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Abstract

Savannah Under Fire, 1779: Expanding the Boundaries represents the second phase (2009-2011) in the search for

the Revolutionary War Battle of Savannah. The first phase, Savannah Under Fire, 1779: Identifying Savannah's
Revolutionary War Battlefield was conducted between 2007-2009. Both projects were funded by the National Park
Service American Battlefield Protection Program with grants awarded to Coastal Heritage Society, Savannah, Georgia.
Each incorporated extensive primary document research, geographic information systems (GIS) mapping, shovel test ex-
cavation, ground penetrating radar (GPR), test unit excavation, and public outreach.

This report is an addendum to the first project report (Elliott and Elliott 2009) and the reader is referred to it for additonal
historical context and results from the first phase of work. The first project’s success was rooted in major discoveries of
intact battlefield features. The second project sought to locate additional tangible remains of the battle in order to expand
the geographical boundary of the site and provide a foundation for its preservation. In addition, the second phase sought
to expand other boundaries by working with constituencies interested in and/or able to protect the battlefield site and its
many varied components.

The second phase project expanded the existing site boundary 400 yards farther south through the documentation of arti-
fact collections made several years ago during construction in a key area held by French Reserve Corps. These artifacts,
in tandem with the project’s archeological study of the area, indicate that more portions of this part of the battlefield are
likely to have survived at that location. This project also identified two key areas of buried A-horizons likely to represent
the battlefield landscape. Investigation of twelve target areas in Savannah revealed promise for additional battlefield and
period-related resources in two of those locations. The work also served to eliminate geographic areas of site potential,
reducing the scope of future searches. The project also successfully shared information from both studies with the general
public in a myriad of ways, and produced a 4th and 5th grade curriculum packet.

Both phases of the Savannah Under Fire projects have created an extensive body of information unknown previously.
This historical and archeological information holds much promise; the promise of a new understanding of the southern
colonies’ role in the American Revolution; of this momentous global event unfolding in the everyday lives of those find-
ing themselves in Savannah in 1779; of the revelation to many today that history survives in our everyday world - one
just needs to pick up his feet. But the promise of that history can only be fulfilled if it is protected and if its story is retold
in a thousand different media and venues to a thousand different audiences. We are pleased to have produced a compen-
dium of information that can provide the content for such stories and urge the City of Savannah and its residents to pro-
tect the resources (both newly discovered and those that await discovery) that contribute to these stories. This should be
just the beginning, not the end.
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Background and Previous
Phase I Work

In the summer of 2007, Coastal Heritage Society in
Savannah, Georgia, was awarded a National Park Service
American Battlefield Protection Program Grant (NPS
ABPP). In 2007 and 2008 archeologists used this grant
to locate and identify startling in situ evidence of the
1779 Battle of Savannah. Figure 1 shows the locations
targeted for archeological investigation during that phase
of work. The reader is referred to the report, “Savannah
Under Fire: Identifying Savannah’s Revolutionary War
Battlefield” for details about that project (Elliott and
Elliott 2009). [That report is included as a PDF within the
appendix of this 2010 digital report, and as a DVD in the
2010 hardcopy versions.]

This Phase I project proved that substantial battlefield
features and artifacts have survived 265 years of urban
impacts. In addition, the project indicated an overwhelm-
ing potential for the existence of additional battlefield
resources beyond the initial areas of Phase I investiga-
tions. A complete preservation plan for the 1779 Battle
of Savannah site cannot be made until the boundaries are
refined further.

The Phase II project proposed to expand these boundar-
ies based on solid archeological investigation, Phase I
findings, and follow-up research. Particular focus was on
the battlefield boundaries to the northwest, southwest,

and southeast. The Phase II project used methods vali-
dated in Phase I for the successful location of battlefield
components in the Savannah environment, meeting the
Secretary of Interior’s Standards. These methods included
geographic information systems (GIS), ground penetrat-
ing radar (GPR), controlled metal detector survey, shovel
testing, and limited test unit excavation. Archeologists
searched for the Carolina Redoubt, reserve and counter
attack at the Jewish Cemetery, along with the French saps,
American camps, and French camps. The substantial suc-
cess of Phase I confirmed that the search for boundaries in
other directions is a cogent and logical plan of attack. The
identification of these would serve to reveal a larger, more
comprehensive boundary, providing the information and
resources planners need to preserve the site in perpetuity.

