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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 

This report provides the results of a 
National Register assessment of archaeological site 
38BU857 on Hilton Head Island in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina. The was initially recorded in 1986 
during a reconnaissance survey for the Town of 
Hilton Head Island and was further examined in 
1996 for the widening/relocation of Jonesville 
Road by the South Carolina Department of 
Transportation. We were contacted by the current 
owner of the property, Mr. Read Brennan of 
Ashwood Fine Homes in Savannah, Georgia, who 
has acquired the property and anticipates its 
development. the South Carolina State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) has requested that he 
conduct an assessment of 38BU857 in anticipation 
of that development. This work was conducted 
under the Town of Hilton Head Island Permit. 

 
No effort was requested by the SHPO to 

survey the entirety of the development tract and 
therefore, this activity was not funded by the client 
– only 38BH857 was examined. 

 
The investigations were conducted by Dr. 

Michael Trinkley, Mr. Andrew Hyder, Ms. Angelica 
Wimer, and Ms. Grace Lockett of Chicora 
Foundation, Inc. from June 3 through June 8, 2019. 
The work involved the use of a mechanical auger, 
1-foot in diameter, every 50 feet across a north-
south grid in order to collect data on site contents 
and to determine the specific boundaries of the 
site, at least in the context of the proposed 
development. 

 
The auger testing allowed the construction 

of density maps for the site and guided the 
placement of two 5-foot test units, each excavated 
into sterile soil. These found the site was limited to 

what was determine to be a heavily plowed A 
horizon. 

 
Because of the investigations, the portion 

of 38BU857 within the development tract is 
recommended not eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places. A broad range 
of Early, Middle, Late Woodland, and Mississippian 
short-term occupations appear mixed in the 
plowzone. One possible feature was encountered, 
but it, too, had been plowed and consisted only of 
shell. It is unlikely that significant research 
questions can be addressed by this site. 

 
During the investigation of site 

boundaries, two additional historic sites, 
38BU2319 and 38BU2320, were encountered. The 
former is a scatter of three eighteenth century 
ceramics. The latter is a scatter of late nineteenth 
century and early twentieth century trash piles 
likely associated with an heir property situated on 
an outparcel. Neither site was incorporated into 
the detailed assessment, but our initial 
observations suggest that neither is likely eligible. 
 
 It is possible that archaeological remains 
will be encountered in the project area during 
construction. Construction crews should be 
advised to report any discoveries of concentrations 
of artifacts (such as bottles, ceramics, or projectile 
points) or brick rubble to the project engineer, who 
should in turn report the material to the State 
Historic Preservation Office or to Chicora 
Foundation (the process of dealing with late 
discoveries is discussed in 36CFR800.13(b)(3)). No 
construction should take place near these late 
discoveries until they have been examined by an 
archaeologist and, if necessary, have been 
processed according to 36CFR800.13(b)(3). 
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These investigations were designed to 
evaluate the potential of 38BU857 for eligibility for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 
The work was requested by Mr. Reed Brennan with 
Ashwood Homes, who is proposing the 
development of the parcel.   

 
Ashwood Homes has proposed 

development of the parcel containing 38BU857 
(identified as TMS R510 007 000 0082 0000) and 
currently known as Bayley’s Point or 55 Jonesville 
Road. The State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) recommended additional investigations of 
the one known site on the parcel, 38BU857. 

 
This study is the result of that 

recommendation and it examines only 38BU857. 
Additional historic remains were recovered east of 
38BU857 (briefly reported in this study as 
38BU2319 and 38BU2320), but they are not 
assessed since the SHPO recommended only 
evaluation of 38BU857 and was silent regarding a 
survey of the proposed development tract beyond 
the identified site limits. 

Previous Archaeological 
Investigations 

Site 38BU857 was initially recorded in 
1986 during an island-wide reconnaissance survey 
conducted for the Town of Hilton Head Island 
focused on creeks (Trinkley 1987).  

 
The site was identified based on the 

recovery of two Savannah Cord Marked sherds and 
two eroded sherds scattered over an area 
measuring about 405 by 244 feet at the 
intersection of what was then called Riverview 
Drive and an unnamed dirt road.  The site was at 
an elevation of about 5 feet above mean sea level 

(AMSL) on Wando soils. This was on a slight rise 
lying between Jarvis Creek to the north and the 
headwaters of Old House Creek to the south. 

 
Because these investigations were 

designed only to identify (and not assess or test) 
sites, 38BU857 was recommended potentially 
eligible, pending further investigations. 

 
In 1996, Brockington and Associates, 

under contract with the South Carolina 
Department of Transportation, conducted limited 
testing along the proposed new right-of-way for 
what had become known as Jonesville Road. This 
testing extended along the north side of the 
existing road, east of 38BU857 and then 
southeastwardly on the new alignment. The work 
was limited by the proposed alignment, but 
appeared to extend a finger of 38BU857 further to 
the east, with dimensions proposed to be 410 by 
900 feet. This investigation found the remains 
within the highway corridor to have “little 
potential” although “the limits and integrity of the 
site outside the right of way have not been clearly 
defined” (38BU857 site form, dated March 12, 
1996; see also Rust 1996).  

