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https://irp.cdn-website.com/2c253136/files/uploaded/Cannonsburgh_Village_Museum_and_Collections_Assessment_Report.pdf
https://irp.cdn-website.com/2c253136/files/uploaded/Cannonsburgh_Village_Museum_and_Collections_Assessment_Report.pdf
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Gutter and downspout on the rear 
east corner of the Leeman House, 
protecting the roof and walls from 
water damage. 

Town Creek serves as the northern boundary of 
the village’s collection of buildings. 

https://irp.cdn-website.com/2c253136/files/uploaded/Restoration-Guide-for-Historic-Log-Buildings-on-the-Trail-of-Tears-National-Historic-Trail-Final.pdf
https://irp.cdn-website.com/2c253136/files/uploaded/Restoration-Guide-for-Historic-Log-Buildings-on-the-Trail-of-Tears-National-Historic-Trail-Final.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-26-log-buildings.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-26-log-buildings.pdf
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North Elevation 
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East Elevation 
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South Elevation 

West Elevation 

Brick Foundation Along East by Southeast Elevation 
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Lack of Moisture Barrier Beneath General Store 

Rotted Beams for Front Porch Roof 
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North Elevation 
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West Elevation 

Lack of Moisture Barrier Beneath Structure 

Mulch Close to Foundation 



11 

 

East Elevation Hole in Siding 

South Elevation 
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Windmill West Elevation 
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Well Northwest Elevation Grate Covering Well Opening 
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East Elevation 
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North Elevation 

South Elevation 
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West Elevation 

Degraded Logs South Elevation 
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Degraded chinking and daubing West     
Elevation 

Degraded logs North Elevation 

Brick Foundation with Missing Mortar West Elevation 
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 North by Northeast Elevation 
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East by Southeast Elevation 



20 

 

West by Northwest Elevation 

South Elevation HVAC South Elevation 



21 

 

ADA ramp South Elevation 

Tombstones (but no graves), East by Southeast Elevation 
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Windows in Disrepair South Elevation 
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East Elevation 
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West Elevation 

Interior of Caboose 
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Cotton Warehouse North Elevation 
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Roof on North Elevation Porch on North Elevation 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf
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Roof East Elevation (No Gutters), Damaged Bricks, Damaged Roof Line 

South Elevation 
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West Elevation: Mold on Foundation, Worn Stairs, Missing Gutters on Roof 

West Elevation Roof line 
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West Elevation: Unsafe Wrought Iron Fencing 

East Elevation Roof (No Gutter) 
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West Elevation ADA Ramp 

East Elevation Wood Doors 
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South Elevation 
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Exposed Romex Wiring, Southeast Elevation V-Notching with Holes, Southeast Elevation 
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Window AC Units Southwest Elevation 
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North by Northeast Elevation 

• 
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Pavilion on South-East Elevation 

ADA-compliant Ramp on North-West Elevation 
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Interior of the Pavilion looking Southwest onto chapel and warehouse 
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South Elevation 
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• 
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Side Door, Exposed Wiring, and Rain Gutter System East Elevation 

Gaps Between Wood and Foundation West Elevation 
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Wood Missing West Elevation 
 

Note: This appears to be purposeful cuts into the logs, perhaps to accommodate a cross
-joist at a previous time. It does not represent damage but it does point to a potential 

weakness in the wood’s integrity. 
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University House South Elevation 
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North Elevation: Rotted Logs East Elevation: Chinking and Daubing Dam-
age 
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West Elevation: Damaged Chimney 

Chinking and Daubing Damage 

West Elevation: Damaged Siding 
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Telephone Building South Elevation 
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South Elevation: Damaged Front Porch Damaged Wood Foundation Block 
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West Elevation: Peeling and Chipping Paint 
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Schoolhouse South by Southwest Elevation 
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West Elevation: Chinking and Daubing Damage 
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East Elevation: Drainage Issue Under Building 

Southwest Elevation: Chinking Damage Southwest Elevation: Rotted Logs 
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Southwest Elevation: Rotted Logs 

Northwest Elevation: Rotted Logs Northwest Elevation: Rotted Logs 
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Gristmill South by Southwest Elevation 
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North Elevation: Missing Window Shutter 
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West Elevation: Damaged Siding 

East Elevation: Damaged Siding 
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East Elevation: Mold Growth 

West Elevation: Damaged Siding 
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Visitor Center & Gift Shop, Northeast Elevation 
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Southwest Elevation: HVAC System Visible Northwest Elevation: Rotted Logs with Mold and 

Moss Growth 
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Northwest Elevation: Chinking and Daubing Damage 
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Interpretative marker at the Leeman 
House, screwed onto the wooden exterior 
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Interpretative marker at the Windlass Well 
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https://arcg.is/0Omrbv0
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The ”World’s Largest Cedar Bucket”—built locally in 1887, destroyed by arson in 2005, and rebuilt in 2011—remains one 

of the favorite pieces of material culture in all of Cannonsburgh. 
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21 Interview with Mary Beth Nevills, March 11, 2025. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Cannonsburgh, a reconstructed village in Murfreesboro, Tennessee, is one of Rutherford 
County’s most popular attractions. It was created by moving a number of buildings to a former 
industrial site on Lytle Creek where they were arranged to represent a rural town of the 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The village was unveiled in 1976 as part of 
Murfreesboro’s plan to celebrate the Bicentennial of the United States. Since that time it has 
been a picturesque venue for gatherings of all kinds. Its historic resources, however, have the 
potential for far greater benefits for tourism, education, and recreation. A well‐conceived plan 
for renovation, restoration, and interpretation—beyond the core issues of maintenance and 
day‐to‐day operations—could revive and make Cannonsburgh the cultural resource that it was 
originally intended to be.  
 

 
                                               Cannonsburgh Village 
 
In the years since Cannonsburgh first opened to the public it has hosted festivals, weddings, 
receptions, and parties; provided open green space for recreation and outdoor entertainment; 
accommodated school and other educationally‐minded groups, and served as headquarters for 
various local organizations. Though the village has enjoyed great popularity during those thirty‐
four years, it has suffered from benign neglect over time, with many of its resources left barely 
interpreted, underutilized, and minimally maintained. 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To improve this situation, Cannonsburgh needs to reevaluate its mission and envision the 
future ‐‐ one that follows a comprehensive, yet practical and economically‐feasible, interpretive 
and restoration plan. However, if no new measures are taken to stabilize the physical condition 
of the buildings, initiate regular cyclical maintenance, and bring the level of interpretation up to 
current standards, this “diamond in the rough” soon will cease to be a viable destination for the 
public. 
 
This report contains: 
  

 A brief historical background of the development of Cannonsburgh  
 The ways Cannonsburgh contributes to the community  
 An analysis of the preservation needs of specific buildings 
 A discussion of ways to improve the physical appearance and interpretive potential for 

the village as a whole 
 Suggestions of new ways to utilize existing buildings 
 Steps to increase Cannonsburgh’s educational potential  
 Ideas to expand its role as a revenue‐generating draw for the city of Murfreesboro. 

 
 

 
Toll bridge over Town Creek 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II.  CANNONSBURGH PAST AND PRESENT 
 
 
Cannonsburgh was developed in 1974‐76 as a Bicentennial project for the city of 
Murfreesboro.1 The brainchild of Mayor W.H. Westbrooks, it was initially envisioned as a 
recreated nineteenth‐century village, representative of early settlement life in Middle 
Tennessee. “Cannonsburgh is intended to be an historical, cultural, recreational and 
entertainment attraction,” declared the community development perspective in a local article 
from January 1976.2 The American Bicentennial Commission awarded the project a $75,000 
grant as one of only sixteen projects in the nation deemed the “most innovative.” 
Cannonsburgh has been owned, governed, and maintained by the City of Murfreesboro since 
the village’s inception.  
 
The development of Cannonsburgh is better understood in the context of the historic 
preservation movement and urban renewal in the 1950s‐70s. In Murfreesboro, pressures to 
raze the Oaklands plantation to create space for housing projects inspired concerned 
townspeople to lobby to save the antebellum mansion on the former plantation in 1959. Four 
years later, Oaklands Historic House Museum was opened to the public and has become a 
landmark of Rutherford County and a mainstay of the region’s heritage tourism. Civic growth 
during the 1950s, 60s, and 70s also led to the need for more county offices and an expansion of 
the county courthouse.  
 
