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INTRODUCTION 

PI ann ing can be best described as the application of forethought and foresight 

to the physical and social development of a community. Properly conceived, the planning 

process should act to influence and shape future public policies so that the developmental 

challenges foe ing the community may be met effectively. It provides the process whereby 

a govern menta I entity attempts to anticipate future development, prepare for it, and 

guide it into desirable patterns of growth. Finally, planning is an attempt to improve 

the existing physical form and organization of a community. 

Planning is more than the making of wise decisions based on sound information--

it is also deciding ahead, recording these decisions, implementing them, and anticipating 

new problems. The process begins by gathering pertinent facts and information, analyzing 

them, establishing realistic goals, and formulating a means to achieve these goals. 

More specifically, the planning process, in its initial phases, attempts to attain 

a comprehensive perspective. It must concern itself with the total realm of physical, 

social, and economic activity in order to obtain a general overview of the situation. 

After this initial phase is accomplished, the specific and detailed plans may commence. 

The need for effective planning is seen in a variety of land use problems including 

congestion, intermixed land usage, lack of smooth traffic flow, outright land misuse, and 

the intrusion of nuisance-creating developments into living areas. It becomes difficult 

to provide necessary services to areas in this situation and over a period of time, haphazard 

development contributes to an increase in fire lasses, tax levels, and general deterioration 

of the living environment. Sound planning must be concerned with the use of land in 
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such a way that the residents of a community can conveniently carry on their work and 

leisure time activities with the feeling that the community has a sense of direction. 

Rather than just devising and providing regulations and restrictions to keep undesirable 

things from happening, the land use plan should be a positive instrument for converting 

citizens' goals and aspirations to reality. 

Therefore, rather than thinking of land use planning as merely a means of 

prohibiting unsightly and unwanted elements from developing, it should be considered 

as a means of blending residential, commercial, and industrial development into desirable 

and attractive patterns. 

A description of the continuing planning process begins with the task of surveying 

and analyzing the existing community resources, conditions, and needs. This is done 

through the preparation of an accurate, up to date set of base maps, supplemented by 

charts, statistical summaries, and written studies. Specifically, preparation of the 

land use survey and analysis is a five-fold endeavor consisting of: (1) base mapping of 

planning areas; (2) field survey of existing land use; (3) preparation of existing land use 

map; (4) an analysis of various land use factors which may affect future development; 

and (5) development of the land use study and analysis, usually a written report with 

maps. 

The first step, base mapping, is an important one. These maps can usually be 

compiled from collected partial maps (such as tax maps, highway department maps or 

utility companies maps) or they can be traced from recent aerial photographs. The 

important consideration in this task is to insure the creation of a flexible set of base 
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which may be used to serve a variety of planning functions. The second step in the 

process, the field survey, is a comparable task to base mapping. It entails the displaying 

of the usage of land on each and every parcel of land within a designated planning area. 

After this step is completed, the generalized existing land use map can be prepared, 

demonstrating the relationship between land uses throughout the county. This step 

thereby provides a basis upon which the future land use plan may be created. The crux 

of the process comes with the fourth step, analysis of the raw data. Here, the usage of 

land within the planning areas must be related to all other community objectives and 

standards, comparing land use data to all other information, and it must ce coordinated 

with existing County policies and future planning goals. Finally, the conclusions reached 

in this crucial stage must realistically reflect all aspects of the total area as a physical, 

social, and economic community. 

Thus in summary, the land use survey and analysis is designed to provide basic 

data on land characteristics and the various activities that occupy land in the planning 

area. These data are used in analyzing the current pattern of land use and serve as the 

framework for formulating the long range land use plan. 
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BACKGROUN:> IN FORMATION 

Existing development within Jasper County is a result of past developmental 

trends within the area. The present use of land is directly related to these historical 

trends. Therefore, this study begins with a short discussion of the history of Jasper 

County. Also discussed are past demographic and economic trends which have determined 

the County's physical and social development. These past trends ore, moreover, projected 

into the future for population and economic growth provide the foundation upon which 

predictions may be made on the future demand for various land uses. 

Geographical Setting 

Jasper County lies within the "lowcountry" region of the Atlantic Coastal Plain 

of South Carolina. The land surface is level or undulating and is broken by numerous 

streams often surrounded by wooded swamps of bottomland hardwoods and cypress trees. 

