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Introduction 

This investigation was conducted by Ms. Natalie Adams of 
Chicora Foundation, Inc. for Mr. Roger Shedlock of the Beaufort 
County Recreation Commission. The 14. 84 acre survey tract is 
located on Port Royal Island. It is bordered to the west by Broad 
River Drive, to the north by property owned by Joab Dowling and 
James Sanders and to the east and south by various privately owned 
residential tracts. The southern central portion of the tract is 
owned by James and Jeanette Pearce. The property is more fully 
described in Beaufort District tax map 34, parcel 20 (Figure 1). 

The property is primarily grassland/pasture in the western 
three quarters and contains a wire f~nce which encloses the 
northwestern portion of pasture land. The remainder of the 
property consists of mixed pine/hardwood with a light understory of 
vegetation. 

The property is intended to be developed by the Beaufort 
County Recreation Commission as a park. Planned improvements may 
consist of a parking lot, tennis courts, sports fields, and nature 
trails. Construction activities will include clearing of trail 
areas, construction of facilities, placement of underground 
utilities, grubbing, and grading which have the potential to damage 
or destroy archaeological resources within the tract. 

The proposed project was reviewed by the South Carolina State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and an intensive archaeological 
survey was recommended. Chicora was requested to submit a 
budgetary proposal for such a survey by Mr. Roger Sh~dlock of the 
Beaufort County Recreation Commission. A proposal was submitted on 
April 20, 1990 and the work was approved on April 15, 1991. 

This study is intended to provide a detailed explanation of 
the archaeological survey of the Pearce property tract and the 
findings. The project included two person days of archival 
research, conducted by Ms. Mona Grunden at the Beaufort County 
Register of Mesne Conveyances and Dr. Michael Trinkley at the South 
Caroliniana Library. In addition the statewide archaeological site 
files held by the South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and 
Anthropology were examined for information pertinent to the project 
area. The field investigations were conducted on May 2, 1991 by 
Ms. Mona Grunden and Ms. Natalie Adams. This field work involved 
16 person hours. Laboratory and report production were conducted 
at Chicora's laboratories in Columbia, S.C. on May 3, 1991. 
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Figure 1. Vicinity of the survey tract south of Beaufort, South 
Carolina. 
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Effective Environment 

Beaufort County is situated in the Lower Coastal Plain of 
South Carolina and is bounded to the south and southwest by the 
Atlantic Ocean, to the east by St. Helena Sound, to the north and 
northeast by the Combahee River, to the west by Jasper and Colleton 
counties and portions of the New and Broad rivers. The mainland 
primarily consists of nearly level lowlands and low ridges. 
Elevations range from about sea level to slightly over 100 feet 
above mean sea level (MSL) (Mathews et al. 1980:134-135). 

The county is drained by four primarily coastal or saltwater 
river systems (the May, New, Broad-Pocotaligo-Coosawhatchie, and 
Broad rivers) and one river with a significant freshwater discharge 
(the Combahee River), which plays a significant role in historic 
rice cultivation~ Because of the low topography, however, many low 
gradient interior drainages are present as either extensions of 
tidal streams and rivers or flooded bays and swales. There are many 
diverse wetland communities influenced by tidal inundation and 
river flow. Upland vegetation is primarily pine or mixed hardwoods 
and pine, and only 15% of the county is currently cultivated (while 
about 5% of the total land area is urbanized) ( Mathews et al. 
1980:135). 

The geology of the county is characteristic of the coastal 
plain, with unconsolidated water-laid beds of sands and clays up to 
20 feet in thickness overlying thick beds of soft marl ( Stuck 
1980: 3). In the project area, the soils are classified as Wando 
fine sands, which are typically excessively well drained (Stuck 
1980: Map 66). 

The topography in the survey tract is gently rolling with 
elevations ranging from 15 to 20 feet MSL. Several wetland areas 
exist in the southern portion of the tract (Figure 2 ) ·. 