When a proposal to demolish the courthouse—one of only six surviving antebellum 
courthouses in the state of Tennessee—was put forward, public outcry killed the plan. In 1959‐
61, two wings were added to the existing courthouse that duplicated the original architectural 
style, resulting in a successful compromise between modernization and expansion on one side 
and preservation of significant cultural resources on the other. Furthermore, the Civil War 
centennial in the early to mid‐1960s renewed local interest in the Stones River National 
Battlefield, located a mile and a half northwest of downtown. A new visitor center, built during 
the centennial, better accommodated the increase in tourism and education programs 
developed in the 1970s.3 
 
The American Bicentennial celebrations also encouraged an interest in local heritage resource 
that would support tourism. In Murfreesboro in 1976, a wide range of public works projects 
were planned to boost economic development, including a two‐story City Hall building off the 
square, new electric sub‐stations, and an amphitheater at Old Fort Park.4 The idea for 
Cannonsburgh was consistent with the city’s goal to beautify the Lytle Creek area south of 
Broad Street. A community development committee in Murfreesboro, led by coordinator C.H. 
                                                
1 Construction continued until 1979, though the grand opening was held in 1976 for the Bicentennial. 
2 “Cannonsburg [sic] Set To Open June 26,” Daily News Journal, January 13, 1976. 
3 Huhta, James K., “Murfreesboro, Tennessee” in Arthur P. Ziegler, Jr. and Walter C. Kidney, Historic Preservation in 
Small Towns: A Manual of Practice (Nashville, 1980): pp. 102‐117, cf. pp. 103‐104. 
4 “Tourism Major Focus For M’boro In ’76,” Daily News Journal, Jan. 30, 1976. 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Williamson, identified the Town Creek area on South Front Street as a suitable location for the 
proposed village. The jumble of run‐down industrial buildings at this site was considered a 
public eyesore that needed to be rebuilt. Furthermore, the location was close enough to the 
Murfreesboro square to draw visitors downtown from the new interstate exit (No. 78) off I‐24 
two miles to the west. The seven‐acre site chosen to become the future Cannonsburgh Village 
was originally intended for a municipal auditorium. Long‐range plans at the time included a 
convention center, the establishment of a park across Lytle Creek, and the development of a 
downtown block across Broad Street with access to the village via an elevated walkway (none 
of which materialized). 
 

        
         Cannonsburgh site before construction                          Cannonsburgh site before construction 
 
Cannonsburgh reflected a popular 1970s view that historic resources should be preserved and 
made available to the public for edification, enjoyment, and economic development. The 
planning for Cannonsburgh was spearheaded by a few key individuals: Mayor Westbrooks; 
James K. Huhta, a Middle Tennessee State University (MTSU) professor of history and director 
of the newly‐created Historic Preservation program; Murfreesboro city manager Clyde Fite; 
community development coordinator C.H. Williamson; Daily News Journal editor Douglas 
Sparks; and Rutherford County historian and MTSU professor Homer Pittard. The mayor’s vision 
of a living museum of nineteenth‐century Southern life dovetailed perfectly with the 
Bicentennial Horizons committee’s plans for the renewal of the industrial lot along Lytle Creek.5  
 
Westbrooks helped establish a development committee for Cannonsburgh with twenty‐seven 
members, chaired by John and Bettye Rucker. The development committee was subdivided into 
“phase” committees, responsible for different aspects of the project. By the time Cannonsburgh 
first welcomed the public in 1976, the development committee had grown to sixty members, 
including a nine‐member executive committee (Charlotte Dill, Baxter E. Hobgood, Joe Bell 
Robinson, Huhta, Pittard, the Ruckers, Westbrooks, and Williamson). This committee, at 
Pittard’s suggestion, decided on the name Cannonsburgh,6 in honor of the original name of the 
                                                
5 “Cannonsburg [sic] Set To Open June 26,” News Journal, January 30, 1976. Also, unnamed, unauthored report 
from the files of Murfreesboro Parks and Recreation Department (dated c. 1980s). 
6 The name was apparently spelled without the “h,” until the program for the dedication ceremonies in 1976 
added the “h,” which has since been used by the village in their promotional brochures. 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settlement of Murfreesboro in 1811. The full name, “Village of Early Southern Life,” was meant 
to convey the site’s primary objective, which was the interpretation of nineteenth‐century 
village life in Tennessee through buildings and artifacts in an outdoor museum setting. 
 
The City of Murfreesboro donated the starter funds from federal community development 
grant money that remained from the McFadden urban renewal project. These federal funds 
were used for flood control of the area through the rechanneling of Town Creek a short 
distance to the south. In fact, Cannonsburgh was the only project of the proposed 
redevelopment and beautification plans for the two‐block section along Lytle and Town Creeks 
completed in 1976. Rutherford County Judge Ben Hall McFarlin provided labor through the 
federally‐funded Public Service Employment Project which employed over a hundred people in 
constructing the village. Additional monies came from the United States Departments of 
Commerce, Labor, and Housing and Urban Development. The main part of Cannonsburgh’s 
funding came from a $75,000 grant from the American Bicentennial Commission. The total 
funds for the project totaled around $100,000 by the end of 1976. As Mabel Pittard noted in 
her 1985 history of Rutherford County, “No local money was used on the project.”7 
 
A tourism council was established by the Chamber of Commerce to coordinate efforts to 
promote the heritage resources of Rutherford County, including Oaklands, Stones River 
National Battlefield, Sam Davis Home, and the new site of Cannonsburgh. A Nashville 
architectural and engineering firm, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner & Cannon, was hired to design 
the plan for the layout of buildings and additional features. This design included some details, 
such as a parking lot south of the creek and a central pond, that were not included in the final 
construction. 
 

 
Haynes Cotton Gin 

 
Seven acres was purchased from four owners, and work began in 1974 to clear the industrial 
buildings on Front Street. A cotton gin and brick warehouse, owned by the C.N. Haynes family, 
were spared demolition and incorporated into the village. Scrap materials from a flour mill 
                                                
7 Mabel Pittard, Rutherford County (Memphis, 1985), p. 26. 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were used to build parts of the mill that would host an important part of the village’s living 
history presentation. An iron fence that had originally stood on the courthouse square was 
installed to surround the pioneer village. 
 
In the end, fifteen buildings and structures were moved to, replicated, or constructed on site. 
The built environment of Cannonsburgh, at its opening in June 1976, contained eighteen 
buildings and structures, most of which survive today. Structures that were planned for 
construction or installation but never materialized included a carriage house, smoke house, 
print shop, and sorghum mill. The Art League warehouse once contained the Battle of Stones 
River diorama, built and designed by blacksmith Robert Ragland, but this feature was 
dismantled in the 1990s. The cotton gin was demolished in 1983 following a tornado which 
greatly damaged its walls; restoration was deemed too costly at that point. The 1976 flatboat, 
moored along Town Creek, sustained so much water damage by the mid 1980s that its remains 
were removed in 1988. This flatboat was part of a reconstructed flotilla that recreated John 
Donelson’s 1779‐80 water voyage along the Holston River to the new settlement of Nashville. A 
second replica was also destroyed by flood waters.8 
 

 
            Students from the MTSU Historic Preservation program on flatboat in the late 1970s. 
 
“Cannonsburgh Day,” a public event to mark the grand opening of the site, was held on 
Saturday, June 26, 1976, and featured a parade, a ceremony, a dedication, a forum for local 
political candidates, mule pulling, horseshoe pitching, a patriotic band, and a reenacted 
wedding in the chapel presided over by Mayor Westbrooks. Welcoming remarks were provided 

                                                
8 Interview, Fred Trujillo, Cannonsburgh director from 1980‐2009, March 9, 2010. 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by James K. Huhta and Jack O. Weatherford, co‐chairmen of the Horizons ’76 Program; Robert 
E. Corlew, chairman of the Rutherford County Bicentennial Commission; and Mack Wayne 
Craig, an active Tennessee preservationist and keynote speaker.9 The event and the village itself 
received positive press in the local Daily News Journal, though support for the project was not 
entirely united among the larger community. For example, Ted Beach, a city councilman in 
1976, was originally opposed to the village’s construction; even after he changed his outlook 
and called the site “a wonderful thing,” he still called for a report of the costs the City put into 
Cannonsburgh.10 This concern for how much money the City was spending on Cannonsburgh 
has been a key issue in the maintenance of the site from 1976 to the present. 
 
A 1976 planning report for the museum exhibit reflects the original concept for the historical 
interpretation of Cannonsburgh. The objectives for the exhibit included preservation, 
education, and heritage tourism based on local historic resources.11 The museum exhibit, 
housed in the C.N. Haynes cotton warehouse, was installed in 1976 using donor funds, and 
includes fourteen panels with brief summaries of local history on the topics of settlement, 
families, transportation, town life, religion, economics, and the experiences of women and 
African Americans. The exhibit was designed, written, and installed by a committee headed by 
Anne Taylor, with consulting from designer Bill Pritchett. Several volunteers were involved, as 
well as MTSU students and faculty from the University’s Learning Resources Center and 
departments of Theatre, English, Art, History.12 The museum exhibit has remained unchanged 
since its installment thirty‐four years ago, and, apart from a brochure from the visitors center, 
provides most of the historic interpretation at the site. 
 