Extensive saltwater marshlands cover the lower portion of the county. 

The County contains 652 square miles. Its western boundary is formed by the 

Savannah River while the eastern border is marked by the Coosowhatchie and Pocotaligo 

Rivers. The extreme southeastern tip of the County adjoins the Atlantic Ocean. 

Surrounding counties include Hampton and Beaufort Counties in South Carolina and 

E Hingham and Chatham Counties in Georgia • 

Ridgeway, the county seat, lies 120 miles south of Columbia, 30 miles west of 

Beaufort, and 35 miles northeast of Savannah, Georgia. Figure 1 shows Jasper County 

in relation to South Carolina as a whole while Figure 2 displays the general topography 

o f the County. 
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History of Jasper County 

Named for a Revolutionary War hero, Jasper County is one of South Carolina's 

youngest counties, having been formed in 1912. Though young as a unit, this 660 

square mile area is ancient in time, and its terrain is dotted with sites of historic 

importance and religious significance. Two of the County's towns have Indian names 

and a history extending back into traders' days; these are Pocotaligo and Coosawhatchie, 

the latter meaning "Refuge of the Coosaws," 

Shortly after the Eng I ish settled Carol ina and during the regime of the Lords 

Proprietors, the area was designated for governmental purposes as "Granville County." 

Its boundaries included the "Indian Lands," stretching from the Combahee River to the 

Savannah. Tradition says that the first courthouse and jail in Granville County consisted 

of a crude log building near a causeway across Black Swamp. This creek is a tributary 

of the Savannah, and along its banks lived the Pallachuccola Indians. Vestiges of an old 

fort named for the Indian tribe can be seen in the swamp today, 

Nearer the coast lived tribes of Musogean stock including the Yamasees (Yemassees), 

Yoas (Euhaws), and the Coosaws. The Yemassees, who had migrated from Florida, were 

more warlike than the other, smaller coastal tribes. Reportedly, the latter told the 

earliest white settlers that they had been "driven to the sea" by stronger tribes to the 

north and west. 

In the late 1700's, this entire section was known as the "back country" of 

early-day Beaufort District, so organized under the Court Act of 1769. The Church of 

England parishes, St. Helena's, Prince William's, St. Luke's and St. Peter's, were being 

used as election districts for the Lowcountry. The seat of government was placed at 
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Beaufort, on the coast. However, tidal streams and marshes caused that town to be 

inaccessible most of the time except by water; so in 1788, Coosawhatchie, nine miles 

north of present Ridgeland, became the government seat. Then, because Coosawhatchie 

proved to be quite "sickly" in the summers, the courthouse was removed in 1840 to 

Gillisonville, a resort on higher ground among the pines five miles away. There it 

remained until General Sherman's army burned it in 1865. In 1868, Beaufort once more 

became the government seat. 

In 1878, Hampton County came into being, the name honoring Wade Hampton, 

general and governor. The boundaries of it cut sections from the old Court Act districts 

of Barnwell and Beaufort, so the area formerly comprising most of Granville County 

became the separate counties of Hampton and Beaufort. 

Population Trends 

Following a population increase between 1950 and 1960, Jasper County 

experienced a small decline in population between 1960 and 1970. This trend, 

attributable primarily to extremely large out-migrations of persons in their upper 

teens and twenties--especially Negroes--was most significant in the rural areas. To 

illustrate, the Hardeeville Division actually increased by 8.1 percent and the Ridgeland 

Division remained almost constant (.1 percent increase). In contrast, the Grays-Tillman 

Division declined by almost 16 percent. Figure 3 shows the census division of Jasper 

County. Table 1 shows the present population distribution while Table 2 shows the 

projected change within the Divisions by 1980 • 
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TABLE 1 

Popu I at ion Distribution 1960-1970 

Change 
1960 1970 No. % 

Jasper County 12,237 11,885 -352 -2.9 

Grays-Tillman Div. 3,903 3,291 -612 -15.7 

Hardeeville Div. 3,177 3,434 257 8.1 

Ridgeland Div. 5,157 5, 160 3 • 1 

Source: U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, U. S. Census of 
Population, 1960 and 1970. 