Background Research 

General accounts of Beaufort area history are presented by 
Dabbs (1983), Johnson (1969), Trinkley (1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 
1990, and 1991), and Woofter (1930), while sources such as Pearson 
( 1906) provide additional primary source documentation for the 
area. McGuire (1984) provides a detailed account of land ownership 
in the postbellum period. These sources should be consulted for 
additional information general to the Beaufort District. 

No evidence of structures during the antebellum period are 
indicated for the survey area on either Mills' Atlas of 1825 or 
Coast Chart 55 (Coast of South Carolina and Georgia from Hunting 
Island to Ossabaw Island) which was surveyed between 1852 and 1872. 

The earliest record of the survey tract is the purchase of 
"all of lot # 26 in Section 26 of Township One South Range Two 
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West" for a total of 10 acres by Daniel Fields on November 15, 1865 
(U . S. Government Head of Family Certificate 813) (Beaufort RMC DB 
15, p. 453; see also Beaufort RMC PB 2, p. 15). There is no further 
record of Daniel Fields as owner of the property and in 1887 
Richard A. Ellis is issued a Certificate of Release on 187 acres 
for "School Farm 30, also known as Little Baynard" (Beaufort RMC DB 
22, p. 351). 

It is clear that Fields' 1865 deed is for a small portion of 
the much larger tract redeemed by Ellis in 1887. This appears to be 
a situation where the property was initially sold to freedmen under 
President Lincoln's September 16, 1863 directive to the District 
Tax Commissioners. This provided a special provision reserving for 
"heads of families of the African Race" specific plantations to be 
subdivided and sold at $1.25/acre. These lands were largely sold 
during 1865. By 1872 the Port Royal area was "in a state of utter 
disorganization" as planters attempted to divest title from wartime 
purchasers of land (McGuire 1985:132). Eventually the United States 
Congress passed a bill allowing for .redemption of lands by former 
white owners and the deadline for redemption was extended on 
several occaiions. It is ~robably during this period that Ellis 
sought to obtain clear title to his plantation and divest Fields of 
his 10 acre tract (see also Williamson 1965). 

Apparently Ellis held the tract until the early twentieth 
century, although there is no indication concerning his activities 
on the land. In April 1922, Ellis sold a 50-1/2 acre portion of the 
plantation to Hughes Lake and Daniel Taylor, mentioning in the deed 
that the land was a "portion of .that known as 'Little Baynard' the 
same purchased by Richard A. Ellis from Martha Baynard December 4, 
1822" (Beaufort RMC DB 41, p. 599). This provides the only record 
of the property's derivation and ownership in the early antebellum 
period. 

A year later Lake acquired an additional 200 acres "on Jerico 
Point known as Bellview Farm" (Beaufort RMC DB 42, p. 188). This 
property was combined with his 50-1/2 acres to the west to form the 
nucleus of a large postbellum plantation. In 1928 Lake sold the 

"tract to Mary Lake, his wife. In 1946 the tract was passed from 
Mary Lake to Hughes Lake, perhaps her son (Beaufort RMC DB 47, p. 
158; DB 64, p. 632). 

Interestingly, it was during this period of Hugh H. Lake's 
ownership in the early 1930s that Dr. Warren K. Moorehead and Mr. 
Waldemar Ritter conducted extensive excavations at the Lake 
Plantation (see Flannery 1943; Trinkley 1980:27). These 
excavations, while unsystematic compared to archaeological research 
today, revealed extensive prehistoric settlement along the bluffs 
of Battery Creek, to the north of the survey tract. 

In 1947 Lake sold 70.4 acres of his plantation (including the 
survey tract) to Lewis Wright ( Beaufort RMC DB 6 6, p. 136) . The 
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1932 County Highway Map for Beaufort County fails to show any 
occupation in this area, although Lake's plantation to the north is 
shown. A portion of this tract, encompassing 23. 87 acres, was 
transferred to James T. and Jeanette S. Pearce in 1962 (Beaufort 
RMC DB 111, p. 39). The only plat of the tract which could be 
identified dates from this last transaction and shows no evidence 
of structures or other land use activities (Beaufort RMC, PB 13, p. 
44). 