Cannonsburgh has, from the beginning, attempted to provide visitors and tour groups with an 
educational experience about rural Tennessee life. Several reports over the years have 
suggested ways in which the village could interpret history more coherently. These reports 
include a proposal to design and construct an interpretive kiosk, another to develop a heritage 
education program at the site, and a 1993 comprehensive needs assessment report by the 
Center for Historic Preservation.  
 
Cannonsburgh has been owned and operated by the City of Murfreesboro since its inception. In 
1997, the village was placed under the direct supervision of the Parks and Recreation 
Department, where it remains today. The Cannonsburgh town council grew out of the original 
executive committee and today is composed of representatives from the different activities 
associated with the village: the grist mill operator, the Rutherford County Blacksmith’s 
Association, the Antique Automobile Club of America, the Lions Club, the Jaycees, the 
Murfreesboro Art League, and other involved citizens and volunteers. Until 1997, the town 
council met regularly and handled policy and planning for Cannonsburgh. After maintenance 

                                                
9 Public program, “Cannonsburgh Day: A Horizons ’76 Bicentennial and Community Development Project in 
Downtown Murfreesboro, Tennessee,” June 26, 1976. 
10 “’Settlers’ at Cannonsburgh,” Daily News Journal, June 27, 1976. 
11 Anne Taylor, “A Development Plan for the Museum at Cannonsburg [sic],” Center for Historic Preservation, 1976. 
12 “The Museum!,” Daily News Journal, [n.d.], 1976. 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costs increased and the Parks and Recreation Department assumed control over the village, the 
council ceased to be the active governing body and now meets only occasionally.13 
 
Cannonsburgh has hosted numerous community events over its thirty‐four‐year history. 
Pioneer Days in the spring and Harvest Days and Fiber Festival in the fall are two of the main 
events on Cannonsburgh’s annual calendar, the former celebrating the opening of the park to 
visitors after its winter closure. These seasonal events were started in 1977 (Harvest Days) and 
1978 (Pioneer Days); they honor pioneer industries and folkways, such as blacksmithing, butter 
churning, broom making, and sheep shearing. The Bible reading marathon, begun in 1995, 
allows people to take turns reading the Bible aloud in their language of choice. Other yearly 
events include the Blacksmith Convention (sponsored by the Rutherford County Blacksmith 
Association), the National Day of Prayer, Free Day in May, Candlelight Tours, Little House on the 
Prairie Book & Craft Club, Community Yard Sale, American Girl Spring Tea, Plant Swap, (one 
event of) the International Folk Festival, and Movies under the Stars.14 Every summer at 
Heritage Camp, Cannonsburgh becomes a laboratory for children to learn pioneer practices 
such as churning butter and grinding wheat for flour. School groups also visit the village during 
the spring and fall. Total visitation to the village for events and tours numbered an estimated 
75,070 for the period from January 2009 to October 2009.15 
 

 
           Cannonsburgh has hosted many community events.  

                                                
13 Interview, Judge Ewing Sellers, ex‐Mayor and vice‐Mayor of Cannonsburgh and member of the town council, 
March 25, 2010. 
14 Murfreesboro Parks and Recreation Department Annual Report 2009, 
http://www.murfreesborotn.gov/uploadedFiles/government/Parks‐Rec/Home/Annual%20Report%202009.pdf 
(accessed March 19, 2010); “Cannonsburgh Village Calendar of Events 2010,” [flyer]. Candlelight Tours through 
Movies under the Stars are new events added in 2010. 
15 For a breakdown of visitation numbers to each event, please see Appendix A, “Cannonsburgh Visitor Count, 
2009.” 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Various Rutherford County organizations use Cannonsburgh as a meeting place and events site. 
The Murfreesboro/Rutherford Art League, the Rutherford County Blacksmith Association, the 
Antique Auto Club, the Jaycees, and the Lions Club are all headquartered in various buildings on 
the Cannonsburgh property. The Art League’s gallery, located in an early twentieth‐century 
warehouse building, is often open to the public, and also houses a studio for community art 
classes. The blacksmiths operate a replica smithy and are an important part of the village’s 
living history demonstrations. The Auto Club replicated an early twentieth‐century garage on 
the grounds, replete with antique metal signs and gas pumps, and hosts its own events for auto 
enthusiasts.  
 

 
Stones River Garage 

 
The Jaycees and Lions Club meet in twentieth‐century log buildings located outside the 
entrance gate, beyond the actual village. A reconstructed nineteenth‐century log house  (now 
the visitor center) housed the Chamber of Commerce and Convention and Visitors Bureau until 
these offices moved into a new location in 1997. 
 
The MTSU Department of Agriculture was instrumental in the planning and organization of the 
farm implement museum, beginning in 1982. The museum, housed under several of open‐air, 
covered structures, includes a wide collection of twentieth‐century tractors and other farm 
equipment. Dr. N. Omri Rawlins of the MTSU Department of Agriculture (retired) continues to 
oversee this collection, which has relied heavily on donated implements. 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The Williamson Memorial Chapel has served as the venue of hundreds of weddings throughout 
the years. This is one of the prime sources of income for the village, and a good use of its 
picturesque qualities. Brides and grooms prepare for the service in separate quarters in the 
Leeman House, and guests can attend the reception either in the pavilion or under the covered 
open‐air structures behind the chapel. The chapel was named for C.H. Williamson, who died a 
few days after the village’s grand opening. 
 

 
Williamson Chapel under construction in 1975. 

 
The event that attracts by far the largest number of visitors to Cannonsburgh is Uncle Dave 
Macon Days (UDMD), an old‐time music and dance competition held annually on the second 
weekend of July. This event draws upwards of 40,000 visitors and brings an estimated two 
million dollars of tourism revenue to the city.16 These visitors, many of them traveling from out 
of town and out of state, contribute significantly to Murfreesboro’s sales tax revenue each July 
by patronizing local retail shops, hotels, restaurants, and other sites of interest. The festival 
hosts the national championship competitions in three of its twenty‐four categories. The two 
newest categories, Jug Band and Blues Singing, seek to diversify both the offerings and the 
audience for the festival, and are signs that UDMD is not only growing in size and prestige, but 
increasingly reflecting the importance of popular music in the lives of Tennesseans. 
 
UDMD moved from the courthouse square to Cannonsburgh in 1989, and has since grown into 
a three‐day event. The main stage was originally erected on the lawn in front of the present‐
day visitor center building, and since 1999, has been located in the field bounded by the parking 
lot on the east and the Stones River Greenway on the west. Food and craft vendors pay for 
booths near the south entrance gate and along the inner loop of village buildings. There is a 
                                                
16 No specific numbers can be found at this time.  Open and free admission policies make estimating attendance an 
experienced guess, and no formal studies have been done by the CVB to determine a more accurate estimate of 
indirect revenue generated. The number of two million was determined by an informal formula derived by the CVB 
and UDMD staff. 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temporary exhibit of early twentieth‐century photographs in the museum, an open gallery by 
the Art League, and living history demonstrations by the blacksmiths and Auto Club members. 
Contestants practice their old‐time music, clogging, and buck dancing (among other categories) 
among the village’s buildings and green spaces. For instance, it is not unusual to spot cloggers 
in the dogtrot of the University House, or a bluegrass band on the porch of the Leeman House. 
These vignettes illustrate the parallel purposes of the village and the festival: to preserve and 
engage citizens in local folkways. The festival provides a soundtrack of folksongs that would 
have been authentic to the time period that Cannonsburgh’s authentic buildings represent. 
Cannonsburgh provides a picturesque backdrop for the festival’s many activities. 

 

 
                                             Uncle Dave Macon Days at Cannonsburgh Village 

        Credit:  Steve Bryant 

 
However, UDMD does not pay Cannonsburgh any fee to hold its event on the grounds, even 
though the grounds overflow with tens of thousands of visitors during one single weekend per 
year. This situation may change in 2010, when the festival begins to charge entry fees. Fencing 
off the main stage and creating temporary access to the grounds, however, will impact the 
grounds in new ways that will need assessment. The added strain to Cannonsburgh can 
potentially be offset by new profit‐sharing measures in partnership with the UDMD committee, 
which will be discussed in further detail in section IV: Vision for the Future. 
 