Some of the historical background and select other in-
formation in this document comes from the original
Research Design from the Phase I project (Elliott 2007).

Additional historical details regarding the French and
American camps; African, African American and Native
American involvement; the effects of the battle on women
and children; as well as specifics regarding the battle and
the new target locations have been culled for this Phase II
work from primary documents.

Project Goals and Strategies

e Goal-To Promote Battlefield Preservation

1. Make recommendations based on project
interpretations.

2. Share findings and seek solutions to local
battlefield site protection through three
“Conversation Dates” with stakeholders and policy
makers.

3. Share information through public presentations
in which public comment and brainstorming are
invited.

4. Create a social networking site to share project
information with the public, especially targeting
those under 30 years old.

5. Distribute copies of report to partner organiza
tions and other interested entities.

6. Speak to partner organizations about commu
nity involvement and opportunities for synergy and
invite them to the “Conversation Dates” meeting.

7. Investigate, with partners, city government,
chamber of commerce, and tourism officials, the
feasibility of promoting and preserving the site as a
walking tour opportunity.

8. Investigate funding opportunities to put exhibit
concept from Phase I into a reality after Phase 11
discoveries and interpretations are complete.

9. Use media coverage and web sites to share
information and promote preservation efforts
among community organizations.
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2007-2008 Fieldwork (Red Ovals) 2009-2010 Fieldwork (Blue Ovals)

A. Emmet Park 1. Yamacraw Village 9. Jewish Cemetery Areca
B. Spring Hill Redoubt 2. Davant Park

C. Madison Square 3. Calhoun Square

D. Lafayette Square 4. Whitefield Square

E. Colonial Cemetery 5. Thomas Park

F. Cuyler Park 6. Wells Park

G. Dixon Park 7. Laurel Grove Cemetery

H. Myers Park 8. W.W. Law Park

Figure 1. Fieldwork locations of previous and current ABPP Savannah Under Fire projects.
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10. Make recommendations for ways to preserve
the battlefield site based on best practices for ar
cheological site preservation and stakeholder input
derived during above process.

Research Design

*  How do new discoveries (made in Phase I and in
Phase II) change the GIS map overlays and do these
changes contribute to the reinterpretation of past or
current concepts of the battle?

*  What battlefield components, either above or below
the ground surface, have survived and why? Which
have not survived, and why?

*  What negative evidence for the battlefield was located
and how does that contribute to locating or under-
standing various portions of the battlefield?

*  How accurate are the published accounts of the battle?
*  Which accounts were inaccurate, and why?

*  Which of the other 13 redoubts, besides Spring Hill,
saw battle activity, and to what degree?

¢ Can the Carolina Redoubt be located, and if so, what
evidence is there for its reputed role in greatly assist-
ing with the defense of the Spring Hill Redoubt?

*  What features were identified, and how can they
be interpreted in relation to standard fortification
construction?

*  What features of the landscape aided or hindered the
opposing forces and which are visible in the modern
landscape?

*  What were reserve troops doing before, during, and
after the battle?

» Is there any evidence for reserve troop activities,
and if there is, does it support or refute the historical
documentation?

*  Were standard military procedures followed before,
during, and after the battle? Why or why not and how
did this affect battle operations?

*  Were defensive works constructed following the mili-
tary engineering standards of the day?

Chapter 1. Introduction

*  What types of extant features survive archeologically
and what do these tell us about the period immediately
before, during, and immediately after the battle?

e Can evidence for the allied American and French
camps be located and if so, does the evidence support
or refute historical documentation?

*  How did the environment, terrain, and military strat-
egy at the time determine the location of the camps?

