
METHODS AND FINDINGS 

Methods 

The initially proposed field techniques 
involved the placement of transects every 100 feet 
along the centerline of the 70-foot wide corridor. 
All fill from shovel tests would be screened through 
¼-inch mesh, with each test numbered 
sequentially, beginning in the north at the existing 
Carnes Crossroads-Arco 11 SkV line and 
continuing southward to the terminus at the new 
substation lot. Each test would measure about 1 
foot square and would normally be taken to a 
depth of at least 1 to 2 foot, depending on soil 
conditions (primarily water and evidence of 
subsoil). All cultural remains would be collected, 
except for mortar and brick, which would be 
quantitatively noted in the field and discarded. 
Notes would be maintained for profiles at any sites 
encountered. 

Should sites (identified as three or more 
artifacts within a 25 foot diameter) be identified by 
shovel testing, further tests would be used to 
obtain data on site boundaries, artifact quantity 
and diversity, site integrity, and temporal 
affiliation. The information required for 
completion of South Carolina Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology site forms would 
be collected and photographs would be taken, if 
warranted in the opinion of the field investigator. 

The actual field methods did not deviate 
substantially from those initially proposed. As 
previously discussed, the survey corridor was 
marked in the field, although overgrown in some 
areas. Most of the corridor ran through woods, 
except for a segment along the western edge of a 
field . In this field area we determined that the 
corridor crosses over a capped landfill. Shovel test 
profiles revealed banded clay and the area is 
today used by an airplane club. Shovel tests in this 
area were excavated, but no effort was made to 

penetrate the landfill cap. No shovel tests were 
excavated in the wetland crossings when they fell 
into standing water. Likewise, a few of the shovel 
tests revealed water in the tests and were 
incompletely excavated. During the time of the 
survey the area had received some of the first rain 
in several months. While conditions were still dry, 
the wet weather revealed that some areas, under 
more typical precipitation, would have been in 
standing water. 

We anticipated that the corridor would 
require a total of 168 shovel tests - a total of 170 
were actually excavated. The increase in number 
of tests is simply the result of pacing being slightly 
short of 100 feet in some areas ,(pacing was used 
since relatively few stakes on the cut centerline 
were either present or readable). 

These tests generally revealed gray or 
gray-brown sandy loam A horizons overlying 
subsoils of gray to yellowish-brown sand or loam 
- consistent with the variety of soils previously 
discussed for the project area. 

As previously discussed, no architectural 
survey was conducted as part of this study. 

Findings 

The shovel testing identified several 
modern (i.e., ca . 1980) artifacts on the ground 
surface. In addition, we note that there is a capped 

' landfill in the survey corridor, although it appears 
to date from the second half of the twentieth 
century. 

The shovel tests, however, failed to reveal 
any evidence of either historic or prehistoric 
occupation. The survey does tend to confirm the 
historic documentation that suggests that the tract 
was remote from the eighteenth and nineteenth 
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century settlements in the project area. The 
absence of prehistoric sites may be more directly 
associated to the absence of any well defined bluff 
areas overlooking drainages. 

As previously mentioned, while there are 
a number of architectural sites previously recorded 
for the · APE, none are situated on the project 
corridor. In addition, all of the identified structures 
have been previously determined by the State 
Historic Preservation Office to be not eligible for 
inclusion on the National Register. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

This study involved the examination of a 
3.2 mile long transmission line corridor located 
east of Cypress Swamp in the southern part of 
Berkeley County, beginning just north of 1-26 and 
extending southward, into Dorchester County, 
terminating just east of the town of Jedburg. The 
project area is level, but does cross three 
drainages. The soils in the project area are low 
and generally poorly drained. The corridor is 70-
feet in width and will be used to erect poles about 
70 to 80 feet in height. 

Historic research reveals that while today 
encompassing part of both Berkeley and 
Dorchester counties, the area has historically been 
primarily associated with Berkeley. It exhibits 
sparse settlement, probably the result of the low, 
poorly drained soils and lack of large creeks. Even 
the road system in the project area was developed 
primarily in the mid- to late-twentieth century. 

Today the area is densely vegetated, 
although one portion of the corridor skirts the 
western edge of a capped landfill, now being used 
as a private runway. Although the centerline of the 
project was marked, portions of the corridor had 
begun to grow back up at the time of this study. 
The study incorporated the excavation of a single 
transect of shovel tests along the centerl ine of the 
project, being spaced every l 00 feet. A total of 
170 tests were excavated during the study. 

The shovel tests revealed generally low, 
somewhat poorly drained soils. No historic or 
prehistoric artifacts were recovered in the survey 
(except for a few clearly modern items, which were 
discarded). 

Although there are "islands" of higher 
ground along this corridor, most of the area is low 
and fairly distant from any well defined drainages. 
Where the corridor does cross the three drainages, 
there is no well defined bluff edge - making the 

corridor unattractive for prehistoric occupation. 
Even the edge effect of the survey corridor does 
not seem to have been adequate to encourage 
aboriginal settlement. We suspect that more 
favorable locations are likely found to the west, 
adjacent to Cypress Swamp. 

Similarly, the failure to identify historic 
remains is again most likely the result of the very 
low elevation of the corridor. Historic maps fail to 
reveal any settlements in the project area. During 
the eighteenth century the edge of Cypress Swamp 
was the chosen area for plantation development, 
likely to take advantage of the inland swamp rice 
cultivation. By the nineteenth century settlements 
were moving away from swamp edges to either 
deep water or to major roadways - neither of 
which are present in the project area. 

While no architectural study was included 
in this project, a review of previous work reveals 
that both Berkeley and Dorchester counties have 
received comprehensive surveys. All of the l 0 
structures previously recorded within a mile of the 
corridor have been previously determined not 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register. 

It is possible that archaeological remains 
may be encountered in the corridor during 
construction activities. As always, the utility's 
contractors should be advised to report any 
discoveries of concentrations of artifacts (such as 
bottles, ceramics, or projectile points) or brick 
rubble to the project engineer, who should in turn 
report the material to the State Historic 
Preservation Office, or Chicora Foundation (the 
process of dealing with late discoveries is discussed 
in 36CFR800. l 3(b)(3)). No further land altering 
activities should take place in the vicinity of these 
discoveries until they have been examined by an 
archaeologist and, if necessary, have been 
processed according to 36CFR800. l 3(b)(3) . 
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