The people of Rutherford County also use the village for recreational purposes. The Stones 
River Greenway has a segment that follows Lytle Creek and ends at the Cannonsburgh parking 
lot, connecting the village with four and a half miles of walkway that also incorporate other 
historical sites in Rutherford County. The village’s recreational opportunities are well‐ 
emphasized due to its organization under the Parks and Recreation Department. 

 
A case study to sample the public attachment to Cannonsburgh involves the World’s Largest 
Cedar Bucket, which was brought back to Murfreesboro during the construction phase of 
Cannonsburgh in 1975. Constructed as a promotional gimmick at the Red Cedar Woodenware 
Company in Rutherford County in 1887, the 1556‐gallon bucket traveled to several fairs, 
including the World’s Columbian Exposition in 1893 and the Louisiana Purchase Exposition in 



12 
 

1904, “where it was filled completely with beer and became one of the most popular 
attractions at the fair.”17 A symbol of the area’s ecological inheritance as well as industrial 
heritage, the bucket was one of the most memorable objects in the village. 
 
Public reaction to its destruction by arson in 2005 indicated that the bucket, specifically, and 
Cannonsburgh by extension had over the years attained a high degree of emotional attachment 
in the hearts of the people of Murfreesboro. Several articles in the Daily News Journal shared 
the personal memories of citizens who had seen or played in the bucket (or similar buckets) in 
their youth. The bucket even enjoyed a profile on MySpace for some time. Visitor reactions 
shortly after the bucket’s destruction were so sad and emotional that then‐coordinator Fred 
Trujillo remarked that “it was like somebody died.”18 Contrasted with Trujillo’s remarks a few 
days earlier, that no one even knew it was there, his later reassessment reveals a general 
attitude that could potentially be applied to Cannonsburgh as a whole. In other words, the 
people of Murfreesboro have a deep attachment to the village and will potentially rally to its 
defense should it fall into grave disrepair. Plans to restore the bucket are still being discussed; 
the charred remains are presently stored in a covered area near the farm implement museum. 
 

              
            1975                                                 2010 

                                                
17 “Bucket held a bit of history,” Daily News Journal, June 21, 2005. 
18 “City mourns burning of old cedar bucket,” Daily News Journal, June 21, 2005. 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III.  PHYSICAL CONDITION ASSESSMENT 
 
 
Cannonsburgh has been home to a number of historic buildings, structures, and objects since 
1976. Examples of once‐commonplace traditional resources have been relocated to the 
downtown site in order to illustrate approximately one hundred years of Rutherford County’s 
cultural development—the period from 1830s to the 1930s. These buildings need thorough 
periodic inspections followed by proper maintenance if they are to survive. All of them have 
perishable components, primarily wooden, which must be maintained regularly to prevent 
deterioration and ruin. Normal use, weather, chemical and biological agents, and vandalism 
have taken their toll on these historic artifacts over the years. The negative effects of these 
threats should be dealt with as soon as possible in order to present an attractive physical 
appearance, prevent additional deterioration, and minimize the expense of repairs. 
 
Unfortunately, for a number of reasons, proper cyclical maintenance has not been performed 
at the village on a constant basis. The lack of regular care and unfamiliarity with proper 
conservation methods have had a deleterious effect on the preservation of the buildings. In 
some cases, postponing repairs has led to failure of the building fabric that will necessitate a 
complete rehabilitation of the affected area. In others, repair work has been done improperly 
and made a bad situation worse. This lack of timely and appropriate maintenance continues to 
be a serious threat to the long‐term stability of the buildings, and by extension, the entire 
village. 

 
Tight budgets often impact decisions regarding maintenance. Even though maintenance often is 
seen as low priority by some administrators, serious consequences will ensue if it is neglected.                          
“Pay now or pay much more later” is a pithy, yet accurate summary of the maintenance issue. 
Proper maintenance always has preservation as its goal. Its main purpose is to make the historic 
fabric last as long as possible and has other benefits as well. Maintenance should be recognized 
as a highly technical skill which requires decision‐making ability and attention to detail. 
Cleanliness is the first step not only for the sake of appearance, but also because it prevents the 
spread of disease and reduces deterioration of the building materials.  
  
Maintenance can delay deterioration, but cannot eliminate it entirely. In order to slow down 
the normal process of change, a number of effective techniques can be employed. Applying 
protective coatings, shielding from sunlight, keeping uniform interior temperatures, and 
controlling moisture can reduce maintenance problems in the future and significantly enhance 
visitors’ experiences in the present. A complete cessation of deterioration is impossible, but 
timely and appropriate maintenance will slow it down enough so that visitors can see, feel, pass 
through, and encounter examples of our heritage without being unduly distracted by poorly 
maintained historic fabric. 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Wooden trim deterioration at Visitor Center needs to be repaired. 
 
The following pages contain an examination of the most important maintenance issues facing  
the buildings of Cannonsburgh at this time, in order of priority: 
 

1. Water Control 
2. Log Buildings 
3. Foundations 
4. Roofs 
5. Windows and Doors 
6. Wooden Siding 
7. Electrical System 

 
This report identifies and provides descriptions of the problem areas, makes recommendations 
for addressing each issue, and details lists of both short‐term and long‐term restoration 
priorities for the individual buildings. Many of the tasks that are recommended can be 
undertaken individually, although some must be done in coordination with other work. For 
example, log repair should be followed by the application of a protective coating on the log, 
before the chinking and daubing is installed. 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1.  WATER CONTROL – The number one maintenance issue at Cannonsburgh Village is the 
control of water and moisture. The village is situated adjacent to Lytle Creek and Town Creek 
amid wetlands, and the water table is relatively high. Several water‐related issues must be 
resolved to ensure the continuity of Cannonsburgh and its buildings: creek bed erosion, site 
drainage, lack of individual gutter systems, and water infiltration into the buildings.  
 

 
               Town Creek bank erosion undercuts foundations. 
 
Creek Bank Erosion – Town Creek has been eroding the bank on the village side for some time 
and now endangers the foundation of the grist mill, as well as others along the creek. Several 
concrete footings of one section of the iron fence have been undercut by the action of the 
current and only the bordering trees prevent a large portion of this historic fence from toppling 
over into the creek.  

 
RECOMMENDATION: If permitted by environmental regulations, the creek bed could be slightly 
shifted to divert water away from the bank in order to arrest further erosion.  

 

                      
Grist mill foundation endangered by erosion.             Iron fence footings undercut by flood waters. 



16 
 

Site Drainage – The overall drainage of the village site should be addressed, particularly along 
Town Creek. Many of Cannonsburgh’s buildings rest near to the ground, in some cases as close 
as six or eight inches. As time has passed, soil accumulation and landscaping efforts have raised 
the level of the earth surrounding the buildings, simultaneously creating low spots underneath 
them, particularly along the creek. These low spots attract surface water which flows beneath 
the buildings on its way to Town Creek. This and the high water table allow the area under the 
buildings to stay moist for a substantial part of the year, which causes accelerated deterioration 
of the wooden elements of the buildings. 
 

     
                   Depression under building attracts water and holds moisture. 
 
The area beneath each building along the creek should be inspected to see if surface water has 
been flowing there. If so, any debris should be removed and remedial action taken. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: The surrounding soil should be graded and sloped away from the building 
to encourage positive drainage. A slope of 1:12 is the accepted standard. Ideally, the buildings 
should sit on a slight mound so that water can flow around the building, rather than under it. 
After debris has been removed, a heavy (6 mil) black sheet plastic vapor barrier should be 
installed over the entire surface beneath the building. This vapor barrier can be held in place by 
covering it with several inches of crushed rock, which will keep ground moisture in check and 
prevent vegetation from growing there. 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Gutter Systems – There are few, if any, gutter systems on the buildings. As a result, the water 
rushing off the roofs pounds the ground, splashing water and mud on the lower parts of the 
buildings and creating trenches where the drip lines form. Mold and algae grow and flourish on 
the damp surfaces. The repeated wet and dry cycles cause the wooden elements to rot, and the 
retained water in the ground keeps the moisture level high enough to sustain the deterioration 
process. This condition is pervasive throughout the site, and almost all the wooden buildings 
exhibit marked deterioration of the lower sections. Some of the buildings will require 
considerable rehabilitation to repair this moisture damage. 
 

 
         Gutter system at the Stones River Garage drains rainwater. 
 

