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ABSTRACT

This study reports on an intensive
archaeological survey of a 12.7 mile long transmission
line corridor in the east central portion of Williamsburg
County, South Carolina. The con‘iclor, a maximum of
75 feet in width, is to he used by Central Electric
Power Cooperative for the construction of a new 115
LV transmigsion line running from the existing Cross-
Kingstree 230 kV, Pinopolis-Kingstree 230 kV, and
proposed Santee Cooper 118 kV lines to the existing
Santee Cooper Trio Substation. This line will consist
of a series of singIe wood poles, roug]:lly 50 to 60 feet
in heigllt. Construction of this line will require the
Clearing and grubbi.ng of the corridor, followed lJy
augering for placement of poles and laying the wire.
Maintenance of the line will consist of periodic
l)us}:hoggi.ug. All of these activities have the potential
to affect arc]naeological and historical sites and this
survey was conducted to identi£y and  assess
arc]:laeologic'al and historical sites which may be in the

project corridor,

The corridor consists of generaﬂy level lands,
much of w]nic]n rung ‘l‘]JIOug]:l swamps and poorly
drained swales. Vegetation is a mixture of cultivated
fracts on the higher (and drier) elevations and woods in
the lower areas. The corridor ]Jegins at the existing
powerline north of 5-142 and para.uels t.lle }Jig}:lway
running eastward across Boggy Swamp. On the east
side of the swamp the corridor shifts to the south side
of 8-142 and continues roughly paralleling the road to
the Millwood comimunity, where it takes a more
southeastwardly tract and runs parallel to 5-2885, tying
into the east side of this road as it crosses the Black
River. [t then runs southernly, across U.S. 521 and S-
81 to S-16, where it turns east and terminates at an
existing substation.

Consultation with the S.C. Department of
Axchives and History revealed no National Register
properties in the immediate area. Likewise, an

investigation of the site files at the 8.C. Institute of
Archaeology and Anthropology revealed several
archaeological sites about a half mile from the origin of
the comidor, but otherwise no previously recorded
resources for the project vicinity.

The archaeological' survey of the tract
incorporated shovel testing at 100-foot intervals on the
higher, belter drained soils and 200-foot interval shovel
testing on the lower, more poorly drained soils. A single
transect was run down the center of the 75-foot wide
corridor. In areas of recent cultivation a peclestrian
purvey was also undertaken. All shovel test fill was
screened through Vi-inch mesh and the shovel tests
were hackfilled at the compleﬁon of the study.

The arc}meological stu&y identified eight
archaeological sites and two isolated finds. The
archaeological sites included two preln'storic sites
(38W(G147 and 38WG152) and six scatters of historic
(primarily early twentieth century) remains (38W(3148,
38WG149, 38W3150, 38WG151, 38WG153, and
38WG154). Tlle two isolated finds (both identified as
38WG00) recovered prehistoric materials.

None of these arc]naeological sites are
recommended eligi]:le for inclusion on the National
Register, T}Jey have all been disturhed and many
represent very sparse assemlala.ges. We do not believe
that any offer the po’cential to address signj.ﬁcant
research questions.

Because of the nature of the project the area
of potenﬁal effect seems limited to the area of the
corridor or the area immediately acljacen’c toit. Asa
result, we examined only the corridor and i.mmeclia.tely
acljacent areas for architectural sites and structures.
None were identified.

It is possihle that archacological remains may




be encountered in the corridor tlm:i.ug constructon.
Construction crews should be advised to report any
discoveries of concentrations of artifacts (such as
bottles, ceramics, or projectile points) or brick rubble to
the project engineer, who should in turn report the
material to the State Historic Preservation Office or to
Chicora Foundation. No construction should take
place in the vicinity of these late discoveries until t]:ley
have been examined I)y an arc]naeologist.
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INTRODUCTION

This intensive amllaeological purvey of the
proposed Central Electric Power Cooperative 115 LV
transmission line in Wiﬂiamslmrg County was
conducted ]:Jy Dr. Michael Trinl?.ley of Chicora
Foundation, Inc. for Mr. Robert Kidd of Central
Electric. The architectural survey was conducted lay
Michael Tn'nlaley of Chicora Founc].aﬁon, Ino., with
assistance provided by Sarah Fick of Preservation
Consultants.

The project corridor, approximately 13.7
miles in ]1ength, Legi.ns in the south central portion of
Williamsburg County ahout 3 miles south-southeast of
Kingstree, ending in the vicinity of Trio, in
southeastern Wlﬂla.msbu.rg County (Figure 1). The
corridor {or the transmission line is proposec{ to be
about 75 feet in width and for 2.6 miles it will follow an
existing electrical transmission line corridor. This
project will use single wood poles, each about 50 feet in
heiglit above the ground. A series of four wires will be
strung on the poles (Figure 2).

The survey corridor ])Egms at the extant Cross-
Kingstree 230 kv, Pinopolis-Kingstree 230 kV, and
proposed Santee Cooper 115 kV lines which run north-
south across S5-142 (Simms Reach Road). The
proposecl line will run paraﬂel to the north side of this
road to the east side of Boggy Swamp, where the
corridor cuts north, then south, crossing 5-142 and
prcceecli.ng south to the eclge of the Black River Swamp.
It then continues roughly eastward through cultivated
fields about 1,000 south of 8-142 to the Millwood
Community. There it takes a more sou{'heasfwardly
track t}lrough primarily swamp end low lana.a,
paralleling S-285 about 4,000 feet to the northeast and
running acl]'acen’c to an existing powerline (mth metal
trahsmission towers). The coridor crosses S-30,
paraueling the road across the Black River. On the
south side the a]jgn:men’c runs southeastward along the
swamp eclge, then turns southwest and crosses U.S.
5321, where it takes a more south-southwesterly track
across 5-81. The corridor turns to the southeast, tying

in to a proposecl Santee Cooper substation (a.lreacly
under construction) on S-16. It then turns to the east

and terminates at the existing Santee Cooper Trio
Substation on 8-50.

The corridor consists of a vartety of landforms
and vegetation types inclucl'mg wetlands, pastures,
agricultura] I‘ielc]s, cleared areas, plante& pines, and
mixed pinefhar&woocl forests. The corridor crosses
Boggy Swamp, an unnamed tributary of the Black River
swamp, Camden Swamp, and the Black River, as well as
passing through several miles of the Black River swamp
itself. Much of the con’i(lor, t]:lerefore, is very poorly
drained and characterized ]:|y Stantling water.

The corridor, as previm:.sly mentioned, is
intended to be used as a power line rigllt of way.
Lanc]sca.pe alteration, primarily alsaring and gruJJ]ng
and subsequent operation of equipment to place the
poles, as well as future maintenance, will cause
considerable c]a.mage to the grouncl surface and any
archaeo]ogica.l resources which may he present in the
purvey area. ‘

Construction, operation, and maintenance of
the power]ine may also have an impact on historic
resources in the profect area. Altllough the project is not
anticipated to remove any shuctures, powerlines (as well
as other ahove gra&e projects) may detract from the
visual integrity of historic properties, creating what
many consider discordant surroundings. Because of the
nature of the polas ]:»ei.ng used on this project, this
impact is anticipa‘l:e& to be very minor and to affect Dnly
properties which may be ecither on or immedia’tely
a&jacent to t]:Le propoﬂed power]ine. As a resul’c, this
survey only reports on structures that are within or
imme&iately a&}'acen‘l: to the proposecl u.n&erl:alzm.g

This stu&y, however, does not consider any
future aeconclary impact of the project, inulucli.ng

increased or expa.n&e& commercial or industrial
development of this curren’tly rural section of the South

1
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1:50,000}.




INTRODUCTION

Carolina coastal plain.

We were requestecl ]:y Mzr. Robert Kidd of
Central Electric Power Coopemﬁve to submit a cost
proposal for an intensive survey of the project corridor
on Septemnber 29, 1999. This proposal, submitted on
October 1, 1999, was approved on October 14, 1999,
These investigations i.ncorporatecl a review of the site
files at the South Carolina Tnstitute of AIcImeology and
Antllropology.

No previou.sly recorded sites were recorded in
the immediate project area, althoug]: peveral were
recorded to the west, apparently from an survey of the
existing powerline which serves as the beginning point
for this project.

In addition, the master topograplu'c maps at
the South Carolina Department of Archives and
History were checked to locate any NRHP buildings,
clis’tric‘cs, structures, sites, or ol)jects, or structures
surveys in the al:ucl'y area, There were no NRHP
properties or structures surveys recorded for the project

area.

Archival and historical research was limited to
a review of ssconclary sources available in the Chicora
Foundation fﬂes, as well as research at the South
Caroliniana I_.i]:ra.ry and the Thomas Cooper Map
Repository.

The survey, which was designecl to iclenﬁ'[‘y
prehis’coric or historic resources which may be within the
project corridor was conducted December 16-17 and
20-22 Ly Dr. Michael Trmlaley and Mr. Tom
Covington. The historic  structure survey was
subsequently reviewed by Ms. Sarah Fick of
Preservation Congultants on January 3, 2000.
Lal:oraiory and report pro&uc’t.ion were conducted at
Chicora's laboratories in COlumlJia, Sou’ch Carolina on
December 30, 1999.

1
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NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

P]:lj[ §i0 graplzqg

The project i situated in south central and
southeastern Wil].iamglaurg Cfounty (Figure 3).
Williamsl)urg itself is in the eastern part of South
Carolina, bordered on the east I)y Georgetown County
and separated from Marion County on the northeast by
the Great Pee Dee River. It is hordered on the north by
Florence County and on the west Ly Clarendon County.
Itis separa‘l:ecl from Berlaeley County on the south ]:)y
the Santee River,

The ’copography of the project area consists of
neatly level terraces overloolzi.ng swamps and the equaﬂy
level adja.cent flood plains. Elevations in the project
area range from a ]:ugh of about 60 feet above mean sea
level (AMSL) in the more uplancl terraces ovetlool'cing
the swamps to a low of about 16 feet in the Black River
and other river c].rainages crossed by the corridor.
Elevations in the County range from about 8 feet
AMBSL, along the some sections of the Black River to
about 90 feet in the northwestern part of the county
(Ward 1989:1). Overall, the entire xegion generally
slopes down hill towards the Atlantic QOcean,

Often described as ﬂatwaods, the project
corridor crosses an area often characterized }Jy broad flat
areas, which consist of a few low ridges and bay
depressions. The most common clepressions in the
Coastal Plain are Carolina Lays, usuaﬂy mars}:ly and
oval in shape (Richards 1959:45-46). Water depth
varies from shallow lakes to areas with a preponclerance
of peat and herhaceous gpecies (Barry 1980:131-13).
Edmond Ruﬁin, a mid-nineteenth century oljserver,
commented that these features proviclecl good pasturage
for cattle (Mathew 1992:210).