Environmental Background 
Hilton Head is a sea island located 

between Port Royal Sound to the north and 
Daufuskie Island to the south. The island is 
separated from Daufuskie by Calibogue Sound and 
from the mainland by a narrow band of tidal marsh 
and Skull Creek. Between Hilton Head Island and 
the mainland are several smaller islands, including 
Pinckney and Jenkins islands. Hilton Head is about 
11.5 miles in length and has a maximum width of 
6.8 miles (10.9 kilometers), yielding 19,460 acres 
of highland and 2,400 acres of marsh. 
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Figure 1. Vicinity of 38BU857. At the top is the USGS Bluffton 1956 PR72 (SCIAA boundaries shown in red), 

while below is a recent development map showing site topography and features (1986 boundaries 
shown in red; 1996 boundary addition shown in green).  
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Hilton Head is situated in the Sea Island 
section of South Carolina's Coastal Plain province 
that consists of the unconsolidated sands, clays, 
and soft limestones found from the fall line 
eastward to the Atlantic Ocean (Cooke 1936:1-3). 
Elevations range from just above sea 
level on the coast and up to 21 feet at the 
top of the highest beach ridges on the 
island, to about 600 feet mean sea level 
(MSL) adjacent to the Piedmont 
province.  
 

On Hilton Head Island, there are 
two major drainages, Broad Creek which 
flows almost due west into Calibogue 
Sound, and Jarvis Creek which empties 
into Mackay Creek just north of Broad 
Creek. 

 
The shape of Hilton Head is 

different from many of surrounding 
islands since it has a Pleistocene core 
with a Holocene beach ridge fringe. 
Ziegler (1959: Figure 6) suggests that 
Hilton Head Island is composed of 
several sea or erosion remnant islands, 

joined together by recent 
Holocene deposits. 

 
Island soils tend to be 

less diverse and less well 
developed when compared to 
the older Pleistocene 
mainland soils. For example, 
they often lack a well-defined 
B-horizon. Only two soils are 
found in the project area. The 
Wando fine sands dominant 
the uplands, while there are 
fringe areas of Capers soils 
along the marsh edges.  

 
Consisting of sandy 

marine sediments, the Wando 
soils are deep and well 
drained. The pH tends to be 
slightly acidic to neutral. The 
A horizon consists of brown 
(10YR 4/3) fine sand to a 

depth of about 0.8 foot, overlying a strong brown 
(7.5YR 5/8) fine sand to a depth of nearly 3 feet. 

 
In contrast, the Capers association consists 

of very deep, very poorly drained marsh soils. The 

 
Figure 2. Soils in the study area. 

 
Figure 3. 1951 aerial photograph showing 38BU857 entirely 

cleared and under cultivation. 
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A horizon is often about 1.4 feet in depth, 
consisting of a very dark grayish brown (2.5Y 3/2) 
silty clay which overlays a Cg1 horizon of black (N 
2/0) clay to a depth of nearly 4 feet.  

 
If we examine aerial imagery from 1951 

(GS-VN-2-18; Figure 3), it reveals that the entire 
site – and most of the surrounding area – was in 
cultivation. The only trees are on the property line 
to the west of the study tract, and along the Jarvis 
Creek marsh fringe (see Figure 3). This level of 
cultivation goes back at least to the 1940s, when 
the Bluffton 1945 USGS topographic map also 
shows the area under intensive cultivation.  

 
A letter written from Hilton Head Island in 

November 1861 describes the view as seen by a 
northern soldier, 

 
here we are, surrounded by 
cotton, sweet potatoes, corn, 
beans, mules, oranges, palmetto 
trees, Southern pines, niggers, 
palm and peanuts, with here and 
there a live oak . The island is one 
great pine plain, interrupted only 
by an occasional swampy run 

(quoted in Eldridge 
1893:69). 
 
Such an account would seem 
to suggest that the vegetation 
on Hilton Head was already 
affected by intensive farming 
and logging as early as the 
nineteenth century. 

 
Mathews et al. 

(1980:155) note that the most 
significant ecosystem on 
Hilton Head Island is the 
maritime forest community. 
This maritime ecosystem is 
defined most simply as all 
upland areas located on 
barrier islands, limited on the 
ocean side by the extreme high 
spring tide mark and on the 
mainland side by tidal 

marshes. On Sea Islands, the distinction between 
the maritime forest community and an upland 
ecosystem (essentially found on the mainland) 
becomes blurred. 

 
The barrier islands may contain 

communities of oak-pine, oak-palmetto-pine, oak-
magnolia, palmetto, or low oak woods. The Sea 
Islands, being more mesic or xeric, tend to evidence 
old-field communities, pine-mixed hardwood 
communities, pine forest communities, or mixed 
hardwood communities (Sandifer et al. 1980:120-
121, 437). 

 
Near 38BU857, which was once entirely 

cleared and cultivated, probably by mule plows, the 
vegetation today is dense second growth, including 
primarily low herbaceous plants, coupled with 
abundant vines. It is often difficult to see more than 
20 feet ahead of you, although in a few areas, 
typically along the northern marsh edge, the 
vegetation opens.  

 
The estuarine ecosystem in the Hilton 

Head vicinity includes those areas of deep-water 
tidal habitats and adjacent tidal wetlands. Salinity 

 
Figure 4. Vegetation at 38BU857 today, looking north from Jonesville 

Road. 
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may range from 0.5 ppt at the head of an estuary to 
30 ppt where it comes in contact with the ocean. 
Estuarine systems are influenced by ocean tides, 
precipitation, fresh water runoff from the upland 
areas, evaporation, and wind. The tidal range for 
Hilton Head is 6.6 to 7.8 feet, indicative of an area 
swept by moderately strong tidal currents. The 
estuarine area contributes vascular flora used for 
basket making, mammals, birds, fish (over 107 
species), shellfish, crabs and shrimp. 

 
Depending upon whose authority may be 

trusted, the nineteenth century Beaufort climate 
was "one of the healthiest" (Mills 1826: 377), 
"salubrious" (Mills 1826: 372), and "equable" (S.C. 
Department of Agriculture 1883:20), or it had 
"malaria arising from the Southern swamps" (Copp 
1911:94) and "excessive heat" (Copp 1911:169). 
Linehan felt that “malaria was the greatest curse of 
the sea coast, as all know who served there and 
who feel its evil affects to this day" (Linehan 
1895:211). Forten wrote that "yellow fever 
prevailed to an alarming extent, and that, indeed 
the manufacture of coffins was the only business 
that was at all flourishing at present" (Forten 
1864:588). 

