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ABSTRACT

This report provides the results of a cultural
resources investigation of the Kaiser tract, situated in
portheastern Richland County, about 10 miles
northeast of Columbia. The study was conducted By Dr.

Michael Trinkley of Chicora Foundation for the _

Cen’tral Carolina Ecc'momié Dévelopfnent Aﬂiance ah_c].

_is in anticipation of industria_l deve]opme_nt. The worla_
. is intended to assist the Alliance. comply_ with Section

S 106 ‘of the National Historic, Preservahon Adt ancl tl’le
' regu]a.hons codrflecl in 36CPR800 Y

Hlstorlcauy the area appea.rs to have })een

iy _sparsely settlecl clunng the. nmeteentl-l century and even .

into the early twentieth century there were few farins in

: tllE 1rn'me(11ate area. To the easf is Klnxan, a small L
: commumty which &eveloped {'rom the ]Jrealzup of a large o
plantatlon after the Civil War. Wllat twen’cleth century -

clevelopment t}lere has been in the area appears to have

been in close prox:mlty to S- 55 Killian Rqacl w}uch_ .

‘rung along tl'le northern pro]ect boundary

o . Altlxougl'l 1-77 fofms_-t]lé_! eas’;erri l)ounclé.ry of .
the project tract'_am.jl in spite of a major industrial
clevelopment on the east side of 177, much of areais

essentia.ﬂy rural in nature. As a result the ‘area of

potential effects (AP E) was defined as 1.0 mile. Three
historie sites were identified within the APE, two,

_structures (0474731 and 0474732) at the western edge
of the APE and the Killian Baptist Cemsetery
(04747733) at the eastern edge of the APE, on the
western edge of Killian. Of these three tesources, only
the cemetery is recommended potentially eligil)le. None
of the sites, however, will be affected lay any foreseeable
clevelopment on the project tract.

The arcllaeological survey consisted of shovel
testing at 100 foot intervals along transects laid out at
100 foot intervals through the tract. Most of the study
tract had been logged within the past two years,
resulting in remnant hardwood stands, much &el)ris,

rutting, and extensive areas of  erosion. Intact

vegetation, consisting of mixed hardwoods and pines,

was fqunc}. only on side slopes. The shovel tests revealed
very thin scils overlying cla.y subsoil.

"The arclnaeologmal investigations 1c1ent1£1ed
tln:ee sites (38RD1169, 1171, 1172) on the study tract’

‘and one site (38RD1170) 1mmec11ate1y.ac1}acent.fo the e
southwestern_eclg'e of the survey area. All of these sites o

are lithic slcatt_e:.:s,- witli.very_limitecl historic mai.:.e:ial. N
{oun& on seve;al'. The sites are all heaﬁly erodecl and

E exi:enswely'&arﬁage& ]Jy prewoﬁé cultivation and loggmg. o

None ew&ence goocl integrity ancl it is un]ﬂeely that any _:'
of tl1e pites can arldress mgmfmant research questions. -
They are all recommendecl not e11gﬂJle for 1nclus1on on

" the Nahonal Reglsi:er

It is Possi]:le fl'iat' archaeéldgxcal remains may-' '

: _Iae encounterecl in the pro;ect area dunng eonstruction. -
' Constructlon erews should lae aclwsec]; to- report any_" e

cliscovenes of concentrations of ar’clfacts (such as
lnoi:tles, ceramws, or prOJectlle pomts) or bncle ru]a]:le to.

-~ the project . engineer, who should ‘in tumn report the -
. material to 1:1'18 State Historic Preserva‘l:mn O&lce or 'l;q
" Chicora Foundation (the process of dealing with late
~ discoveries is discussed in 36CFR800.13(h)(3)). No

construction should take place in the vicinity of these )

late ‘discoveries until t]aey have been examined I)y an .. o

arC]flanlOngt an& I‘E necessary, have Leen processecl

accor&mg to 36CEFRS00. 13( )(3)
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INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the proposed 100 acre

Kaiser trace clevelopment-parcel was conducted l)y Dr.

Michasl Trinleley of Chicora Found_a.tion, Ine. for Me.

Mark Simmons of the Central Carolina Development .

Alliance. - The cleveiopmen’c tract is sﬂ:ﬁa’cecl
northeastern = Richland County,” about 10 mlles

northeast of Columbia and 6 miles south of Blythewood
(F1gure 1). This partlcular area of thl’dancl County has -

seen slow growtli since the cons’cruchon of 177, and

COHS]StS Of a. mix O£ olcl farms, new S'LI]DILVISIODS 01’.

chusters of traders, ancl mixed 1nc1us{:nal and commerc1a1
&evelopment '

This worlz v.'es con&ucted to assist the Ceﬁtral :
Car011na Developrnen’c Aulance comply with Sec’clon:' '

- 106 of the National Hlstonc Preservation Act and the
_ reguiat;ons codified in' 36CFR800. An - initial

reconnaissance ]::y Hen’cage Trust. archaeologists,

conducted at -the request of the S.C. Development

Board, identified ¢ “one- archaeologlcal site” with material .
from approxlma’cely 8000-5000 yeats before present” .

(Judge and Rood 1999). This reconnaissance prompted

this intensive cultural resources survey of the proposed .

tract.

The tract is roughly rectangular, measuring
about 2,000 feet north-south l:)y 2,500 feet east-west.
The northern boundary is Killian Road .(S-55). The
eastern bounc].ary is a sttaigla’c line which runs south-
southwest from the 1-77 entrance ramp on the slope
ovetloolzing a small dra.inage. The southern ]aounda.ry is
another ar]oitrary line, placecl to incorporate all of the
350 foot contour line and some of the south JL‘acing
slopes. The western }Jounda:ty is another arl)itrary line,
running southwest from Killian Road (Figure 2). The
. boundaries of the stucly tract were established to
maximize the amount of developa]ale land and as a result
largely excludes slopes, Wetlancls, and other portions of
the tract which are not suitable for commercial or
industrial clevelopment.

Chicora was reques’cecl to submit a ]::uclgetary

proposal for an intensive survey I)y the Central Carolina
Economic Development Alliance on May 24, 2000. A
prcposal was submitted on June 8, 2000 and a notice to
proceed wag'

.archaeological investigatiori was conducted by Dr. -

‘Michael Trinleley The field crew c.ons'l'stecl of Mr. Tom .~

Covington, Ms. Jill Langenburg, Mr. Philip MacArthur,

" “and Ms. Monica Wiggers. The field investigations were .-
) conducted on Augus_t 14- 15 and requn:ed 80 person -
* hours. The architectural eurvey'.was. conducted lay the 7

_aﬁ’chor and requirecl 5 person laoui'e on Augus{ 15. ’

The s’catem&e archaeologlcal site ﬁles helcl lny -
the South ‘Carolina Institute of - Azchaeology’ ancl

- Anthropology were exammecl by Mr Tom Covmgton on B
or lnformatlon pertident to the project area. Al']:l'lougll T
there were'a number of archaeologwal sites in the . =
) general area, none were recordecl on or acl]acent to t}le o

proposecl. tract.-

: In a.cldltlon, 1:1'1e South Carolma. Deparl:ment
of Arcl-uves and History GIS Jatal)ase wag rewewe&
There are no Natlonal Register of Historic Places y
bull&mgs, c}.mtncts, structures, sites, or o]:)]ects on or

nwﬂ:l’un a mile of the project area. Theze are no recorded:
arcl-ntectural sites within a mile of t}le clevelopment"'

tract
) .

While the project area is acljacen‘l: to [-77 and
immecliately to the west there is an extant industrial -
clevelopment, much of the project area retains a rural
character. As a resuli:, we have defined the area of
potential effect (APE) for this project to be 1.0 mile. It
is un]ileely that any foreseeable c].eveloprnent activities on
the tract will introduce l‘V:'lssua.l, auclil)le, or a‘l:mospheric
elements” beyond this one-mile radius. In fact, the
development on tlle east side of 1-77 at S-55, which is
only 2,500 feet from the study area cannot be detected.
Consequently, it is lileely that the actual APE will be far
less than the 1.0 mile used for this study. Moreover, the
area alreacly exhibits a mixture of commercial activity at
both ends of S-55 (to the east it connects with SC 555

1

received June 23, 2000. The .
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Sty A

Figure 1. Location of the project in the Richland County area (I)asefnap is USGS South Carolina 1:500,000
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Figure 2. Survey tract (basemap is USGS Blythewood 1:24,000).
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and to the west it joins US 21).

We anticipate that the cleveloprnen‘c will involve
extensive clea.ring and grulal)ing, various soil preparation .
activities, 'heavy equipment stagging and movement,
increased traffic on the section of S-55 from 1-77 to
the entrance (a}:lout 1,000 £ee1:) P the poten_tial for
siltation and erosion associated with the clearlng and
gmlaBing activities, the p'oter:ltial for increased dust 1eveis
cluring construction, and increased noise levels for short :
durations associated with the various .construction'

activities. ' L

_ This report details the tnvestigation of the
project area unclelftalzen lay_ Cljicora-Founclation and the
results of tha_t ‘investigation. .




NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

Physiographic Province

. The project area is situated in northeastern -

Richland County on a substantial ridgetop overlooking

the Crane Creek clramag'e to the south r:_tncl Ro]:erts...

Branch to the west {Figures 1 and 2).

Rlclalancl County, sﬂ:ua.’ce& in the approxlma’te

center of South Carolina, is hounded to the southwest
' Ly .ti'le_COngaree River, to the southeast }in the Wateree_

E River, to the northeast by Kershaw County, to the north

. ljy Fairfield County, as well as sections of ]30’:1’1 Ceclaf '. -
- Creck and the Broad River, an& to ’clle norl:hwest lay o

Lexmgton County

The ‘eoun‘ty is  located within two

distinct physiographic Pro'yinces — the Piedmont. =
Plateau and the Atlantic Coastal Plain. The northern o :
half of the coa.staj plain is knéwn as the Sand Hills.
About a thixd o£ Rwlllancl County is {:ouncl within the
" Piedmont,  separated from the coastal plain by an -
1rregu1ar llne, known as the Fall Line, that extends -

north from the vieinity of Colum]na. and runs west of

us21 (and the project v101n1‘cy) to Bly'thewoo& From:
Blytl'xewoocl the Fall Line continues southeast, passing .

through the project vicinity and entering Kershaw
County at the confluence of Twenty‘[:nre Mlle Creek and
Rice Creek.

The project area is technicaﬂy in the Carolina
Sand Hills, an area of discontinuous l‘xiuy topogra.pl'xy
characterized by rounded hills with gentle slopes,
moderate relief, and sancly soils. Altlmugl'x ’cec}micaﬂy
part of the Coastal Plain geology, the Sand Hills are
distinct geograpliicaﬂy. Much of the sand was blown
into dunes during the Miocene, although weathered
clays and very old river depcsits are also present. In
many cases these sancly aeposits lie clirectly on the
crystalline rocks of the Piedmont (Kovaeile and
Winberry 1987; Murphy 1995).

The stucly area, ’cherefore, is in close contact

with a range of pl‘lysiograpllic regions, To the northwest
are the dissected plains consisting of the hills and vaﬂeys
cut I::y creeks and rivers as they flow toward the coastal -
plain. Possi}aly part of ’c_l'xe peneplain, the Piedmont is
characterized I)y the dendritic stream patterns. It is also
characterized Ly a range. of metavolcanlc, quartz, and
quartzite materials used by Native Americans for stone

tools. To the sou’cll is, t_lrle Coastal Plam, Where the =

topography changés dramatically, the hilly npper_ Cosstal ©* -~
: Plain giving way to the broad ¢ expanses of relahvely_ flat,
7 level grouncl associated w1th the lower Coastal Plain. - /

These areas prowde SO'L‘lI.'CE!S {OI Coastal Plaln cherts,:
also use& e}d:enswely {OI tOOl man_ufacture

In the. project area the elevations range from )

about 300 to 380 feet a}Jove mean sea level (AMSL) .
} Slopes are steep and most noticeable to the southeast"
- “into an 1n‘|:enn1tten’c clralnage at the edge of 1- 77 an&
: sou’ch at ’clle southwest edge of the project tract, wlr:ere, o
the topograplly slopes &own into’ the area of Crane '
" Creek (w11.1011 is found at an elevatmn of alaout 250 feet
 AMSL). |

Geolog_'y and Soils

Most of the rocks of the Piedmont are gneiss .
and schist, with some marble and quartzite (Hasselton
1974). Some less intensively metamorphosed rocks,
such as sla’ce, ocour along the eastern part of the
province from southern Virginia into Ceorgia. This
area, called the Slate Belt, is characterized by slight]y
lower ground. with wider river vaﬂeys. Consequently, the
Slate Belt has been favored for reservoir sites {J ohnson
1970), as well as prehistoric occupation (see Coe 1964).
In Richland County many of the Piedmont soils, such
as the Nason-GeorgevﬂIe unit, are weathered from
argi].litee rich in silica and alumina. Other soils are
formed in saprolite that weathered from crystalline
rocks and "Carolina slates”. Soils from the river
ﬂootlplains formed in sediment that washed from the
uplancls of the Piedmont province.
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The Sand Hius, as previously men‘l:ionec]., are
characterized ]Jy a p]ain that has generally gentle Slopes
and eleya.tions of 350 to 500 feet. The soils, like those
in the Coastal Plain, are ty'pically unconsolidated
marine cleposits of light colored sands and kaoline cla.ys.
These soils are genexally well draine&, altlnough some
soil series do exhibit fragipans (Lawrence 1978:5).