A number of rivers, creel:zs, and swamps join
’cogeﬂ—ler to form a dendritic network that impe&a& much
of the early settlement in this region. Major rivers
within the area are the Black, Santes, Lake Swamp,
Lynchea, Pee Dee, and Black Mingo. Swamps and

inland ]:aya are found associated with most of these
rivers ancl, again, are common to a number of the
counties. These include Kingstree Swamp and Tupelo
Bay found in other sections of the county, as well as
Boggy Swamp and Camden Swamp in the project area.
The better soils are typicauy in areas that are s]ig]nfly
sloping toward drainageways. It is in these areas that
most cultivation and development has taken place.
These soi]s, howsver, merge outward onto wide flats that
are nea_tly level and only oocasiona]ly broken }Jy slight
elevated areas a.n& may IOWBI EWEIES or Layﬂ. SOI].S in
these area are general}y poorl'y drained Ioa.my sands and
the typical vegetation is usuauy mesic or swampy, often
characterized by laay trees.

Geolop‘y and Soils

The geology is characteristic of the Coastal
Plain. The parent materials of the soils are marine or
flurvial cleposi'l:s which consist of varying amounts of
sands, silts, and clays. There are three primary ge-ologic
formations in the project area, clepositecl at different
periocls clurmg alterna.ti.ng transgression and recession of
the ocean: the Talbot and Pamlico terraces are confined
to the Black River swamp area, while the more up]and
areas fall within the Penl'xoloway terrace. In fact, it is in
Wﬂlia.ms]:)u:g County where the Penj:loloway terrace
reaches its maximum width of about 25 miles (Coole
1936:8).

The project corridor crosses four soil
associations. Two, the Coldshoro-Noboco-Coxville and
Eulona—Emporia-Yemassee associations, are found on
nearly level broad flats. One, the Emporia—Chisolm-
Hornsville Association, is found on gently sloping soils
on broad riclgea and side Blopes that are geuemﬂy well
drained. The fourth, the Mouzon-Hobecaw-Chipley
Association, is found on poorly drained food plain and
swarnp scils.

The proposed transmission line crosses 16 aoil
seriea. A uscful characterization of the soils is by

5
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NATURAT, ENVIRONMENT

capa.]:;i]ity classification, which is the grouping of acils to
show their sujta!:i]il'y for cultivation and woodland
species. The soils are typica]ly groupeci ]:)y their
limitations (auc}l as erosion or wetness), Soils from
four of the seven classifications are found in the
corridor, ali’houg]:l most have either moderate or severe
limitations. ‘The primary limitations are wetness,
typical of the bottomland and }Jay Coxville (with a
seasonal water table 0-1.5 foot below the surface),
Courdin {with a seasonal water table from 0-1 foot
helow the surface), Hobcaw (with {'teq'uent ﬂoocling),
Mouzon and Hobcaw soils {also with frequent flooding),
Ogeee]:ee soils (W1t11 a seasonal water table from the
surface to 0.5 foot below the ground surface), and
Rutle&ge (with a seasonal water table from the surface to
a foot below the erurface). In arldition, there are other
soils, such as the Yemassee, which exhibit seasonal
water tables within the upper 1.5 feet of the soil.

The soils in the project area closely pa.ra]lel the
phyaiograpllic regiong crossed lay the corridor: the upper
elevations with generaﬂy well J.tainecl, sancly aoilﬂ; and
the low SWampy areas of the Flatwoods and drainagea
where the water table may be within a few feet of the
ground level. Few historic or pre]:.istoric sites are
expectec]. on the vory wet soils. Historic occupation,
especiaﬂy cluring the late nineteenth and eatly twentieth
centuries, is expec’tecl on uplancl, well drained soils
suitable for a.gricul’cure. Earlier historic sites may
occasionaﬂy be found on the marging of swamp
bottoms, but are not common in this area. Prehistoric
gites are expecl:ecl to be uncommon in the uplancl areas
remote from a water source, and instead are more lilaely
to ocour ad]'a.cent to the haxdwood bottom swamps.

The poorly drained, somewhat poorly drained,
and very poorly drained soils have seasonal lugll water
tables ranging from 0 to 1.0 feet below the surface. For
the purpose of this Bhl&y they are 1umpeci together and
account for about 60% of the corridor. These soils are
most commonly associated with wooded tracts and
ponding JEre\:l'ue]:l’cl'y occurs. Althougl'x these soils may be
incorpota’ted into cultivated fields if c]crainage ditches are
present, poncli.ng may still be evident.

The well drained to moclerately well drained
soils have seasonal highwater tables ranging from 1.5 to
5 fect below the surface and together account for about

Table 1.
Soils and Capa])ili’cy Classifications for the

Survey Corridor

Capability Class I
Few Limitations

Noboco loamy fine sand WD
Capability Class II
Moderate Limitations

Bonnean fine sand WD
Clliﬂo].tﬂ ].Oa.my &ne Bﬂna WD
Emporia loamy sand WD
Eunola Ioa.my gand MWD
Coldshoro loamy fine sand MWD
Horsville sandy loam MWD
Io]:ma fine sﬂ.n&y loam MWD
Yemassee aa.ncly loam SPD

Cagai:_i]ity Clagg [II
Sevare Limitations

Chipley sand . MWD
Coxville 1Dam PD
Ogeechee fine sandy loam PD
Capability Class VI
Sevare Limitations
Gou.tcli.n loam PD
Hobcaw sandy loam VPD
Mouzon & Hobcaw soils PD
Ruﬂe{lge loa.my sand VPD

WD = well drained, MWD = moderately well drained,
VPD = very Paorly drained, SPD = somewhat Poozly
dxsined, PD = poorly drained, VPD = very poody draimd

40% of the soils in the study tract. Most of these better
drained soils are found either where fields have been

openecl for cultivation or on wooded nclge tops between
drainages.

Mills comments that the Bwampland soils are
composecl of the "richest soil". He notes for the nearlay

7
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Marion District that "[w]}aile the swatmp lands reclaimed
and secured from freshets, will bring 50 dollars an acre;
and the oak and hickory lands 15 dollars an acre; the
pine lands will scarcely sell for 1 dollar per acre” (Mills
1972:623 [1826]). The Hatlan&s,‘ "are, ]:Jy comparison,
sand barrens; yet occasionally [sic] presenting some
good timber land" (Mills 1972:513 [1826]). And while
the uplancls were healt]‘ly, with summers free of di.seaﬂe,
he ohserved t]nat, "on the rivers, creelaﬂ, and flat lancls,
this district is subject to bilious fevers, and cannot be
called healthy” (Mills 1972:515 [1826)). The products
cultivated clu.ring that time were "cotton, corn, Whea.’c,
pease, and potatoes” (Mll].s 1972:623 [1826]).
Climate

The genara.[ climate of the area is characterized
By mild humid conditions. This climate is influenced Ly
the warm Gulf Stream, as well as l)y the Appala.chia.n
mountains which block the coldest air masses. Other
£actors inclucle laﬁtuale, elevation, diﬂ‘ta.nce from ’che
ocean, and location with respect to the average tracts of
migratory cyclones. Day to clay weather is controlled
prinmn'.ly ]Jy the movement of pressure systems across
the nation. However, duri.ng the summer months there
are few comple’ce exch&ngea of air masses because
tropical maritime air persists for extended periods (Warcl
1989).

The average annual precipitation in the four
county area ranges from 49.6 inches and is unevenly
distributed throughout the year, with 31.6 inches
occurring from Apnl ’tllrough October which is the
primary growing season (Ward 1989:112). Recent

eavy rainsg have caused the rivers and creeks near the
project area to run ltu'gl'ler than normal for this time of
year, in spite of an earlier clroug}lt.

The climate, according to Mills {1972:625
(1820)]), "ta.lzing the whole year rounc]., is plea.sant". The
annual average temperature in Williamsburg is 75.2°F,
end the average monfhly temperature ranges from
87.0°F in Jamwary to 91.2°F in ]uly Frozen
precipitation occurs crxly one to three times a year
dun'ng the winter geason. The abundant supply of warm,
moist and relatively unstable air pro&uces Jrirequeni:
scattered showers and thunderstorms in the summer,
Severe weather usuaﬂy means violent t}mnclerstonns,

8

tomadoes, and hurricanes. The tropical storm season
is in late summer and early 151].1, altl:lough storms may
ocour as early as May or as late as Qctober (Baldwm
1973). Heavy rains and high winds occur with tropical
storms about once every six years. Storms of hurricane
intensity are much more inJL_requen’c. Notable aroug]:d:s
have occurred twice in modern times; in 1925 and
1954, Typica.uy a serious clrought may occur once
avery E_{-I:y years. Less severe er perioda have occurred
more o{-l;en, norma]ly in late spring or in autumn (Pitts
1974:109).

Florigtics

There are two major categories of plant
communities, based primarily on topograp}:lic location,
which exist in the project area. The first category
consists of upland vegetation, Supported here are a
mixture of coniferous and deciducus forests dominated
}ay pines and broadleal taxa such as uplancl oalzs,
sweetgum, llic}zories, and various un&erstory species.
Incorporated may he small upland depressions and
clrai.nages, which contain more hydxic species.

Portions of the uplanr:l area were found to
contain pine forest, typicaﬂy found on eoils of low
fertility, high acidity, and excessive drainage. Most often
these areas have been su]:jec’te& to extensive c]ish.u:}:ance,
inclu&ing repeatecl Iogg‘mg operations, and the pine
represent an early stage of revegetation. A few areas of
hardwood forest exist in the project area, where oaks,
ma.ple, swestgum, black gum, and mockernut Liclzory
are prevalent. More common, however are mixed

foreats, containing both pines and hardwoods.

Lowland forests, which aceount for the second
category, are located on the ﬂooclplams and swamps of
the corridor. These ﬂoo&plain soils are forested with
bald cypress, gum, sycamore, water hiclzory, lowland
oa]es, soft ma.ples, willcrws, and other herbaceous spedies.