In the future, it is anticipated that the County as a whole will continue to lose 

population at approximately the same rate as between 1960 and 1970. To illustrate, it 

is projected that between 1970 and 1980 the County will experience a 2.3 percent 

population loss, as compared with a 2. 9 percent loss between 1960 and 1970. It is 

expected that all this loss will occur in the Grays-Tillman Division. 
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TABLE 2 

Projected Change 

Change 
1970-1980 

1970 1980 No. Ol 
/ 0 

Jasper County 11,885 11,600 -285 -2.3 

Grays-Tillman Div. 3,291 3,006 -285 -8.7 

Hardeeville Div. 3,434 3,434 0 0 

Ridgeland Div. 5, 160 5, 160 0 0 

Source: County projections were secured from the South Carolina State Auditor's 
office. These projections were then allocated to the respective CCDs on the 
basis of past trends and future expectations, by Vismor, McGill and Bell, Inc. 

Economic Trends 

Despite the decline in population, the economy of Jasper County is obviously 

on the upswing. An increase of 200 jobs in manufacturing was not enough to offset 

a decline of 380 jobs in agriculture; however, an increase of 830 service jobs resulted 

in a net gain of 650 jobs. As a consequence of these trends, Agriculture, as a source 

of employment, is rapidly declining (from 30.0 percent of total work force in 1960 to 

12.3 percent in 1971) and the Service and M:mufacturing sectors are increasing. 

Table 3 shows the change in employment distribution which has occurred within the 

County between 1960 and 1971. 
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TABLE 3 

Jasper County Employment Trends 

1960 1971 Change 
% % 

No. D ist. No. D ist. No. % 

Total 2,600 100.0 3,250 100.0 650 25.0 

Manufacturing 400 15.4 600 18.5 200 50.0 

Service 1,420 54.6 2,250 69.2 830 58.5 

Contract Construction 80 150 70 87.5 

Transport., Communi-
cations, Utilities 60 100 40 66.7 

Wholesale & Retail 
Trade 330 400 70 21.2 

Finance, Insurance, 
Real Estate 20 50 30 150.0 

Service 180 200 20 11.1 

Government 430 550 120 27.9 
Other 50 50 
Self-Employed, unpaid 

family workers, 
domestics 320 750 430 134.4 

Agriculture 780 30.0 400 12.3 -380 -48.7 

Source: South Carolina Employment Security Commission 
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Summary 

Greater insight into the population and economy of Jasper County may be 

obtained from the Lowcountry Population and Economic Study completed in 1972 by 

Vismor, McGill and Bell, Consultants. For the purposes of this analysis, however, 

two points are of special relevance; Jasper County is experiencing a decline in 

population, largely due to decreases in agricultural employment and this trend can 

be expected to continue into the immediate future. It is imperative, therefore, that 

the County seek to attract manufacturing and service-oriented concerns into the County 

in order to reverse this population trend. In connection with this action, it is important 

that the County, through an active planning program, create a climate in which such 

concerns will be encouraged to locate within Jasper County. This action necessitates 

that wise use of the County's resources and the creation of policies to insure orderly 

land usage with a variety of amenities which will act to stress Jasper County's image 

as a pleasant place to I ive. 
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PHYSICAL FACTORS o:= DEVELOPMENT 

Climate 

Most of the year the weather of the Jasper County area is controlled largely 

by frontal changes. Summer is the exception when the Bermuda high pressure center 

is strongest causing maritime air to dominate. This is the time of predominate convectional 

rainfall. Late summer and early fall are the periods when tropical storms most frequent 

Jasper County and produce heavy to excessive rainfall amounts. 

The summer season is warm and quite humid. On an average, temperatures can 

be expected to reach or exceed the 100° mark three times each year, once each in 

June, July and August and occasionally in May, September and October. Most of the 

precipitation is from afternoon thunder-showers and accounts for 37 percent of the 

annua I toto I. 

The fall season is predominately classed as an "Indian Summer" period. This is 

the most pleasant time of the year when rainfall is at a minimum and sunshine at a 

maximum. September is the month of generally greatest hurricane frequency in the 

Atlantic Ocean and the Gulf of Mexico and heavy rainfall occurs occasionally in 

Jasper County at this time. The fall rainfall is 21 percent of the annual total. The 

winter months, December through February are mild with precipitation accounting for 

about 20 percent of the annual total. There is some chance of snow flurries but only 

in very rare cases does snow fall in measurable amounts. 