 
Maximum daily temperatures in the 

summer tend to be near or above 90°F and the 
minimum daily temperatures tend to be about 68° 
F. The summer water temperatures average 83°F. 
The abundant supply of warm, moist and relatively 
unstable air produces frequent scattered showers 
and thunderstorms in the summer. Winter has 
average daily maximum and minimum 
temperatures of 61°F and 38°F respectively. The 
average winter water temperature is 53°F. 
Precipitation is in the forms of rain associated with 
fronts and cyclones; snow is uncommon (Janiskee 
and Bell 1980:1-2). 

 
The average yearly precipitation is 49.4 

inches, with 34 inches occurring from April 
through October, the growing season for most Sea 
Island crops. Hilton Head has approximately 285 
frost-free days (Janiskee and Bell 1980:1; Landers 
1970). 

 

While the temperatures on the Sea Islands 
are not extreme, the relative humidity is frequently 
high enough to produce muggy conditions in the 
summer and dank conditions in the winter. 
Relative humidity ranges from about 63-89% in the 
summer to 58-83% in the winter. The highest 
relative humidity occurs in the morning and as the 
temperature increases, the humidity tends to 
decline (Landers 1970:11; Mathews et. al 
1980:46). 

Prehistoric Background 
The Paleo-Indian period, lasting from 

12,000 to 8,000 B.C., is evidenced by basally 
thinned, side-notched projectile points; fluted, 
lanceolate projectile points, side scrapers, end 
scrapers; and drills (Coe 1964; Michie 1977; 
Williams 1968). The Paleo-Indian occupation, 
while Widespread, does not appear to have been 
intensive. Artifacts are most frequently found along 
major river drainages, which Michie interprets to 
support the concept of an economy "oriented 
towards the exploitation of now extinct mega-
fauna" (Michie 1977:124). Waring (1961) reported 
the discovery of three Paleo-Indian points in the 
vicinity of Bluffton in 1961 and Michie (1977: 105) 
reports that two additional points have been found 
on Daws Island, also in Beaufort County. Although 
there has been considerable natural and artificial 
resculpturing of the Hilton Head area, it is possible 
that early Paleo-Indian remains may be found on 
the Pleistocene portions of the island. 

 
Sea level during much of this period is 

expected to have been as much as 65 feet (20 
meters) lower than present, so many sites may be 
inundated (Flint 1971). 

 
Unfortunately, little is known about Paleo-

Indian subsistence strategies, settlement systems, 
or social organization. Generally, archaeologists 
agree that the Paleoindian groups were at a band 
level of society, were nomadic, and were both 
hunters and foragers. While population density, 
based on the isolated finds, is thought to have been 
low, Walthall suggests that toward the end of the 
period, "there was an increase in population 
density and in territoriality and that a number of 
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new resource areas were beginning to be 
exploited" (Walthall 1980:30). 

 
The Archaic period, which dates from 

8000 to 2000 B.C., does not form a sharp break with 

the Paleoindian period, but is a slow transition 
characterized by a modern climate and an increase 
in the diversity of material culture. The chronology 
established by Coe (1964) for the North Carolina 
Piedmont may be applied with little modification to 

 
Figure 5. Generalized cultural sequences for South Carolina. 
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the South Carolina coast. Archaic period 
assemblages are rare in the Sea Island region, 
although the sea level is anticipated to have been 
within 13 feet (4 meters) of its present stand by the 
beginning of the succeeding Woodland period 
(Lepionka et. al. 1983:10). Brooks and Scurry note 
that, 

 
Archaic period sites, when 
contrasted with the subsequent 
Woodland period, are typically 
small, relatively few in number 
and contain low densities of 
archaeological material. This data 
may indicate that the inter-
riverine zone was utilized by 
Archaic populations character-
ized by small group size, high 
mobility, and wide ranging 
exploitative patterns (Brooks and 
Scurry 1978:44). 
 
Alternatively, the general sparsity of 

Archaic sites in the coastal zone may be the result 
of a more attractive environment inland adjacent 
to the floodplain swamps and major drainages. Of 
course, this is not necessarily an alternative 
explanation, since coastal Archaic sites may 
represent only a small segment in the total 
settlement system. 

 
The Woodland period begins by definition 

with the introduction of fired clay pottery about 
2000 B.C. along the South Carolina coast (the 
introduction of pottery, and hence the beginning of 
the Woodland period, occurs much later in the 
Piedmont of South Carolina). It should be noted 
that many researchers call the period from about 
2500 to 1000 B.C. the Late Archaic because of a 
perceived continuation of the Archaic lifestyle in 
spite of the manufacture of pottery. Regardless of 
terminology, the period from 2500 to 1000 B.C. is 
well documented on the South Carolina coast and 
is characterized by Stallings (fiber-tempered) and 
Thorn's Creek series pottery (see Figure 5 for a 
synopsis of Woodland phases and pottery 
designations). 

 

The subsistence economy during this early 
period was based primarily on deer hunting and 
fishing, with supplemental inclusions of small 
mammals, birds, reptiles, and shellfish. Various 
calculations of the probable yield of deer, fish, and 
other food sources identified from shell ring sites 
indicate that sedentary life was not only possible, 
but also probable. Recent work at sites 
characterized by fiber-tempered pottery on the 
southern Georgia coast has led Quitmyer to note 
that there was, 
 

a specialized economy heavily 
dependent on marine resources. 
Marine invertebrates, primarily 
oyster, were the most significant 
of the zoological resources. 
Marine vertebrates, primarily 
drum, accounted for another 
important aspect of the diet. To a 
lesser extent sea catfishes 
(Ariidae) and mullet were part of 
the diet. Terrestrial animals, like 
deer, represented only an 
occasional resource (Quitmyer 
1985a:90). 
 