In the eal:ly nineteenth century Mills ohgerved
that:

the long leafed pine is most abundant
of the forest trees; next the cypress,
various kinds of oalz, the hichoty,
‘cupelo &c. Of fruit trees the peac]:,
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apple, pear, pIum,. &C. dare commmon

(Mills 1972:624 [1826)).

Mills also ohserved that the major use of these forest
resources was consiruction, also noting that "gooa clay
is found in various placem, suitable to make brick” (MJH.B
1972:625 [1826]). Only lime, largely made of burnt
sheﬂs, needed to be importet.]l into the area (primarily
from neigl'lJ:loring Georgetown). Mills encouraged the
residents to make better use of their local "shell
limestone” for lime, a suggestion which appears to have
made little impact in the local economy (Mills
1972:628 [1826]).

To&ay, abotit a third of the county has heen
cleared for cultivation. On the 12.7 mile long survey
corridor, only about 0.95 mils, or 7.5%, of the land is
in seasonally fallow fields or active cultivation (the only
active oultivation at the time of the Burvey was winter
rye). About 7.2 miles, or 56.8%, consisted primarily of
coniferous and deciduous trees inclucl'mg pines, oalzs,
swestgums, and hickories. In addition, the wooded areas
consisted of a very thick understory of plants including
various a]nru]as, vines, and herbaceous species. About
4.54 miles, or 35.7%, consisted of swamp.

Prehistoric Environment ~

A reconstruction of paleoenvi:onmenfal
features has gra.duauy emerged within the past several
decades and is based on the work of Whitehead (1965,
1967, 1972, 1973) and Watts (1970, 1975, 1980).
Unfortuna’cely, our unclerstanc]ing of environmental
claange is general and is based almost en’cirely on poﬂen
analysis of lake sediments and buried organic layers
situated in Piedmont areas outside South Carolina. The
pollen studies give evidence of vegetational changee
which in turn provicle suggestions conceming climatic
change. These studies can 'be important to the
archaeologist beoause they allow inferences to be drawn
on the nature of the cultural-environmental
interactions, such as the a&aptive shifts human
populations made to counter ecological shifts. It is
recognized 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

employed 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-Glacial or
Holocene {10,000 B.P. - present).

During the Full Glacial the Coastal Plain was
}JOIEEII, al’chough the vegetation was sparse, which
suggests a relatively dry climate, Voorhies (197:4), based
on a pa.leon’cological asseml)lage from east-central
Georgia, suggests a cool, moist climate instead. Watts'
(1980) wark from White Pond at the edge of the Inner
Coastal Plain, found jack pine, red spruce, and herbs,
which appear to reflect a boreal forest climate. During
the Late Clacial pariocl there was a graclua] c}Jange toa
hemlock-northern hardwoods forest type and eventua_Hy
to a modern condition. From White Pond, Watts
(1980) identified a {orest dominated Ly oak, llickory,
beech, and ironwood and interprets this assem]:lage as
a mesic clecjcluous forest typical of a cool and moist
snvironment.

The mesic deciduous forest began to c]:lange
ear}y in the Holocene and was rep].acecl Ly a more xeric
forest Gomprised of modern flora. Again from White
Pond, Watts (1980) notes the rapicl loss of lliolzory,
beech, and ironwood after 9,500 B.P. with the equally
rapicl rise of southern pine species. The oak species
remain, and sweet gurm and tupelo are {found. An
essenﬁaﬂy modern flora is pos’tu[ated l)y Whitehead
(1965) and Watts (1971) by 5,000 B.P. with the
sprearl of oalq—hickory {orests.

Of considerable interest to the reconstruction
of the environment of the Late Woodlend and early
Historic perioc‘s are the cleacriptians of the early
explorers and surveyors. One of the earliest &escriptions
is by John Lawson during his 1701 journey through the
interior of South Carolina. Lawson left Charleston on
December 18, 1700 and ﬁfty—nine c]a.yB later, arrived at
the English settlements on the Pamlico River. During
this trip Lawson passed to the west of Sumter County
and observed the ng]'i Hills of Santee from the west
bank of the Santee River swamp. Lawson stated he:

came to the most amazing Prospect
I had seen since I had been in

Carofina; we travell'd ]:)y a Swamp-
si&e, which Swamp 1 believe to be no
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less than twenty miles over, the other
Side l}eing as far as 1 could well

clisoem, there appearing great Rjdgea
of Mountains . . . (Lefler 1067:32).

In addition, Lawson describes the swarp areas

as "extraordinarily rich, and the Runs of Water well-

stor'd with Fowl" and the land as well "extracrdinarily
rich, black Mould" (Leﬂer 1967:32). That niglﬂ:
Lawson and his fellow travelers were awoken ]Jy the
"hideous Noise" or "Musick” which resulted from the
"endless Numbers of Panthers, Tygers, Wolves, and
other Beasts of Prey, which take this Swamp for their
Abode in the day, coming in whole Droves to hunt the
Deer in the Nigllt" (Leﬂer 196733) Lawson noted
that the next morning his Indien gujde, Santee Jaclz,
"Lill'd 15 Turkeys this Day; there coming out of the
Swamp, (about sun-rising) Flocks of these Fowl,
containing several hundreds in a Gang, who feed upon
the acorns, it I:)eing most Qak that grow in these
Woods" (Lefler 1967:33).

This view suggests that the hardwood gwamp
areas of the Inner Coastal Plain were highly productive
hunting areas. In fact, Santee Iacl?. told Lawson's group
that they should not stop until t}tey arrived at the
swamp e&ge because the hunting away from the gwamp
(presumably in the Inner Coastal Plain's Flatwoods
area) "was not good" (Lefler 1967:31-32). This offers
gome minor ethnographic support for the Previously
discussed gwamp ecology and signiﬁcance.

An analysia o{ early bistoric Plat records
provi&es additional information ]Jelp{ul fora thorougll
understanding of the area's ecology. Plummer
reconstructed forest types in Georgia, using original
eighteant]j century land BuUrvey maps which show
bounda.ry trees. He notes that:

species in the Coastal Plain of
southeast Georgia numbered 8-14
kinds altl:\ougll lowlands Prolnal:ly
supporl:ecl more numerous taxa. ©he
frequency of pines ranged from 71-
99%; gum trees, either hlack or
tupelo, were second ran]a:ed, fo]lowecl
ljy red bay and thin CYpress . . . ., The

vegetation waus pine-oak—kic]zory at a

10

ratio of about 91:1:0.5 cccurring on
sancly sites and oa]-.as, pines, sweet
gum, hickory at about 42:20:7.6 on
clayey sites (Plummer 1975:16).

Ccmsequently, both the currently availahble data
and this brief review of historic sources agree that the
four county area mig}ﬂ: be defined ]:ry low swarmp
bottomlands which contain a wide variety of important
subsistence items, and a sandy, ro]ling uplancl area
which contains only minor subsistence resources
because of its pine vegetation and rapicﬂy permeable
soils. It is probable that this dichotomy existed by 2,000
B.C. and perhaps as early as 5,000 B.C. {Haag 1975).
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The Prehistoric Period

The Paleo-Indian periocl, lasting from 12,000 to
8,000 B.C., is evidenced ]'Jy ]Ja.sa]ly t}:u'nned,
side-notched Projecﬁ.le points; ﬂutecl, lanceolate
projecﬁle points, side scrapers; end scrapers; and drills
(Coe 1964; Michie 1977; Williams 1968). The
Paleo-Indian occupation, while wi&esprea&, does not
appear to have been intensive. Artifacts are most
{Tequently found alon.g major river clrainageﬁ, which
Michie interprets to support the concept of an economy
"oriented towards the exploita‘cion of now extinct
mega-fauna" (Michie 1977:124).

Unfari:una.te}y, litle is known about
Paleo-Iml.'\an aubsisﬁance strategies, settlement systems,
or social organization. Generauy, &rc]:ta.eologists agree
that the Paleo-Indian groups were at a band level of
sociely (see Service 1966), were nomadic, and were both
hunters and £oragera. While population density, based
on the isolated finds, is thought to have heen low,
Walthall suggests that toward the end of the period,
"there was an increase in popula.‘l:ion densﬂ:y and in
terd’coriali‘cy and that a number of new resource areas
were beginning to be exploited” (Walthall 1980:30).

The Archaic period, which dates from 8000 to
2000 B.C., does not form a sharp break with the
Paleo-Indian perio-&, but is a slow transition
characterized l)y a modern climate and an increase in
the diversity of material culture. Associated with this is
a reliance on a broad gpectrum of small mammals,
a.lthoug]:l the white tailed deer was ]Jl::ely the most
commonly exploite& mammal, The oluonology
established by Coe (1964) for the North Carolina
Piedmont may be applied with little modification to the
South Carolina coastal plain and pie&motd:. Archaic
period a.ssemlnlages, exemplified ]Jy corner-notohed and
broad-stem projectile points, are fmrly common, pet]:apa
because the swamps and c].rainages offered espeuiaﬂy
attractive ecotones.

In the Coastal Plain of the South Carolina
there is an increase in the quantity of Early Archaic
remains, prol:»a]:l‘y associated with an increase in
population and associated increase in the intensity of
occupation. While Harc].away and Dalton points are
typically found as isclated specimens along riverine
environments, remains from the following Palmer pliase
are not only more common, but are also found in both
riverine and interriverine settings. Kirks are likewise
common in the coastal plain (Goodyear et al. 1979).

The two primary Middle Archaic phaaes found
in the coastal Pla.in are the Morrow Mountain and
Guilford (l']ne Sta.ul‘y and Halifax complexes identified
by Coe are rarely encountered). Cur best information
on the Middle Woodland comes from sites investigatecl
west of the Appa.lachian Mountains, such as the work in
the Little Tennessee River Valley. The work at Middle
Archaic river vauey gites, with their evidence of a diverse
floral and feunal subsistence Ba.se, geerns to stand in
stark contrast to Caldwell's Middle Archaic "Old Quartz
Inclus'try" of Georgia and South Caro]jna, where axes,

i clloppers, and grouncl and po]ishecl stone tools are very

rare.

The Late Archaic is characterized by the
appearance of large, square stemmed Savaunah River
projectile points (Coe 1964). These people continued
the intensive exploi'l:aﬁon of the uplancls much like
earlier Archaic groups. The bulk of our data for this

period., however, comes from work in the Uwharrie

region of North Carolina.