Previous archaeological investigations in Beaufort County are 
presented in Trinkley (1986, 1990, and 1991). The 1989 listings of 
archaeological reports on file at the South Carolina Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology show only one investigation in the 
vicinity of the study area (Abbott et al. 1989). However, no sites 
for the project area are on file at the South Carolina Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology. 

Based on the available previous studies and historical 
research there appeared to be a low potential for either 
prehistoric or historic occupation on the tract, in spite of its 
generally high, well drained soils. The survey tract is not 
situated near any major creek or drainage and it appears to have 
been largely used as agricultural land during the antebellum and 
early postbellum. 

Field Methods 

The initially proposed field techniques involved the placement 
of shovel tests at 100 feet intervals along transects placed 100 
feet apart through the study areas·, with all fill being screened 
through 1/4-inch mesh. This emphasis on shovel testing is required 
by the presence of well drained soils throughout the survey tract 
and the presence of fairly dense surface vegetation. 

Should sites be identified by the shovel testing, further 
tests would be used to obtain data on site boundaries, artifact 
quantity and diversity, site integrity, and temporal affiliation. 
The information required for completion of South Carolina Institute 

0

of Archaeology and Anthropology site forms would be collected and 
photographs would be taken, if warranted in the opinion of the 
field investigators. 

All soil would be screened through 1/4-inch mesh, with each 
test numbered sequentially. Each test would measure about 1 foot 
square and would normally be taken to a depth of at least 1 foot. 
All cultural remains would be collected, except for shell, mortar, 
and brick, which would be qualitatively noted in the field and 
discarded. Notes would be maintained for profiles at any sites 
encountered. 

These 
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excavated within the Pearce tract. The entire tract was 
investigated using tests at a distance no greater than 100 feet 
apart. 

Laboratory Analysis 

The cleaning· and analysis of artifacts was conducted in 
Columbia at the Chicora Foundation laboratory on May 3, 1991. It is 
anticipated that these materials will be catalogued and accessioned 
for curation at The Environmental and Historical Museum of Hilton 
Head Island, the closest regional repository. A site form for 
38801280 has been filed with the South Carolina Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology, with copies provided to the 
curatorial facility. Field notes and photographic materials have 
been prepared for curation using archival standards and will be 
transferred to The Environmental and Historical Museum of Hilton 
Head Island as soon as the project is complete. 

Analysis of the collections followed professionally accepted 
standards with a level of intensity suitable to the quantity and 
quality of the remains. 

Results 

The shovel tests identified one site on the Pearce tract, 
recorded as 38801280 ( see Figure 2). One test during regular 
shovel testing on transect 5 revealed a moderate amount of oyster 
shell. A series of 7 additional shovel tests at 25 foot interval 
tests in cardinal directions indicated that the site was 
approximately 80 by 30 feet in size. The central OTM coordinates 
are E525560 N3582030 and the soils are classified as · wando fine 
sands. The only artifact recovered one amethyst glass bottle 
fragment. Moderate to light shell was found in three shovel tests 
as well as one brick fragment. Field observations noted the 
presence of several rusted metal containers. 

Site 38801280 is not recommended as eligible for inclusion in 
the National Register of Historic Places. This site is believed to 
represent a mid-twentieth century trash dump and does not appear to 
be clearly related to any known historical occupation . No evidence 
of in situ features or evidence of structural remains, such as 
brick and mortar concentrations, was noted. As previously 
discussed, the historic records and plats fail to provide any 
indication of historic occupation in the survey tract. 

Summary and Recommendations 

Site 38BU1280 appears to represent a small mid-twentieth 
century trash dump. Artifacts appear to constrained to an 80 by 30 
foot area. This site is not clearly associated with a known 
historical occupation of the tract, and it is believed that it will 
not contribute any significant information about historic life 
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ways. As a result, this site is not recommended as e 1 ig ible for 
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. No further 
consideration of this site is recommended. 
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