Spring has unpredictable weather, changing from predominately cold and windy 

in March to predominately warm and sunny in May. This is the period when tornado 

a nd severe local storm warnings and alerts are most often issued for South Carolina. 
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The growing season for Jasper County has averaged 223 days during the last 

30 years. The average date of the last freezing day in Spring is March 27 and the first 

freezing day in fall averages November 5. Figures 4 and 5 show greater detail on the 

climate of the County. 
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Soils 

The soils information presented in this section is generalized and intended 

only to provide that degree of accuracy and detail necessary for the analysis and 

subsequent formulation of general land development goals and plans. 

The soils within any one association, as discussed in the text and represented 

on the General Soil Map (Figure 6) and Table 4,are likely to differ greatly among 

themselves in some properties, such as slope, septic tank adaptability, or building 

foundations support. Figures 7, 8, and 9 show general soils limitations for residential, 

septic tank fields,and industrial uses respectively. 

Soil associations patterns are related to the underlying parent material and 

are influenced by slope patterns of the land surface. The general limitations of each 

soil type are outlined in the chart following the discussions of the association and the 

General Soil Map of Jasper County. 

Because this information is generalized, a detailed soil survey should be 

undertaken on each individual site prior to implementation of any specific development 

projects. 

Soil Association Descriptions: 

No. 1 Norfolk-Goldsboro-Rains Association: 

This association is parallel to stream flood plains from above Robertsville to 

Tillman. These soils occupy approximately 11 percent of the County. This association 

is well suited to farming, but has slight to moderate limitations as foundation material 

for building sites and septic tank disposal areas. 
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No. 2 Lakeland-Chipley-Plummer Association: 

This association occurs in the northern part of the County and occupies approxi

mately 24 percent of the land. Most of this association has moderate to slight limitations 

for foundations, and for residences requiring septic tank disposal fields. Plummer soils, 

however, have severe limitations for these uses. 

No. 3 Goldsboro-coxville Association: 

This association is between Ridgeland and Pine land and includes Cal fpen Bay. 

It is composed of broad, nearly level areas. These soils have developed on thick beds 

of sands and sandy clays. This association occupies approximately 4 percent of the County. 

Goldsboro soils have moderate limitations for residential and industrial uses and 

slight limitations for agricultural and recreational uses. Coxville soils have severe 

limitations for residential and industrial uses and moderate limitations for agricultural 

and recreational uses when drained. 

No. 4 Bladen-Yonges-Eulonia Association: 

This association is found in the southern and eastern part of the County. Low, 

elongated narrow ridges in this area run in a northwest to southeast direction and rise 

about 18 inches to 2 feet above the surrounding landscape. This association occupies 

approximately 34 percent of the County. 

Suitability of these soils for residences, recreation and industry ranges from fair 

to poor. Bladen and Yonges have severe limitations for foundations and residences requiring 

septic tank disposal fields. Eulonia soils have moderate to severe limitations for these 

uses. 
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No. 5 Kiawah-Edisto-Rutlege, thick surface association: 

This association is on broad, level areas in the southern part of the County. 

These soils have developed from thick beds of sands and clays. They occupy approxi

mately 4 percent of the County. 

These soils are most suitable for wildlife management and crops when properly 

drained. They have severe limitations for the construction of residences and businesses. 

No. 6 Leaf-Flint-Lakeland Association: 

This association occupies a narrow band along the Savannah River and accounts 

for approximately 4 percent of the County's land. Most of the soils are difficult to 

drain because of slow internal drainage and frequent flooding. The soils in this association 

generally have severe limitations for residences, recreation or industry. 

No. 7 Tidal Marsh Association: 

This association is located in the southern part of the County. The soils are a 

miscellaneous land type consisting of sand, silts, and clays. They are along the tidal 

streams and at the mouths of rivers. This association occupies approximately 9 percmt 

of the County. These soils have severe limitations for residence, recreation, or 

industry. 

No. 8 Swamp Association: 

This association consists of mixed alluvial land and flood plains along the 

Savannah, Coosawatchie, New, and Tullifinny Rivers. The soils are covered with 

water most of the time. Soil materials are unclassified and are highly variable. This 
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association comprises approximately 9 percent of the County. These soils have severe 

limitations for residential or industrial sites. 