The Woodland periocl I)egi.ns I:Jy definition with
the introduction of fired clay pottery about 2000 B.C.
a.long the South Carolina const (tl'le introduction of
pottery, and hence the ]Jeginning of the Woodland
pen’ocl, occurs much later in the Piedmont of South
Caro]ina). It should be noted that many researchers call
the period from about 2500 to 1000 B.C. the Late
Axchaic because of a perceive& continuation of the
Archaic li.{eertyle in spite of the manufacture of pottery.
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Regional Phases
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[Figure 4. Cultural periods along the coast of South Carolina.
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Regardless of terminology, the period from 2500 to
1000 B.C. is well documented on the South Carclina
coast and is characterized lJy Sta]]in.gs (Ei]:er-’cempere&)
pottery (see Figure 4 fora Bynopsis of Woodland P]:m.aes
and pottery clesignaﬁotls). The subsistence economy
cluri.ng this early periocl was hased primarily on deer
hunting and ﬁs]aing, with Bupplemental inclusions of
small mammals, buc].s, reptilea, and shellfish.

Like the Stalljngﬂ settlement pattern, Thom's
Creek sites are found in a variety of environmental
zones and take on several forms. Thom's Creek sites are
found ’c]:troughout the South Carolina Coastal Zone,
Coastal Plain, and up to the Fall Line. The sites are
found into the North Carolina Coastal Plain, but do

not appear to extend southward inte Georgia.

In the Coastal Plain drai.uage of the Savannah
River there is a cl:la.uge of sei:l'lement, and prol:)al)ly
subsistence, away from the riverine focus found in the
Stallings Phase (Hanson 1982:13; Stoltman
1974:235-236). Thom's Creek sites are more
commonly found in the uplaml areas and lack evidence
of intensive shellfish collection. In the Coastal Zone
large, irregular shell micl&ens; smnﬂ, gparse shell
middens; and la.rge "shell rings" are found in the Thom's
Creek settlement gystem.

The Deptford phase, which dates from 1100
B.C. o AD. 600, is best o]:mrac’ter:lze& I)y fine to coarse
sancly paste pottery with a check S'tampecl surface
treatment. The Deptforcl settlement pattern involves
* Loth coastal and inland sites.

Inland, sites such s 38AK228-W, 381.X5,
38RD60, and 38BM4Q indicate the presence of an
extensive Dep{'forc]. occupation on the Fall Line and the
Coastal Plain, although sandy, acidic scils preclude
statements on the subsistence base (Anrleraon 1979;
Ryan 1972; Trinkley 1980b). These interior or upland
Deptford sites, however, are strongly associated with the
gwatnp terrace ec].ge, and this environment is ptocluc'l:ive
not only in nut masts, but alse in large mammals such
as deer. Per]:aps the hest data concerning Dept‘forr}.
"hase camps" comes from the Lewis-Wast site
(3BAKD228-W), where evidence of abundant food
remaing, storage pit featu.res, elaborate material culture,
moriuary ‘:Jeha.vi.or, and craft apeuializaﬁon has been

reported (Sassaman et al. 1990:96-98).

Tluoughout much of the Coastal Zone and
Coastal Plain north of Chﬂﬂeﬂ’con, a somewhat different
cultural manifestation is oluservec]., related to the
"Northern Tradition" (e.g., Caldwell 1958). This
recen‘l:l‘y identified a.ssern]alage has been termed Deep
Creek and was first identified from northern North
Carolina sites (Phelps 1983). The Deep Creck
assemblage is characterized l'_vy potiery with medium to
coarse sand inclusions and surface treatments of cord
marking, {abric impressing, simple stamping, and net
impressing. Much of this material has been previously
Jesignated as the Middle Woodland "Cape Fear" pottery
originally typed by South (1976). The Deep Creek
wares date from about 1000 B.C, to A.D. 1 in North
Carolina, but may date later in South Carolina. The
Deep Creek settlement and subsistence gystems are

poorly known, but appear to be very similar to those
identified with the Deptford phase.

The Deep Creck assemblage strongly resembles
Dept{orcl both ty-pologica]ly and temporaﬂy. It appears
this northern tradition of cord and fabric impressions
was introduced and gra.duauy accepted 1)y indigenous
South Carolina populations. During this time some
groups continued makfmg only the older carved
padcue-atamped pottery, while others mixed the two
sf:yles, and still others (ancl later a.u) made axclu.sively
cord and fabrie stamperl wares.

The Middle Woodland in South Carolina is
characterized lJy a pattern of settlement mo])ﬂi’cy and
short-term occupation. On the southemn coast it is
associated with the Wilming’con PI’IB.BG, while on the
northern coast it is recognizecl Ly the presence of
Hanover, McClellanville or Santee, and Mount
Pleasant assemblages. The best data concerning Middle
Woodlend Coastal Zone aaaem}slagee comes from
Phelps' (1983:32-33) work in North Carolina.
Associated iterns include a small variety of the Roanoke
Large Ttiangu.lar points (Coe  1964:110-111},
sandstone abraders, shell penclants, po]ishecl stone
gorgets, celts, and woven marsh mats. Significantly,
both primary inhumations and cremations are found.

On the Coastal Plain of South Caro]_ina,
researchers are finding evidence of a Middle Woodland
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Yadkin a.ssern]:la.ge, best known from Coe's work at the
Doerschuk site in North Carolina (Coe 1964:25-26).
Yadkin pottery is characterized ]Jy a crushed quartz
temper and cord marke:c[, fabric impresﬂed, and lineaa:
check stamped surface treatments. The Yadkin ceramics
are associated with medium-sized triangular points,
although Oliver (1981) suggests that a continuation of
the Piedmont Stemmed Tradition to at least A.D. 300
coexisted with this Triangu]ﬂr Tradition. The Yadkin
series in South Carolina was first observed ]:;y Ward
(1978, 1983) from the White's Creek c]:ainage in
Marlboro County, South Carolina. Since then, a large
Yadkin vi.].lage has been identified I)y DePratter at the
Dunlap gite (38DAHO) in Darlington County, South
Carolina (Chester DePratter, personal communication
1985) and Blanton et al. {1986) have excavated a small
Yadkin site (385U83} in Sumter County, South
Carolina. Research at 38FL249 on the Roche Carolina
tract in northern Florence County revealed an
assemblage including Badin, Yadkin, and Wilmington
wares (Trm_‘eley et al. 1693:85-102). Anderson et al.
(1982:299-302) offer  additional  typological
assessments of the Yadkin wares in South Carolina.

Over the years the suggestion that Cape Fear
rn_igh’c be replacec{ ]Jy such types as Deep Creek and
Mount Pleasant has raised comsiderable controversy,
Taylor, for axa.mple, rejects the use of the North
Carolina types in favor of those c].evelope& ]::y Anderson
et al. {(1982) from their work at Mattassee Lake in
Berlzeley County (Taylor 1984:80). Cable (1991) is
even less generous in his denouncement of ceramic
constructs developecl neariy a decade ago, also £avoﬂng
acl.option of the Mattassee Lake ty'pology and
cln'onology. This construct, recognizing five phases
(Deptford I - 111, McClellanville, and Santee I), uses a
type variety system.

Regarcuess of terminology, these Middle
Woodland Coastal Plain and Coastal Zone Pl‘lﬂ.ﬂeﬂ
continue the Early Woodland Dep‘]:fora pattern of
mo]aility. While sites are found all nlong the const and
inland to the Fall Line, shell midden sites evidence
sparse shell and artifacts. Gone are the abundant shell
tools, worked bone items, and clay balls. Recent
investigations at Coastal Zone sites such as 38BU747
and 38BU 1214, however, have provided some evidence
of worked bone and shell items at Deptford phase
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middens (see Trinkley 1990).

In many respects the South Carolina Late
Woodland may be characterized as a continuation of
previous Middle Woodland cultural assemblages. While
outside the Carolinas there were major cultural changes,
such as the continued clevelopmsnt and elaboration of
agricuh‘ure, the Carolina groups settled into a lifeway
not apprecial:ly different from that observed for the
previous 500 to 700 years (cf. Sassaman et al.
1990:14-15). This situation would remain unchanged
unti] the &evelopmeni of the South Appalachian
Mississippian complex (see Ferguson 1971},

The South Appalachian Mississippian Period
{ca. AD. 1100 to 1640) is the most elaborate level of
culture attained IJY the mative inhabitants and is
followed Ly cultural disintegration l'nzough’t about 1argely
13y Buropean disease. The per‘iod is characterized I)y
comp]ica’cecl s‘tampecl pottery, complex social
organization, agriculi-ure, and the construction of
temple mounds and ceremonial centers. The earliest
phases include the Savannah and Pee Dee (A.D. 1200
to 1550},

The Historic Period

While the Eng]isl:l settled Charleston in 1670,
the northern frontier was ignored, except for Indian
trade, until 1731, when the first Roysl Governor of
Carolina, Rohert Johnson, directed 11 townships he laid
out on the banks of various rivers, i.ncluding one on the
Black River, The settling of Georgetown {with its port
of entry), however, greatly assisted in the population of
the Wiﬂiamsljurg area. By 1734 the Carolina frontier
was Le'mg divided into parishes . with the Willimhurg
vicinity becoming part of Prince Frederick's Parish
(Boclclie 1923:9), Prior to that the area was pn’marﬂy
settled by Scotch-Trish, although much of the land was
acquired I)y large pla.nters spemﬁaﬁng on the value of
the newly openecl land,

By 1737 surveys in the region had ahout
ceased as there scemed to be no additional land suitable
for cultivation remaining in the township and the
population held steady at about 500 individuals
(Wallace 1951:151). Boddie notes that John
Witherspoon was one of the first settlers in the Boggy
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Swamp region, which is crossed ]Jy -
this survey. In addition, there were a y - gLl
number of Engli.sl'n sei:l:ling in the
Black River area, also part of the
aurvey corridor (Boddie 1923:30,
33). The tenor of these early settlers =
was described by Boddie: ;)?E_
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(Bodclie 1923:37).

Initia.ﬂy the settlement was built on subsistence
farming, with a focus on com when wheat proved
unsaﬁs{actory. COuplecl with this was cattle grazing,
which requu:ecl little capi’cal investment, but a reasona]:l‘y
good return{Boddie 1923:40); As was the case in other
frontier areas, inc]igo was eventua.ﬂy found to be more
proﬁta]:ule than llerc]lug {Starr 1983}, B.ltlmugll the two
were not mutuaﬂy exclusive. As Boddie ohserv&ﬂ, “cattle
made Wiﬂiams]au:g substantial; incligo made it rich”
(Boddie 1923:90).