*  How well were opposing forces supplied with food,
ammunition, and other necessities of battle?

*  What effect did the weather have on activities leading
up to and during the battle?

e Did the multi-national nature of the allied forces affect
their operations? If so, how?

e What efforts did British forces make to defend their
position?

* Did the battle affect strategies used by America and
Great Britain in the remainder of the war?

»  Did the battle have significant impact on the American
Revolution, and if so, how?

KOCOA Analysis

KOCOA is an acronym for the analysis of Key terrain,
Observation and fields of fire, Cover and concealment,
Obstacles (both natural and man-made), and avenues

of Approach. This analysis technique, devised by the
National Park Service, enables the study of battlefields
from a strategic perspective. The examination of each of
these natural and cultural conditions listed above allows
the determination of what battlefield strategies of the day
should or should not have been used for a particular battle.
One can then study documentary, cartography, and archeo-
logical data to conclude whether the strategies employed
were acceptable by period standards and whether they
made sense given the conditions and specific battlefield
situation. The fieldwork results section of this report in-
cludes KOCOA analysis for each of the target areas.
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Archeological methods used for this project meet or ex-
ceed the recognized professional standards as set forth by
the United States Secretary of the Interior in the Standards
and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation
(United States Secretary of the Interior 1983). Activities
associated with this project were conducted in accordance
with Section 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, in consultation with other Federal,
State and local agencies, and Indian tribes, as appropri-
ate. In addition, specific ABPP grant requirements and
guidelines were followed for various steps of this proj-

ect (National Park Service 2000, 2006). Public outreach
methods follow best practices as studied and outlined by
The Society for American Archaeology (per the Public
Education Committee, State Coordinators’ Network, publi-
cations, and workshops).

Property Access

Access to properties in the project area owned by the City
of Savannah was secured during the grant proposal-writing
process of this project. This included properties under

the jurisdiction of the city’s Park and Trees (Jim Parker)/
Urban Forestry (Bill Haws), Building and Grounds (Jim
Shirley), and Cemeteries (Jerry Flemming) departments.
An initial meeting on December 9, 2009, with these and
other relevant departments in the city and others provided
the framework for an on-going cooperative relationship
between archeologists and department heads and eliminat-
ed access issues that plagued the previous ABPP grant. In
addition to the departments listed above, meeting attendees
also included representatives from the city’s Engineering/
Developmental Services (Marc Nelson), Housing (Martin
Fretty), and Citizen Office (Tara Polli). The director of the
Housing Authority of Savannah (Earline Davis), a federal
entity, also attended. The meeting was called and facili-
tated by Bridget Lidy, Administrator, Tourism and Film
Services Department, City of Savannah.

In addition to access to city property obtained during the
proposal phase, archeologists continued to work hard to
obtain access on private property in related areas. These
efforts resulted in success on one large tract (Garrison
Elementary School property) and three smaller tracts
(Boykin/Morgan/Savannah Station property). These tracts
are all located in and around the Jewish Cemetery area,

where the Haitian reserves were stationed on October 9,
1779, and where French and American troops were to re-
treat in case of defeat. Representatives of the Congregation
of Mickve Israel also gave permission to do GPR survey
within the larger Jewish Cemetery there, the Mordecai
Sheftall Cemetery, although archeologists decided that
non-excavation efforts here would not result in definitive
evidence of the battle and did not investigate this area.

Access was denied to archeologists on one remaining tract
(Oglethorpe Associates LLC property). This property is
currently a vacant lot that may be in the vicinity of one

of the redoubts near Spring Hill Redoubt; possibly the
Carolina Redoubt. The Field Director had several positive
conversations with company representatives and followed
with a letter requesting access to the property for archeo-
logical investigations. The letter stated that archeological
investigations would not impact or stop development of
the property and that no funds were being requested from
the property owner. The real estate/construction/develop-
ment company of Bennett Hofford, apparently representing
Oglethorpe Associates, replied with a written letter deny-
ing the request. The letter stated “We are under advise-
ment that no 