The project area is situated on Puquay sands,

typical of the soils found on narrow to broad riclgetops
and on NAIrow side slopes. As expectecl, the slopes,
typicaﬂy under 6%, are smooth and well-rounded
" (Lawrence 1978:Map 15}. These soils, when intact,

. have an Ap horizon qf grayish brown (2.5Y5/2) sand to
A &epth of almut 0.7 {:oot althougl'l soil colcn:s may -
inchude Lrowns, grays, or dark grays. This overlles aA2.
“horizon of light yellowish biown (LOYRO/4) sand toa
depth of about 2.9 feet. The A2 horizon may also .
exhibit soil colors of pale Lrown, 11gl1t olive I:nrown, 11g11’c .

yellowlsh }JI'OWTJ., or l)IOWnlSll yGHOW BE]OW’ are a senes

of B horizon soils, usually a yellowish brown (10YR5/6) . -

. - or occasmna].ly strong ]JIOWT.[ sanJy clay loam (Lawrence .

| 1978:46-47).

' _E:&amination of aerial pho’cogfaphs fc_)r i:l'ie_

project area reveal that in the early twentieth century

most of t_hertract was cultivated, although I)y'ﬂ'xe second " B

 half of the .gentury much of the tract had been

- abandoned to scrub vegetation. By the 1970 aenals,..the o

parc:el was entu:ely Wooclecl wﬂ:h some portions. in -

plantec]. pine.

This suggests that the site area has probably. 7
gone tluougf'l cycles of soil erosion and &eposi‘tion, with

erosion occurring during logging and cultivation, while
- soils likely built up during petiocls of forestation. In
fa.ct, the 1934 Soutll Carolina Erosion Sm:vey l)y
MW. Lowry found that this portion of Richland
County exhibited moderate sheet erosion (Lowry 1934).
Although Richland County was not included in Stanley
Trimble's erosion stucly of the Southem Piedmont,
Fairfield County, within only a few miles of the project
area, was repor’ce& to have lost over a foot of soil
through erosion in the nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries (T rimble 1974:3). It is part of the area
clagsified by Trimble as llaving high antehellum erosion
land use with postl:eﬂum continuation and Lelonging to

his Region Il — the Cotton Plantation Area (Tximble

6

1974:15).

Fur’c}lermore, logging in the Carolina Sand
Hills will result in the loss of nearly 0.15 tons of soil
per acre per year and mechanical site preparaiion,
pethaps used in the mid-1950s to convert the
agncultural fields back to woods, might have resulted in
the loss of over 1 ton of soil per acre per year (U =

" Department of Agnculture 1983:25).

In 1826 Rol:lert Mills provide(l very lbng. and’

_. detailed clescnp’cmns of the different soils: ty':plcal of
* Richland County. In the upper part of the district” he.

: mentions four different classes of lands: Least Valua]:ler—_ '5 2
are those he described as the "sand hills." Aboui: tl'iese

Lie conmimented that tl'xe umform character . . is so"-

} Well lznown as to render a descnptlon useless
Regarcﬂess, he went.on to explam oo

: Tl‘xe terr_n sancl hius_ convgysr an .
: ade'quate idea of their sterili‘l:y:an'cl
barrenness, and of the composition
" and npature of the soil. It is .
partlcularly acla.pted to the growth of ‘. -
pease and esculent roots (Mills 1972 .
: [1826] 696) :

Tlle survey area, however, mlgh’c have fallen

into Mills' "Fourth class — The first quality pine land =~

. possesses a. darle coloured moul& with- a
substraturn of lay, it is well caloulated to produce
cotton, wheat, and corn” (Mills 1972, [1826]:696).

Miﬂs, li]ze for other clistricts, expr'essecl his .
congern over the freatment lands received in Richland.
District. Less than 20 years later Edmund Ruffin had
a simﬂar opinion of the sand hills and the wasteful
cultivation of the lancl, yet it seems to have had little
impact on the planters he met. He observed that:

The lands through Richland, of
middliné quality, or rather helow.
Surface mo&era‘l:ely umlulating, &
san&y mostly. Qak growth more in
proportion to the pine than lower.

No very good culture or land seen by
me (Mathew 1992:261).




_the amount of about

. drougilt not uncom-

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

In spite of these early warnings, the South
Carolina Deepartment of Agricu[ture, Commerce, and
Immigration, as late as 1907, found no reason to
remark on the threat of erosion, noting only that
"elevated flats can be larough’c foa lligh state of {ertﬂify
by proper methods of farming” and that the soils are
"superior for peanuls, sweet potatoes, sorghum,
watermelons and the sta.ples, oats, cotton, comn, and
some ' wheat" (State Department of Agriculture,
_Commerce, and Immigration 1907:255). Richland
County boasted of three cotton seed oil mills — far
more than the single mills operating in surrounding

'Fairfield, Kershaw, or Sumter counties {State

Department of Agriculture, Commerce, and

. Imrnigration 1907:269, 288},

Chmaf:e ‘

Eleva.hon, la’cltude and distance from the coast

._woi'lz together to affect the climate of South Carolina,
'_inclucling the Sancl Hills. In aclclition, the more Wes’cerly

mountains : l)loclz or moderate many of the cold air

"¢ masses 'I:l'lat HOW across ’cl'xe state from west to easf Even

tI'u;: very cold air masses “which cross the mountains are
Warm_ed-s_om_ewhat by compression ]:efore tlley clescencl
on the Piedmont and adjacent Sand Hills.

C5nsequently, .

tended to ocour several yeaxs in a row, increasing the
laarcls}lip on those attempting to recover from the
previous year's crop failure (Hilliard 1984:16). Perhaps
the best wide-scale example of this was the clrought of
1845, which caused a series of very serious grain and
food sh_ortages throughout the state.

The average growing season is about 232 clays,
although early freezes in the fall and late frosts in the -
spring can reduce this periocl f:)y as much as 30 or more
clays (Lawrence 1978:73). Consequently, most cotton
planting, for example, did not take place until early o
May, avcucllng the possl!nilty that a la’ce frost would -
da.ma.ge the young see&llngs

Eloristics _
Piedmont forests generally belong to the Oalég,x

Hiclzory qum_atio_n as established I)y Braun (1950), o
While sI’le classifies the San& HiH_s as part -of "clle .

Southeast Evergreen Forest Regic_m. Regar_éuess, the_ _ ;
po’cential natural vegetation of the project area is the

Oale-Hiclzory—Pine fores_t, composed of mecliurn tall to

tall {Orests of Lroa‘_ﬂea& clecicluous aﬁcl needleleaf . S

evergreen trees (Kitchler 1964). The major compone‘nts_.'.
of this ecosystem include hickory, shortlea,f pme, .

_ lolnloﬂy pine, white oal;z and post oala

the climate. ~ of
Richland ‘County s
temperate. Tl-le winters
are relative_ly mild and
the summers warm

and humid. Rainfall in

46 inches is adequate,
although less than in
some neigll]:!oring
counties. About 27
inclaep of rain occur
&uring the growing
season, with periods of

mon &uring the
summer months. As
Hilliard illustrates,
these droughts tended

to be localized and F1gure 3 Vegetatlon in the uplancl portlon of the survey tract which l‘.laS lneen 1oggecl
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. l].::1g1.u:e 4 More mesic vegetatlon on tl‘le southem slopes of the survey trac’c

project area attractive
to Native Americans,
who saw the site area
as provic].ing & range of
different environ-
mental zones in close
proximity, not a
"boring" or sterile sand
wasteland (which :
admii:l:ecﬂy‘ is  more .
typical of some sand
© hall areas),

e Pre]:listoﬁc

Enviroriment

envix'onmental features

_ }las gradu:r:lﬂ}.r emerged

]ohn Berry ngl'rl:ly cofnniei‘li:s'fllaf "

: .through the most xeric stages of the fall llne santﬂnﬂs .
woul& proLaH be very bomng Such areas are’

clommatecl };y ’curlzey oaks s scrubby post oaks, and broad

expanses of open sandy soil. In the survey tract the

pines on these upland soils have been logged out several

years ago, leaving primarily serub hardwoods and a few -

- young pines (Figure 3). There are, however, other
econiches. For example, on the more megic soils Pines
and mixed hardwoods can be ComMMmon, dominated Ly
lokloﬂy pines, cedars, southern red oaks, and even
pigmut and mockernut hickories. In these mesic woods
the un(lerstory includes (logWoocls, sassa{ra.s,. Haclzgum,
and persimmon (Berry 1980: 103, 114-115). In JEact,
this is what is seen today on the slopes of the survey
tract (Figure 4), One area, on the eastern side of the
tract, even revealed a small cane break.

In fact, the general area exhibits considerable
ecological cliversity. Within 0.5 mile of the site there are
several intermittent creeks associated with such trees as
pond pine, recl maple, and sweet ]Jay. T}lere are sl'lru]a
layers that are very attractive to a diverse range of
mammals, including cleer, Opossl, and raccoon.

It is this cliversity which pr_ol:ai:ly made the

within the past several .

"&eca.des and is based

on the work 0£W1'n1:eheacl (1965 1967, 1972, 1973)

and Watts (1970, 1975, 1980). Unfortunately, our = ©

und_erstandmg:of enviropmental change. is general and

is based almost entirely on pollen analysis of lake

sedimgnfs ‘and’ buzied organic layers situated " in -
Piedmont ‘areas outside Sou’cl'l Carolina.. Tl’le pouen )
studies give evidence of vegeta.tlonal changes which i in -
turn prow&e suggestlons concerning climatic’ cl‘xange
These studies can be important to the arcl'laeologls_t .
because ’tl‘ley allow inferences to be c!xawn' on the nature

of the cultural-environmental interactions, such as the
aclaptive shifts human popula‘l:ions made to counter

ecological shifts. It is recognizecl that these inferences
must be based on the paleoenvironment, not the extant

environment.

Based largely on work from southeastern
Virginia and North Carolina, Whitehead (1965) has
employecl a tripartite division of the preceding 25,000
years: Full Glacial (25,000 - 15,000 B.P), late
Clacial (15,000 - 10,000 B.P.), and Post-Clacial or
Holocene (10,000 B.P. - present).

During the Full Glacial the Coastal Plain was
]Joreal, a]thougll he vegetation was sparse, which

sugdests a relatively tlry climate. Voorhies {1974), based

o A yecom-
struction  of paleo-'
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on a paleontological assern]:)lage from east-central
Georgia, suggests a cool, moist climate instead, Watts'
(1980) work from White Pond at the edge of the Inner
Coastal Plain, found }'acle pine, red spruce, and her]:ns,
which appear to reﬂeqt a horeal forest climate. During
the Late Glacial periocl there was a graclual change toa
hemlock-northern hardwoods forest type and eventually
to a modern condition. From White Pond, Watts
(1980) identified a forest dominated by oak, hickory,
]:)eech, and ironwood and interprets this asse_mblage. as

a mesic deciduous forest typical of a cool and moist.

environment.

The mesic dec:duous forest ]:)egan to cl‘lange :

early m "Il’le HO].DCEIIG ami was replacea l')y a more xexic

forest compnsecl (_)f modern flora. Again from White _
Pond, Watts (1980) notes the rapid loss of hickory, .

beech, and ironwood after 9,500 B.P. with the equaH_jr

rapicl rise. of southern pine. species. The oak species"-

remain, and sweet gum and tﬁpelo are found; For a
lnrief'synopsis of the environmental changes occurring

.. around 10,000 B.P. the discussion by Anderson and

O'Steen {1992:3) is particularly useful, especially since’ -

-. it recognizes the cliHereht zones within South Cérolina.

- - An essentla]jy moclern ﬂora. is postulatecl Ly'_
g '_thtehead (1965) ancl Watts (1971) l)y 5,000 B.P.

w1‘|:11 the spread of oak- I'uclzory forests. But tlrus,

however, fau[s to recognize ’chg exl:raorclmary importance -

of the changes occ_ufring during this petiod. As
Sassaman and Anderson note: '

the periqcl of mid-Holocene glo]:)a.[ :
warming referred to variously as the
Altithermal, Hypsithermal, and
Climatic Optimum s the Middle
Archaic Period, as its effects on
vegetation and fauna are considered
to be so dramatic that t}ley
completely reconfigurecl patterns of
buman seti:lement, su.l)sistence, social
relations, and f:ecl‘mology (Sassaman

and Anderson 1994:6).

Unfortunately, as Sassaman and Anderson
note, there are relatively few data available for South
Carolina and the situation, even now, is far from dlear.
In fact, while there are mounting data arguing for

dramatic changes in the American Midwest, the
evitience from the Southeast is, at Best, ambiguous.
Sassaman and Anderson (1994:7-12) review the
available data without arriving at any widely acceptecl
consensus. '

When the pa.lyﬁblogical data are explor_écl,
there is evidence that pines aclvancecl in the Coastal

Plain, but -may have been held back, at least to someé |

degree, in the Piedmont. This spread of pine, it seems, . -
may be ass_oeia{:ed with the shiﬂ: of Middle Arcl'laic
po’pi:;lations into the upper portions of the state, or at

-+ least llelpe& focus attention on "oases of l'lyclric and

mesic  communities” {Sassaman ‘and Anderson

1994:10).

