Pennsylvania Line
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The lesson with the
Morristown huts
story, and indeed
with any aspect of
interpreted history, is
that history changes.

Encampment, it is possible to postulate the
organization, construction, and furnishing of this
camp.”

20

The lesson with the Morristown huts story, and
indeed with any aspect of interpreted history, is that
history changes. Not so much in the general
outlines, but rather how we understand and interpret
those outlines based on documentary and other
evidentiary artifacts. Probably the worst experience
a visitor could have at an historic site is to visit years
after an initial visit and find the same story, told the
same way, with the same outline and limitations
imposed on the presentation. If one were to find
oneself in this situation, the best thing to do would
be to ask the tour guide why more research hasn’t
been done to refresh the story. At the end of the day,
there is no such thing as definitive history.
(Special thanks to Elizabeth Swift at Wabash College
in Indiana for her assistance with Rev. Tuttle, and to
Anne

DeGraaf

at

Morristown

NHP

for

her

suggestions and editing.)
1. The park was the subject of an article in the Garden State Legacy in the fall
2013 issue.
2. CRBIB 403786.
3. CRBIB 403786.
4. Edward Rutsch and Kim Peters, pg. 21. CRBIB 403667.
5. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 24. CRBIB 403667.
6. NPS memo, Skelton to Cliver, October 8, 1975, Building File folder #36.
7. The overall volume of artifacts recovered throughout Jockey Hollow is
approximately 25,000 items. However, remember that 25,000 items refers to
individual pieces. When those individual pieces are constructed into
whatever it was before it was smashed or broken, the total number of items
is reduced considerably. An overview of the findings throughout Jockey
Hollow follows:
A Summary of Excavations and Studies Compiled in 1976 by Rutsch & Peters
Based on a Review of Exiting Documentation
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1 and 2 Connecticut:
st

nd

According to records, the 1 Connecticut areas were cleared of brush and
st

small trees in the 1930s but not excavated. Some supposed hut sites were
excavated in the 1960s by Campbell. These studies revealed the remains or
outlines of approximately 81 enlisted men’s huts; 10 company officers’ huts;
and 6 field officers huts.
The 2

nd

Connecticut area revealed the remains or outlines of

approximately 72 enlisted men huts; 11 company officers; 6 field officers. In
fact, the 2 Connecticut had been “undisturbed since the Revolution and with
nd

the full records of the archeol[ogical] excavations still available, the remains
the largest most complete and least disturbed encampment of any unit. . . .
Together the two Connecticut Brigade sites may well be the finest
archeological resource of the Revolutionary Army to be found anywhere.”

1

Starks Brigade:
The first known survey and excavation of Starks Brigade occurred in 1967
and was carried out by Campbell. The survey located 35 enlisted men hut
sites; 6 company officers sites; 1 field officer.
New Jersey Brigade:
Limited 1930s excavation in what was then the reputed New Jersey site.
Further excavation in 1976 did identify remains likely associated with the
Continental Army.
Pennsylvania Line:
2 Pennsylvania: No discernible remains.
nd

1 Pennsylvania: Cleaned and mapped in 1940. 1963 Campbell located 11
st

features and excavated 3 hearths.
Reputed Hands Commissary:
Features and 1930s surface collection (literally found at the surface level
without the aid of excavation) of artifacts. One 19 century foundation;
th

surface collection includes 19 century artifacts.
th

Hand’s Brigade Encampment:
All surface indications of huts obliterated by 19 and 20 century farming.
th

th

1 and 2 Maryland:
st

nd

No surface remains. No features, some artifacts through excavations.
New York Brigade:
No artifacts or features.
8. Tuttle left Rockaway in 1862 for Crawfordsville, IN. There he became
president of Wabash College, a post he held for thirty years.
9. A partial list of sources for the hut reconstruction as found by Vernon Setser,
Historical Technician at Morristown NHP:
-Regimental Orders from Middlebrook, 1779.
-Story of an Old Farm by Andrew Mellick.
-Letter from Col. Thomas Craig to Anthony Wayne.
-Specifications for huts at Valley Forge 1777–1778 set forth in an order
from General Washington.
-Dr. Thacher’s military journal.
-Division orders, Westfield, 1778.
Russell Baker wrote in conclusion that “as pointed out, certain evidence is
conclusive in its story, while some portions are conjectural.” CRBIB
403767.
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10. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 33. CRBIB 403667.
11. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 29. CRBIB 403667.
12. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 30. CRBIB 403667.
13. Morristown NHP is federal land. Unauthorized digging, metal detecting,
etc., is a felony and carries stiff penalties.
14. CRBIB 010424.
15. The most recent study, completed in 2006, ends by stating, “Lastly, the
encampment [Pennsylvania Brigade] may not have fully occupied this
particular hillside of Sugar Loaf Hill. It is possible that the actual
regimental hut lines of the 1 PA Brigade were located in the hospital field.
st

If this was the case, then the hut remains the CCC found on the hillside in
1935, and those found by Cotter in 1961, may represent officers’ huts
rather than those of the common soldier.” URS final report on Morristown
excavation, pg. 6.2.
16. URS final report on Morristown excavation, pg. 6.1.
17. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 29. CRBIB 403667.
18. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 29. CRBIB 403667.
19. Rutsch and Peters, pg. 30. CRBIB 403667.
20. NPS memo, Skelton to Cliver, October 8, 1975, Building Files folder #36.
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