The indigo industry flourished in South
Carolina because of its unusual a&van’cag% — an
indirect l:ounty, a protective tarifl, and a monopoly on
the British market dm'iug the various wars which cut off
access Lo the better Spa.nis}l and French inaigo supplies
(Shamrer 1971). Carolina indigo was typically of
m_iclcuing or poor qualﬂ;y, yet it ]:mug]:lt luglrl Pprices since
nothing else was available. When it had to compete with
other sources, its price fell — thus the Carolina love
affair with indigo ran hot and cold. Nevertheless, it
proviclecl a cash crop which requixecl only modest
numbers of slaves — and was embraced lay the
Wi]liamsburg farmers, Alt]:ough accounts are not dlear,
it seems that Ly the end of the first half of the
eigllteenth century slavery was well established, even if
most families owned five or fewer African Americans

Boddie 1923:87).

Mouzon's 1775 map of the viginity of the
Wi_u.iamsburg Town.ship reveals that the s'l:uc](y area is
situated in the lower corner of the 20,000 acre tract, in
the vicinity of “Lower Briclge," and a Witherspoon and
Woods settlement (Figure 5). Prior to American
Revolution Boddie would have us believe that
Wi]liam.slm.rg was idyl]ic:

Tts doors were never locked and its
windows were mnever barred. Its
cornfields proclucecl a}mnclanﬂy and
its meadows were overﬂowing with
cattle, Incligo ran riot so that cleared
acres could not contain it. Tohacco
and flax flourished wherever their
sceds were sown. Roses bloomed and
geraniums grew about the &oorways.
Morning suns came fresh out of the
sea and evening showers brought
peace to the troubled sands (Boddie
1923:94;),

And the sands were, incleecl, troubled. While
Wil]iaml)urg may have been on the periphery of the
economic and social hmncil, revolution was larewing. By
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December 1779, when Henry Clinton led an
expeditionary force from New York to oceupy
CI'mrleston, the war sl]i‘&ed {Tom the N ortllem colonies
to the South. Tn 1780 a 300 man battalion was raised
in the area loy Colonial ]olm Iames and command was
later assumed by Ceneral Francis Marion (Boddie
1923:98).

Williamsburg was the scene of an early British
campaign as Li. Colonel Banastre Tarleton sent troops
through the area, "to punis]u the inhabitants in that
quarter for their late breaches of parole and Perf‘i&iou.s
revolt” (Boclclie 1923:101). What Tarleton did not
a.ccomplisl'l, Major Wemyess a’d:empted when he arossed
the Black River in August 1780 continuing to
Kingstree, laying waste to the countryside. He was met
by Colonel James and after a short skirmish Wemyess
turned toward Georgetown, passing ’c]:ro-u.gll and
buming much of Indiantown (Boddie 1923:104). Ouly
a month later Marion and his troops attached the
British at their outpost on the Black Mingo, routing
them and endiug the British efforts to establish a chain
of forts through the region (Boddie 1923:105-106).

After the American Revolution Wi].]iamﬂlaurg,
like many other aress of South Carolina, lost the
revenue of m&ago The once numerous herds cattle had
been depleted }Jy either W]:n'ga or Tories. Boddie
(1923:134) remarks that some cotton was grown,
primarily along the Santee, rice was being tried in the
Big Dam Swamp, and that some tobacco was planted.
But neither could quickly, or effectively, replace the
reliance on indigo. By 1788 there were only five
buildings in all of Kingstree (Boddie 1923:138).

By the 1790 federal census Williamsburg,
which was part of Georgetown District, had a poPulaﬁon
of about 3372 whites (39.2% of the popu.lation) and
5228 African American slaves (00.8% of the
population), indicating that slavery by this point was
firmly entrenched in the area. Moreover, while only
about 53% of the families pogsessed slaves, the average
hol&ing was neat['y 14 (Bodclie 1923:154-170).

The end of the 3ig]1teent]1 century and
Leginm’_ng of the nineteenth century was a time of

recovery and relative prosperity for the region. Boddie
observed that in 1795 the road from Lenud's Ferry on
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the Santee River to Potato Ferry (also known as Potato
Bed Ferry) on the Black River (today south of
Warshaw) was established. This road generaﬂy followed
what is today S-21 and SC 41. One of the
commmisgioners appoin’cecl to care for the road was
Theodore Gourclin, hleely an ancestor of the Gourdins
responsi]ale for the general store at Millwood, within the
vicinity of the survey tract. This same Gourdin was the
largesi: slave owner in the district, possessing 150
African Americans (Boddie 1923:247). By 1809 the
Potato Pen—y was vested in William Rowell of
Qeorgetown, whose {amily is later associated with Trio,
at the southern end of our S'h.tcly corridor (Boddie
1923:209).

By 1820 Mills commented that cotton was the
principal cash crop, al’chough corn, potatoes and peas
were also Leing grown in the district. The slave
Populaﬁon had grown to only 5,864, although tl-ley
accounted for 67.3% of the total population (Mills
1972 [1826):767). The project area, however, was still
shown largely empty by Mills (Figure 6) and most
settlements were found along the sparse road system of
the area, The 1830 cerisus reveals that Wﬂliamsbuxg
was otill & very rural area. There were only a handful of
distilleries or sawmills and the most common i.ndus‘rry
was blacksmiths, with 22 reporting from the district.

By 1850 slaves accounted for over 68% of the
popu]nﬁon and the white population had grown by only
ahout 600 People since 1790. In terms of agricultural
Production Wi]]iamsburg reveals a very modest
economy. There were only 454 farms, possessing.
70,360 improved acres. Only Kershaw District had
fewer farms and the improved acres represented only
14% of the total farm acreage. However, the average
farm size was only 1107 acres compared to nearby
Horzry District where the farms had a similar proportion
of impmved actes, but were more numerous and smaller
{about 693 acres). Williamsburg produced only 100
pounds of tobacco, with the great bulk ]aeing pro-&ucecl
by up country planters. There were only 4,298 hales of
cotton produced, ranking the district 23cd (out of 20)
in cotton production. It ranked 16th in the production
of peas and heans and 11th in production of swest
potatoes — reﬂecting the continuing importance of
subsistence crops in the area's economy.
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Figure 6. Portion of Mills' 1826 Atlas showing the project area.

apparent, pBI‘IZlB.PB more
so in the pu.rclla,se of
Plan&ation implements,
which eventua]ly shut off
many wood and
blacksmith shop, once
considered a necessily in
every neigmaorhoocl. ces
Great quantities of beef
cattle were Bhippecl down
to Charleston, to the
great relief of oattle
owners, who when
driving them down
generaﬂy lost a few in

the Santee Swamp
(MeGill 1952:272).

T]le ra.ilroad ha.cl two
other eﬂec‘ts. Firsat, trade with

Brown|[s nearby Ceorgetown declined as
farmers abandoned it in favor of
i Chatleston. And second, the eagy

aqcess laroug}lt in the turpentine
) m&usl:ry, largely from North
o Y Carolina. Both Boddie
(1923:327) and MeGill
(1952:266) comment on the
? © industry.

The Civil War did not
W= immev.]:iately, or &irecﬂy, affect
Williamsburg. Boddie does note
that early in the war a number of

EIlELVEB were sent to  the

McCllellanville shores to procluce

- W

In 1856 the Northeast Rﬂilway was built from
Charleston northward through Williamsburg, opening
the Charleston markets as t]:tey never had heen before.
Cotton production increased to 6,571 bales — 50%
more than 10 years previously. Sweet potato production
also increased, with Williams]:rulg ranked Oth in the
state, while the area also increased its rank in rice
production from 10th to 7th. McGill also observed
that;

the railroad a&van’cages were 6O

salt for Wﬂ]ﬁams}:'urg Couuty
{Boddie 1923:372), but otherwise the war effort
consisted of planﬁng subsistence crops.

By May 1865 the citizens of the region
requested that Union troops from Georgetown be sent
to Williamsburg to keep order and the region came
under military rule, Reconstruction had hegun. With it
50, too, had began efforts by white South Carolinians to
force African Americans back into sometlling ap'proac]:l
bondage, known as the “Black Codes.”
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In 1865 the South Carolina legislature passed
three laws. The first recognized that slavery ne }onger
existed, but placecl stringent economic and social
restrictions on former slaves. The second law prolai]aitecl
black farmers from se].]ing any'l:l:tmg without "written
permission of the employer or District ju&ge." It
prol]i]:itecl the ownerﬂl'u'p of weapons, and it allowed any
white person to arrest any "person of color" for any
misdemeanor. The third law instituted a "sunrise to
sunset” workday, placed restrictions on movement, and
proviclecl liberal jtmﬁfications for em]_:u]oyee dismissal. In
ad&i’cion, the law s’cipulate& t]:a’c }Jlaole.a coulc}. only be
farm laborers or hired servants, unless they pu.tchase&
an expensive license from the district court. This in
effect closed the door on black economic opportunity.
Farm laborers were docked pay for leavi.ng the
plantation without permission, damaging the owner's
property, sl:lovn'ng laziness, and even for being sick.
Visitors were not allowed without permission, laborers
had to work six c]ays a weelz, and conversations were
often mot permii:l:ecl cluri.ug work. Workers' children
could be removed to other Plﬂnt&ﬁons and Africen
Americans could still be beaten for their supposecl
transgressions, In many parts of the state a pass system
similar to slavery was again institwted.

By 1880 the South Carolina legislature had
even further limited black economic opportunities, made
oral contracts ]Jincling, JL:avorecl wln'te planters in a.]l
cliaputes, and made the hreach of contract a criminal
offense equivalent to fraud. Ancther law allowed
plan‘ta.tion owners to hold laborers on the plantation
who owed them money.

The "Red Shirt Campaign" by Wade Hampton
in 1876 was designed to further erode the few freedoms
still held by African Americans. The campaign
document c].i.recf:s, in part: "In speec]:les to negroes you
must remember that argument has no effect upon
them: tl‘ley can only be influenced ]Jy their £ea.rs,
superstition and cupidity. Do not attempt to flatter and
persuacle them. . . . Treat them so as to show them you
are the superior race, and that their natural position is
that of subordination to the white man."