If geologlcal ancl soils ew&ence is exammecl s
_ithere seem to be two focused .camps — those arguing . .
that in general South Carolina was fairly moist and-

thosé who see cycles of 11m1tecl momture followed -

chronic dry conditions. Altllough ‘cllere are too few cla’ca .
to support one proposltlon over the other, acceptance of i R

cyclmg rmg}ﬂ: help explam a In’oacl range ojr‘ site
conditions. Brosion seen in the geologwal recorcl may be:

 from either periods of wet weather or from c].ry. e
. conditions with ‘the’ denuclmg of “the lanclsca.pe _
v _'Regarcuess, these erosional penocls may explaun at leasts L
' some of t}le Mulcﬂe Archa.lc stratlgraplnc profﬂes '
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Prehistoric Overview

Overviews for South Carolina's prehistory,
‘ _w_'lnile of cliﬁering lehgths and complexii_:y, are available
in vi.rtua]ly every compliance report -prepa.red. There are,

in addition, some."classic" sources well worth attention,.

such as Joffre Coe's Formative Cultures (Coe 1964), as

" well 2¢ some new general overviews (such as Sassaman

ot al. 1990 and Goodyesr and Hanson 1989). Also

extremeiy helpﬁ:l perllaps even essential, are a handful
. of recent local syn‘l:hetlc statements, such as that o{{erecl

Iay Sassaman and Anclerson {1994) JEor ’che Middle and C

Late Archaic and by Anclerson ot al. (1992) for the

Paleomchan and Eariy A.rcl-xam Only a few of the manyir .
sources are included in this stucly, bt tl-ley should be -

. 'a&equa’ce to give the feédéx a,"£eé1" for the area and hel'P

establish a context for the various sites identified in the -

stu_dy areas. For those c])esiring a more geheral syntheéis,

p_erhaps the 'm_ostr feacla}:]e -and well }Jale_mcecl is that
offered l)y Iudltll _Bensé' (1994), Arci"xdeology 'of‘ the -
Southeastem .Umfed' Sfateé Pa]eomdlan to World 'Waf I .
Figure 19 offers a generahzecl view of South Carolma s

N cultural penocls .
Paléoinclian Period ;

The Paleoindian Period, most commonjy dated
from about 12,000 to 10,000 B.P., is evidenced by
'l)asa”y tluinned, side-notch projectile points; Hu'l:ed,
lanceolate projectile points, side scrapers, end scrapers;
and drills (Coe 1964; Michie 1977; Williams 1965).
Oliver {1981, 1985) has proposetl to extend the
Palecindian clating in the North Carolina Piedmont to
perhaps as early as 14,000 B.P., incorporating the
Hardaway Side-Notched and Palmer Corner-Notched
types, usually accepted as Early Axchaic, as
representatives of the terminal p]‘xase. This view, verl:»ally
sugges’ced ]Jy Coe for a number of years, has

considerable teclmological appeal.l Oliver suggests a
continuity from the Hardaway Blade through the
Harclamy—Dal’con to the- Hardéway Side-Notched,
even‘l:uauy' to the Palmer Side-Notched (Oliver :
1985:199- 200) While convuimngly arguecl,. this )

' _ approach is not unwersa.uy E.CCEPtEd

Ti‘.le Paleomcllan occupa.tlon,. Wl’llle mclespxead

~ does not a.ppear to have been intensive, Artlfacts are .

most frequen’cly found along major river c[ramages,' _

- which Michie 1nterprets to support’ the concepl of an -

ECONOMLY- “oriented towarcl the explolta’clon of now

extincet mega-fauna” (Mlc}ne 1977:124). Survey data” :

for _Péxledinclia.n ‘cc)bis,' ﬁogt no’ca]:\l_y ﬂutec_l Points,- is
. ‘ sbméwhat"da.’ced, but has been summarizecl']ay' Charles =~

and Michie 1092). They reveal a widéépréa& distribution

~ across the state (see also Anderson 1992b:Figure 5.1) -

* with at least several concentrations telatin'g_to' intensity
of collgctor'é.cfivity. Wha’c is clear is that points are” ..
- found fairly far removed from the origin of the aw.

- material. Cl’xarles and MICI‘).E sugges\‘. that this may : _

1mply a geographlcaﬂy extenswe settlement system" s

(Cl‘la.rles B.Tld Mlchle 1992 247)

Although data are sparse, one of the more.'_
atl:ra.ctwe theories that explams the mdespreacl '
dlstr;l)utlon of Palecindian sites is the model traclemg '
the replacement of a high technology forager (or HTF)
adaptation by a "progressively more generalized
band/microband {:oraging aclaption" accompaniec'[ lay
increasingly distinct regional traditions (perhaps

! While never discussed }Jy Coe at ]ength, he did
ohserve that many of the Hardaway points, especially from the
lowest contexts, had £ac1al ﬂuth or tl'unnmg wluch in cases
where the side-notches or basal portions were missing, . . .
could be mistaken for fluted points of the Paleo-Indian
period” (Coe 1064:64). While not an especially strong
statement, it does reveal the formation of the cottcept.
Eurther insight is offered by Ward's (1983:63) all too brief
comments on the more recent investigations at the Hardaway

site (see also Daniel 1992).

11
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- Régiona[ Phases
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Figure 5. A generalized cultural sequence for South Carolina (partially adapted from Coe 1964:Figure 116).
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reﬂecting movement either along or Perl'laps even

between river drainages) (Anderson 1992b:46).

Bistinctive projectile points include lanceolates
such as Clovis, Dalton, perhaps the Hardaway, and Big
Sa.ncly {Coe 1964 Pl'lelps 1983; Oliver 1985}, A
’cemporal sequence of Palecindian projectile points was
proposed by Williams (1965:24-51}, but according to
Phelps (1983:18} there is little stratigraphic or

chronometric evidence for it. While this is certainly

true, a number of autlmrs, such as Anclerson (19923)

and Oliver (1985) have assembled ii_npressivé data séts. .

We .are inclined’ to believe 'I:ha.t while' often not

conclusivély proveh ]_ay s’cratigraphic_excavations (ancl'_ .

such proot may be an unreasona]nle éxpectahon), there

isa large l)oc].y of circumstantial ew&ence Tlae W81g11'|: o£ ‘

this ewdence tencIs to prowcle COHEI&EI‘&LIE support

_ Unfortuna’cely, relaﬁvely li’d:le_ is .lanown a]Jout
‘Palecindian subsistence strategies, settlement gystems,

“or somal organization (see, however, Anderson 1992b

for an excellent ovetview and synt]aesm of what is
known). Genera.lly, archaeologwts_ agree ‘that . the
} ‘Paleoindian groﬁps were at a band level of society, were

.. . fnomadlc, and were l'JotIl hunters ancl foragers Wl’ule -
: popuia_tlon r:lensﬂ:y, ljasecl on isolated fmds, is ‘tl’lougl',lt

to have been low, Walthall suggests that toward the end
of the penoc]. “there was an increase in populatlon
density and in ’cemtonahty and that a number of new

TesoUrce areas were Legmmng to be exP 01’ce&" (W altllall. -

1980:30).
Arcllaic Periocl

The Archaic Period, which dates from 10,000
to 3,000 B.P.2 does not form a sharp break

% The terminal point for the Archaic is no clearer
than that for the Palecindian and many researchers suggest a
terminal date of 4,000 B.P. rather than 3,000 B.P. There is
also the question of whether ceramics, such as the fiber-
tempered Stallings ware, will be included as Archaic, or will
be included with the Woodland. Oliver, for example, argues
that the inclusion of ceramics with Late Archaic attributes
"complicates and confuses classification and interpretation
needlessly” {Oliver 1981:20). He comments that according to
the original definition of the ArCIlaic, it "represents a
preceramic horizon” and that "the presence of ceramics

with the Paleoinclian Perlocl, but is a slow transition
characterized lay a modern climate and an increase in
the cliversity of material culture. Associated with this is
a reliance on a broad spectrum of small mammals,
although the white tailed deer was likely the most
commonly exploitecl animal.  Archaic perio&
asseml:nlages, exempliﬂed }Jy corner-notched and broad-
stemmed pxo]ectlle points, are fau:ly common, perhaps
because the swamps and c].ramages oﬁerecl especmlly

 attractive ecotones

Many researchers have repoﬂéd data suggestive - -

of a- notlcea]:) e Populatlon increase J1;1'0311 the Paleomdlan .
Cinto the Early Archaie. Tlns has tentatlvely heen

assocm’ced with a greater emphasxs on foragmg

Dxagncshc Early Aschaic artifacts include the K1rlz.2;- .
" Corner Notched- point. As Prewously discussed, Palmer
points may be included with either the PEIEOIHCIIB.‘D or .

Arclialc penocl clepenl:llng on theoretical perspectwe_
As the climate ‘became hotter and clner than the -
previous Paleomdmn peno& resultmg in vegeta’cmnal ‘

'claa.nges, it also affected settlement patterning - as

evidenced Ly a long term Kirk phase mzd&en cleposﬂ: a.t'
the Hardaway site (Coe 1964 :60). "This is is believed to

'._l'lave lneen tl'le resuli: of a change in sul)mstence”.'-:

strateg1es

Settlements durmg tl-le Early Azchznc suggest B

the presence of a ‘Eew very large, and apparently e

m’censwely occuplecl sﬂ:es wlnch can }Jesl: lae consn:lered ‘

_ base camps. Harclamy mlght be one such site. In

addition, there were numerous small sites which pronluce
only a few artifacts — these are the "network of tracks"
mentioned by Ward (1983:65). The base camps
prociuce a wide range of artifact types and raw materials

provides a convenient marker for separation of the Archaic
and Woodland periods (Oliver 1981:21). Others would
cotnter that such an approacll ignores cultural continuity and
forces an artificial, and per}aaps unrealistic, separation.
Sassaman and Anderson (1994:38-44), for example, include
Sta.]lings and Thom's Creek wares in their discussion of "Late
Axchaic Pottery." While this issue has been of considerable
importance along the Carolina and Georgia coasts, it has
never affected the Piedmont, which seems to have embraced
pottery far later, well into the conventional Woodland perio&.
The importance of the issue in the Sandl'niﬂs, unfortunately,
is not well known.
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which has Suggestecl to many researchers long—term,
Perhaps seasonal or multi-seasonal, occupation. In
contrast, the smaller sites are thought of as special
purpose or £oraging sites (sec Ward 1983:67).

Middle Archaic (8,000 to 6,000 B.P.)
c]:iagnostic artifacts indlude Morrow Mountain,
Guilford, Stanly and Halifax projectile points, Much of
our best information on the Middle Archaic comes from
sites investigatecl west of the Appalaclﬁan Mountains,
such as the work By Ieff Chapman ‘and his students in
’clm Little Tennessee River Va.uey (£0t a general overview

see Chapman 1977, 1985a, 1985b). There is good -

evidence that Middle Archaic . lithic fechnolog1es

: change& clramatmauy End scrapers, at times associated :

with Paleomdlan trach’cmns, are rllscontmued, raw

mater_lal_s tend to reﬂe_ci: ‘l:l'le_ greater use of loqaﬂy :
- available materials, and morfars are initiaﬂy introduced. -
e _A_ssociatecl- Wﬂ:l‘l these ’ce_ch_nqlogieal changes there seerii -
“to aIso be some significaﬁt cultural - modifications.
. Prepared burials begin to more commonly occur and .
- storage pits are 1clent1£1€cl The worle.ai: Middle Aschaic . . : l
'nver va.uey sites, with their evidence of a cllverse floral. L

: anc]. faunal subsistence. l)ase, seems: to .stand in- starlz

. contrast to CaIc].wa I's ‘Middle Archaic: "Old Quart:

: Industiy" 0£ Georgm ancl the Carolmas, where axes, .
- cl'loppt;rs, a.ncl gr_oun& ancl pohsl'l_ecl_ stone tools are very

rare.

o Ainong the most common _of all '_'Miclcue
" Woodland artifacts is the Morrow Mountain Stemmed
projectile point. Originaﬂy divided into two varicties l:y

Coe (1964:37,43) based primarily on the size of the

blade and the stem. Morrow Mountain I points had
relatwely, small triangular blades with short, pomtecl
stems. Morrow Mountain II points had longer, narrower
blades with long, taperecl stems, Coe suggestecl a
temporal sequeice from Momow Mountain I to Morrow
Mountain II. While this has been rejectec]. Ly some
a,rcl-laeologists, who suggest that the differences are
enfirely related to the li£e-stage of the point, the debate
is far from settled and Coe has considerable support for
his scenario.

_ The Morrow Mountain point is also important
in our discussions since i represents a clepar’cure from
the Carolina Stemmed Tradition. Coe has suggestecl
that the groups responsil)le for the Middle Archaic

14

Morrow Mountain (am‘l the later Guilford points) were
intrusive ("without any background" in Coe's words) into
the North Carolina Pieclmont, from the west, and were
contemporaneous with the -groups proclucing S’canly

points (Coe 1964:122-123; see also Phelps 1983:23).

Phelps, building on Coe, refers to the Morrow

Mountain and Guilford as the "Western Intrusive
horizon." Sassaman (1995) has recently proposed a
scenario for the Morrow Mountain groups which would
support tl'us west-to-east time-transgressive process.

_ALLott and his colleagues, perhaps unaware - of

Sassamans da'l:a, dlsrmss the concept, commenting that -
the shear -distribution and number of these points .

_ "makes this posﬂ:mn wl'loHy untenaljle (A.!:)Lott et al

1995 9)

Tl'le controversy sﬁnouncllhg Morrow .