Toward the end of the Thom's Creek phase 

there is evidence of sea level change and a number 
of small, non-shell midden sites are found. 
Apparently, the increasing sea level drowned the 
tidal marshes (and sites) on which the Thom's 
Creek people relied. 

 
The succeeding Refuge phase, which dates 

from about 1100 to 500 B.C., suggests 
fragmentation caused by the environmental 
changes (Lepionka et. ale 1983; Williams 1968). 
Sites are generally small and some coastal sites 
evidence no shellfish collection at all (Trinkley 
1982). Peterson (1971:153) characterizes Refuge 
as a degeneration of the preceding Thom's Creek 
series and a bridge to the succeeding Deptford 
culture. 

 
The Deptford phase, which dates from 

1100 B.C. to A.D. 600, is best characterized by fine 
to coarse sandy paste pottery with a check stamped 
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surface treatment. The Deptford settlement 
pattern involves both coastal and inland sites. The 
coastal sites, which always appear to be situated 
adjacent to tidal creeks, evidence a diffuse 
subsistence system and are frequently small. The 
inland sites -are also small, lack shell, and are 
situated on the edge of swamp terraces. This "dual 
distribution" has suggested to Milanich (1971:194) 
a transhumant subsistence pattern. While such 
may be the case, it has yet to be documented on the 
coast. The Pinckney Island midden, north of Hilton 
Head, evidences a reliance on shellfish and was 
occupied in the late winter (Trinkley 1981). The 
Minim Island midden, on the coast of Georgetown 
County, indicates a greater reliance on fish but was 
also apparently occupied in the fall or winter 
(Drucker and Jackson 1984). 

 
The Middle and Late woodland 

occupations in South Carolina are characterized by 
a pattern of settlement mobility and short-term 
occupation. On the southern coast they are 
associated with the Wilmington and St. Catherines 
phases, which date from about A.D. 500 to at least 
A.D. 1150, although there is evidence that the St. 
Catherines pottery continued to be produced much 
later in time (Trinkley 1981). The tenacity of this 
simple lifestyle suggests that the Guale intrusion 
was relatively minor in many areas, or at least co-
existed with the native inhabitants whose lifestyles 
were generally unchanged (Trinkley 1981). In 
addition, there are small quantities of pottery that 
resemble the more northern Middle Woodland 
Mount Pleasant Series (Phelps 1984:41-44; 
Trinkley 1983) which were classified as "Untyped" 
by Trinkley (1981) at the Pinckney Island midden. 

 
The Middle Woodland Period (ca. 300 B.C. 

to A.D. 1000) is characterized by the use of sand 
burial mounds and ossuaries along the Georgia, 
South Carolina, and North Carolina coasts (Brooks 
et. al. 1982; Thomas and Larsen 1979; Wilson 
1982). Examples in the Beaufort area are found on 
Victoria Bluff and on Callawassie Island. Middle 
woodland coastal plain sites continue the Early 
Woodland Deptford pattern of mobility. While sites 
are found all along the coast and inland to the fall 
line, shell midden sites are characterized by sparse 

shell and few artifacts. Gone are the abundant shell 
tools, worked bone items, and clay balls. In many 
respects, the South Carolina Late Woodland Period 
(ca. A.D. 1000 to 1650 in some areas of the coast) 
may be characterized as a continuation of previous 
Middle Woodland cultural assemblages. While 
outside the Carolinas there were major cultural 
changes, such as the continued development and 
elaboration of agriculture, the Carolina groups 
settled into a lifeway not appreciably different 
from that observed for the previous 500 to 700 
years. This situation would remain unchanged until 
the development of the South Appalachian 
Mississippian complex. 

 
The South Appalachian Mississippian 

Period (ca. A.D. 1100 to 1650) is the most elaborate 
level of culture attained by the native inhabitants 
and is followed by cultural disintegration brought 
about largely by European disease. The period is 
characterized by complicated stamped pottery, 
complex social organization, agriculture, and the 
construction of temple mounds and ceremonial 
centers. The earliest phases include the Savannah 
and Irene (A.D. 1200 to 1550). Sometime after the 
arrival of Europeans on the Georgia coast in 1519 
A.D., the Irene phase is replaced by the Altamaha 
phase. The ceramics associated with this period 
were made,  
 

at least through the end of the 
Spanish Mission period in the 
1680s, when the various Guale 
groups were either relocated to 
the St. Augustine vicinity or 
dispersed by the English 
(DePratter and Howard 1980:31). 
 
The history of the numerous small coastal 

Indian tribes is poorly known. As Mooney noted, 
the coastal tribes, 
 

were of but small importance 
politically; no sustained mission 
work was ever attempted among 
them, and there were but few 
literary men to take an interest in 
them. War, pestilence, whiskey 
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and systematic slave hunts had 
nearly exterminated the 
aboriginal occupants of the 
Carolinas before anybody had 
thought them of sufficient 
importance to ask who they were, 
how they lived, or what were their 
beliefs and opinions (Mooney 
1894:6). 
 
Considerable ethnohistoric data has been 

collected on the Muskhogean Georgia Guale 
Indians by Jones (1978, 1981). This group 
extended from the Salilla River in southern Georgia 
northward to the North Edisto River in South 
Carolina (Jones 1981:215). Jones suggests that the 
Guale may have been divided into chiefdoms, with 
two, the Orista and the Escaumacu-Ahoya, being 
found in South Carolina (Jones 1978:203). During 
the period from 1526 to 1586, Jones places the 
Escamacu-Ahoya near the Broad River in Beaufort 
County, while the Orista are placed on the Beaufort 
River, north of Parris Island. By the late 
seventeenth century the principal town of the 
Orista appears to have been moved to Edisto 
Island, about 30 miles to the north (Jones 
1978:203).  