As  elsewhere in South Caro]iua,

Williamsburg's economy was in shambles. Planters in
many areas atl:empte& to quicHy return to cotton in the
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hopes of restoring some semblance of wealth and
prosperity, but ﬁequently found that the freedmen were
little interested in returning to cotton. In the
Williamsburg area, it seems that while cotton was
important, so too was turpentine. In fact, by the 1880s,
one source remarked:

There is one great evil this country
has to contend witll, and which
acoounts for the low price of 1and,
and that is the deposition of the mass
of landowners to neglect their farms
and to devote all their time and labor
to cutiing timber and crossties and
worlzing turpentine (Anonymous
1884:np).

In fact there were 16 saw mills in Williamsburg County
producing $298,815 a year, and 26 turpentine stills
proc].ucung $420,000 a year. Nevertheless, there were
also 1,075 farms in the county. Those owned and
operated by whites averaged about 47 acres in size.
Those owned by African Americans averaged only 11.7

acres,

By 1900 the mumber of farms owmed and 7
o-pera’ce& ]:)y whites had nea.rly doubled and their acreage
had increased to over 95 acres. In that year cotton
Proclucﬁon was 18,428 Lalee, ranlting Williams]:urg
21st out of 40 counties. But Williamsburg ranked sixth
in tobacco production, with a yield of 904,330 pounds.
While cotton and tobacco accounted for 30.7% and
0.9% of the improved farm acreage respectively, com
was ]::eing plﬂ.n’cecl on 48,919 acres, or 36.6% of the
improvecl land in Wi]]iamsl)urg, suggesting that
subsistence farming was still vital to the county’s

economic Lase.

By 1910 cotton had grown to cover 41.9% of
the improved acreage in Williams]:rurg County, and
there were no fewer than 56 gins (Watson 1916:78). In
contrast, tobacco had grown to cover 2.5%of the area's
acreage. In contrast, corn acreage fell to only 30.6%.
The power of cotton, however, was soon broken by the
boll weevil an&, in 1930, cotton accounted for only
28.9% of the acreage, while tobacco increased to 10.5%
of the available acreage. Improved acres themselves had
declined from 156,600 acres in 1910 to only 119,350
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acres in 1930,

During the Great Depression Williamshurg

County l}egan to change. As one account observed:

many Northerners laougln’c or leased
homes in the country; it was a
common sight for the Atlantic Coast
Line trains to stop in Kingstree and
from their puﬂma.n.s would disembark
the wealt]ny,
the powar{-ul,

about equal amounts of sweet gum in the lowland areas
and plantecl lolalol}y pines in the upla.nr.] areas (Penney

1945:21). These pines represented the new crop —
timber.

Of course timber was not reaﬂy a new crop —
as implied by the 1884 account of the county, it had
been competing with cotton for years. By at least 1875
The Georgetown and Western had opened a line from
Georgetown to tie into the Atlantic Coast Line which

an even
national leaders

(Anonymous

1972:6).

Many of the once
productive  plantations
were converted into
}mnﬁng loc].ges, while
others were left to clecay.

By 1940,
Wiﬂiams]:urg COun’cy
had d.rasticaﬂy curtailed
cotton procluci:ion, and
54.5% of the improved
acreage was plantecl in
corn. This echoes the
comment of one
individual in the Trio
area who remarked that !
one year their gin was |
worth $100,000 while a
year later, with almost
no ong planting cotton,
it wasn't worth a dollar

= S
(Pearl Rowell, personal CREA ST
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ran across the Santee River into Kingstree. Along The
Ceorgetown and Western line W.D. Bryan, W.R.
Bryan, and James Bryan established the post office of
Ttio, at the southern terminus of the survey corriclor, in
1883, An intricate network of rail lines were established
to open swamps for timl)ering and ]3}' 1910 the G&W
had 36 miles of main line and 60 miles of branches —
all leading to the vast timber port of Georgetown
(Fetters 1990:45-54).

The 1939  General Hig]nway and
Transportation Map for the project area (Figure 7),
illustrates &evelopment in the project area. Settlements
are still focused on the road network and the Millwood
community is well established, as is Trio. Al‘fhough the
project corridor runs in close proximity to several farms
and associated tenant hou.ses, much of the line is
situated in areas that were pmha]sly wooded and of little
economic importance.
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METHODS

Field Methods

The im'tiaﬂy proposecl field ’(EC!:miqueS involved
the placement of shovel tests at 100 to 200 foot
intervals. These tests would be placed aloug the
centerline of the corridor, with all £l bei_ng screened
through ¥ inch mesh. One transect, running down the
centerline, was proposed since the corridor is only 75
feet wide. In areas of s'l:andi.ng water no tests would be
excavated. In areas of goocl surface ws:lnhty (with
exposure of 75% or more of the ground surface) a
peclestrian survey would be used in lieu of shovel testing.
Although some points were missing, the ceuten]ir;e was
staked at the time of our worl!, and ‘fo]lowing the
corridor was rela,ﬁvaly easy.

All soil would be soreened ’tlu'ougl'_l Y inch
mesll, with each test nurnl)erecl Eequentiauy. Each test
would measure about 1 foot aquare and would normaﬂy
be taken to a c]epth of at least I foot. All cultural
rernains would he coﬂected., except for Blle]l, 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 (defined by the presence of two or
more artifacts from either surface survey or shovel tests
within a 25 feet area) be i&enﬁfiea, further tests would
be used to obtain data on site lyounc]a.ries, artifact
quantity and diversity, site integrity, and temporal
affiliation. These tests would be placed at 25 to 50 feet
intervals in a simp]e cruciform pattern until two
consecutive negative shovel tests were encountered. The
information reqw:ecl for eomplef:ion of South Carolina
Institute of Archaeology and A.ntl-u:opology site forms
would be collected and pl-xotograplm would be taken, if

warranted in the opinion of the field investigators.

We discovered that the corridor, 12.7 miles in
lengt]:, consisted of about 7.2 miles of wooded pa.ruels
(Figures 8-11, and 12). In these areas conventional
shovel testing was conducted, altlloug]: we often

encountered moist or wet soi.]s, hampering acreening.
Where such soils were found we increased the testing
interval to 200 feet until either water was encountered
{and the gurvey was terminated) or until the soil
conditions irnptoved and we reverted to testing at 100
foot intervals. There was only about 0.95 mile where
the surface v131]:111t’y was aclequa.i:e to allowa peclesh:ian

survey (Figure 13).

Approximately 4.34 miles of the corridor were
classified as wet — c!enoting either s’can&ing water or
soils so mterlogge& that shovel tests filled with water as
*l:lley were Leing excavated. In these areas no shovel
testing was conducted. These wet arcas were, however,
walked whenever the water was less than about 0.5 foot
clee.p. As the water got &eepe':, ty'plca.lly only in the
swamp areas, the pe&estria.n survey was terminated.
Basecl_on the available maps we believe there may be
peveral small areas of }\ighgmuncl, completely
surrounded by swamp or water, which may be slightly
]:igluer. However, these areas (accounting for
appro:dmately 0.2 mile of the corritlor), were
inaccessible and not incorporated into the survey.

As a result of this Wotk, a total of 243 shovel
tests were excavated cluring this survey.

A final deviation from the Propose&
me’chodology involves the c].ept]l of shovel testing, In a
few arcas shovel tests were taken to clepths in excess of
1.0 foot (in several cases to approxirnately 2.1 {ee‘t),

largeiy ]’JECB.UEB sancly ].DB.H).SI were ancoun'tere&.

Axchitectural Survey

Because this project will use Bingle wood poles

‘of a very modest heig]:lt, the architectural survey was

limited to structures or lauﬂclings either on, or
immecliately adiacen’t to, the proposecl line. This, of
course, was relatively easy to determine since the
corridor was staked in the field. For any structures
present we auﬁcipate& completing a Statewide Survey
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Site Form with control
numbers aBBignecl ]:y the
S.C. Department of
Axchives and History.

Site Evaluation

Archaaologioal
sites will be evaluated for
further work based on
the eligi]:ility criteria for
the National Register of
Historio Places.
Chicora Foundation
only proviclee an opinion
of National Register
eligibility and the final
determination is made
]:»y the State Historic
Preservation Officer at

the South Carolina Figure 12. Example of corridor cut through pine and second growth forest.

s

Department of Archives
and History.

The criteria for eligiloi]j{:y to the National
Register of Historic Places is described lay 36CFR60.4,

which states:

characteristics of a type, periocl, or
method of construction or that
represent the work of a master, or

26

the quality of significance in
American  history, architecture,

. archaeology, engineering, and

culture is present in districts, sites,
]:)uild.i.ngs, structures, and o]Jjects
that possess integrity of locaﬁon,
r},eaign, setting, matexiala,
workmanship, feeling, and

association, an

a. that are associated with events
that have made a signiﬁcant
contribution to the broad patterns
of our ]:u'frtory; or

b. that are associated with the lives

of persons signi{icant in our past;
ar

c. that em]:)ocly the distinctive

that Ppossess lngl: artistic valuee., or
that represent a signjfica.nt and
distinguishable  entity  whose
components may lack individual
tlisﬁnlcﬁon; or

d. that have yielcled., or may be
Iilzely to yiel&, information
important in prehistory or history.

National Register Bulletin 36 (Towmsend et al.
1993) provides an evaluative process that contains five
steps for forming a c]ea.r]y defined explicit rationale for
either the site's eligihility or lack of eligibility. Briefly,
these steps are:

# identification of the site’s data sets
or categories of archaeological
information such as ceramics, litl-u'cs,
subsistence remains, architectural
remains, or sub-surface features ;
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relatively litile refersnce
to other documentation
and where typicaﬂy on.ly
one gite is Leing
considered. As a result,
some agpects of the
evaluative process have
heen summarizecl, but
we have tried to focus on
each a.rc]naeological site's
) a})i]ity to address
signiﬁcant research
topics within the context
of its available data sets.

For architectural
sites the evaluative
procees was somewhat
different. Civen the
relatively limited
architectural data

® identification of the historic
context applical:le to the site,
provi&ing a framework for the

evaluative process;

» identification of the important
research questions the site mig}nt be
able to aclclress, given the data sels
and the context;

»  cvaluation of the site's
archaeological integrity to ensure
that the data sets were Bu{:ﬁoiently
well Preservecl to address the research
questions; and

® identification of important research
questions among all of those which
miglnt he asked and answered at the
site.