* Mountain also mclucles its posxtecl date’ range, Coe
{1964:123) did not expect the Morrow Mountain to
predate 6500 B.P.; .yet mote recent research in

Tennessee reveals a date range of about 7500 to 6500

s B. P Sassaman and Andérson (1994! 24) observe that - .
the South Carolma dates have never matched the <. °

antiquity Qf theu,more_western counterparis and suggest - :

- continuation to perhaps as late as 5500 B.P. In fact
- _tlley sugges’c that even la’cer &a’ces are posm]:le since it -
. can, often be &1{{101.111: to sepa.rate Morrow Mountain ancl .
Guilford points. : :

A recently defined point is the MALA The |

term is an acronym standing for Middle Archaic and -, .
Late Arcl-xaic, the strata in which these points.were first s

encountered at the '_Pen Point site (38BR383) ‘in
Barnwell Coun’l:y, South Carolina {Sassarnan 1985).
These stemmed and notched lanceolate points were
originally found in a context suggestiﬁg a single—episocle ’
event with variation not based on tgmporal variation.
The original discussion was explici’cly worded to avoid
application of a typology, although as Sassaman and
Anderson (1994:27) note, the "type" has spread into
moreé cotnmon usage. There are possil:le connections
with both the Halifax points of North Carolina and the
Benton points of the middle Tennessee River valley,
while the "heartland” for the MALA appears confined to
the lower middle Coastal Plain of South Carolina.

The available information has resulted in a
vatiety of competing settlement models. Some argue for
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increased sedentism and a reduction of moi)iiity (see
Gooniyear et al. 1979: 111). Ward argues that the most
appropriate model is one which includes relativeiy stable
and setientary hunters and gati‘ierers "primarily aciapteti
to the varied and rich resource hase offered i:y the major
alluvial valleys" (Ward 1983:69). While he recognizes
the presence of "inter-riverine" sites, he discounts
explanations which focus on seasonal rounds, suggesting
"alternative explanations . . . [including] a wide range of
aciaptive responses.” Most impori:a.ni:ly, he notes that:

the. seasonal txanshu_mance' rnoclei;

and the secientary model are opposite

ends of a continwum, and in all

-iikeiiinooti va,riations on -thesg' two

themes probably existed in different

‘regions at different times i:iiroughoui :
. tile Arcilaic perioti(Warti. 198369) L

'.Others suggest increased moiuilty clunng the_ . o
- Archaic (see Cable 1982). Sassaman (1983) has

suggesteci that the Morrow Mountain piiase people had
a great deal of residential moiniﬂ:y, based on ti-ie variety

. of éenvironmental zones they are found in and the lack’

oi site (iiversﬂ'y The. i’llgi’l ievei of moinilty, coupiec]. with

. the raplci replact_ement of these points, may heip expia.m; :

the séemingiy_large' numbers” of sites with “Middle

Archéiq assemblages. Curiousiy, the later Guilford
pi‘rase gites are not a,s'-wiwiely tiis’c_ri]:nieti, perilap_s'

- suggesting that only certain micro-environments were

used (cf. Ward [1983:68-69] who would likely reject

the notion that suiastanhaily different environmental

" zomes are, in fact, repre_'_sented)

Recently Abbott et al. argue for a combination
of these models, noting that the almost certain increase
in popuia’cion levels proi)ai)iy resulted in a contraction of
local territories. With small territories there would have
been signiiicantiy greater pressure to successiuily exp]oif:
the limited resources i)y more Jt‘reqlueni: movement of
camps. Tiley discount the idea that these territories
could have been exploited from a single base camp
without horticultural teci'moiogy. Abbott and his
colleagues conclude, "increased residential mobility
under such conditions may in fact represent a common
stage in the cievelopment of sedentism" (Aiaiaott et al.
1995:9).

From excavations at a Sanciiﬁiis gite in

Ches’ceri:iei(i County, Soutil Carolina, Gunn and i’iis
colleague (Gunn and Wilson 1993) offer an alternative

‘model for Middle Archaic settlement. He accepts that

the upiancis were desiccated from gioi'!a.i warming, but
rather than limiting occupation, this environmental
change made the area more attractive for residential
base camps. Cunn and Wilson suggdest that the opem, or
fringe, habitat of the -nplanci margins would have heen
attractive to a wide variety of pian’c and animal species.

| The Late Archaic, usually dated from 6 ,000t0 -
3,000 or 4,000 B.P., s cliaracte_rizeci' by the

* appearance of large, squate stemmed Savannah Rivér ..

] prc)]ectl.ie points (Coe 1964). These peopie continued to
i _mtensweiy expioﬂ: the upiantis mucia like eariler AIDi'laIC' T

groups with, the bulk of our data JEor tins penoci coming .- .

£rom tirxe Uwilarne reglon in Nortli Caroilna '

- One of- the more ciei)ate:i issues oi the Late : g
* Axchaicis the typoiogy of the Savannah River. Si:emmeci o
. and its vérious clmum.rl:we forms. ‘Oliver, reimmg Coe's L

(19645) ongmai Savannail River: Stemmeci type and a

small variant from Gaston (South 1959:163-167),
._cieveiopeci a compiete sequence ‘of stemmeci po1n’cs that °
o decrease uniformly in-size througi-i time (Oliver 1981, -

198_5) : Specrilca_liy, he sees tlne__progressmn i:rom

| ‘Savannah River Stemmed to Smali Savannah River o |

Stemmeci to Gypsy Stemmed to Swannanoa from about

" 5000 B.P. to about 1,500 B.P. He also notes that the

latter two forms are associated with Woociianci pottery.

. This reconstruction is still debated with a
number of arcimeoiogisi:s expressing concern with what
tiley see as i:ypolqgical overiap and ami)iguity. Tiley=
point fo a dearth of radiocarbon dates and gooci
excavation contexts at the same time ‘ciiey express
concern with the appiication of this typology outside the
North Carolina Piedmont (see, for a synopsis,
Sassaman and Anderson 1990:158-162, 1994:35).

In addition to the presence of Savannah River
points, the Late Archaic also witnessed the introduction
of steatite vessels (see Coe 1964:112-113; Sassaman
1993), poiisheci and pecize:i stone artifacts, and grinciing
stones. Some also include the introduction of fii)er-f
tempered pottery about 4000 B.P. in the Late Archaic
(ior a discussion see Sassaman and Anderson 1994::38-

15




CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY OF A PORTION OF THE KAISER TRACT

44). This innovation is of special importance along the
Qeorgia and South Carolina coasts, but scems to have

had only minimal impact in the uplan&s of South or
North Caxolina.

There is evidence that c].uring the Late Archaic
the climate Legan to approximate modern climatic
conditions. Rainfall increased resulting' in a more lush
vegetation pattern. The Poﬂen record indicates an
increase in pine which reduced the oale-l‘liclzory nut

masts which premoﬁsly were so mdesprea& This change-

) probahly aﬁecte& settlement patterning since nut masts
were now more isolated and concen’cratecl From
I'BSEBICL. i th_e Savannal-l River vauey near Allzen,
South Caroiiha, Sassaman has found _'consicle_ra]:»le
diversity in Late Archaic site types with sites occurring
in virtually every upland environmental zone. He

suggesfs that this more complex settlement pattern
evolved from an increasingly complex socio-economic

sjstém.- While it is unlilzely that this model can_l' be

sunply tré.nsferrecl to the Sandhills of South Carolina o
without an extensive review of site data ancl micro-
} enwronmental data, it cloes clemonstra‘l:e one approacln '

-to unclerstanclmg the  transition from AICllaIC to

Woocﬂancl
-Woo&léﬁcl Peridcl

As prewousl CIISCBSSECI there are those who

see the Woodlanc]. begmmng with the introduction of'

pottery Under tl'us scenario the Early Woodland may
Legm as early as 4,500 B.P. and continued to about

2,300 B.P. Diagnostics would include the small variety -
- of the Late Archaic Savannah River Stemmed poinf '

(OliVB.F 1985} and pottexy of the Sté]liligs and Thoms
Creek series. These sand temperec{ Thoms Creek wares
are decorated using punctations, jala-and—drag, and
incised &esigns (Trinlzley 1976). Also potentiauy
included are Refuge wares, also characterized by sandy
paste, but often having only a plain or dentate-stamped
surface (Waring 1968). Others would have the
Woodland Leginning about 3,000 B.P. and perhaps as
late as 2,500 B.P. with the introduction of pottery
which is cord-marked or fabric-impressed and suggestive
of influences from northern cultures.

There remains, in South  Carolina,
considerable aml)iguity regarding the pottery series
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found in the Sandhills and their association with coastal
plain and pieclmont types. The earliest pottery found at
many sites may be called either Deptforci or Yacllzin,
clepen&ing on the research or their inclination at any
given moment.

The Dept{ord p]:lase, which dates from 3050 to
1350 B.P., is best characterized by fine to coarse sandy
paste pottery with a check stamped surface treatment.
The Dept‘forc]. settlement pattern involves both coastal
and 1nla.n& sﬂ:es

' Inlancl sites such as 38AK228-W, 38LX5 :

) 38RD60, and 38BM40 indicate the presence of an

extensive Dept‘for(l oecupation on the Fall Line and the -

+ Inner Coastal Plain/Sand HIHS, lthough san&y, acidic
" soils. preclucle statements on the subsistence base

“(Anderson 1979; Ryan 1972; Trinkley 1980). These -

interior or uplancl Dep’_c{orcl sites, however, are str'ongly“
as_édcia’ce& with the swamp = terrace ec].ge, _an_cl ‘this

-environment is proi:];u'c‘l:ive not only in nut masts, but e
also in large mammals such as deer. Perhaps the best

. data concerning Deptford "base camps” comes from the
Lewis-West - site (38AK228-W), where evidence of.

a.}mr;clapt fqpcl remains, storage .pit £eafureé, e_lal)oré’ce )
material = culture, morl:uary behavior, émcl craft
spemallzahon has been J:eportec]. (Sassaman et al.

+- - 1990:96-98; see a.lso Sassa.man 1993 for s1m11ar &a’ca

recoverecl from 38AK157)

Furl:l-ler to- the norl:l-.l ancl west, in tlle
Pieclmont, the Early Woo&lancl is marked 1)y a pottery
type defined by Coe (1964:27-29) as Badin.® This
pottery is identified as having very fine sand in the paste
with an occasional pel)]:le. Coe identified cord-marked,

: fal)ric—marleecl, net-impressecl, and plain surface finishes.

Beyoncl this pottery Little is known about the makers of
the Badin wares and relatively few of these sherds are
reporl:ecl from South Carolina sites.

3 The ceramics suggest clear regional differences
during the Woodland which seem to only be magni.&ed during
the later pl‘].ases. Ward (1983:71), for example, notes that
there "marked distinctions" between the pottery from the
Buggs Island and Gaston Reservoirs and that from the south-

central Piedmont.
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Somewhat more information is available for

the Middle Woocliancl, ‘cy'picaﬂy given the range of about
2,300 B.P. to 1,200 B.P. In the Piedmont and even
into the Sand Hiils, the dominant Middle Woodland
ceramic type is typically identified as the Yadkin series.
Characterized i)y a crushed quartz temper the_ pottery
includes surjr‘ace treatments of cord—marlzed, fabric-
marleed, and a very few linear ciieciz-stampeci shexds

(Coe 1964:30-32). It is regrettable that several of the )

seemingly "best" Yadkin sites, such as the Trestle site

(31An19) explored by Peter Cooper (Ward 1983:72-

73), have never been pu]:)llsheci

Yadkin ceramics are associateci with medium- -

sized triangular points, although Oliver (1981) suggests
that ‘a continuation -of the Piedmont Stemmed

Tradition to at least 1650 B.P. coexisted with this = =

* Triangular Tradition. The Yadkin in South C_aroliria_i ) S
has been. Lest"explore_c.i _IJy tesearch at 388U_83 in
Sumter County (Blanton et al. 1986) and at 38FL249

S 1 Florence County (T nnieiey et ai 1993)

In some respects the La’ce Wooclla.ml (1 200
B P. to 400 B. P) may be - characterized as a -
-continuation” of previous Middle Woocua.n& cultural_.:_

assem})ia.ges Wiuie outside the Carolinas t_here were

major  cultural - changes, such as -the. continued )
(ieveiopment and ela]aorahon of agricul’cure, the

Carolina groups settled into'a 11feway not apprecml)ly
different from that observed for the previous 500-700

- years. From the vantage point of the Middle Savannah

Valley Sassaman and his colleagues note that, "the Late
Woodland is difficult to delineate typologically from its
antecedent or from the subsequent Mississippian period"
(Sassaman et al. 1990:14). This situation would
remain unchange& until the tievelopment of the South

Appalachian Mississippian complex {see Ferguson
1971).

Historical Synopsis

There are several histories of Richland County
which should be consulted for more detailed information
concerning the project area, including Green's A History
of Richland County (Green 1932) and Moore's (1993)
Columbia and Richland County: A South Carolina
Community. This synopsis will oniy ]arieﬂy cover the
major historic influences on the region.

