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New South Associales was originally slated to look at Civil War Era recorded entrenclutents
and Fon Walker, all outlined on Park plans. On Thursday October 23, 1997, Theresa M. Hamby
and Cindy Gass Rtrodes did a visual inspection and lihited shovel testing ofthese areas, with the
goal ofidentifying any still existing entreochments.

The entrenchrBent line in the lortheastern portion ofthe park, near Park Avenue, is depicted as
rougily L shaped with the boftom leg tumed west. Historic photos fiom the Atlanta History
Center show earthen eotenchme s in Grant Pa* in approximately 1890. Notlling that bea6 any
resemblaoce to earthworks exists in the area now This portion ofthe pa* has been heavily
landscaped and a concrete walkway was coostructed as well as a two story brick park building in
the 6ea where the enfretrcbments were once located. Three shovel tests were excavated as near
their mapped location as could be determined. The tests showed extremely disturbed soil profiles
with red clay mixed wrth gravel and sand continuhg to thifiy-five centineters below the surface.
Heav-v clay and sald inclusions were found tltoughout indicating dultiple soil disturbaoces. A
single plain white ware shard was found itr one test, very near the surface and was trot collected.

Fon Walker, aear the coEer ofBoulevard aDd AtlaDta Avenue is staldiag aod in good shape,
although a playground has been built on its northem edge. Some erosion ftom foot travel r.rp the
steep sides is evident and some inappropriate plantings (such as tall omanental grasses) are
present. Again, Adanta History Center photos fiom 1890 and 1917 depict the fort, each showing
car:nons, low grould cover, aad no trees allowing a vie\r of downtown Atlanta. The 1956 His-
toric Marker at the slte reads:

Southeastern salient ofAtlanta's inner line of fortifications erected during the summer and fall of
1863. The line consisted of a cordon of redoubts on hills connected by dfle pits encilcling the
cit-v, aggregating some teD and one-half miles of earthworks designed and supervised by Col. L.
P Grant, pioneer citizetr, constnrction engineer and railroad builder ofAtlarta. After dnety-three
years, it is one of a few remnants of a line tlat withstood tie quartering steel and climbing 6re of
Fedefll arrnies forty-two days - evacuated only when the redaining R. R. was cut. The fort was
named for Maj. Gederal W. H. T. Walker, killed iD the Battle of Atlanta.

Plate LX of the Oflicial Military Atlas of tie Civil Wa. (Davis et al. 1978) shows "lines of works
erected by the Rebel Forces" in the general vicinity ofcrart Park (the creek name is shoun as
Entenchedent on this map) but Fort Walker itselfis oot Damed. Plate LI reproduces then Cap-
tain Grant's 1864 "Sketch ofthe City ofAtlalta and Line of Defenses" as well as a Sketch of
Battery. Agaitr, Fort Walker is not named. At tle time the Plan ofDefenses was made, the
battery's were lettergd, not Damed, and Fort Walker was identified as "R." Fort Walket as it
exists today, conforms closely to Grant's Sketch of Battery.

Cran! Park Ilasler Plan C]



Appendix

Fofl walker was not primarily rnvolved in the Battle ofAtlanta or any other of the nunerous
batdes surrounding the Adatrta arca (Garreft 1954, Scaife 1993). However, it was pan ofthe
city's defenses atrd as such was subjgcted to fire from tbe four ald one-half inch rifled siege guns
( Scaife 1993 ). the 'tiunbing fire ' referred to io tbe lxstoric marke.. AlthouCD Fon Walke. is not
the site ofany major battle ofthe Civil war. it is the ofll], intact portion ofAtlanta's defensive
line left intact in the city. As such, it has contiouously generated local irterest for preservation
and testoration- Steve Davis, historian and associate editor ofBlue atrd Gray magazirie, has
collected oumerous articles corcemitrg the fort from the Ad@ta Joumal aDd Colsdtution. These
articles, beginning in the l9l0s and continuing to the present, have discussgd tie fate of the
defensive litre as Atlatrta expanded b€yond its boundaries atrd questioned whether or not Fo.t
Walker would be restored (Steve Davis personal coEmuDicatioD October 1997).

AJchaeologicai study ofFon Walker was limited. Two shovel tests were excalated In lhe rnhor
of the earthworks showed sandy red clay loaru mixed with quartz gravel at the surface ald
extenditrg fifteen to twenty centimeteF below the surface. A few fragEents of modem clear ard
amber botde glass were recovered fiom the lrst few centiDeters of fill, but were not collected.
This level was underlain by red clay subsoil.