No. 9 Fresh Water Marsh Association: 

This association consists of a miscellaneous land type which is composed of 

unclassified soil materials. These materials have been deposited above tidal waters by 

the Savannah River and fresh water streams. This association makes up approximately 

1 percent of the County and has severe limitations for residence, recreation, or industry. 

Summary 

The degree of limitation imposed on land uses by soils is of considerable 

significance in Jasper County. Approximately 70% of the soil {50% if marsh and swamp 

lands are excluded) has severe limitations for building foundations, septic tank filter 

fields, sewage lagoons and recreation. Obviously, careful attention should be directed 

toward ensuring that future development occurs in those areas able to properly accomodate 

it. 
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TABLE 4 

Jasper County 
Properties, Limitations and Features of Soils Affecting Selected Uses 

~---

Degree of Soil Limitations and Major Features 
Soil Soil Series Building Sepric Tank Sewage Depth to Sec son a I 
Associations Slope Range Foundations Filter Fields Lagoons Recreation High Water Table 

1 Norb lk (40%) 0-10'}o S I ight-Moderate Slight Moderate Slight 6+ 
Goldsboro (35%) 0-2% Moderate fvbderate Moderate Slight 2 1/2- 3 
Reins (20%) 0-2% Severe Severe Moderate Severe 0-1 

2 Lakeland (45%) 0-25% 51 ight-Moderate -Severe 51 ight~Moderate-Se verE Severe Severe 6+ 
Chipley (25%) 0-6% Moderate Severe Severe fv',::>derate 2- 3 1/2 
Plummer (25%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 0- i 1/2 

3 Goldsboro (50%) 0-2% Moderate Moderate Moderate Slight 2 1/2- 3 
Cox vi lie (30%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 0-1 

I 

~ 
I 

4 Bladen (50%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 0 - 1 1/2 
Yonge s (30%) 0-2% Severe Severe Moderate Severe 0-1 
Eulonia (15%) 0-2% Moderate Moderate Slight Mode rate 1 1/2- 3 1/2 

5 Kiawah (50%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 1-2 
Edisto (25%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 2-4 
Rutlege (15%) 0-2% Severe Severe Severe Severe 0-1 

6 Leaf (50%) 0-2% Severe Severe Slight Severe 0-1 1/2 
Flint (30%) NA " NA NA NA NA NA 
Lakeland (15%) o:.2s% S I ight-Moderote-Severe S I ight- Moderate-Sever Severe Severe 6+ 

7 Tidal M:mh (9"/o) NA NA NA NA NA NA 

8 Swamp (9%) NA NA NA NA NA NA 

9 Fresh Water 
Marsh (1%) NA NA NA NA NA NA 

~---



Water Resources 

An important determinate of the development potential of every community is 

the availability of an adequate amount of water of good quality. Jasper County is 

blessed with an abundance of both surface and groundwater supplies which, if used 

wisely should adequately meet the future needs of the County. The most efficient use 

of these water supplies, however, depends upon knowledge about their characteristics 

and the means by which their quality may be preserved. 

Surface Water Sources 

Jasper County contains three major river systems; the Savannah River, the New 

River, and the Coosawhatchie-Broad Rivers. Flow data for two of these river systems 

are shown in Table 5. 

TABLE 5 

Flow Data 
Savannah and Coosawhatchie Rivers 

Location 

Coosawhatchie River near Hampton 

Savannah River near Clyo, Georgia 

Maximum 
Flow 
MGD 

2,510 

9,850 

Source: South Carol ina Water Resources Commission 
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Minimum 
Flow 

MGD 

0 

1,260 

Average 
Flow 

MGD 

117 

7,652 



L 

-
Despite this availability of a large quantity of surface water, little use is made 

of these sources within Jasper County. No municipalities or industries in the County 

utilize these stream systems as a water supply. However, the Beaufort-Jasper Water 

Authority does utilize water from the Savannah River. The intake point for this water 

is located approximately five miles northwest of Hardeeville near the confluence of 

Mayer's Lake and the Savannah River. In 1970, the Authority was taking an average 

of five million gallons of water per day from this location. 