While the coastal region has received much of
the historical research, the interior of the state is equaﬂy
interesting. Althougl'i Carolina was settled }oy the
Englis]n as a small cog in the mercantile system, the
early economy was based more on Indian ‘I:rade, '
ra.ncin'ng, subsistence agriculture, and the harvesting of
forest prociucts — all forms of ruclimentary piuncier —
than on the procluction of raw materials so essential to
the wealth and power of Englancl. By 1700, on.iy 20~
years _a{ter the fou.ncling of Chatles Towne, the traciing
post at the Congarees (Congaree Creck near Columl)ia);
was Weli established (sce Michie nd) This post was o_ii .

the patl-i from Chaxleston to Keowee, the capitai of the L
Cherokee Nation, while other pa’cl_'ls lead from the _
.- Congarees to the Creek and Catawba nations. It was = -
this pattern of Indian-White relations Which.ie_ad tothe
death of six out of every sevén Native Americans aiohg T

the South Carolma coast.-

Ti-ie Yemassee Wa.r (1715 1716) resuiteci -

E 'many of ’ci‘ie Native American groups in South Ca.toima e
_ iaelng ‘either destroyecl ensiaves, or clnven out of the SIS
) region. After the de{:eat of - tine_z Indian tllreat the -
) Generéi-Assembly openeci 'Iﬁ:dian ia',nc].s to settiemeijlt'
~ and in 1718 Fort Congaree was cstablished at the
'Congarees o protect settlers in the: region. Forl: :
- Congaree was a]aancionec]. and later repiaced ljy Fort
Granby, further to the north. The project area, however,
- wag far from safe, a.pparen’cly ]Jemg paxt of the unclm&e& '

Cl'ieroieee and Ca’cawi:a lluntlng grouncl

When South and North Caroima were chvicleci-
in the ea.rly 1700s there wete no interior settlements. In
1730 George II ordered that eleven townships be
established in the back country to promote settlement. )
Within each townsl'lip, a town would be drawn up
fronting the river and each settler would receive a town
lot and 50 acres of planta’cion lands for each iamiiy
member. Two of these townships, Amelia and Saxe
Gotiia, are south and west of Columbia and a tiﬁrd,
Freciericizslmrg was Jocated to the east, in the Camden
area, By the late 1730s settlers were moving into the
area between the Wateree and Congaree rivers. These )
first settlers included not oniy South Carolinians from
the coastal region, but also individuals from
Pennsyivania, Maryianci, and Virginia. Neverti'ieiess,
DeBrahm's Map of South Carolina and a Part o]( Georgia
from 1757 shows northern Richland County as

17
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uncharted — and lilzely very sparsely
settled. Even as late as 1773, Iarnes Cook
shows little activity in this region on his

Map of the Province of South Caralina.

Settlement in the region was
largely spurrec]. ]oy the Indian attacks on
Scotch-Irish settlements in Pennsylvania
and Virginia during the French and Indian
Waz. A wave of immigration flooded the
Wateree region with the defeat of Braddock

in Vlrglma in 1755 { 11p1'lan’c 1964 125)

The Amencan Revolutlon had
- little impact on the project area. Although
o -Camd_en to the west fell to the British in-
1780, a slzlrnush at Fort G.ranl)y. to the
* south in 1781 was won by the Americans,
who took poss'e‘s.sion'o{ the fort. Additional
- '_slairmishes were also £ougl1t at- Pri_clay's
. Ferry -and Juniper Spring in nearby N
 Lexington County (Lipscomb 1991): It '

scems that most of the region's farmers

B , v 2 A
-V ;E,; e

were suppor’cw& of the patriot forces. By ._ F‘lgure 6 Aportlon of Mills' Atfas sl‘lOW'll‘,lg tl’le Pm]ect are; a]nou’c 1826

_ 1'282 the Bni:lsli had }Jeen &Jrcecl out of )
. the upcountry : '

Richland District is one__of seven districts or

" counties which were taken from the Camden District

(originally formed in 1768)._Crea.tec1 in 1785 Richland -

© was the result of increased interior population and

c].ema.ncl {OL’ local government. Because O{ Columl)ia's -

central location, it became the state capital in 1786,
although it wasn't until the promotion of the cotton gin
in the 1790s that cotton became the economic
backhone of the region. Mills (1972 [1826):697)

‘remarked that "everytlling is neglectecl for the culture of -

cotton," likely because of the rich lands around the new
Capital yielded upwarcls of 500 Pouncls of cotton per
acre. Mills' 1825 Atls shows the gradual increase in
plan"tations spreacling out around Columbia, although
the project area continues to shown as unsettled (Figure
6). To the southeast of the project, however, is Watkins
Mill, east of what would eventuaﬂy become SC 555 and

Killians.

The clepemlence on cotton resulted in the
failure to cliversi£y crops and establish any meaning{‘ul

18

”ihclﬁé:tr}.(eséeAdams'ancl-Trinkley-iwz for o discussion. -

of the Columbia Canal and Trinkley 1993 for a
discussion of the Palmetto Foundty). Tt also resulted in"-

" the number of Aﬁ-ican'Américdn slaves increasing from

1,461 in 1790 {when there were 2,479 white residents)’
to 3,168 in 1800 (at which time there were only 2,929
whites in the county). Thm &1spar11:y of popula'hon :
continued until 1920 (see F1gure 7).

Just as the area saw little activity cluring the
American Revolu’cion, the Civil Wax made little impact
in the northern Richland County area. In fact, it is
li}eely that the greatest action was seeri at the end of the
war in 1865, when General William T. Sherman
marched toward Columbia rather than Charleston as
was expected. Sherman crossed the Saluda River, north
of Columbia, and moved into the land hetween the
Saluda and Broad rivers. Part of his force (the 20th
Corps) moved on into Fairfield County, while another
group turned east and entered Columl)ia, crossinlg the
Broad River near the present crossing of Broad River

Road and 1-126. The 17th Corps, upon leaving
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By this time Killian
was mapped as a post o{-[-ice,
although Neuffer reports that
Killian was “named for a JEamily
who lived . . .in . . . a great
mansion across the railroad”
(Neuffer  1981:9). Moore
(1993:186) also suggests that
Killian's was a training or paxade )
groun'cl fqr Confederate troops.
Neverl:heless, theie is no
mention of the. pla.ntati.on or

0 — S |' T
¢ ) ."Date

Whlte . ——

- 1790 1820 184D 1860 - 1880 -

- F1gure T Wl-ute and lalacla popula’clon cl'la.nge in R.wllland County

any spemal comtnissary stores in

1900 1920  1940] - this area.

_ Tlle “ . immt.adi-a..te .
. postbellum period was difficult:

black and white alilge.‘ Theloss

Columlna, fouowed the route of wlla.’c is f:oclay SC 555
north " to Winnsboro, - while another wing - moved -
northward fur’che_r to the east. There are no spec1£1c" -
comments concerning the Killian: area, although it'is .

clear that considerable activity too]z place n the vicinity.

One account remarks that

. on the 20t}1 the command moved

- without - oppos:ition- " to. Dake o
[Ridgeway] Station, seventeen miles
north of the city [Columlaia]. Details
were engaged - im J.estroying the
railroad up to this point, and on the
foﬂowing morning one Lrigacle from
each division was detached to move
along' and thoroughly destroy the
railroad {OR'98, pp. 379-380).

While another explains that the general vicinity was
"high and roHing, with occasional outcroppings of the

granite JEorma’t:io.n, 2 more fertile region and better -

cultivated than any passed over in South Carolina” (OR
08, p. 188). Yet another account remarked, “the
country on our route to-&ay was a rich one, and fora.ge
and supplies were plentiful. The soil was a goocl, rich
loam, with subscil of yeﬂow or red clay" (CR 98 p.
687).

of prdpert'y and' life, tl'le'neaf
: total destruction ~of
transportatmn networlzs ‘and 1nc1us’cna.1 facxll’ues, :

combined with the collapse of tra.(lﬂ:lonal £1nanc1ng and o
slave Ial)or, created a sﬂ:uatmn of exceptlonal misery. .
“The Union failed to follow. through on provisions to
“ensure the safety, educa’non, and self- sufﬁcuency of its

new black citizens and the South sougl'lt measures to re-
establish the old oxder. Contracts, and eventuauy 'l:he ._
Black Codes, created sometl-ung a.pproaclnng a new
JEorm of slavery.’

. By 1880 there were 21 grist mills, four

foundries, 12 lumber mills, and 17 turpentine mills in .

Richland County capitalized. at just under half a million _
dollars. These industrial activities were large]y small

operations — only one of the grist mius, for example,
was a merchan‘l: mill. The rest were scattered around the
county and grouncl corn inte meal for immediate
neigh]:orhooc[ wants, operating one or two clays a week.
Agricultural activities were little more focused. The
county boasted only one sower, 50 reapers, and three
sulky plows, although there were over 2,200 guano

K distributors and nearly 750 harrows. The vast majority

of agricul’cural activities were still conducted lay hand,
with over 85% of the labor supplie& l:y Llaqks. There
were 1,540 white owned farms operated by blacks, and
the wage system (with daily wages ranging from 30¢ to
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i0 1000 2000

this time Killian is a
small railroad
community. Moore
- comments that one lny—
proctuct of the -
post]:-eﬂum dissolution of
large Plantations was

“the creation of village
life” (Moore 1993:210).
There were a number of

small rail town which -
offices similar to Kiﬂ'ian,
- just north of Killian.

f. .estalatisllecl at laast tny
_ttle early nineteenth. -

» -
Q‘//
=7

TT3000 4000 . 5000 _century most of the.
! settlements;w_ere situated

' _along the :ma]'or. rd_aa- )

" SCALE IN FEET:

‘oreeks . and streams -+

T 80¢) and_share catoppi-ng' afere both equally usre._c_l... Like

" elsewhere in South Carolina the white owners reported

their laborers 1o be in'e{'fiéient. Infact, it was suggested
that, "the large tracts of land now owned lay a few

proprietors should _]J'e sold to working white men in’
small areas, _instead of laaing rented to colored tenants; )

 who injure it.]ay bad cultivation" (T he News and Courier
1880:n.p.) - It was figurecl that each pouncl of cotton

cost about 8¢ to produce (or‘a.t)out $40 per ljale) ' with

T2% of that cost oécurﬁng cturing ttle raising ot the

cotton.

By 1901'com wag p]antect on almost as many
acres as cotton (30,399 acres compared to 35,182 acres
of cotton). Inctustry Was more common, inclucl:ing brick
works, lumber mills, quarries, anct, most importantly,
cotton mills. In fact, the Olympia Mill was the largest
cotton mill under one roof in the world with 10 acres of
floor space, 100,000 spindles and 2,250 looms (State
Department of Agriculture, Commerce, and
Immigration 1907:560).

One of the earliest detailed maps of the region
is the 1935 topograptlic map shown in Figure 8. By
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Figure 8. Portion of the 1035 Killian 15 topograplaic map showing the projact area.

which offered - limited

o transportatipn tlotential. Only one structure is shown in . . =
_ the project area at the l'xigl'_lest _riclge ad]'acent 'to_ S-62.
By 1939 this structire is now longer shown (Figure 9).

. Ttxe QOreat Depression of the 19305 .'wa..s' ]

) 'pe'rhaps a less .Jisruptive 1 ttxé Columbia ar_ea than

many other plac_es. Loften (1977) suggests that the
diversified industrial base of Columbia, com]:i_ned'ﬁdttx h

its strong protessional orientation tlelpecl buffer it {;om s

the clepres'sion's effects. More to the point, outside ttxa '
city agriculture was already g0 ctepressect that there were
no at:rupt cllanges in the tarming community — many
farm laborers were alreacly out of work or were

margina.uy surviving. The number of farms in Richland

"County was declining during the fixst quarter of the

twentieth century (from 2,927 in 1900 to 2,748 in
1910). Although a cl‘tange in the method of calculating
farm units increased the number to 3,889 in 1920, ttle
number again steadily declined to 2,787 in 1930 and
2,428 in 1940. Just as the number of farms declined,
90 too did the acres in farms, from a high of 238,193
in 1900 to 191,430 in 1930. Most telling, tlowever,
was the decline in farm values. In 1920 the average

{arm value for Richland County was $5,575 or ahout

also - '_servecl as post . ;
such as Stlarp’.s, located .

.Following the patte.rﬁ-; PR

7 . networlz, not aton;g the.
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. '.,u;::,!.- Pro]ect Area i -'

7
7;’1‘%!

County shomng the pIO]ect area.

$54.11/acre. Wltlun .10.yéa.ré.é]:ip1.;’c half of this #vgrage =

 value was lost — in 1930 the average value was

caleulated: at $2,852. Wl'lil_e the average va_lﬁe held
steady between 1930 and 19450 the value. per acre
continued to slip — from nearl y $42 in 1930 to only '
about 3’[533 in 1940. '

This cl-léngé gxaclua]ly continued over the next
forty years so that in 1980 there were only 382 farms
listed for Richland County, with an associated clecllne in
farm size. Rgplacmg agriculture in Richland County was
an increased clepen&ence on industrial and governmental
activities. While the county was largely urban even as
early as 1920, when 51.3% of the population lived in
urban areas, this increased to 61.6% in 1940.
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METHODS

Archaéolog’ical Fielcl Methods

The initially proposecl field techniques involved

~ the placement of shovel tests at 100 foot intervals aiong
. transects spaced 100 feet apart. All soil woult_i be
screened through % inch mesh, with - each test

) numbered sgquentially ]:ny transéct. Each test would -

- measure about 1 foot squere and would normally be

~ " taken to a depth of at least 2.5 feet or until clay subsoil -
" -was’ encounteretl "All cultural remains- would ]Je o
collected, except for mortar, ‘and ]31-1012 w}uch would be
quan’cltatwely noted in the field ancl cllscardecl Notes )
would be mamtamecl for proﬁles a'l: any". s1teS' L

encounterecl

Shouicl s1tes (&efmecl Ly the presence of two or.

more artifacts {rom either surface SUrvey or shovel tests

" within a 25 feet area) . be identified, further tests would
" be used to obtain data on site }Jounclanes, artifact

- quan{:lt‘y ancl c].wermty, site integrity, and 'I:emporal B

affiliation. These tests would be Placecl at 25 to-50 feet

' m‘l:ervals in a snnple cruc:form pattern until two

" consecutive negative shovel tests were encountered The—.
: in£orm_ation'requirec1 for complé'ti_on of S_ou’cl'l Carolina

' Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology site forms -

would be collected and phofographs Woulcl be taken, if

warranted in the opinion of the field investigators..