 
Waddell considers 

Orista a variant of Edisto 
(Waddell 1980:126-168) 
and places them on Edisto 
Island by 1666. Prior to that 
time, they were situated in 
the Port Royal/Santa Elena 
area. The Escamacu are 
noted to have lived in the 
Port Royal area, between 
the Broad and Savannah 
rivers (Waddell 1980:3, 
168-198). Nearby were the 
Yoya, Touppa, Mayon, 
Stalame, and Kussah 
(Waddell 1980: 3) . Many of 
these tribes (such as the 
Kussah and Edisto) shifted 
northward as a result of the 
Escamacu War (1576-

1579) when the Spanish sent out major 
expeditions. Waddell believes that the Escamacu 
War "probably left the area between the Broad and 
the Savannah rivers deserted" (Waddell 1980:3). 
He notes that in 1684,  
 

the Proprietors decided to clear 
their title to the coast between the 
Savannah and the Stono rivers, so 
they had eight separate cessions 
and one general cession made to 
give them a paper claim to all of 
this territory. The Witcheaught 
(previously unknown), St. Helena 
(Escamacu), Wimbee, Combahee, 
Kussah, Ashepoo, Edisto, and 
Stono surrendered all their claims 
(Waddell 1980:4). 

Historic Background 
 A number of publications provide 
historical background for Hilton Head. For 
example, Holmgren (1959) provides a very popular 
historical account of the island and Trinkley (1987) 
provides a brief survey. 
 

 
Figure 6. Portion of the 1859 Coast Survey T-809 plan showing Spanish Wells. 
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 Figure 6 shows the late antebellum 
settlements near the study area, which was 
situated on Spanish Wells Plantation. Most notable 
are the main plantation settlement and two slave 
settlements. The main settlement was heavily 
impacted by the Spanish Wells development and 
clubhouse over 30 years ago. The associated slave 
settlement to the north has been impacted by four 
large water frontage houses. Slave Settlement 2, 
however, may be largely intact, situated between 
Oak Marsh Drive and Oakview Road, north off 
Spanish Wells Road, west of the Cross Island 
Connector.  
 
 Figure 6 fails to indicate any significant 
settlement in the vicinity of 38BU857, although 
there are a scattering of individual houses among 
the cultivated fields. The function of these isolated 
settlements have not been explored by 
archaeologists, largely because of a bias against 
small, isolated dwellings in plantation research. 
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Previous investigations had recovered 
relatively few artifacts. The initial reconnaissance 
survey recovered only four sherds, including two 
small sherds and two Savannah Cord Marked. 
Shovel testing a decade later recovered 11 sherds, 
including five small sherds, two Deptford Cord 
Marked, one St. Catherines Cord Marked, two Irene 
Complicated Stamped sherds, and one 
unidentifiable sherd, as well as a single flake. 

 
Small sherds, therefore, have dominated 

the collection, and those of sufficient size for 
identification reveal occupations ranging from the 
Middle and Late Woodland to the Mississippian.  

 
Neither effort, however, was able to 

provide sufficient data to establish site limits, a 
reasonable understanding of site diversity and 
density, or evaluate the potential for the recovery 
of features capable of providing useful research 
data. 

 
Consequently, the current investigations 

were designed to achieve these goals and allow a 
determination of site eligibility.  

Auger Testing 
In order to establish boundaries and 

increase the collection from the site, we decided to 
conduct auger testing at 50-foot intervals across 
the site. To accomplish this a magnetic north-south 
grid was set in, with the 300R300 point located at 
the property marker on the north side of Jonesville 
Road on the western edge of the parcel.  

 
The 50-foot interval was chosen for the 

additional precision it offered. We also hoped that 
this closer interval would produce a more 
representative collection from the site. 

 

This grid extended from the marshes of 
Old House Creek on the south, northward to the 
marshes of Jarvis Creek. It also extended from the 
western property line eastward to the point that 
Jarvis Creek cuts south to meet Jonesville Road. 
This corresponds to the apparent east-west 
dimensions of the site, based on the original 
reconnaissance and subsequent shovel testing in 
the existing road right-of-way, 

 
Auger points were not placed in either 

marsh areas (although there is a recognized 
potential for archaeological deposits in these 
areas) or on the five out parcels (four on the north 
side of Jonesville Road and one on the south) (see 
Figure 1). A total of 155 auger tests were 
established and excavated with a 12-inch 
mechanical auger. 

 
Three additional points were laid in at 25-

foot intervals north, south, and east of 100R650 to 
examine further artifact density in this one area. As 
a result, a total of 157 auger tests were completed.  

 
A mechanical auger was chosen over 

conventional shovel testing for several reasons. 
One of the most compelling was the dense 
vegetation on the parcel. With numerous tree 
roots, shovel testing would have been difficult and 
slow. The use of an auger dramatically reduced the 
time needed. 

 
All augered tests were screened through 

¼-inch mesh, with all artifacts retained. The 
quantity of shell was also subjectively evaluated as 
either absent, trace, moderate, or abundant. Once 
screened, each shovel test was backfilled. 

 
The results of the testing were 

immediately analyzed in the field, allowing the data 
to be incorporated into a Surfer map, using either a 
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Kriging gridding method. This produces visually 
appealing maps from irregularly spaced data. 
Kriging attempts to express trends suggested in the 
data, so that, for example, high points might be 
connected along a ridge rather than isolated by 
bull's-eye type contours. In particular, Kriging 
gives the best linear unbiased prediction of 
intermediate values.  