This approach, of course, has been clevelope&
for use documenting e]igilaili‘cy of sites being actuauy
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places
where the evaluative process must stand alone, with

available for most of the
properties, we have
focused on evaluating these sites using National
Register Criterion C, focmaing on the site's “distinctive
characteristics.” Key to this concept is the issue of
integrity. This means that the property needs to have
retained, essentially intact, ils physical identity from the
historic perio&.

Particular attention would be given to the
integrity of design, Wor]?:manship, and materials. Design
includes the organization of space, proportion, scale,
tecllnology, ornamentation, a.ncl materals. As National
Register Bulletin 36 observes, “Recognizability of a
property, or the al:tility of a property to convey its
sign.iﬁcance, d.epencls 1argely upon the &egree to which
the design of the property is intact” (T ownsend et al.
1993:18). Wonkmans}:ﬁp is evidence of the artisan's
labor and skill and can apply to either the entire
property or to speciﬁc features of the property. Fiuaﬂy,
materials — the physical items used on and in the
property — are “of paramount importance under
Criterion (" (Townsend et al. 1993:10), Integrity here
is reflected lny maintenance of the original material and
avoidance of replﬁcemant materials.
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La]:oratorv Analvsis

The c]eaning and analysis of artifacts was
conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Foundation
laboratories. These materials have heen ca’ra.logued and
accessioned for curation at the South Carolina
Institute of Archacology and Anthropology, the closest
regional repository. The site forms for the identified
archaeological sites have been filed with the South
Carolina Institute of A_rcha.eology and Ant]nropology.
Field notes and photograpl'lic materials have been
pxepare& for curation using archival standards and will
be transferred to that agency as soon as the project is
complete. Analysis of the collections followed
professionaﬂy a.ccepl:ecl standards with a level of
intensity suitable to the quantity and quality' of the

remains.

28




RESULTS

Introduction

The intensive shovel testing and pedestrian
survey identified eig}:d: a.rchaeological sites and two
isolated occurrences along the 12.7 mile corridor
(Figure 14-17). Seven of these sites contain historic
components, whils three contain prei:listoric
components. Both of the isolated finds are of
pre]:u'storic material. None are recommended e]igil:le for
inclusion on the National Registex of Historic Places.
No standing architectural structures wero identified on,
or acljaoent to, the corridor.

Identified Arc]:meoloéical Sites

38WG147

Site 38WG 147 is a light surface scatter of
historic artifacts centered at station 8+00 on the survey
corridor (Figure 18), in the southeast corner of an
agrioultural field about 50 feet north of 8-142 {Sims
Reach/Millwood Road). The central UTM coordinates
are £611450 N3720330 and the elevation is about
160 feet AMSL. The topography in this area is very
level, with the nearest water source, Boggy Swamp,
situated ahout 2,000 feet to the southeast. The edge of
the cultivated field is situated about 150 feet to the east
and the near_]:!y woods are pn'.marily mixed hardwoods
with a relatively dense unJ.erstory of herbaceous
vegetation.

The site was initia,lly identified cluring the
peclestrian survey of the {-ield, which had been recen’cly
plowed and offered excellent surface mllnlity The site

was found to represent a very sparse scatter of materials,

contained within an area of 50 by 50 feet. A series of -

five shovel tests were excavated in a cruciform pattern in
the center of the concentration, but no subsurface

remains were encountered.

The soil profiles all revealed 2 plowzone of
about 0.7 foot of grayish brown (10YRS/2) loamy sand

laying on a pale brown (10YR6/3) loamy sand. This, in
turn, overlaid a yellowish brown (10YR5/8) sandy clay
at about 1.0 foot. Shovel tests were terminated at about

1.5 feet. These soils are consistent with Nohoco loamy
fine sands. . :

The recovered surface materials indude two

undecorated whiteware ceramics, four {‘ragments of clear
container gla.ss, one ﬁagmen’c of manganese container
gla.ss, and a single Prel-u'storic specimen —— a rhyo]ite
biface Eragrnent (Figure 1G). The historic materials
offer relaﬁvel‘y little ternporal control. The manganese
colored (or “sun colored amethyst")glass suggests a date
from the last quarter of the nineteenth century until
about the fst quarter of the twentieth century (Jones
and Sullivan 1985:13). Neither the 1923 Postal Route
Map of Williamsburg County nor the 1939 Generel
Highway and Transportation Map shows any historic
structures at this location. While the shape and ﬂalaing
pattern on the single preListoric specimen suggests an
Axchaio time period, it must be considered non-
cliagnosl:ic. -

'The historic materials recovered at 38WG147
may reprefent a very small historic site or may as easﬂy
xepresent secondary &epos'rta. The prehistoric specimen,
if found }Jy itseE, would be considered an isolated find
and lileely attributed to a single event or episode which

took pIa.ce on the swamp margin.

The data sets present at this site are very
limited. Only nine items were recovered from the
Bul{ace, in spite of excellent surface v131131.].1ty No
materials were recovered from any of the shovel tests,
nor was there any evidence of structural remains, such
as brick. While there are 2 nmumber of pertinent research
questions that late nineteenth and early twentieth
century historic sites can acIclress, such research
questions would require a much broader range of data
sets then we have found at this site. For example, to
explore gite JEum:"cim:l, it would necessary for the site to
yield more artifacta, fea’cures, and material suitable for
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Figure 19. Biface recovered from 38WG147.

dating. It is also necessary for the site to exhibit, at the
very least, some c].egtee of intra-site patterning, perhaps
concentrations of nails or other construction hardware
reflected in surface collections or shovel teglingd density.
None of these data scts necessary are present. It seems
very unli]:eely that the site has the a]:u]:t‘cy to provic].e the
data sets necessary to address these questions. The site
appears not On.l'y very superﬁcial, yielding {ew artifacts
on the surface, but also appears to have heen in’censively
Plowed, further reducing the Po’tential to recover in situ

remains,

As a resu.lt, we recommend the site as not
e}.igi]:tle for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places and recommend no further management
activities.

38W(G148

This site was first encountered in Shovel Test
4 at station 11 +00 on the survey centerline. The site
is situated about 25 feet east of a dirt road leading to
several farm buildings and about 50 feet north of S-142
(Sims Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM
coordinates are E611500 N3720310.

The topograpl'xy in the site area is level and the
elevation is about 160 feet AMSL. The nearest natural

water source is Boggy Swamp, about 1,800 feet to the
southeast. This is an area of mixed pine and hardwoods
with dense un&ers‘]:ory scrub vegetation, pro}:la.lbly
resull'ing from previous logging.

The material inttially found in ST 4 consisted
of three undecorated whiteware ceramics. Because
vegetation in this area was so dense, we chose to place
shovel tests at 50 foot intervalﬁ, rather than 25 feet.
Tests to the east, west, and south were all negative, The
test 50 feet to the north of 8T 4, however, revealed a
fragment of blue container glass, three fragments of
clear container gla.sa, and one rim fragment of a metal
can. At that point a pedestria.n survey of the dirt road
was undertaken. No additional materials were iclen’ti.ni.'le&,
but we did ohserve a farm complex, in cL'Japidatecl
conclif:ion, several hundred feet to the north of the
survey corridor.  It's possible that the remains
encountered in the corriclor, covering an area of about

50 by 75 feet, are part of this complex to the north.

No tempo:auy diﬂgﬂOStiG materials were
recovered from the shovel tests, although the blue gla.ss
appears consistent with commercial procluc‘cs t—ypical of
the mid-twentieth century.

The shovel tests revealed abowut 0.8 feet of dazk
grayiﬂ}l _]:»rown (10YR44/2) loam representing a plowzone
overlying an additional 0.2 feet of gra.ymh brown
(10YR5/2) loam. Below this is a gray (10YR5/1) clay,
with the shovel tests terminated at between 1.1 and 1.3

feet. The s0ils in these shovel teste are consistent with
Coxville loams.

This site appears to be a very amall scatter of
relaﬁvely recent material. Shovel tests failed to iclentify
any materials to the south, east, or west and in the two
positive tests materials were not dense. No architectural
remaing were encountered and no features were
identified. There are no structures identified at this
location on either the 1923 Postal Route Map {or
Williamsburg County or the 1939 highway map. It
seems unl]leely that the very limited data sets present at
this site have the Poten’rial to address any signiﬁcan’c
research questions appropriate for early twentieth
century farmsteads in the project region.

As a result, this site is recommended not
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eligi};le for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places. No additional management activities
are recommended, pencli_ng the review and concurrence
of the State Historic Preservation Office.

38WG149

This site is situated about 150 feet south of S-
142 (Sims Reach or Millwood Road) at station
169+40 on the project corridor (Figure 21). The
central UTM coordinates are E615500 N3718320
and the site is found on an inland terrace with an

elevation of 195 feet AMSL. The closest natura) water

source j8 an unnamed tributary to the Black River, -

about 600 feet to the southwest. The topography is
level, with a very slight slope to the south.

’ This site was first encountered in a dirt access

road while wall;a.ng between shovel tests. The dirt raad
cut hetween two fallow fields, each oﬁering about 50%
visﬂvility — not encrugl'l to c]is]_:ense with shovel testing,
but enoug}\ to pmvic].e another means of estimating site
dimensions. The woods to the northwest and southeast
are mixed pine and hardwood an&, as men’cionecl, the
elevation d.tops alig]:ltly to the south and Boutheas’c, 30

the soils become somewhat less well drained,

To the northeast of the site area there is a
co].]apsed barn, evidenced ]Jy some remaining wood
framing and ahea’ching, as well as mangled tin roofing.
The 1939 highway map reveals two tenant houses in
tl’ﬁs genera,l area, alt]:lough none are S]‘.’town on 1:1'1&:
current USGS ’copograp]:n'c map.

When both shovel tests 70 and 71 (spaced 100
{cet apart) were negative, an additional test was placed
miclway between them. In a&&iﬁon, two tests were
excavated at rigl—lt angles, on the edges of the corridor.
These tests were also negdative, The materials collected
from the surface include two undecorated whiteware
ceramics, two blue sponge tlecorata:l wl]itewares, two
clear container glass ﬁagments, and one fragment of
window glass. These materials were apreacl out over an

area measuring about 50 by 50 feet.

The shovel tests revealed a profile of plowecl
grayish brown (10YR5/2) loamy sand to a depth of
about 0.8 {oot, followed l)y a pate brown (10YR6/3)

sand to a cleptll of 1.2 feet. Below was a ye].lowis]:i brown
{(10YR5/8) sandy clay representing the subsoil, at which
point the shovel tests were backfilled. This profj'le is
consistent with other Noboco soils found in the project
vicinity.