The Gratrt Park map depicts a fortification lrtre exteodrng east Aom the oorthwest comer ofFon
Walker into the boundaries ofzoo Adanta. Once agaio, no visible renains ofthis line were
found. The fort rests atop a hill slopitrg steeply to the leveled area ofthe Zoo. Two shovel tests
werc excavated in an attempt to idendry the fortificarion line. Agai! both tests showed evidence
of heary soil disturbaoce wrth mixed red clay and clayey sandy loam mixed with quan gavel to
approximately thirty centimeters. Below this lay red clay subsoil. A 1964 penny was foutrdjust
above the subsoil in one test, while a modem brick was fou[d at rougNy the same depth iu the
secood test. Neither the brick nor the pennv were collecled.

After entering the Zoo bound2ry, the enfenchmetrts ate sbowl as cotrtrnuing west and then
tuming trorthwest. From lort walker it was appar€trt that the line was impacted by Zoo suppon
buildings and roads A walk tbrough the Zoo confirmed that extensive planting and a-oimal
habitat consmrction have removed lle remairs of this line.

Infomration conceming the archaeological study of the Civil War remuants it Grant Park was
p.esented to the Advisory Committee otr Octobet 24, 1997. Conmittee members expressed
interest concerniDg the hisoric use ofsprings in the park ald the parks Purported hjstoric use as
a latrdfill.

For the questiotr of the Park's use as a laDdfill, Garett was again coffulted, but tro rcfereDces to
dumps. landfills, garbage, trasb. etc. are fouod and only tbe lames ofthe Sanitary lnspectors are
included. Reed et al.'s 1988 technical repon An Archaeological ard Historical Survey of the
Maddox Park Site (9Ful14): Atlanta's "Sanitary Dumping Ground," 1884-1910 was consulted.
In an overview ofAtlanta's methods of waste disposal, C.ant Patk is only specifically mentioned
twice. The fust is a reference to the city'sAanual Report of 1886, whete it \Ias noted that horse
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manure gatbered &om tbe stables was delivered to Grant Park for use as fertilizer Later discus-
sions of 19l0 trewspaper articles concerning the Sanitarl' Departnent note that tie anicle men-
tions thal refuse was used as fill and bomes were co$tructed on ffash The authors speculated:

Wlile the exact location of these secondary dumps is unJ'<nowl, it is likely that suburbao devel-
opments of tie early hveDtj€dr cenhfy, such as ponjons oiGrant Park, Ansley PaJk,
Momingside, and others, were partially constructed on municipal refus€.

A l9l1 newspaper gave street locatiors ofeighteen secondary dumping sites ln the city which
the autiors plotted on a l9ll map. Two are located near Crant Park, one to the west and one to
the East. These dumpiog areas are located within the subdivision ofcrant Park, but no dunping
io the park itself is mentioned.

Archaeological investigations oftie spring locatrons were accomplished with a til€ probe. It was
hoped thar if tie sprilgs had been used historically, they would have been improved il some
fashion, probably witi t-he additior of brick or stone walls. The histonc locatioDs of the six
sprbgs were t-drsfened hom early rnaps of Grant Psrk to a modern palk map for use h finding
the spriDgs-

The spring location near the Crant Park Pavilions (west ofthe Boulevard parklng lot) is paved
aod developed. A &inkrng fountarn is located in the area and at the time of survey, an area of
underg.ouDd piping was exposed at the surfac€. If this spring wa5 historically improved, any
evidence is now destroyed alld its waters are pan of the park's scwer system.

The second spring ilvestigated was noted as lying north ofthe Boulevard parking lot psrpen-
dicular to both Boulevald and Beme Street. The area is a natural drainage and probing found the
soil to be very permeable beneath a aarro* (three to five centimeters) graveiy iayerjust below
tie grass In ole area of exposed soil, a mortared brick was llng on the surface. However, the
probing showed oo elidence of subsurface su-uctural rerDains

Two spongs are Doted west of tbe Beme Street aDd Park Avenue entrance to the park, west ofthe
swimming pool. The area in rvhich the springs are marked is completely paved over. However,
jusl west oftheir historic locatron is a culvert and a de€p drainage ditch This suggests that the
spriogs have beeo rDcorporated irlto the park's existing sewer system.
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The next spring was supposed to be located just east oftle intersection ofCherokee Avenue and
Glenn Street. Again, the area is in a natural drainage and the soil is very penneable. However, no
evideoce ofstructural fouodatlons was found during probiog. There is a concrete drain down
slope from *re spring location and it seems like)y that the spring was capped by nanually erodilg
soils from up slope. Any residual water (including rain runofl would be draned by the concrete
drtch.

The final spnng location is southeast of the Cherokee Avenue and Georgia Sreet utersecuon
This area is in a deep cut out ofa Datura.l siope. Tbe area has been developed with concrere
drainage basins and a bridge as well as a seating area. No signs of a spring are visible, although
ihe area does currentl) serve ls parl drarnage
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