In order to maintain an acceptable level of water quality within the surface 

stream systems of the State, the South Carolina Water Resources Commission and 

Pollution Control Authority have classified the State's rivers according to two quality 

standards; Class A and Class B. These two classifications represent differing standards 

which must be met when discharging wastewater into the classified stream. Thus, they 

represent a quality goal rather than a statement of the existing quality of the water in 

a particular stream. Figure 10 displays the classifications for major waterways in 

Jasper County. Further detail on the standards applicable to Class A and Class B 

streams can be obtained from the South Carol ina Pollution Control Authority. 

Groundwater 

The principal source of groundwater in the Jasper-Beaufort County area is from 

a limestone aquifer occurring at depths from 35 to 250 feet. The water obtained is 

moderately hard to very hard, has a dissolved solids content normally between 150 and 

250 mg/1, and a pH range of 7.1 to 7. 9. Limited amounts of groundwater may be 

obtained from shallow wells (35-100 feet) but cannot be relied upon as an adequate 
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source. Groundwater may also be obtained from deep wells (2,700- 2,900 feet) but 

these supplies are considered uneconomical to tap because of the excessive drilling 

necessary. 

The Beaufort-Jasper County area lies on the northeastern periphery of a major 

cone of depression centered in Savannah, Georgia. This cone or depression surface of 

the groundwater leve I has developed as a result of heavy withdrawals from the aquifer 

in Savannah and surrounding areas. The Beaufort area is considered to be the point 

from which a saltwater wedge might move down this cone of depression towards 

Savannah and lower Jasper County. A I ready, saltwater encroachment is taking place 

near Port Royal Sound and southwest towards Savannah. This situation makes it 

imperative that restrictions be placed upon further drilling of groundwater wells in 

the lower two-thirds of Jasper County and that greater utilization of surface water 

sources be made in the future. 

Forest Resources 

Out of a total land area in Jasper County of approximately 424,000 acres, 

313,000 acres, or 73.8 percent, is taken up in commercial forest land which is 

producing or is capable of producing industrial wood crops. The types of trees 

comprising these commercial forest lands are equally divided between softwood 

pines and hardwoods, but the majority of wood harvested for industrial purposes 

falls into softwood category. The fact that these trees represent a potentially 

valuable resource for Jasper County is indicated by the volume of 978 million 

board feet of sawtimber and 340 million cubic feet of growing stock that stands on 

commercial forest land. 

-29-



• 

Of the 313,000 acres of forest lend, 48.7 percent is under the ownership of 

individuals other than farmers; 31 percent is owned by farmers; and the remaining 

20.3 percent is in lands owned by companies or individuals operating wood-using 

plants. Sawtimber is being removed from the land at an approximate annual rate 

of 28.3 million board feet, but the net growth exceeds the removal rate by an 

estimated 26.3 million board feet • 

Industrial Areas 

Industrial areas include a wide array of uses ranging from light manufacturing 

and industrial parks to heavy industrial plants. Light industrial areas may be found in 

contact with urban areas, such as those found in conjunction with airports or major 

highway intersections. Heavy industries include steel mills, pulp or lumber mills, 

electric power generating stations, oil refineries and tank farms, and chemical plants. 

Heavy industrial sites commonly have stock piles of raw materials and waste product 

disposal areas which are also included in the industrial category. 

The South Carol ina Industria I Directory, 72-73 I ists ten industries in Jasper 

County (Table 6). The fabric/clothing industry employs 63 percent of the industrial 

workers. The second largest industry is furniture manufacturing consisting of 3 plants 

and 26 percent of the industrial laborers. 
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TABLE 6 

.__ 
Industries of Jasper County 

No. of No. of %of 
Product Industries Employees Employees 

Fabric/Clothing 2 360 63 

Food Processing 2 13 2 

Furniture 3 152 26 

Lumber 1 30 5 

Meta I Products 15 3 

Printing 5 

Because of the areas of environmental concern located in the County, development 

of any type of industrial concern should proceed with caution and assurances that it 

will not degrade the present natural areas. Jasper County has seven potential industrial 

sites, as shown in Figure 11. The Lowcountry Regional Planning Council has further 

information on these locations. 
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Transportation 

Important to the development of any community is the road system which it 

possesses. The highways and roads of Jasper County not only play a vital role in the 

County's general economy but also bear directly upon its physical development. The 

existing land use patterns of the County have been primarily determined by the County's 

road system. For this reason, any land use planning program undertaken within Jasper 

County must consider this system and the volume of traffic upon it. Figures 12 and 13 

display the existing traffic volumes on major arteries with in Jasper County and the Town 

of Ridgeland. This information should be considered in the creation of the County's 

land development plan, especially in connection with proposals along interstate 95 

and Highways 17, 321, and 601. 
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PLANNING AREA LAND USE 

There are approximately 37,700 acres of land within the Jasper County Planning 

Area, and this land is used for a wide variety of purposes. In order to present a concise 

and systematic account of the total land use, each specific parcel of land has been recorded 

on the basis of how it is used (i.e. to accommodate homes, schools, churches, factories, 

etc.). For this report the various land uses are classified according to the eight categories 

which appear below. 