A proper roof drainage system consists of horizontal gutters of the right size along the eaves 
just below the roof, enough vertical downspouts so that the water does not overflow the 
gutters, and underground leaders to carry the water away from the building’s foundation. 
The Stones River Garage building currently has a first‐rate gutter system connected to a French 
drain, which can serve as a model for the other buildings. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: The most common gutters used for residential applications in the 
nineteenth century were the half‐round type with round downspouts. V‐shaped wooden 
gutters would be more appropriate for the log buildings. Complete gutter systems should be 
installed on all buildings in the village, beginning with the ones along the creek. 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Water Infiltration – In this same vein, many of the doors, windows, porches, vents, and 
chimneys in the village have not been adequately sealed, and continuously allow water to 
penetrate the exterior fabric of the buildings and even admit moisture into the interiors. This 
seepage causes the wooden elements to decay. In these cases, a little bit of water goes a long 
way and can quickly cause unseemly discoloration followed by deterioration that will result in 
permanent damage to the building components. In order to prevent this from happening, 
proper flashing must be installed.    
 
In many cases, roofing tar or aluminum coil stock is the flashing of choice for Cannonsburgh’s 
buildings, although neither is suitable. Tar always dries out and cracks, and aluminum will react 
chemically with sheet metal and deteriorate. In both cases, unwanted water will penetrate the 
building fabric. 
 

        
 Inadequate tar flashing on University House.                  Aluminum flashing on Leeman House porch. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Proper flashing usually consists of two parts: under‐flashing and counter‐
flashing. Each of the two pieces of flashing is attached only on one end to allow for movement 
when the other building components expand and contract. One‐piece flashing cannot work 
satisfactorily because one of the ends will either shear off or pull out when expansion inevitably 
occurs. For best results, galvanized sheet metal or sheet copper flashing should be used for this 
work.     



19 
 

2.   LOG BUILDINGS  – The log cabin is a familiar symbol of Tennessee’s pioneer period. 
Although the cabin’s use as shelter is well‐known, its quaint image has tended to obscure its 
importance to nineteenth century settlers. The seven log buildings at Cannonsburgh Village 
originated during this historic period, and still attract and hold people’s attention today. Many 
visitors view these buildings as a link to a simpler time and enjoy introducing friends and family 
members to this beloved vernacular tradition.  
 

 
                                Log buildings at Cannonsburgh Village 
 
Although log houses are relatively simple buildings with walls built from whole timbers and a 
minimum of hardware, they need their share of maintenance, too. The logs, although large, are 
made of wood and will rot if they are not protected. Several of the log buildings have significant 
damage to their lower wall logs, which needs to be addressed before the deterioration spreads 
much further. 
 
The most pressing need of all seven log buildings is the rehabilitation of the chinking and 
daubing that fill the cracks between the wall logs.  Common problems include rotten logs; 
poorly prepared wood surfaces; stained, discolored, cracked, and missing daubing; improperly 
applied daubing; inappropriate daubing materials (primarily Portland cement); and the 
replacement of missing pieces of wood with daubing.   
 
Each of Cannonsburgh’s log buildings is described in the following pages, and detailed 
preservation priorities, both short‐ and long‐term, are listed for the individual buildings. 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One Room Schoolhouse 
 

This Rutherford County building was originally used as a corncrib. The one‐story log outbuilding 
has been adapted to represent a typical nineteenth‐century one‐room school house.   
 

 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
Immediate Preservation Priorities: 
1. Removal of vines and overhanging branches. 
2. Removal of debris under building  
3. Removal of mold and moss from logs. 
4. Addition of wooden gutters to control rainwater. 
5. Improvement of drainage around building. 
6. Replacement of rotted, ill‐fitted, and mismatched 

logs. 
7. Repair or replacement of chinking and daubing with 

appropriate materials. 
8. Application of protective coating to logs. 

 
 

Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Replacement of rear sill. 
2. Proper installment of siding. 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University House 
 

 
 

This historic building is a c.1850s two‐pen log house with an open hall that formerly stood on 
the campus of MTSU. It was reconstructed on site. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
Immediate Preservation Priorities:         
1. Proper installation of chimney flashing. 
2. Repair mortar voids on chimneys. 
3. Addition of wooden gutters to control rainwater.  
4. Improvement of drainage around building. 
5. Removal of mold and moss from logs. 
6. Repair or replacement of chinking and daubing  
    with appropriate materials. 
7. Application of protective coating to logs. 

 
Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Jack up building to improve air circulation. 
2. Complete replacement of horizontal gable siding. 
3. Replacement of deteriorated or missing fly rafters. 
4. Replace porch floor with red cedar boards. 
5. Replace doors and windows with more historically         
    appropriate ones. 
6. Correct installation of proper battened shutters. 
7. Installation of historically appropriate hardware. 
 



22 
 

Early 1800s Town Hall 
 

 
 

This historic single pen log building originally served as the kitchen for the residents of a large 
house near Eagleville.  The one‐story log building and its chimney were rebuilt on site.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
Immediate Preservation Priorities:   
1. Removal of debris under building. 
2. Improvement of drainage around building. 
3. Addition of gutters to control rainwater. 
4. Proper Installation of chimney flashing. 
5. Remove mold from lower logs. 
6. Repair or replacement of chinking and daubing with 

appropriate materials. 
7. Application of protective coating to logs and wooden 

components. 
8. Repair wood cornice. 

Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Reconfiguration of side doors; they should be changed  

into windows or eliminated completely. 
2. Correct installation of proper battened shutters with 

suitable hardware. 
3. Replace door with an historically appropriate one. 
4. Eliminate roof overhang at eaves. 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1820s Residence (Leeman House) 
 

 
 

This building is an historic c.1820s two‐story hall‐and‐parlor log house with a rear kitchen wing. 
The front section of the house was moved intact to Cannonsburgh from northeastern 
Rutherford County. The 1870s rear portion of the building was reconstructed on site. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
Immediate Preservation Priorities:   
1. Addition of gutter system to control 

rainwater. 
2. Proper installation of chimney and 

porch flashing.   
3. Removal of mold from lower logs. 
4. Log repair.  
5. Repair or replacement of chinking and 

daubing with appropriate materials. 
6. Application of protective coating to 

logs and wooden components. 
7. Elimination of exposed romex wiring on 

exterior. 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Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Replacement of doors with historically 

appropriate ones. 
2. Historically appropriate restoration of 

windows, sash, and frames. 
3. Replacement of southern yellow pine 

tongue‐and‐groove flooring in 
breezeway. 

4. Removal of window‐mounted AC units 
and installation of HVAC system. 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One Room Log Cabin 
 

 
 

This is a one‐story log building that houses a nineteenth century hand loom. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
Immediate Preservation Priorities:   
1. Removal of mold from lower logs. 
2. Addition of gutter system to control 

rainwater. 
3. Repair or replacement of chinking and 

daubing with appropriate materials. 
4. Application of protective coating to 

logs. 
5. Cut back extended top plates.         

 
Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Replacement of vertical gable siding 

with horizontal lap siding. 
2. Replace door and windows with more  
3. historically appropriate ones. 

     



26 
 

McKnight House 
 

 
 
This is an historic log building that originally stood two stories tall, but was reconstructed at 
Cannonsburgh as a one‐story building.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS:   
Immediate Preservation Priorities:   
1. Removal of debris under building. 
2. Proper Installation of chimney flashing. 
3. Addition of wooden gutters to control 

rainwater. 
4. Repair or replacement of chinking and 

daubing with appropriate materials. 
5. Application of protective coating to 

logs. 
     

Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Removal of the linking room to the rear 

addition. 
2. Proper repair of former door opening in 

side wall.  
3. Installation of horizontal lap siding on 

porch gables 
4. Add fascia board to cover porch joist ends. 
5. Replacement of porch floor boards with 

red cedar. 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Visitor Center & Gift Shop 
 

 
 
This historic hall‐and‐parlor log house was moved from another location and reconstructed on 
site. It is presently used as the visitor’s center.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
Immediate Preservation Priorities:   
1. Removal of vines and other debris.  
2. Addition of wooden gutters to control 

rainwater. 
3. Removal of mold from lower logs. 
4. Application of protective coating on 

logs. 
5. Proper Installation of chimney flashing. 
6. Repair or replacement of chinking and 

daubing with appropriate materials. 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Long‐Term Preservation Priorities: 
1. Replacement of deteriorated logs. 
2. Installation of historically appropriate windows,  

doors, frames, and hardware. 
3. Installation of historically appropriate roofing 

material. 
4. Replacement of aluminum foundation vents. 
5. Replacement of reverse board‐and‐batten siding  

on gables with horizontal lap siding. 
6. Removal of plastic vents. 
7. Replacement of historically inappropriate stone  

work on foundation. 
8. Replacement of historically inappropriate wood  

trim work.                                                                                           
9. Installation of screens and chases to hide HVAC   

components and electrical wires. 
10. Replacement of porch floor boards with red cedar. 
11. Removal of circular vent on roof and metal cap on 

chimney. 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3.   FOUNDATIONS – As mentioned above, several buildings have been placed quite close to the 
ground during their construction and significant damage to the sills and floor systems has been 
the result. Splashing rainwater and ground moisture have created favorable conditions for mold 
and rot to flourish. 
  