A series of 25 transects were established -

running due south from the northern ]::oundary of the
survey parcel (S-55) and numbered from west to east.
In order to éompletely survey the western edge of the
tract, a series of short transects were run west off

Transect 1 (Figure 10). Asa result of this worlz, a total
of 469 shovel tests were excavated during this survey.

The field investigation identified extensive
logging impacts to the survey tract. Much of the ri&ge
was covered logging debris such as stumps, logs, and
limbs which had been raked into piles (Figure 11).
There were also a number of open areas, perl’laps old
logging decks, where there was evidence of rutting, pusl‘z

piles, and extensive erosion (Figure 12). In these open
areas clay was often exposecl on the surface and there
were numerous gullies, often 0.5 to 1.0 foot in depth.

) Even in areas where there appeared to goo& grqund,

cover we found trees “petlest‘ale&" upwards of a .foot_- .

above the surrounding - ground level (Figufe 13),
' in_&icative of extensive soil _loss 'I:l'xi’oughou'lz the tract. .

_ -SLOvé_l tests in the ‘survey area revealed the
extent of 9011 loss. We {found some areas, such as on
Transect 1, on the western Slope, wllere the soil proflles

: were close to typlcal for: Fuquay 50115, reveallng 0.6 foo’c IR
of grayisl'_l brown (2 5YR5/2) sandy Ap horizon 5011_"' N
bverlymg upWaItls of 2.5 feet of llgh'l: yellowish brown .

(10YR6/4). sand ]:uefore a clay loam B llonzon was

encountere& I many places, however, the Ap hortzon’

. was reduced to-as little as 0 2 fool or was “entirely .

al)sent, with the A2 honzon of hgh’c yellomsh ]arown soil

exposed at the surface. As we' moved to the center of
. the ndge we found tl-la.t the Ap horizon was almost SRR
always absent, with the A2, horizon dramatically reduced - . .

in depth often no more than 0.8 £oot overly'mg the‘ *

yellowish-brown (IO.YR.SK)).SE*D&Y clay loam subsoil Tt

is llleely that this erosion laegan during early twentieth _
century cultivation and was exacerl)atecl }}y loggmg over

‘the past several cIecacles

At t}le_ soutl'lern eclge of the survey tract we
identified some areas of Herndon soil, consisting of
about 0.1 foot of dark grayish brown (10YR4/2) silt
loam overlying about 0.4 foot of very pale brown
(10YR7/4) loam. Below this was ty'picauy a brownish
yellow (10YR6/6) silt loam to a depth of about 1.1 foot
at which point a strong brown (7.5YRE/8) sil‘ty clay was

encounterecl.

At the eastern edge of the survey tract, in the
vicinity of the intermittent drainage, we encountered a
few areas of Nason soils. In these areas the typical soil
profile was about 0.3 foot of grayish brown (10YR5/2)
silt loam over a light yellowish brown (10YR6/4) silt

loam. Excavations were terminated at a cleptl') ranging
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SCALE IN FEET

Figure 10. Portion of the Blythewood 7.5' USGS topographic map showing the project area and transects.
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for the stuc}.y area.

GPS accuracy
is generaliy affected by a
number of sources of
potential error, inclu&ing
errors  with  satellite
cloclzs, multipa’ching,
and selective availalaility._
Satellite clock errors can
occur when the satellite's
cloclz is off ]:'y as little as
a millisecond, or when a _ '
slightly-asleew orhit" -
results in a _clis’cance -
| error. ' Multipathing
occurs when the Slgnal
bounces off trees,

.chamlmle fences, or

: Figuré_ 11. Logging debris in the survey a;:ea. S _ bodies of  water. '.,.’
o ' C - T Multlpatl'lmg prol)aljly'
from 0.7 and 1.2 feet when a reddish yellow (5YR6/8) - ocenrred occasionally

: silty' clay suhsoil was encountered. c{unng 'I:hls survey,’ ]:u’c we a.ttemp’cer}. to reduce. the_. .
- C prol)lem lay talzmg rea&mgs in ‘areas of rmmmal
Site locations were identified using a Global vegetation. The source of most extr_eme GPS errors is
Positioning System for the recordation of the UTMs. selective availability (SA), the deliberate mistiming of
Tlle GPS positions were satellite signals ]Jy the Department of_De{ense. This

taken with a Garmin
GPS 12XL rover and a
Garmin GBR 21
Beacon Receiver. The
Garmin 12XL tracks up
to twelve satellites, each
with a separate channel

that s continuously
Leing read. The benefit
of parallei channel
receivers 18 their
improvecl sensitivity and
al)ility to obtain and
hold a satellite lock in
difficult situations, such
as in forests or urban
envircnments where
signal obstruction is a
£requent pro!alem. This

was a vital consideration

Flgure 12 Clearecl area showmg erosion Ell’ld PL‘lSl’l Plles.
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degradation results in horizontal errors of up to 100 m
05% of the time, althouglj the error may be as much as
300 m. However, SA had been turned off lay the DOD
and we discovered that 3D" and DGPS were identical.

Arcllitec;fmxal Survev

Atthe present time we do not know the type_of
developmen{: which m.iglat, Ltltimately, take place on the_

survey tract. An existing industrial plant, situated on-

sites, structures, and objects which appearecl to have
been constructed before 1950. Typical of such projects,
this survey recorded only those which “have laept their
integrity” (Anonymous n.d.:4}.

For each identified resource a Statewide

Survey Site Form was comple’ce& and at least two
representative photographs. were taken. Permanent
control numbers were assignecl }Jy the Survey Staff of
the S.C. Department of Archives and History at the
conclusion Q{ the study. -

£t £ IALEEHAN

T S

xtent of sheet erosion.

The Si’ce'_Forms {pr 'I:l’le_ :
resources _
during this study have:
been submitted to the

A.tcl'lives and History.

The survey. was

county . ‘or - state

APE.  These roads -
- northern la_ouhclary ‘of .
'tl_-xe survey tract), -S.
1325 {o the néﬂ;h, a_n'cl ;
several county roads.

. ‘The..r laablzgrouncl

research -on individual -

R PN

properties was more

Figure 13. Tree "pecies’caied" in survey ared, 'sho'wing e

the east side of [-77 at Killian Road presents a low‘

profile which cannot be seen more than about 0.2 mile
away. Nevertheless, - we op’cec]. to explore an area of
potential effect (APE) 1.0 mile in diameter around the
survey site, auowing a safety margin for whatever type of
facili‘cy might elect to locate at this location.

The architectural survey recorded }Juilclings,

A hasie requirement for GPS position accuracy is
havi.ng a lock on at least four satellites, which places the
receiver in 3D mode. This is eribical — as an example,
positions calculated with less than four satellites can have

Lorizontal errors in excess of a mile, or over 1,600 m.
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limited than is the case - .
on county-wicle local
l'ristory surveys. We collected all of the information -
reac].ily available to us in the field. In other wor&s', wl'lexje
we found residents wiﬂing to discuss their property, we
took aclvanf:age of this to collect additional information.
We did not, llowever, pursue individuals who were nat at
home, attempt to make contact with others in the area,
or aggressively seel out property cwners. We did not
conduct deed research, nor did we search newspaper
archives for property-speci{ic citations.

Site Evaluation

Archaeological sites will be evaluated for
further work based on the eligil)ilit-y criteria for the
National Register of Historic Places. Chicora

identified -
8.C." 'Department of :

: conciucteri }:_:y driving the . B .‘ -
Pul:hc roads (ty‘pwaﬂy L

' secondary roads) in thé"'..'._- L

included S-55 (st the - ©




METHODS

Foundation onIy provicles an opinion of National
Register eligilvili{:y and the final determination is made

By the lead federal agency, in consultation with the .

State Historic Preservation Officer at the SoutL
Cazolina Department of Axchives and History.

The eriteria for eligi]:)ility to the National
Register of Historic Places is described by 36CFR60.4,
which states:

the quality. of significance in
American history, arclli'l:ecfure, -
" archaeology, engineering, and
culture is present in- districts, sites,
',[:mlchngs, structures, and o]:jects
that possess integrity o{: locatlon, .'
] clemgn, : se’ctr_ng, rnatenals,_
) worlemansh1p, __feeling, ' '-'_ancl-
associatioi; and ' i

a.:that are associated with-events
‘that have macle'
) contnfoutlon to the ]Jroacl pa’d:erns

mgmfmant o

o£ our lns'l'ory, or .

]3. tl'iat are associ.ate._cl with.tlie lives o
of-persons signiﬁcai}t_ in.our past;
or ' S

c. that _embody the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period, or
method of constriction or that
represent the work of a master, or
that possess high artistic values, or
that represent ‘a significant and
clisf:inguishal:)]e - entity whase
components may lack individual
distinction; or

d. that haVe yielded, or may lje
lilaely to yielcl, information

important in prehistory or history.

National Register Bulletin 30 (Townsend et al.
1G93) provicles an e_valuative process that contains five
steps for forrning a clearly defined explicit rationale for
either the site's eligibility or lack of eligiLi[i‘cy. Brieﬂy,

these steps are:

® identification of the site’s data sets
or categories of archaeological
information such as ceramics, lithics,
subsistence retnains, architectural

remains, or sub-surface features;

» identification of the historic
context’ applica]:le to the site,
provi&iﬁg a framework for the

evaluative process;.

w jdéntification of the important o
research questions the site rmgllt be
able to aclclress, gdiven the c]ata sets
' ancl the context o

o e\/alua{ion ~of - the site's
: archaeologmal integrity to 'ensure
that the data- sets. were sufﬁclentl
well preservecI to adclress the researcil

' queshons, an&

L iclentification of irhpor’cant research-
- gquestions among aﬂ of those which
= m1gl-1t lne aslzec{ and answered at ’c['le ’

o .sﬂ:e

TIHS a.pproach O£ course, }lﬂS 13861‘1 clevelopecl

Vfor use Joeumentmg ehgﬂ:nllf:y of sites Lelng actually

nominated to the National Reg1ster of Historic Places
where the evaluatwe process must stand alone, with -
relativély Ii’ctle reference to other documentation and
where ’cy'picaﬂy only one site is Leing considered. As a
result, some aspects of the evaluative process have been
summarizecl, but we have tried to focus om each
archaeological site’s ability to address significant
research topics within the context of its available data
sets.

For architectural sites the evaluative process was
somewhat different. Given the relative]y lirnited
architectural data available for most of the properties,
we have focused on evaluating these sites using National
Register Criterion C, focusing on the site’s “distinctive
characteristics.” Key to this concept is the issue of
integrity. This means that the property needs to have
retained, essentiaﬂy intact, its physical iclentity from the
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historic perio&.

Particular attention would be given io the
integrity of ciesign, worl?mansl'iip, and materials. Design
includes the organization of space, proportion, scale,
tectmology, ornamentation, and materials. As National
Register Bulletin 36 observes, “Recognizability of a
property,. or the alnlﬂ‘y of a property to convey its
sigﬁiticance, &epencts iargeiy upon the &egree to which
the design of the property is intact” (Townsend et al.

. 1993:18). Workmanship. is evidence of the artisan’s

labor and skill and can apply to either the entire

property or to specitic features of t;tie property. Finall .
matenals — ttie ptiysmal items useci. on and in the

property — ‘are “of paramount importance under.

Criterion C” (Townsend et al. 1993:19). Integrity here .

is reflected Ly maintenance ot the ongmal ma.tenal and
avou:tance of replacement materlals

o Lal)oratOrv Analvsis

The cieaning and .analysis_ of artifacts was

 conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Foundation -
laboratories. Ttiese_matenals 1’1aVE been catalogueci an& o
accessioned for. curation at ttx_e_. South Carolina’

. Institute of Arcliaeology a_nd Anthropology, the closest
reglonal répos1toty The site forms for the identified
arci‘iaeoiogwal sites have been filed" with the South
Carolina Instltute of A.rctiaeology and Anthropology

* Tield notes and photographlc matenais have been
prepared for curation. using archival standards and will -
be transferred to that agency as soom as the project is

compiete

The primary raw material identified in the
lithic collections was quartz, which was usua_iiy a
transhicent white, but occasionauy yellowisti—larown, or
nearly clear (quartz crystal). This material is found
tln:oughout the Carolina Piedmont and migtlt have been
obtained from either veins or as cobbles in Piedmont
river graveis.

Most of the remaining material may be
classified  as metavolcanic, meaning par’ciaﬂy
metamorpl'lose& volcanic rocks. This rm'gtit include flow
banded riiyoiite, porphyritic rhyolite, p]a.in rhyolite,
teisic tuf‘f, Welde& vitrie tutt or breceia tuff. These are,
like the quartz, materials which are fairly common in
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the Piedmont and considered local.

Another material was chert, which represents

a extralocal raw material, liizely coming from the

Coastai Piain.