1. Residential - Single family houses, mobile homes, duplexes, and multiple 

family apartments (both seasonal and permanent). 

2. Commercial - Retail and wholesale outlets for all products; professional and 

business offices; service establishments, including repair shops, eating and 

drinking places, barber and beauty shops, laundries, dry cleaners, hotels 

and motels, funeral homes, utility offices and installations, and petroleum 

bulk terminals. 

3. Industria I - Manufacturing plants, wood and meta I working shops, lumber 

mills, salvage yards and sand pits. 

4. Public and Semi - public - Schools, libraries, churches, playgrounds, parks, 

golf courses, race tracks, hospitals, cemeteries, nursing homes and other 

governmental offices and lands. 

5. Transportation- Street, highway, alley, and railroad rights of way. 

6. Vacant - Not currently developed. 

7. Utilities - Electric power company sub-stations and buildings. 

8. Storage - Storage warehouses and lots. 
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Table 7 presents the land use data by pi ann ing area. Figure 14 shows the area of 

the County included in the first phase of the County mapping project. Figure 15 shows 

the planning areas of the County which are keyed to the data shown in Table 7. 
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TABLE 7 

Land Use by Planning Area 

Land Use Category Hardee vi lie Ridgeland ED-3 ED-4 ED-11 ED-12 Totals 

Residential-
Total Acres 93.2 96.8 286.5 298.5 267.8 15.8 1' 058.6 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped 26. 1 35.4 42.2 19. 1 34.6 23.9 28.5 

Industrial-
Total Acres 27.2 11.2 25.7 1.8 6.9 72.8 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped 7.2 4. 1 3.7 . 1 1.9 

Utilities-
Total Acres 1.5 .7 1.1 3.3 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped .6 . 1 

~- Commercial 
I 

Total Acres 
I 

~ 65.0 27.5 5.5 13.0 15.4 126.4 ..... 
I o/o of T ota I Deve I oped 18. 1 10. 1 .8 .8 2.0 3.2 

Storage-
Total Acres 1.1 2.0 4.8 .4 8.3 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped .2 .7 .3 .2 

Public & Semi-public-
Total Acres 12.8 30.4 73.0 58.7 7.3 182.2 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped 3.2 11. 1 10.7 3.7 .9 4.6 

Rights of way-
Total Acres 153.0 103.4 287.0 1' 187.6 468.3 52.5 2, 251.8 
o/o of T ota I Deve I oped 43.1 37.9 41.0 ,, 75.9 61.3 76.5 60.8 

T ota I Deve I oped 
Deve I oped Acres 352.3 272.8 678.4 1 '564.4 767.2 68.3 3, 703.4 
o/o of T ota I Area 73.8 42.6 7.0 10.3 8.9 2.0 9.8 

Total Undeveloped (vacant) 
Acres 124.7 367.2 8,877.6 13,575.0 7, 791.2 3,239.8 33,975.5 
o/o of T ota I Area 26.7 57.3 92. 1 89.4 91.0 97.3 90.1 

Total 
Acres in Planning Area 477.0 640.0 9,556.0 15,139.4 8,558.4 3, 308.1 37,678.9 
o/o of Total (For Planning Area) 1.3 1.6 25.3 40.3 22.7 8.8 100.0 



The following tables summarize the existing land use in each of the study areas 

within Jasper County and also denote the condition of housing by types of structure within 

each area. Each individual unit is classified in accordance with accepted standards as 

being: Good - Housing appears to be generally in good condition and properly maintained. 

Fair - Housing needs either paint or the replacement of minor parts. Deteriorated - Housing 

has major deficiencies, needing replacement of major part. Dilapidated_- Housing is in 

such a condition that razing is more feasible than repair. 