      
 Moss and mold on University House foundation.      Mold on Doctor’s Office foundation. 
 
Waterborne debris and discarded construction materials are scattered on the ground under the 
buildings, drawing termites and other wood‐consuming insects. All buildings should be jacked 
up to a minimum of eighteen inches from the ground and the proper repairs undertaken. Rock 
pier foundations are recommended for the smaller buildings. Wooden piers should never be 
used on permanent buildings. 
 

      
 Wooden foundation at Telephone Exchange.            Sill at Schoolhouse needs replacement. 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4.   ROOFS – Overall, the condition of Cannonsburgh’s roofs is good. Most of them are covered 
with galvanized sheet metal roofing panels that have been recently installed. Two buildings, the 
steel pole shed and the rear addition on the Leeman House, are extremely rusty and should be 
refurbished; a third, the chapel, has developed several rust patches which should be dealt with 
before they spread any further. 
 

      
                           Leeman House roof                      Williamson Chapel roof 
 
The fasteners should be inspected to see if they are loosening and retightened if necessary. The 
store and the blacksmith shop are covered with historic sheet metal shingles. The shingles on 
both buildings are rusty and are coming loose.  Again, both need refurbishing.   
 

      
                         General Store roof               Blacksmith Shop roof 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Newly‐installed cedar shingles cover the schoolhouse and grist mill. Although split shingles 
would last much longer, the life of these sawn shingles could be extended by placing copper 
strips near the peak of the roof so that rainwater interacts with it. The chemical reaction will 
produce a weak acidic solution that will inhibit the growth of mold and moss.   
 

           
                              Schoolhouse roof                                                               Grist mill porch roof 
 
The remaining two buildings, the visitor center and the pavilion, have modern composition 
shingle roofs. The visitor center roof is in good condition at present, but the pavilion is showing 
signs of wear and is beginning to leak. It should be replaced in the near future with a more 
suitable material, such as galvanized sheet metal. 
 

        
Visitor Center roof              Gazebo roof 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5.   WINDOWS AND DOORS – Windows and doors are very susceptible to the effects of 
weathering and need to be monitored continually. In addition to the flashing problems 
mentioned above, many of the windows require wood and metal repairs, glazing, and painting.  
 

          
           Town hall window and shutter                                Leeman House window and trim 
 
A number of doors show signs of wear and need repairs, paint, and more robust hardware. In 
some of the more extreme cases, the surrounding framing may be affected and should be 
inspected and redone if necessary.   
 

            
                            Leeman House rear door                                            Cotton warehouse doors 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6.   WOODEN SIDING – With the exception of the brick museum building, the open sheds, and 
the gazebo, all of Cannonsburgh’s buildings are sided with either wood horizontal lap siding or 
vertical boards and battens. The board‐and‐batten‐sided buildings are in excellent shape for the 
most part, although the Blacksmith Shop should be either painted or stained. The siding 
(including the cornice work) on all of the other buildings needs varying degrees of repair and 
painting.  
  

          
            General Store cornice deterioration                        Doctor’s Office siding and paint deterioration 
 
Much of the paint failure can be attributed to a lack of proper preparation compounded by high 
moisture levels both inside and outside the buildings. Before painting, it is essential to scrape 
and sand the surfaces before applying a primer coat. This procedure will maximize the longevity 
of the final two finish coats.   
  

          
                    General Store paint failure                                 Doctor’s Office mold and siding deterioration 
 
As noted above, the installation of a plastic vapor barrier underneath a building can reduce the 
amount of moisture inside considerably. Reducing moisture will increase the life of the paint, 
which will lead to lower maintenance costs. 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In addition, much of the siding has been nailed improperly, and this has contributed to the 
infiltration of water into the buildings. The siding should be firmly nailed to the framing near 
the bottom of each piece, but not to each other, as is the case at the present on most of 
Cannonsburgh’s buildings. The material used for the siding on the grist mill is low quality, 
knotty wood, and should be replaced with higher quality lumber as soon as possible.   
 

       
                 Art Warehouse batten splitting                                         Grist Mill siding deterioration 
 
Several buildings, including the University House, Town Hall, and the Telephone Exchange, have 
missing or damaged siding which allows birds and varmints to inhabit the building. Bird 
infestation is unsanitary and could develop into a public health issue. The birds must be 
removed, their waste cleaned up, and measures taken to prevent further occurrences. 
 

       
            University House gable siding voids                                       Town Hall gable siding voids 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7.  ELECTRICAL SYSTEM – Many of the buildings at Cannonsburgh have electricity. Because of 
this, the components of the electrical system – cover plates, wiring, insulators, and the units 
themselves – are visible to visitors. In many cases, this situation could be improved. The use of 
screens, chases, and ingenuity can keep most of these modern intrusions hidden and out of 
sight.  
 
Also, the electrical transmission lines are overhead, in most cases. Consideration should be 
given to running the majority of electrical lines underground. Underground electricity would 
improve security, increase safety, and enhance the verisimilitude of the historic village. 
 

      
        HVAC unit at Visitor Center                                Window air conditioner at Leeman House  

 

 
Electrical boxes and HVAC unit at Visitor Center 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IV.  VISION FOR THE FUTURE  
         
In the early 1970s, the founders of Cannonsburgh envisioned the village as an outdoor exhibit 
of buildings, structures, and objects that were once integral parts of early Tennessee rural life. 
At the beginning, the objectives of the members of the development committee were to:  
 

 preserve and protect the collection of artifacts  
 provide a facility for citizens’ self‐education in history and material culture 
 increase awareness in school children about the roots of their past 
 improve the local economy through heritage tourism.  

 
In many ways, these goals have been met, but after almost 35 years, a fresh look at 
Cannonsburgh’s potential is warranted. 
 
1.   CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE COMMUNITY 
 
Cannonsburgh Village’s current standing as a heritage tourism destination rivals those of the 
most important historic sites in Rutherford County—Stones River National Battlefield, Oaklands 
Historic House Museum, Sam Davis Home, and the Murfreesboro public square and 
courthouse. The Chamber of Commerce and Convention and Visitors Bureau features the 
village in a visitor brochure, 100,000 of which are distributed across the state each year.  
 
Cannonsburgh is not operated or maintained by a non‐profit organization, federal program, 
city/county partnership, or private enterprise. The village is funded solely by the City of 
Murfreesboro. A minimal budget supports a full‐time program director, a secretary, the 
operation of a small visitor center and gift shop, and yearly maintenance. Proceeds from visitor 
donations, gift shop sales, and venue rental for weddings and other gatherings contribute to 
the village’s operating budget, which comes to approximately $30,000 per year (not counting 
salaries).19 This budget has to cover all programs and events, and immediate repairs—though 
the City has contributed to special repair projects in the past. However, this budget does not 
support the necessary cyclical maintenance of the buildings or an expanded interpretation of 
the site’s resources to visitors. 
 
The income that Cannonsburgh directly generates for the City of Murfreesboro amounts from 
about $25,000 to $35,000 per fiscal year.20 These monies come from venue rentals, tours, and 
resale items. 2010 promises to bring even more direct revenue, due to an increased number of 
program offerings, a first‐time‐ever admission charge for Uncle Dave Macon Days (UDMD), and 
a new policy of charging vendors $10 per booth at events held on the grounds. All 
Cannonsburgh’s revenue, with the exception of visitor donations, is placed into the City of 
Murfreesboro’s general fund.   

                                                
19 See Appendix B, “City of Murfreesboro Cannonsburgh Expenditures, FY 2008 – 2009.” 
20 See Appendix D, “Cannonsburgh Yearly Revenues, 1997‐2010.” 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Cannonsburgh has the potential to be self‐supporting, or nearly so. It draws more than 75,000 
visitors a year, many of them out‐of‐town visitors who spend their money on food, lodging, and 
souvenirs, which contributes to steady yearly tourism revenue for Murfreesboro. 
Cannonsburgh also plays a major role in generating the two million dollars of indirect revenue 
brought in each year by the UDMD festival alone. Over 40,000 visitors generate considerable 
sales tax revenue at hotels, restaurants, gas stations, and retail shops, as well as a considerable 
profit for food and craft vendors at the festival. If Cannonsburgh could work with UDMD to 
create and share more profit‐sharing opportunities, then the village could potentially gain a 
significant amount of money from the festival that it could use for the upkeep of the buildings.  
 