Excavation of Test Units 
Based on the results of the surfer mapping, 

two areas were selected for the placement of 5-foot 
test units to better examine stratigraphy, search for 
features, and increase the artifacts available for 
analysis. The areas were selected based on artifact 
variety and density.  

 
The excavations were by natural soil zones 

and excavation was by hand with all fill dry-
screened through ¼-inch mesh using hand sifters. 
Munsell soil color notations were made during the 
course of excavations, typically on moist soils 
freshly exposed. All materials except shell (no 
brick, mortar, or other such materials were 
identified) were retained by provenience. The shell 
from the screens were collected, weighed, and 
discarded in the field (although samples were 
retained and the shell was briefly examined for 

varieties represented, al-
though oysters (Crassostrea 
virginica) were the only 
shellfish represented in the 
collections. 
 

Each unit was 
troweled at the top of subsoil 
and digitally photographed. 
Units were drawn at a scale of 
1-inch to 2-feet. Profiles were 
drawn at an exaggerated 
vertical scale of 1-inch to 1-
foot, with a horizontal scale of 
1-inch to 2-feet. 

 
At the conclusion of 

the investigations, the two 
units were backfilled. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 7. Excavation of fill from auger tests. 
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Auger Testing 
Auger testing reveals a low density of 

prehistoric artifacts, with only 49 specimens 
recovered from the 157 tests. However, the auger 
testing also produced 26 historic artifacts, although 
as will be seen below, the prehistoric and historic 
remains are spatially separated.  

 
Reference to Table 1 will reveal that the 

auger testing produced materials from the Early 
Woodland (Thom’s Creek) through the 
Mississippian (Irene). In very general terms, the 
density of remains decreases through time, with 
Early Woodland materials accounting for about 
58% of the assemblage and Middle Woodland 
representing 26% of the assemblage. This, 
however, may be skewed, since most of the Early 
Woodland pottery was recovered from a single 
auger test. Regardless, artifact density is very low, 
especially if individual periods are considered. 
However, even if all of the different prehistoric 
items are combined, artifact density is only 1 per 
2.5 ft³. 

 
In addition, the bulk of the prehistoric 

artifacts are small sherds – items under 1-inch in 
size that cannot be readily typed. This is consistent 
with the very intensive plowing suggested by both 
the 1859 Coast Survey and the 1951 aerial 
photograph.  

 
Figure 8 shows the density map for the 

prehistoric remains. It reveals only four 
concentrations of prehistoric remains, although in 
each case, the “density” is limited to only a few 
sherds: two at 400R300, the western-most area 
north of Jonesville Road; three at 400R400, and 
three at 700R700. There is one concentration south 
of the road, at 100R650, with nine specimens 

recovered.  
 
Although not plotted, some comments can 

also be offered concerning the shell found in these 
tests. Density was exceptionally low, with the shell 
heavily fragmented. The auger testing failed to 
identify any intact shell middens or shell pits. 

 
The historic artifacts were unexpected 

since they were not reported during either the 
reconnaissance survey or the subsequent shovel 
testing along the Jonesville Road corridor. They 
tend to be recovered east of the prehistoric 
remains, in areas of the site that have not been 
previously surveyed. 

 
These historic materials represent two 

distinct periods. There are a very few colonial 
remains (n=3) and most of the items represent late 
nineteenth century occupation, probably by 
freedmen. At least some of these remains are 
associated with the current settlement on the south 
side of Jonesville Road, which is heirs’ property. 
The presence of materials associated with this 
occupation is not unexpected since much of the 
tract was previously owned by this family and has 
been only recently sold.  

 
Figure 8 also shows the density of historic 

artifacts, although most of these are based on the 
recovery of only a few items. The two areas close to 
the Old House Creek marsh, south of Jonesville 
Road, are thought to represent trash piles 
associated with the ancestors of the current 
residents. The very dense anomaly at 450R800 is 
the result of one auger testing yielding six 
undecorated whitewares. This is also possibly 
associated with the current historic occupation. 
The map reveals that these historic remains may 
continue to the east, outside of the area 
investigated for 38BU857. 
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Figure 8. Density maps for auger testing at 38BU857. The top map shows prehistoric artifacts. The bottom 

map shows historic items. 
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North of Jonesville Road there are two 
historic concentrations, one at 650R700 produced 
by a single late nineteenth century stoneware and 
the other, at 700R800 the result of three colonial 
items. This one concentration cannot be readily 
explained, although the 1859 Coast Survey map 
does show the existence of individual structures 
scattered across the Spanish Wells Plantation 
fields. These may have represented structures for 
crop tenders, or other specialized function. 
Unfortunately, they have been rarely identified by 
archaeologists and even more rarely examined. 

Test Units 
With the completion of the auger tests and 

tabulations of the artifacts, two units were selected 
to provide additional information regarding 
38BU857, both to be placed in areas of denser 
remains. 

 
Unit 400R400 was placed in a dense area 

north of Jonesville Road. Unit 95R655 was located 
south of the road, relatively close to Old House 
Creek in order to explore another auger test with 
dense remains. 

 
Both units, in spite of their spatial 

separation, exhibited identical stratigraphy, with a 
dark brown (10YR3/3) sand that represented a 
plowzone about 1-foot in depth. This overlaid a 
dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) sand that is the 
underlying C-horizon.  

 
The unit at 95R655 was overlaid by recent 

debris representing a modern trash pile that 
appears to have been pushed or deposited in the 
area. This overburden was shoveled off without 
screening to expose the original Level 1 or 
plowzone. 

 
Artifacts in both units were limited to the 

plowzone (see Table 1) and although between 0.7 
and 0.5 foot of the underlying Level 2 was 
excavated and screened, this level yielded no 
artifacts. 