De]aitage categories might include primary
(&e{'lnect as flakes with 90% or more cortex), secondary
(cletined as l'laving less than 90% cortex), or iriterior.
(detined as tlaving no cortex). These categories, widely
used, are briefly explained by Yohe (1996:54-56; for

" further 1ntormatlon see Blanton et al. 1986 or Oiwer' L

gtﬂ 1986)
Sl’iatter is o{ten cailecl ciqunks ]Jy other.

' researchers. Either term is typmaﬂy appileci to angular®
pieces of Je]ntage of various sizes. They lack observable .

strikmg pia.tforms, dorsal and ventral iaces, or other,'_.__

characteristics of flakes. These items are of'ten, altliougii e

not always iaiocls:y a.n& angular Shatter is ttlougiqt to : -

have ]Jeen proclucecl in greatest numbers in ttie very -

) earl1est stagdes ot tool proctuctmn

: Points, also called tiatl:ed initaoes_ijy sothe, are

._‘.symme’tricai, 'pointécl ln_ita.ces which alré modified for ’
liatl:ing.-Ttie diagnostic.litl'iic' remains were compared to.
E pui:iishe& _typologicai &eéoriptions for the various -
" projectile points such as Coe (1952, 1964), Oliver

(1981), and South (1959). Items which can not be
seoufely identified because of aamage or which lack the
often definitive basal sections are classified sumpiy ag '
bifaces. ' )

At this survey 1evel_tools are defined very

. simpiy, I)eing placetl in broad morphoiogical categories.

Our ialaoratory methoc].s, for exa.mpie, define a biface as
an artifact with flakes removed on both sides (not '
distinguishing between pretorms, ea.rly stage reductions,
and so torttl); a core is a piece of raw material from
which flakes have been removed; an end scraper is a
blade tool with at least one convex end which exhihits a
steep angie; a used flake is a cin'p of stone that was used
as a tool, exlli]:iting ectge ctamage or wear; and a side
soraper is a flake tool in which one of the long eciges was
retouched to serve as the scraping eclge. These
definitions generaily follow those provic].ed i)y Yohe
(1996).




RESULTS OF SURVEY

Introduction

The cultural resources identified J.uring the N
intensive survey of the 100 acre portion of the Kaiser
tract include three atelaaeologlcal sites, as well as.a .

fourth site 1mmec11ately outsuie the survey Lounclarles

. (F1gure 14‘)

A]l four O£ these IESOHICEB are recommenclec]. as

1ne11g11)1e for the Nahonal Regls'l:er In each case the

resources are heav:ly clmturlaecl Ly loggmg wr.tli evidence . -
" of extensive erosion, ruttlng, and/for bul Hozmg of push -

. : _plles At all but one site shqvel testing fadec_l te 1<1e1_'11:1{'y X

: aﬁy materials which weren 't on the sur£ace ‘These sites

o _.‘_:'_'are judged to be far too disturbed. to’ enable tl'lem to_
e adclxess slgmﬁcant researcl-x questlons :

A.lso 1rlen’c1£1ecl ‘are . tl‘lIEE lnstonc 'tesouices,

) 1ncluc11ng “two structures an& a cemetery. The- o -
_structures are recommendecl not ellgllal ]oase(l on

extensive alterations resulting in a loss of integrity. The

third resource is .a llistoric cemetery, which s

recommended poten‘cially eligible. It requires additional

. historic reséarch in order to make a determination.

: Nevertheless, none of these sites is 111=ee1y to be affected .
o ]Jy the Proposecl unclertakmg, gwen their dlstance {:rorn; i

the survey tract.

_ Slte SSRDII()Q

Slte 38RD1169 is a prehlstonc 11":1110 scatter'

.‘ measunng 200 feet north-south’ by 100 feet east-west, __: : 3

yielding -2n occupation area of about 20,000 feet? -

- (Figure'15). The site is located around a north-gouth” -

- logging road about, 1,0000 feet south of 5-52 in the o
center of the. survey area. The central UTM coorclmateé A
- are N37764!50 E502698 (NADZY datum) a.n& the. -

olevation s aljout 350 feet - al)ove mean - sea level

(A_MSL) on'a W?S# fagmg _nclge nose or s:cle slope

The s1te was 1n1t1a11y

. 1denhflec]. by surlace - finds

NE=not eligible; PE = potentially eligible

. L Ta]ale 1. : walking the logging road. They
Cultural Resources, Iclen’clﬁecl in ’che Survey Tract ancl APH ' appearec{ to be associated witha - -
large opening or cleanng, which . _
. Archaeologlcal Sites perl-na.ps functioned as a loggm_g '
: deck. This area was largely:
Site Component Size Axtifact #. Eligibility devoid of vegetation and iia.i
38RD1169 lithic scatter 20,000 fy2 30 NE subsoil was widely exposed.
38RD1170 prehistoric/historic 600 f2 9 NE Push piles of logglng debris and
38RD1171 lithic scatter 600 fr2 10 NE 1 L d 1'1 -
38RD1172 prehistorighistoric 5,400 ft2 10. NE sol's were observed at fhe
eastern ec].ge of the site and off -
Historic Reéources the site to the south. Shovel
testing on adjacent transects 3
Resource Name Construct. Date Elisihility and 4 failed to iclenti{-y any
0474731 ca. 1930 NE subsurface remains.
04774732 ca. 1930 NE
0474733 Killian Baptist Cemetery ca. 1870 PE A series of 12

additional shovel tests were
excavated in a

cmciform

pattern at 25-foot intervals
across the site in an effort to
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Figure 14 Sites identified in the survey area.
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Figure 15. Sketch map and shovel test profile for 38RD1169.
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recover artifacts from intact site areas. Shovel Test 9 on
Transect 3 was selected as the location from which to
conduct this additional testing. The tests to the north
and east crossed the open area in which surface
materials were first found. These tests revealed a
yellowish brown (10YR5/6) sam:ly clay exposed at the
surface and excavations were carried only a})out 0.2 foot
into this firm clay subsoil. While sheet exosion was not
clearly olaserved, there were alsq a few guuies, with loss
of soil to depths ranging from 0.3 to 0.6 foot. The tests
to the west and south extended into loggecl forest and we

: hopetl that some remnant site mlgln’c be found in these E
" less disturbed ‘areas. We found the soil profiles. to
consist of ‘ahout 0.3 foot of llght yellomsl‘x browm -
(10YR6/4) sand ovexlymg the same yellowish brown

sancly clay or loa,my cla.jr observed e'lsewl-lere on the site.
 These profﬂes ate consistent with Fuquay soils a_nd théy

" reveal that the A “or Ap horizon has been largely . -
' removed from the site and we were OIJservmg only the -
base of the remmant A horizon before encountering © .-

“subsoil.- No matenals were recoverecl "Erom any of the
shovel tests

The artifacts recovered from the suzface as a
" result of an complete gra]: collection mclucle 27 interior
‘quartz flakes and three hiface fragments None of biface

o fragments are &mgnoshc, alfl‘louglrl an earlier sutvey of -

this general area lay Heritage Trust archaeologmts (Iudge
and Rood 1999) recovered a Morrow Mountain

pro]ectde point, indicating a Middle Archaic 'hme—penocl'-
(ca- 5,000 B.C.). Whether the remains from-

38RD1169 can be identified with this Morrow
Mountain occupation is uncertain, altilough Mlddle
* Archaic peoples did frequently use quartz as their
primary raw material.

This site exhibits extensive erosion which. lilee].y
}Jegan during decades of cultivation and culminated in
the most recent logging operations. Much of the site
core exhibits no intact A horizon and the clay subsoil is
exposed. Shovel testing failed to identi{'y any in situ
materials — every’ching from the site has been recovered
in a disturhed surface context. As a result, the site
exhibits virtually no integrity. Moreover, the data sets
present at the site are very limited — comprising only
flakes and }Jifacauy flaked tool J1:1'a.gmen’ts. As a result, it
is unlilzely that this site can address any signiﬂcant
research questions appropriate for Middle Archaic sites
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in the Carolina Sand Hills/Piedmont interface. No
additional management activities are recommended
pen&ing the review and concurrence of the State
Historic Preservation Office.

38RD1170

This site was encountered while walleing a
logging road in an effort to determine the western
Loundary of the survey tract. The site is situated just
outside the survey tract, about 1,500 feet south of S-
52. The central UTM coordiﬁates areN3776264

E502539 (NAD27 datum) and the site is found on a - 
" southwest {acmg nclge nose at an elevation of 325 feet :

AMSL. Surface matenals were IECOVEIEA {rom an area

measuring about 40 feet southwest-northeast by 15 feet:

: northwest—sou‘l:heaéf or about 600 feetz.' '

Prel'ustonc matenals recoverecl {:rom the'

g surface include six interior quartz flakes, one rhyoll’ce
interior ﬂalze, and the basal" portion ofa quartz Palimer ™ -
Corner Notched (Coe 1964 67) cl’laractenzecl I)y a’ ._

" ground base. Also present in. the collectmn is one i -
'. {‘ragment of a aqua bottle glass The Palmer pomt frorn

this site indicates an- Early Archaic occupatmn of about.

- 8,000B.C, while the bottle ﬁagment llleely dates {'rom o

the 'f'u:st half of ti‘le f:wentletl-l century.’

The area exhil)its éxténsive ,erosion,_witl—l guﬂies' o
in the road bed of up'to 1 foot in &ep’cl'l — lil_éely—
Promo’cecl }Jy the 51oping ‘l:opography. A series of nine
shovel tests were excavated at 25 foot intervals in a
cruciform pattern bisecting the surface scatter. Tln_es'et
shovel tests revealed either yellowish brown sancly c]ay at
the surface ot, in the woods out of the road area, a
profile of ahout 0.5 foot of light yellowish brown
(1I0YR6/4) sand overlying the subsoil. Neverl:llele_ss,

none of the shovel tests proc].ucec]. any cultural remains.

The prellistoric data sets at this site are limited
to flakes and a single tool, with no materials coming
from intact soil deposits. There is only one historic data
set — the si.ngle glass container &agment — and it, too,
was recovered from the surface. The gearcity of remains,
couple& with the lack of integrity, suggest that this site
cannot  address signiﬁcant research questions
appropriate for cither Early Archaic or Eariy Twentieth
Century sites. As a result, it is recommended not
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Figare 16. Sketoh map of 38RD.1170.

) p_encling the ‘review and concurrence of the State
Historic Preservation Office.

38RD1171

the south central portion of the survey tract, about 800
feet south of §-52. The site is found on a south £acing
ridge slope at an elevation of about 355 feet. The
central UTM coordinates are N3776525 E503001
(NAD27 datum). The site was first encountered as
surface material as we were Wauzing the 1ogging road,
returning from the completion of Transect 12.
Materials: were himited to the road area itself,
encompassing an area of 40 feet north-south ]Jy 15 feet
east-west. The area is loggecl pine with an understory of
serub hardwoods Leginning to grow up. Like other areas
on the survey tract where there is little or no ground
cover, there was extensive erosion in the road and a cla.y
subsoil was exposecl.

" eligible for inclusion on the National Register and no

additional management activities "are recornmenclecl, i

This site is aisb situated in a logging road in

Tl_le surface materials céﬂeeted' inchide seven =

. interior quafl:z ﬂalees, _ohe _rliyﬁli’ce ini:érior ﬂalee, one

quartz biface Jr.ragrneirﬂ:', and one CoaS_'tal Plain dhei-l:“gn& :
scraper. This last a_trtifact is consistent with the Type I

" specimens identified by Coe (1964:75) from the - .
. Harda.way site in Nor’chCarblina. These are £requen’c1y B
" associated  with Palmer  occupations and an Eardy

Archaic context is not unreasonable. Unfortunately,
none of the otller material at this site is ’cernporauy
cliagnostic.

In an effort to recover in situ material a series
of 12 additional shovel tests were excavated at 25 foot
intervals in the clearing on hoth sides of the road and
the acljacent forested arca. We hoped that materials
migh’c be encountered in less disturbed contexts around
the surface finds. All of the shovel tests, however, were
negative. Like elsewhere on the stuc].y tract, the shovel
tests in the road or immediate road area revealed a loss
of all A horizon soil. As we moved further into the
wooded area on either side of the road the profiles Legan
to reveal at least remnants of the original A2 horizon,
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Figure 17. Sketch map and shovel test profile for 38RD1171.
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yielding about 0.1 to 0.4 foot of light vellowish brown
(L0YR6/4) sand over a yellowish brown sandy clay
subsoil. Excavation into tijie subsoil revealed that this
clay become more firm with cieptil.

In spite of the early tool from this site, the
range of data sets is still very limited and the integrity of
the remains is poor. It appears that the site has been
entirely recieposi’cecl on the surface as a result of either
cultivation or logging. The site is recomine_ncie& not

. eiigiijie for inéiusion on the National Register and no

additional management activities are recommended,

E pen(iing the review and concurrence of  the State

i Historic Preservation Offiee.

38RD11'12

" Site- 38RD1172 is sﬂ:uateci aijout 300 Jr-eet.' o

south oi 38RD1171 on the same 1ogg1ng _roa.ci. I’c is

a]aou’c 1,200 i:eét.soutl'i of 5-52 on the souti-iém e&ge of'-

"—t'h_e surVey,tr.act'_ai'ici is situated on a south fa.cirig side .

- slope at an elevation of 340 feet AMSL.. The central

UTM coor(ima’ces are N3776394! E503039 (NADZY ' E

&a’cum) ;

Tl‘ie sxte was 1n1t1aiiy encountereci in Si’lovel .
Test 11 on Transect 12 as a single quartz interior flake;
' ]Ju_t was hot identified in any of_ the paraliei s_i’iovei tests _'
" on Trapsect 13, 100 feet to t_he.west. A series of 10

" additional shovei tests were excavated off the positive

. shovel test at 25 foot intervals. None of these y1e1<iec1 _

any acicirl:ionai remains.