HARDEEVILLE 
%of land 

1. LAND USE Acres Developed 

(a) Residential 93.2 26. 1 
(b) Industrial 27.2 7.2 
(c) Commercial 65.0 18. 1 
(d) Storage 1.1 .3 
(e) Public & Semi-public 12.8 3.2 
(f) Rights-of-way 153.0 43.1 

T ota I Deve I oped 352.3 .__/ 

Vacant 124.7 
T ota I Acreage 477.0 

2. HOUSING 

(a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 173 
Fair 32 
Deteriorated 46 
Dilapidated 23 .-

(b) Type of Structure (all) No. of No. of 
Structures Units 

Single family 274 274' 
Duplex 
Multi-family 
Mobile Home 50 50 

Total 324 324 

-42-

• .f 



L 

- RIDGELAND 
%of land 

I. LAND USE Acres Developed 

(a) Residentiai 96.8 35.4 
(b) Industrial 11.2 4.1 
(c) Uti I ities 1.5 
(d) Commercial 27.5 10. 1 
(e) Storage 2.0 .7 
(f) Pubiic & Semi-public 30.4 11. 1 
(g) Rights-of-way 103.4 37.9 

Total Developed 272.8 
Vacant 367.2 

l T ota I Acreage 640.0 

2. HOUSING 

L (a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 209 
Fair 123 
Deteriorated 20 
Dilapidated 4 

(b) Type of Structure (all) 

Sing!e family 302 302 
Duplex 15 30 
Multi-family 
Mobile Home 39 39 

Total 356 101 

AREA ED- 3 

L 1. LAND USE 

L 
(a) Residential 286.5 42.2 
(b) Industrial 25.7 3.7 
(c) Utilities .7 

I (d) Commercial 5.5 .8 
I (e) Public & Semi-public 73.0 10.7 

(f) Rights-of-way 287.0 41.0 

I 
Total Developed 678.4 
Vacant 8,877.6 
Total Acreage 9,556.0 
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2. HOUSING 

(a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 198 
Fair 46 
Deteriorated 41 
Dilapidated 54 

(b) Type of Structure (all) No. of No. of 
Structures Units 

Single family 339 339 
Duplex 
Multi-family 
Moblie Home 43 43 

Total 382 382 

AREA ED- 4 

1. LAND USE %of land 
Acres Developed 

(a) Residentia I 298.5 19. 1 
(b) Industrial 1.8 
(c) Commercial 13.0 .8 
(d) Storage 4.8 
(e) Public & Semi-public 58.7 3.7 
(f) Rights-of-way 75.9 75.9 

Toto I Deve I oped 1,564.4 
Vacant 13,575.0 
T ota I Acreage 15, 139.4 

2. HOUSING 

(a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 149 
Fair 77 
Deteriorated 60 
Dilapidated 75 
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2. 

(b) Ty~~ of StructL•re 

Single family 
Duplex 
Multi-family 
Mobile Home 

LAND USE 

(a) Residential 
(b) Industrial 
(c) Utilities 
(d) Commercial 
(e) Storage 
(f) Public & Semi-public 
(g) Rights-of-way 

T eta I Deve I oped 
Vacant 
T eta I Acreage 

HOUSII'lG 

(a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 
Fair 
Deteriorated 
Dilapidated 

(b) Type of Structure (al !) 

Single family 
Duplex 
Multi-faml!y 
Mobil Home 

Total 

361 

37 
398 

AREA ED- 11 

267.8 
6.9 
1.1 

15.4 
.4 

7.3 
468.3 

767.2 
7,791.2 
8,558.4 

83 
73 
67 
81 

No. of 
Structures 

304 

53 
Total 357 
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AREA ED- i 2 

l. LAND USE %of land 
Acres Developed 

(a) Residential 15.8 23.9 
(b) Rights-of-way 52.5 76.5 

T ota I Deve I oped 68.3 
Vacant 3,239.8 
T ota I Acreage 3, 308.1 

2. HOUSING 

(a) Structural Condition (all) 

Good 10 
Fair 2 
Deteriorated 3 
Di Ia pi dated 6 

(b) Type of Structure (all) 

Single family 21 21 
Duplex 
Multi-family 
Mobile Home 7 7 

Total 28 28 

...... 