 
Unit 95R655 failed to produce any 

features or disturbances. It produced only 0.5 

pound of shell. In contrast, the plowzone in 
400R400 yielded 30 pounds of shell, all of which 
was oyster (Crassostrea virginica). Most of these 
oysters were heavily fragmented, almost certainly 
the result of plowing.  

 
Unit 400R400 revealed the base of a small 

shell pit in the north wall. Its survival depended on 
shallow plowing, likely using mules, so that while 
the upper portion was entirely truncated, the lower 
0.2 foot remained intact. The 0.1 foot of dark brown 
sand below this basin likely represented remnant 
A-horizon or old humus.  

 
The remnant feature measured 1.7 in 

length (east-west) and 0.6 foot in width (north 
from the N400 profile). Excavation of the shell 
revealed no associated artifacts, a characteristic 
that is common for Middle Woodland shell pits. 
This pit intruded into a very pale brown sand 
dome, which we believe was natural. 

 
The oysters were highly fragmented, but 

reasonably intact specimens included those with a 
shape characteristic of both shallow intertidal 
setting (long, thin specimens sometimes called 
coon oysters; Figure 11D-F) and those from 
somewhat deeper situations (with a wider and 
somewhat deeper shell; Figure 11A-B). 

 
Unit 400R400 Deptford and Savannah 

pottery, with the former dominating the 
assemblage. Two small animal bone fragments 
were recovered. In contrast, 95R655 produced 
Thom’s Creek, Deptford, St. Catherines, and Irene 
pottery, although again Deptford was the most 
prevalent.  

 
Artifact density in these test units was low, 

with 400R400 having a density of only one artifact 
per 3 ft³. While the density at 95R655 was greater 
(1:0.75 ft³), it too was relatively light. In both units, 
there were abundant small sherds and both density 
and fragmentation are the result of intensive 
cultivation over at least 100 years.  

Previously Unrecorded Sites 
As a result of the boundary determination  
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Figure 10. Prehistoric artifacts recovered from 38BU857. A, Thom’s Creek Zoned Punctate; B-C, Deptford 

Check Stamped; D-E, Deptford Simple Stamped; F, St. Catherines Cord Marked; G, Irene 
Complicated Stamped. 
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Figure 11. Examples of oysters recovered from 400R400, Level 1. 
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efforts, we identified two concentrations of 
materials entirely unrelated to the prehistoric 
remains identified as 38BU857. Since these were 
found secondary to the goal of the study and the 
SHPO did not direct expenditure of funds for a tract 
survey, we have provided only minimal 
information and no thorough assessment. We, 
however, have provided our professional field 
opinions. 
 
 Site 38BU2319 was located at E523340 
N3563340 (NAD 27 datum) and consists of 
artifacts recovered from the 700R800 auger test. 
These include two white saltglazed stoneware 
ceramics, possibly cups or bowls, and one lead 
glazed slipware ceramic of undetermined form. 
These indicate an eighteenth century occupation, 
but no additional historic materials were found 
within 50 feet in any direction. Thus, while 
technically suitable as being designated a site, the 
remains are exceptionally sparse and are found 
within an area no greater than 100 feet in diameter. 
Available nineteenth century mapping reveals the 
remains to be situated in a cultivated field. 
Cultivation continued well into the twentieth 
century. This cultivation likely is responsible for 
the fragmentary nature of the remains. 

 
This mix of both high and low status 

ceramics is suggestive of discards being used by 
African Americans. Possible explanations include a 
small structure being used to ward off birds or 
perhaps as the remains of a mid-day meal. 
Nevertheless, it seems unlikely that three artifacts 
in a single auger test are likely to produce 
significant research opportunities. 
 
 Site 38BU2320 was located at 523460E 
3563300N (NAD 27 datum). The remains consist of 
items recovered primarily from seven auger tests, 
300R800, 350R850-1000, and 350R900-1000, 
including seven undecorated whiteware, six clear 
bottle glass, three aqua bottle glass, one Prosser 
South’s Type 23 button, and two unidentifiable 
metal fragments. These are estimated to 
incorporate an area measuring about 300 feet east-
west by 150 feet north-south. However, remains 
are very sparsely scattered to north, covering an 

area upwards of 400 feet north-south. The remains 
appear, based on the auger testing, to perhaps 
represent piles of relatively recent refuse located 
east  and northeast of an outparcel on which an 
African American extended family is living (the 
property is likely heir’s property and has been lived 
on for numerous generations). Additional piles 
were noted on the outparcel, but were not 
investigated.  
 
 The rural practice of dumping refuse near 
houses is noted among both African Americans and 
Euro-Americans. Why highland disposal, rather 
than discard in the nearby marsh, was used in not 
known. However, it is unlikely that the site 
represents significant archaeological research 
potential, although certainly if combined with oral 
history there might be research potential. 
Nevertheless, this potential exists on the outparcel 
associated with the family and is not dependent on 
38BU2320. 
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Site Overview 
The site is situated on an elevated ridge 

between two marshes, with Jarvis Creek to the 
north and Old House Creek to the south. Both 
would have produced shellfish and been home to a 
variety of small mammals. 

 
Based on the density maps, it appears that 

settlement was within 50 feet of the Old House 
Creek, but settlement tended to be further 
removed from Jarvis Creek, perhaps because of its 
greater exposure to the elements.  

 
It appears that short-term occupations 

took place intermittently during the Early, Middle, 
and Late Woodland and even during the 
Mississippian. Given the low density of remains, 
these occupations might have been only for a few 
days or weeks.  

 
Animal bone, while present, is not 

especially dense. Shell, although scattered and 
fragmented, appears to be more prevalent. Thus, 
occupations on this ridge between the two marshes 
were likely intended to take advantage of the 
shellfish with only opportunistic hunting.  