For instance, if vendors across Front Street were required to pay the same booth fees as 
vendors within the village grounds, and if UDMD retained the sole right of beverage sales, then 
the UDMD committee would make a profit from the festival. The committee’s plan to restrict 
public entry and charge $5 per person for access to UDMD in 2010 will bring the festival one 
major step closer to self‐sustainability and allow future opportunities for expansion. If UDMD 
were to share an agreed‐upon percentage of proceeds with Cannonsburgh (or with the City, 
ear‐marked for Cannonsburgh), or if the festival were to pay the City a venue rental fee for the 
use of the village, then Cannonsburgh would better be able to maintain and assure the 
sustainability of the very buildings that make it such an appropriate and desirable venue for the 
festival. 
 
Without a reliable outside revenue stream, substantial engagement by the city and/or county is 
the only assurance for the future viability of Cannonsburgh as a heritage tourism site. Funds to 
repair and maintain the buildings will ensure that the site will be able to attract visitors, and be 
interesting enough to encourage community participation. Non‐profit organizations, 
educational institutions, businesses and corporations, or other groups of concerned citizens 
could take part by “adopting” a building or structure and helping to raise funds for its 
maintenance and interpretation. Investment by local stakeholders through financial support 
and shared promotional efforts in the village will contribute to its sustainability. Fundraising 
ventures could be combined into a yearly fall event, with food, music, dance, funder booths, 
and possibly a political forum for office seekers (as was the case at “Cannonsburgh Day” held in 
1976). An investment into more lights on the village perimeter and an additional bridge across 
Town Creek (placed in the area behind Leeman House or the town hall) would enhance 
security, provide additional emergency access (and egress), and deter vandalism. 
 
The organization of a non‐profit, 501 (c)(3) “Friends of Cannonsburgh” group could broaden 
fundraising efforts in the community through the planning of events, acceptance of personal 
and business donations, grant writing, and publication of periodic newsletters. A Web site could 
be created at minimal cost to better publicize the village on the Internet. A “Friends” group 
could also assume chief responsibility for attracting and organizing volunteer work at the 
village, from giving tours and helping with school groups to event planning and publicity. The 
staff currently in charge of programming at the village already relies on volunteer help, with 
nine volunteers on the contact list. Reorganization of the volunteer program could engage 
additional and much‐needed volunteers. 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2.   SPACE ANALYSIS  
 
Necessary building repairs and attention to heritage education at Cannonsburgh obviously will 
come at a cost, and the City of Murfreesboro could look to the village to recover some of those 
costs. Strategies to bring in more revenue at Cannonsburgh will benefit from long‐term 
thinking, and how the village fits into the broader heritage tourism vision of downtown 
Murfreesboro. Those responsible for planning a future for Cannonsburgh need to consider how 
it can attain sustainability, to provide the necessary repairs and maintenance for the buildings 
and support for quality educational programs. 

 
In the early 1970s, the construction of Cannonsburgh was viewed as an urban renewal project 
by city officials. It replaced a tired and run‐down urban industrial block with an exciting outdoor 
educational and recreational facility.  Ironically, the pioneer village is hemmed in by abandoned, 
run‐down industrial and commercial buildings at present.  
 

 
                  South field; railroad tracks off to the right 
 
The large open area adjacent to the village on the south side has the potential to be used for 
extended green space, a multipurpose athletic field, picnic area, additional parking, or as a site 
for future buildings. At present, it is vacant. In addition, more green space could be created 
within the inner loop of the village itself. The pea gravel that presently fills the loop is difficult 
to walk across and prone to raising large amounts of dust. The loop is seen by many visitors as 
more of a space to avoid than a space to transverse. Replacing the expanses of pea gravel with 
defined areas of wood mulch and grass would greatly enhance the visual and practical aspects 
of the main space of the village. Mulch is considerably safer, more ecological, and much more 
user‐friendly to all, especially for the physically‐challenged. Its use would also deter vandalism 
by presenting a cleaner, better‐maintained appearance for the entire site. Public vehicle traffic 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should be prohibited from the loop; golf carts or similar vehicles could be used for any 
necessary transportation, such as handicap access. 

 
Another problem that arises from Cannonsburgh’s present location is its physical isolation from 
the rest of downtown by Broad Street, a wide and very busy street that prevents pedestrian 
crossing (that isn’t assisted by police, as at UDMD). In fact, more people walk to Cannonsburgh 
from farther up the Greenway than from the square two blocks away. Giving the village more 
visibility from the downtown area would enhance not only the village, but also the overall 
scheme of Murfreesboro’s downtown as a heritage destination. The physical separation that 
Broad Street represents also translates into a separation of perception, with the downtown side 
of Broad Street seen as more desirable for development and commerce, and the Cannonsburgh 
side of Broad Street perceived as less attractive.  
 
Solutions to remedy this situation include acquiring the commercial lot at the corner of Broad 
and Front Streets, presently occupied by an empty retail warehouse, and expanding the village 
site in another direction—across Lytle Creek to West Main Street. The expansion to West Main 
Street would allow for space for a new visitor center, parking, more green space, and more 
creek frontage, but would require the purchase of several acres of commercial/industrial space 
presently occupied by brick warehouses. This site‐expansion option would link Cannonsburgh to 
the historic Murfreesboro railroad depot and to the Main Street corridor, and permit the stories 
and the spaces of Murfreesboro’s downtown historic resources to come together in a more 
cohesive telling. 

 
Cannonsburgh can become more successful by expanding its image as a destination. This can be 
done by increasing the number and quality of its programs and events. Many opportunities 
exist if the proper venues are available. At present, the village lacks an indoor facility that can 
accommodate large crowds. The renovation of the cotton warehouse into a revenue‐generating 
venue would serve that function. With more than 5,000 square feet of floor space, the building 
could be used in its entirety or temporarily divided into smaller spaces for a multi‐use facility. 
The more than 300 linear feet of wall space could accommodate exhibit panels, large maps and 
photographs, art exhibitions, etc. 
 

 
    Cotton warehouse 



40 
 

Substantial repairs and upgrades to the cotton warehouse could transform this historic c.1910 
brick building (original to the site) into a suitable venue for radio shows and other live 
performances. Traditional music, though not well represented in the village’s present artifact 
collection, has always been a part of Cannonsburgh’s largest events. As a village of traditional 
ways of rural life, Cannonsburgh indeed has a prominent role to play in the promotion of music 
as a way both to engage visitors and to tell the diverse story of Tennessee’s history and culture. 
Planners involved in Uncle Dave Macon Days have a vision for Murfreesboro to be home to a 
future national center for traditional music, with possible headquarters at a downtown building 
near the village. One element of the center’s programming would include a weekly radio show 
from WSM (650 AM), Nashville’s premier old‐time music broadcaster since 1925.  
 
The museum panels presently in the cotton warehouse could be stored in the Art League 
warehouse (or other suitable place) until their further use is determined, while the lobby of the 
renovated warehouse could support smaller, temporary exhibits related to traditional music 
(such as the UDMD two‐panel exhibit at the Heritage Center of Murfreesboro and Rutherford 
County.) The building needs to be stabilized, renovated both on the exterior and interior, and 
equipped with modern heating, air conditioning, lighting, and plumbing. This expense, 
estimated at over $100,000, could come from the city and/or from corporate and foundation 
grants. If the success of the WSM weekly live broadcast from Loveless Barn just outside 
Nashville is any indication, such a broadcast held in Murfreesboro would bring sell‐out crowds, 
merchandising opportunities, and greater recognition to downtown Murfreesboro’s place in 
the contemporary traditional music scene.  

 

      
                                    Musical events in a venue like the Loveless Barn would contribute 
                                    to the cultural life of Murfreesboro. 
                                                                            Credit: http://www.musiccityroots.com/loveless‐cafe‐barn 

 
These musical events (live or otherwise) would contribute to the city and the whole state in 
significantly positive ways, ranging from the monetary—a share of ticket prices and parking, 
booking fees, tourist meals and lodging—to the culturally sustainable.  The interpretation of 
Tennessee’s musical culture through the years could create a brand for Murfreesboro and 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Rutherford County, and provide a thematic link between many of its historic and cultural 
sites.21  Traditional music would open up cultural and merchandizing opportunities, somewhat 
along the lines of the Mississippi Blues Trail.   
 