Similar to site 38RD1169, there is an open
area around the logging road in this area. The 1ogging
debris, lack of vegetation, and general topograpiiy
suggest that this area may have served as a logging deck.
As a result, an examination of the surface in the generai
area was also conducted. It revealed a iigi—fc scatter of
lithics, inciucling two quartz interior {lakes, four ri-iyolite
interior ﬂaiees, one quart biface {ragment, and a
manganese pan_ei bottle fragmeni:. The preilistoric
remains are not ciiégnostic, aitilougii the one historic
artifacts is suggestive of the first half of the twentieth
century.

In an effort to determine if the site extended
iaeyonci the surface scatter, a series of nine additional

shovel tests at 25 foot intervals were excavated off tests
on Transect 13 to the east. One shovel test, 50 feet
south of Shovel Test 10, did yield a single quartz
interior ﬂalze, altiiough none of the additional tests
procluceci either prehistoric or historic remains.

The site dimensions, 1nclud1ng both the
surface scatter and the two positive shovel tests, are
ai)out 90 feet north-south i:y 60 feet east-west.

,In the Jess disturbed areas we iounci sail
profiles consisting of a yellow brown (10YR6/6) silt
loam up to-0.5 foot in depth overdying a browm -
(1.5YR5/8) silty _claj subsoil. The disturbed "areas
i:évea.iecl' multicolored ciays on the surface. This Iﬁrofiie
is siggestive of the Heindon silt loamis reported for this

. ares, a l’cilougii in the site area we are findmg oriiy the

basal- porlzions of the norrnal proflle —'the upper ievel

'4 iiave iJeen erocled awa.y

The &ata se’cs £rom this sii:e are 1n.terest1ng in

- tiriat ti‘iey reveal tile greatest proportion of ri-iyoiite to . _: :

cp.lartz {lakes. Neveri:he]ess, the: Tange of data sets is stiii :

. spamse. In a(it.]cltlon, while we did i&enh{y two si’iovei tests'
- with ari:i{acts.(in each case recovered from the upper 0.3

foot of the soil profile), tiiese_ represent less than 10%

“of _tile shovel tests excavated in thé ared: We do not .

believe that the site exi'ii]ai'l:s either ii_le 'ciiversity of riata__

sets or é.(lequate' site inteéﬁfy_ to allow 'signifiéani: '

. research. qué_stio'né to be addressed. As'a result, we

recommend the site not eiigiiﬂie for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No additional

- management activities are recommended at this site,

pending the review and concurrence of the State
Historic Preservation Office.

Historic Resources

Two structures 50 years or more old were
identified at the edge of the 1.0 mile APE. Structure
0474731 is located at the junction of Killian Road (S-
52) and Wilson Road (U.S. 21). This is a one-story
CTOss gai)ie frame house with a one-story POI‘C].’I on the
front and rigiﬂ: facades supported ]:)y brick piers. The
single windows exhibit Craftsman pane configurations
and the front gable window has a 4/1 configuration.
The decorative braces under the gai:»ie_s also give a
Craftsman “feel” to the structure. To the rear of the
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RESULTS OF SURVEY

replacement of the galjle
window with a modern
sash, and the addition of
decorative Piastic
shutters, with much of
this work dating to-about
1975. The only historic
outbuiicling is a wood
frame garage to the rear. :

The : final_
istoric resource is the__'_ .

Killian Baptist Cemetery”
04744733), which
‘covers about an acre at.
the -end - o{_ Killian
- Baptist Cenﬁétery- Road,
I _oﬁ Killian Road'(s 52)

IR e i Rt AR ‘southwest'of its junction -~ -

" |Figure 19. Structure 0474731, west (front) and south facades looking northeast. =+~ - - with sC ‘555 There are -« -

' T © . about 300 marked
graves datmg from ‘the

house is a historic garage and more recent pump house. last quarter of the nmeteenth century through 1999.
Alterations to: the-ca. 1930 structure include storm The marked graves include a mix of “modern” gratiite .
e w@nclows and an extensive rear wing, added about 1965. dies on bases, as well ‘as a large num_]aer of marble
tabletstones. There are also_ a num])er of fieldstones .in |
Structure 04514.«732 is s1tuatec1 at 9499 the cemetery, suggesting that its origin may predate’

“Wilson Road (U.S. 21), -

- just west of the junction e ST e en T L : T
of Killian Roa& (5-52) e :
and Wilson Road. Tt is a
one-story frame house
with lateral ga]ole roof
built about 1930. Tt has
a one-gtory poxch on the
front and left facac].e.
Original weatherboard
has been covered with
synthetic siding. The
grouped windows exhibit
Craftsman pane
configurations, although
other Potential
Craftsman s‘l:yle features
have been covered ]:ny the
si&ing. Other alterations

include storm windows

and doors, the |Figure 20. Structure 0474732, east (front) and south facades looking northwest.
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In the case of the two
stancling structures, ’clley
are situated so far to the
west, at the very eclge of
the 1.0 mile APE that
development will lilzely
not be 'noticealnle. In
acldi'l:ion, their current

- setting 'i_s _ alreacly
cbmpromisec]. ]Jyr mixed .
commexcial cle_{re]opmen’c
“and the.p_résence pf a -

Ctrailer park to  the.
southwest. The cemetery. .
is likewise at the edg'e of - Lo
‘the 1.0. mile APE-and. "
anotl-xex' - indusi_;rial o

- development .is -si‘_tuated

A —— . - _ e T : I -Letween “the demetéry.
F‘igure 21: Ge:ie_ral view of site 0474233,-Kiuian Bépt_ist Cemetei’y, lodlaing south. U " and tl_'le_Ké.ise;r tract.

1870. Also present are a number of unusﬁal_unélaze& -
recl, tiles used as markers. There is one wdocl marker still
extant, several concrete markers ‘with e;\ricl_ence"' of
wl—xi’cewash.jng," as well as a number Qf urjiqué specimeﬁs,
such as an iron scroﬂworlz_fmar}eér. In -aclc].itio_n to
individual graves, there are family plots exhibiting
coping. Individual graves are occasionally delimited 1)y B
brick or other edg_ing, while a number of fa,mily plo'l:s
contain white gra.vel. [t is li}eely that there are also a
large number of unmarked graves, laasec_l on the roﬂing
topograplly and sunken areas. The cemetery is well
maintained and surrounded loy a miodern chain link
fence. The 1935 Killian topographic map reveals the
existence of the Crane Creek Church imme&iately west
of this cemetery, although it is no longer extant.

The two standing structures, 0474731 and
0474732, are hoth recommended not eligil:le bhased on
their alterations and lack of integrity. The cemetery,
04747733, is recommended potentially eligible (pending
additional historic researcl'l) under Criterion C, because
of its distinctive pl'lysical characteristics of design
representative of rural Southern church cemeteries.

We do not, however, believe that any of these
sites will be affected i:)y clevelopment of the Kaiser tract.
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CONCLUSIONS

| This stucly involved the examination of a 100 -
acre tract situated west of [.77 and south of S-52 in the
vicinity of Killian in northern Richland County, South _

Carolina.- The tract, situated on a lngll nclge
cverlool'ung Roberts Creck to the west ancl. Crane Creek

to the south, is situated in an area consisting of mv_:ecl

residential neigh})orhoocls and inclustrial-ctevelopment.

While the entire Kaiser site includes much bottomland :
and Steeply sloplng topography, only the rela.’cwely level :

rlclge top, most’ suitable for development activities, is

included in this study This research conductecl for the
Central Carolina- Economic Development Alhance, .
prom&es results of i:l1e cultural resources mvestlgatlon )

_ ancl is intended to ass1st that orgamzatlon comply Wl’ch
theu: hlstonc preservahon responsﬁnhhes :

) _' Historic research reveals tha‘c tl'lis portion o{: )
Richland County was sparsely settled in the eighteenth -

. century é_ncl that ]J_y'tlrie nineteeni_:hceﬁtﬁry it 'was lileely
part of a Plantation foqt_tsing on cotton monoculture. It

is 1_ilze1y auriné thi_s péri.o:d_tl'lat soils in the stu'dy.tract S

Legan -experiencing significanf erosion. Tweritietli
‘century maps revea| only one potentlal lnstorlc site on
{:he survey tract. T}us site, present i in 1935 was gone by

| - 1939. Al’chough occasional ,l'ustonc artifacts were found

on the tract, no archaeological evidence of this-ppsite&
- structure  was  encountered cluring the field
investigations.

The area has heen exl:ensive}.y 1oggecl about two
years ago and toclay the uplan& area is vegetated in serub
hardwoods. Still in evidenc_e are Piles of logging debris,
push piles, and considerable downed timber. On the
slopes there is still a mixed pine and hardwood mesic
forest, althougll logging was conducted in some areas
even on the s}opes. A series of logging roads is found in
the stucly tract and there is abundant evidence of
accelerated erosion from the logging activity.

An initial reconnaissance level investigation ]Jy
Heritage Trust archaeologists identified “stone artifacts”
with at Jeast one diagnostic item from the Middle

Axchaic (]uclge and Rood 1909). The site iJenﬁﬂed :

c}.uring that survey actuauy represents an amalgama’cion
of several discrete site loci identified clurmg the current
stucly

A series of 30 transects spaced at 100 foot ..

intervals were used to examine the stucly tract, with -
" shovel tests being excavated at 100 foot intervals. A..
: total of 469 shovel tests were excavatecl (not 1ncluc11ng__‘_' B
~ additional sl'lovel tests to examine specd:w site areas) S
. Tl’le shovel tests revealed genera]ly deflated soﬂs and_ -
- ex’censwe erosion. In fac’c of the four archaeologlca}f. . .
" sites 1clen’c1£13c1 on the trac’c only one was found ’cl'lrougll' b

' shovel testing (a.ncl even at Jcha.’c site surface matenals_,__

were far more pxomment} ' '

Tl’le four archaeologxcai ‘sites iclenhfw'd_

‘ (38RD1 169- 1172) all Iepresent ananly 111:111::--__' '

" scatters.. Quartz interiox flakes are the most-common

: .arhfact present altlaough rllyollte was a.lso recovered,
Tools are. sparse, but include a lnasal ﬁagment of a -
' quar’cz Palmer and ‘a chert encl_scraper Bifaces othex T
* than the Pal_zﬁer {-f_égment are all ﬁon&iagnos’cic. 'The_' el
" remains from this study (combined with those reported
from ‘the Heritage Trust reconnaissance) likely date
from the Ea.rly to Middle Archaic. Historic materials -

include only two glass JE):agmen’r;s, both representatwé
the of early to mlcl-twenhe’ch century.

None of the identified archaeological sites .

contain the data sets, or exhibit the integrity, necessary
to allow it to address significan'l: research questions. As
a result, all are recommended not eligil)le.

In spite of this recommenclation, the s‘l:udy
does provide additional information concerning the
nature of archaeological ‘sites in this part of Richland
County. All of the identified sites were on the edge of
the riclge and not on its crest. It seems lileely that these
locations allow game to be more easily spotted. In
ac].c]ition, all of the sites exhibit the worlzing of material
which appears to have been quarried elsewhere. Quartz
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is the most common raw material, al’cl'xougln both
rhyollte and chert are also present (’che latter representenl
by a single artifact).

The failure to iclenti{'y historic remains on the
tract is lilzely a result of its historic use as a cultivated
field. The one site identified on a historic map was
removed l)y 1939 and no eviclence of the structure
during the field investigation. It is likely that this was
an ephemeral site and that its arclla.eologlcal footpnnt
has been el1m1naf:ec1 I)y suLsequent cultwa.’clon and

loggmg

A survey of historic sites was conducted m’cl-nn_ '
a-1.0 mile APE. Identified were two structures
(0474731 and 0474732) at the western’ ‘edge of the -
‘APE and a cemetery (0474733) at the eastern edge of
the APE. The two structures, constructed a]Jout 1930,

- ate shown on available maps, but have heen: heavﬁy B
altered: Neither is recommendad eligﬁ:l The cemetery, -
.in contrast, is recommended Pdten’cially'élig'ﬂole under
.c;iteribn G, pencling c_olléctic)ri of acldifioﬁal'llistdﬁq .

" research ‘beyond the scope of the cuﬁeﬂt study. Tt
appears that the cemetery may be a good examp}e of -
' rural Southern chitrch cemeteries, Provn:].mg examples '
of 2 range ol common artistic motlfs Regartﬂess, it is
C unhleely that any o£ these l'ustonc resources will he
‘ aﬁectecl by any foreseeahle - clevelopment on i:he Kaiser . -
-_ Aract, gwen theu distance. from the tract,

Ii: is possi]:lé that archaeolqgical remains mé.y
be encoun’cei‘e';l in the corridor cluring construction
activities. As always, the utility’s contractors should be
advised to report any discovex_ies of concentrations of
artifacts (such as ]Dof:tles, ceramics, or projectile points).
or brick rubble to the project engineer, who should in
turn report the material to the State Historic
Preservation Oﬁice, or Chicora Foundation ({:he
process of dealing with late discoveries is discussed in
36CFR800.13(b)(3)). No further land altering
activities should take place in the vicinity of these
discoveries until they have been examined }Jy an
archaeologist and, if necessary, have been processe&

accorcling to 36CEFR800. 13(]3) (3).
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