 
The assemblage consists of little more 

than pottery, with only three items of lithic 
debitage present. All of these, however, are coastal 
plain chert, suggesting seasonal rounds that 
focused on the lower Savannah River.  

 
While the view of 38BU857 is far better 

than was generated by the reconnaissance or even 
the limited shovel tests along Jonesville Road, our 
understanding is certainly not complete. 
Investigations did not extend to the west, beyond 
the client’s tract proposed for development. Nor 

did investigations incorporate the five outparcels – 
four on the north side of Jonesville Road and one 
larger outparcel to the south. Nevertheless, some 
site boundary information has been obtained. It 
appears that the occupation was largely limited to 
the area shown in Figure 12, focused on Old House 
Creek and becoming more diffuse to the north.  

 
In addition to the prehistoric site 38BU857 

– where the State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) specified focus – the auger testing also 
revealed historic materials, representing two 
temporally distinct occupations (38BU2319 and 
38BU2320). The larger (38BU2320) appears 
associated with the southern outparcel and the 
postbellum owners of the property. These remains 
appear to consist of discrete trash middens or piles. 
Some may be associated with structures; others 
may simply be disposal areas distant from 
occupations. 

 
The other historic component, far smaller 

and consisting of only a few artifacts, is an 
eighteenth century site of indeterminate origins 
and function. What is of most interest is its early 
date.  

Assessment 
It is impossible to offer any assessment of 

the historic components since they were not the 
focus of these investigations. Moreover, the SHPO 
did not request a survey of the entire development 
parcel and these remains were discovered only 
because of the testing specifically directed toward 
the prehistoric site 38BU857. 

 
Site 38BU857, however, has been 

investigated with sufficient detail to allow an 
assessment of its eligibility for inclusion on the 
National Register. 
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In spite of many years exploring Native 

American sites on Hilton Head and the surround 
coastal region, we still do not have a particularly 
thorough understanding of what seem to be 
ephemeral shell midden occupations.  

 
Such sites are easy to dismiss in a survey 

since they tend to produce few artifacts. Even when 
investigated at some level (as here), they often are 
difficult to decipher, with multiple occupations 
thoroughly mixed by plowing. Moreover, the 
nature and low intensity of occupation appears to 
have left relatively few remains. The assemblage – 
like that found at 38BU857 – often consists of 
abundant shells, small quantities of pottery, 
perhaps a few lithic artifacts, and rarely a few 
faunal or ethnobotanical remains. Interpretations 
are often hampered, whether investigation 
consists of sampling using small units or broad-
scale hand-excavations opening large blocks.  
 

National Register Bulletin 36 (Little et al. 
2000) provides a framework for the evaluation of 
archaeological site eligibility for inclusion on the 

National Register of Historic Places.  
When the archaeological site is being 
evaluated under Criterion D, 
information potential, it must meet two 
basic requirements: 

 
• The property must have, or 

have had, information that can 
contribute to our understanding of 
human history of any time period, and 

 
• The information must be 

considered important. 
 
There are five primary steps in 

a Criterion D evaluation. 
 
1. Identify the property’s 

data set(s) or categories of 
archaeological, historical, or ecological 
information. 

 
2. Identify the historic 

context(s), that is, the appropriate 
historical and archaeological framework in which 
to evaluate the property. 

 
3. Identify the important research 

question(s) that the property’s data sets can be 
expected to address. 

 
4. Taking archaeological integrity 

into consideration, evaluate the data sets in terms 
of their potential and known ability to answer 
research questions. 

 
5. Identify the important 

information that an archaeological study of the 
property has yielded or is likely to yield. 

 
The first step has been completed and the 

results are provided in the previous sections.  
The archaeological data sets include primarily 
prehistoric pottery, with very small assemblages of 
animal bone and Coastal Plain chert debitage. 
Features may be considered a data set and while 
the base of one was found, it was heavily plowed 
and failed to produce pottery, animal bone, or 

 
Figure 12. Site components identified as a result of auger testing. 
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ethnobotanical remains. Most of the prehistoric 
pottery consists of small sherds, the result of 
intensive plowing for 100+ years. 
 

We have briefly discussed the context of 
such remains and can expand by noting that sites 
of significance should yield single component 
remains, food remains suitable for seasonality 
(whether faunal or floral), and charcoal suitable for 
radiometric dating of specific proveniences. While 
plowing must be expected, it should not have been 
so severe as to essentially mix site components. 
This addresses the nature of research questions, 
including the ability to establish better 
chronometric controls for various pottery types, as 
well as extending our understanding of site 
function by including a broad range of artifacts, 
including lithics, food remains, and perhaps pollen 
or phytoliths to better understand the site environs 
during occupation. Most archaeologists would also 
consider intact features a major requirement, since 
features provide sealed contexts.  

 
Turning to the issue of integrity, there are 

indications of intensive disturbance. Both 
antebellum maps and aerial photography 
document the extensive cultivation of this area. 
The two test units reveal a plowzone to the depth 
of approximately a foot. While mule plowing 
tended to “jump” over dense features such as shell 
pits, years of cultivation nevertheless tended to 
significantly reduce such features, while at the 
same time dramatically reducing the size of the 
pottery, fragmenting shell, and distributing the 
remains across the landscape. 

 
It seems unlikely that 38BU857 has the 

ability to contribute significant information during 
the Woodland or Mississippian occupation of 
Hilton Head Island. Artifact density and integrity 
are too low and too compromised to assist in the 
reconstruction of prehistoric lifeways.  

 
We also believe that the current 

investigations have collected all of the information 
that the site can readily yield and that little 
additional can be learned. 

 

Consequently, we recommend the 
prehistoric components of 38BU857 within the 
current development tract to be not eligible for 
inclusion on the National Register. If the area to the 
west is subject to development in the future, 
additional investigations should be undertaken to 
evaluate their potential. 
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