Visitors from around the world already associate Nashville with country music; Murfreesboro 
could easily link with such recognition and tell the other part of that story—that traditional 
music continues to be performed and recreated on a daily basis right here in our city. 
Cannonsburgh’s association with the premier traditional music event in the area since 1989, its 
proximity to the music venues on the square, its potential for parking, and its tangible 
connection to the rural Tennessee heritage that nourished traditional music all make the case 
for Cannonsburgh’s potential role in this musical branding strategy. 
 
Cannonsburgh’s educational mission also would benefit from changing the function of the 
present museum. Housed since 1976 in the cotton warehouse, the exhibits in the museum have 
become worn and outdated, and have not been integrated and interpreted at the other 
buildings and structures at the site. The time is right to identify and prioritize the main themes 
in Tennessee, Rutherford County, and Murfreesboro history that will be presented at 
Cannonsburgh, such as history, education, government, industry, etc. New exhibit panels which 
feature the village’s artifact collections, fresh images, and updated text would reflect these 
choices.  Each exhibit could be housed in a historic building that is relevant to the topic; for 
example, the education exhibit could be placed inside the schoolhouse. A public history class at 
MTSU has already begun an inventory of all the artifacts at the village; a complete list will help 
identify suitable artifacts for inclusion in the various exhibits. Further involvement by university 
student groups would be a good and economical way to bring the benefits of up‐to‐date 
research and state‐of‐the‐art educational programming to the site. 
 
This interpretation on a building‐by‐building basis would greatly enhance the visitor experience, 
help focus the historical narratives framed by the buildings themselves, and facilitate tour 
groups and school programs by offering an enhanced self‐guided educational experience. These 
building‐specific panels could be installed at minimum expense by displaying concise text on 
unobtrusive signs near the entry of each building. Public history classes from MTSU could 
research and write the texts, while community donors could contribute to the cost. 
Furthermore, an auction of the deaccessioned artifacts could also generate significant one‐time 
funds for such a project, if the proceeds were designated for the village’s operating budget and 
not funneled into the City’s general fund. 
 
The largest and most varied group of artifacts at Cannonsburgh is the tractor and farm 
implement collection. A winter storm blew down one of the sheds where a part of the 
collection is stored and the remaining structure is in poor condition. A modern open steel 
building (where the farmer’s market was formerly held) is presently serving as a temporary 
storehouse for some of this equipment. The steel structure could be enclosed, added to, and 
made into a permanent home for these important resources.  
                                                
21 Interview with Gloria Christy, President of Uncle Dave Macon Days, March 5, 2010. 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Iron fence could be extended to incorporate the buildings into the village. 
   
Extending the iron fence from where it now terminates toward the south property line would 
help to integrate this new museum building, the McKnight House, and the Stones River Garage 
into the main area of village. 
 
At the present time, the McKnight House, an authentic early log dwelling relocated to 
Cannonsburgh, is not interpreted and is used mainly for storage. This important example of 
vernacular architecture could play a much bigger role at the village. Although it has been joined 
at the rear by a small addition to a frame storage building, the two sections could easily be 
physically separated and the McKnight House then used to house exhibits or to present 
programming to small groups. The other section could remain as a storage facility. 

 

 
 McKnight House linked to the storage building 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V.  CONCLUSION 
 

 
What make Cannonsburgh successful as a community resource are its historic resources that 
provide a traditional backdrop for festivals, events, meetings, and recreation. The village brings 
in around 75,000 visitors per year, which is amazing considering its minimal maintenance 
budget and operations staff. The site also has wonderful potential to draw more visitors and to 
provide them with a stronger picture of rural and small‐town Tennessee life of the early 
nineteenth to early twentieth centuries. A concerted effort to address the most significant 
maintenance issues and the implementation of a few low‐cost interpretive solutions will keep 
Cannonsburgh as one of the major heritage destinations of Rutherford County. More involved 
recommendations, such as repurposing the cotton warehouse, will further maximize the 
village’s potential as a revenue‐generating venue and educational experience. This report 
recommends that the City of Murfreesboro should take the following actions:  
 

1. Address maintenance issues  
 Water control concerns  
 Stabilization of the main log buildings 
 Essential repairs to foundations, roofs, windows, doors, and siding.  

2. Expand Cannonsburgh’s heritage education program  
 Updated signage 
 New interpretive panels  
 Thematic reorganization of the village’s artifacts 

3. Reconsider Cannonsburgh’s contributions to the community and the community’s    
investment in the village 

 Development of profit‐sharing policies  
 Organization of a non‐profit support group  
 Creation of Web site 
 Application for grants 
 Pursuit of other ideas for community involvement that could provide a 

greater financial benefit for the village to offset maintenance costs 
4. Create a venue for live music performances and/or heritage education programs 

 
The Murfreesboro of 1976 that conceived, built, and sustained the first year of Cannonsburgh’s 
existence is quite different from the city of 2010. Murfreesboro’s population has more than 
doubled, putting pressure on the city’s remaining historic resources and heightening the 
competition for funds. Cannonsburgh, on the other hand, has remained largely the same in 
physical appearance and management policy. It has not grown to accommodate new practices 
in museum management and the needs of a larger population. If serious measures are not 
taken to address the physical integrity and interpretation of the site, then Cannonsburgh may 
not survive to present even minimally, the vision of its founders and the efforts of all those who 
have participated in the dream of 1976. 
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A. 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– 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– 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APPENDIX A: CANNONSBURGH VISITOR COUNT, 2009 
 
 
These statistics were taken directly from the Murfreesboro Parks and Recreation 
Department 2009 annual report: 
http://www.murfreesborotn.gov/uploadedFiles/government/Parks‐
Rec/Home/Annual%20Report%202009.pdf.  
 
This report covers the period from January to October 2009. Estimated overall total: 
75,070. 
 
MONTH  ESTIMATED TOTAL  EVENTS 
January  650  Blacksmith Convention 
February  65  weddings 
March  55  weddings 
April  8300  Pioneer Days (7000) 

Bible Reading (300) 
guests, tours, weddings (1000) 

May  1250  National Day of Prayer (50) 
Free Day in May (200) 
weddings, guests (1000) 

June  1000  weddings, guests 
July  51,850  Uncle Dave Macon Days (50,000) 

weddings, tours, Heritage Camp (1850) 
August  500  guests 
September  1200  weddings, guests 
October  10,500  Harvest Days (9000) 

weddings, guests (1500) 
 
 



APPENDIX B: CITY OF MURFREESBORO CANNONSBURGH EXPENDITURES, FY 
2008 – 2009 
 
 
These statistics are based on line items within the Parks and Recreation Department 
budget for FY 2008 – 2009 (July – June). Some budget items, such as water, power, and 
salaries, were not itemized specifically for Cannonsburgh, and therefore were not 
included in the table below. There is no separate budget that indicates the exact total 
amount of money budgeted and spent on the village.  
 

CANNONSBURGH LINE ITEM  2008 – 2009 BUDGET  2008 – 2009 12‐MONTH 
EXPENDITURES 

Grounds  4480.00  ‐2806.80 
Buildings  14,200.00  ‐10,792.78 
Supplies  1035.00  ‐502.74 
Ads  2900.00  ‐2677.64 
Brochures  1000.00  ‐1995.20 
Janitorial  1000.00  ‐1026.27 
Activities  1725.00  ‐1571.14 
Tools & hardware  425.00  ‐232.48 
Clothing  875.00  ‐367.97 
Miscellaneous supplies  500.00  ‐359.62 
Special events  3350.00  ‐1865.00 
Concerts  2000.00  ‐575.00 
Purchases for resale  3000.00  ‐2663.22 
TOTAL  36,490.00  ‐27,435.86 

 



APPENDIX C: CANNONSBURGH ANNUAL REVENUES, 1997‐2009 
 
 
These statistics are based on Parks and Recreation Department budgets, and were 
provided by Cindy Nancy in the Parks and Recreation office. This department of the 
Murfreesboro city government assumed control of Cannonsburgh in 1997, the first year 
for which budget numbers are available. 
 
  

FISCAL YEAR (JULY – JUNE)  ACTUAL REVENUES 
1997 – 1998   14,358.31 
1998 – 1999  21,586.18 
1999 – 2000   25,691.77 
2000 – 2001  28,274.53 
2001 – 2002  29,360.78 
2002 – 2003  32,138.63 
2003 – 2004  36,821.59 
2004 – 2005  35,285.29 
2005 – 2006  28,092.80 
2006 – 2007  32,666.76 
2007 – 2008  33,981.00 
2008 – 2009  25,088.00 

 
Projected revenues for 2008 – 2009 were $35,000, a reasonable expectation considering 
the previous years’ revenues. Cannonsburgh’s income, however, is apparently hard to 
predict. FY 2009 – 2010 has already surpassed the previous year’s mark, at $21,604.47 
by February. 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