The remains are consistent with a twentieth
century d.sposrt and ]i]::ely are associated with the tenant
occupation shown on the 1939 map of the area. Since
no architectural remains were encountered, it is li.lzely
that the settlement was actuauy further to the
norl:heast, per}laps around the barn remnants, in an
area of high grass aud very low visibility. Regardless, no

other remains were encountered on the survey corridor,

The data sets at this site are limited to
domestic reluse, pet‘l’laps in a secondary context. There
are no features and no evidence of structural remains.
The area where artifacts were recovered has heen
Jamagecl by the road, as well as cultivation. It is u.nlllaely
that the site, based on the portion we have heen able to
examine, i8 capal:le of addxessing Bigniﬁcant research
questions. Ava result, we recommend the site as not
eIigiHB for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places. No further management activities
appear necessary, pending the concurrence of the lead
federal agenay and the State Historic Preservation
Officer.

38WG150

Site 38WG150 is situated at station 204+50
on the power]j_ne corridor about 0.4 mile soutll of 8-
142, (Sims Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM
coordinates are B616210 N3717550 and the site is
found in a fallow field with about 20% surface msjblllty
The field has an elevation of about 195 feet AMSL and

the nearest natural water source is an inland swamp

about 1,500 feet to the southwest.

The site was initially encountered in ST 102,
which producecl one &agmentecl of melted aqua g]ass
and one ﬁagment of melted clear gla.ss. Additional
shovel tests were placec]. at 25 feet northwest hack
toward ST 101, as well as at 25 intervals toward the
corridor margins. Two of these additional seven shovel
tests were positive (Figure 22). The shovel test 25 feet
southeast of ST 101 produced two fragments of clear
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container glass, while the shovel test 50 feet to the
southeast produced a single Bristol slip stoneware. No
materials were encountered on the surface and the
remainder of the shovel tests were all negative,

The shovel testing in this area reveals a proﬁle
of about 0.9 foot of plowed dark graywl: brown
(10YR4/2) sand overlying a distinct pale yellow
(ZSYRY/AIJ) sand Eru].'Jaoil. In some shovel tests plowsca.ts
were visible. Fxcavation typica]jy extended into this
subsoil about 0.2 to 0.5 foot before the test was
terminated. This soil proﬁle is consistent with the

Bonneau Series.

Although the 1939 highway map reveals
several tenant structures along Sims Reach Road, the
location of this site seems too far south to represent any
of these structures. In addition, the absence of any
architectural remains suggests that this scatter may
represent a secondary trash deposit.

Regart:].less, the site’s data sets are very aparse.
Artifacts are limited to kitchen remains and on.ly three
of the nine shovel tests in the vicinity were positive. As
men‘cionecl, there is no indication of architectural
features, such as brick or roo{ing tin. It seems u:nlilaely
that the remains encountered cen address any
substantive research questions appropriate for late
nineteenth or early twentieth century tenancy in South
Carolina. In addition, site integrity is poor, there ]:»eing

evidence of extensive plowing.

As a result, no additional management
activities are proposecl for this site, which we
recommend as not e]igi]:le for inclusion on the National

Register of Historic Places.
38WG151

Site 38WG151 is situated in the gwamp area
of the Black River at station 322400, a.ljout 2,000
{eet southwest of S-142 {Sims Reach or Millwood
Road). The central UTM coordinates are E618920
N3715200.

The site consists of a {‘a.lrly dense scatter of
prellis’coric and historic materials on a low sand ridge

overlooking an inland swamp, The elevation is about 80

40

feet AMSL and the closest natural water source is the
inland swamp, ahout 200 feet to the northwest. The
area has been logge& and exl:ensivaly ljuﬂclozecl, l].lzely in
preparation for rep}anﬁng. Remnant vegetation congists
of scrub lqardwoocl, while the earlier vegetation appears
to have been primarily plantecl pine with some mixed
hardwoods in the und.erstory. This practice of clear
cutting and buﬂdozmg seems to he common in this
portion of the state where erosion is somewhat less of a
concern that in the upstate.

Because of the good surface visibility in this
area and the genera]ly low BGilB, shovel testing was }Jeing
conducted at 200 foot intervals. The site was im'tia]}y
discovered, as surface material, wa.umng from Shovel
Test 126 (which was negative) to Shovel Test 127
(wlnc]:l was also negative). A serien of 10 additional
shovel tests wers conducted in the vicinity of the surface
remaing — ol:l.ly one of thesc tests (Figure 23) was
posaitive. All of the tests revealed a relaﬁvely thin A
horizon of very dark gra.ymll brown (10YR3/2) sand
overlying the subsoil, a dark vellowish browm (10YR4/4)
sand at a deptll of about 0.7 foot. The A horizon soils
were thoroughly mixed, containing ﬁagmen’cs of ljar]z,
iree branches and other debris. This soil prome is
genera.uy consistent with the Chipley Series.

The preListoﬁc surface remains from this site
include one orl:lloquarl;zite IJi{ace, 33 or&}loquartzi‘te
flakes, one Pee Dee Complica’ce& S’ca.mped shar&, five
small (i.e., under I-inch in r:]iams‘ter) sherds, and four
ﬁagments of baked clay ol:)jects. "The worked stone and
flakes are not temporally diagnostic, although the Pee
Dee sherd is characteristic of the Mississippian Period,
about A.D. 1400. The baked clay‘olrjec’cs, in contrast,
are far more typical of the Late Archaic or Early
Woodland periods, often Leing found associated with
Stallings, Thom's Creek, or Refuge pottery. These
remains suggests that the bluff edge was used by a
variety of different groups, from at least 1,000 B.C.
through A.D. 1400. } was likely a good place to lie in

wait for game f:l:equenting the neaxlay swamp ed.ge.

The historic remains recovered from the
surface include two f::agment of undecorated wjniteware,
three &agmenl:s of tinted glazecl whiteware, one Bristol
slip stoneware, one blue container glass fragment, 10

&agmen’ts of brown glass (several of which appear to be
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alcohol bottles), one intact clear glass hottle, and 24
clear container glass &agmeuts. The one positive shovel
test (25 feet southwest of ST 126) included two

fragments of clear container gla.ss.

Based on the surface distribution, we estimate
that the site measures about 100 feet northwest-
southeast by about 60 feet northeast-southwest,

The prehistoric component of this site includes
a variety of materials — pottery, lithica, and baked clay
olz:jects — E.l'[‘.l’lmlgl'l tl'ley also appear to represent several
distinct and w-idely separatecl temporal svents. No
pre]listoric materials were recovered from the shovel
testing. If the site exhihited greater integrity — if the
logging had not been so severe and had so many debris
from the Ioggi_ng bheen found in the shovel tests — we
would be included to recommend a&diﬁonal, more
intengive testing of the site atea to determine if
remnants of one or more of the preln'ﬂ'toric camps mig]nt
be found. However, as it is, we doubt that the site
possecages cither the data sets or the integrity to eddress
significau’f research questions,

The historic component, like several others
identified du.rmg this survey, appears o be isolated —
1a,c1ang any indication of architectural remains. Per_haps
the BULVEY corridor i 80 narrow that the more
substantive architectural components are elu:]ing ua. Or
perhaps tenant sites have heen so aggressive[y eliminated
from the 1andsca.pe that no ]Jrlcli, tin, or nails remain.
Both seem unlilze.ly. It seems mote Iileely that we are
encountering a variety of aeconda.ry refuse deposits —
placefrwlnere trash was &aposi’ced sligh’cly away from the
actual house site. Regard.lesa, we do not believe that this
pite contains the data sets necessary to address
substantive research questions. In aclcli’cion, the site
integrity has been serioualy compromisecl ]Jy the logging

operatious.

As a reBult, neither component appears to
possess either the data sets or the integrity necessary for
further research. We recommend this site as not eligible
for inclusion on the National Register of Historic
Places. No additional management activities are

recom.men&scl, pemling concurrence of the lead federal
agency and the State Historic Preservation Officer.
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38WG152

Site 38W(G 152 is situated about 500 feet east
of 8-30 and about 800 feet south of the Black River.
The remains were encountered at station 400+00 and
the central UTM coordinates are E629090
N3713200. The site is situated on a riclge overloolaing
the Black River swamp at an elevation of about 150 feet
AMSL. The topogtaplly is generauy leve[, but tends to
slope to the north and east. Vegetation to the northwest
consists of p].ante& pines. To the south there iz an open
area of grass and pasture, where several trailers are
situated. To the east there is & mixed pine and hardwood
forest.

The site was iniﬁaﬂy encountered in Shovel
Test 156, which produced a single orthoquartzite flake.
A series of seven addition shovel tests were excavated in
the area, with only one (25 feet northwest of Shovel
Test 156) being positive. That test yielded another
or’cl:oquar‘tzite {lake.

These positive teats prornpted a surface survey,
focuﬂing on the area alig]:d'ly upl:ju; to the west, where
an area of piantecl pines had been cut and the area
bulldozed. This open area proclucecl three additional
ori:}loquartzite flakes and one small (uncle‘r l—inch)
prehistoric sherd. Unfor‘cunately, the bulk of the A
horizon soils from this openerl area had been bulldozed
into a pﬂe, so it is lﬂzel‘y that most of the site materials
have been s‘crippec]. from the site area.

Where intact soils were encounterecl, the
shovel tests revealed about 0.8 foct of brown (10YR5/3)
A horizon sands overlying a yellowish brown (10YRS5/8)
clay loam subsoil. These soils are consistent with the
Emporia Series.

T]'u'.s gite, Bihlated on the swamp margin,
suggests that the area was ]Jei.ng used &uring the
Woodland Periorl, prol)aLly fora llun'ting camp or other
limited use function. Had the area not been so lleavi]y
impa.c’cecl ljy clearing and grul:l:)ing, we would have
recommended some additional alose interval testing to
determine if intact cleposits m.ight be located. However,
it appears that the site's integrity has been too heavﬂy
impacl:e& to warrant any additional investigation.
Consequentl‘y, we recommend the site as not eligible for
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inclusion on the National Register. No additional
management activities appear necessary, pencling the
concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State

Historic Preservation Officer.

38WG153

Site 38W(G153 is situated about 800 feet
north of US 521. The central UTM coordinates are
E619950 N3711610. The site consists of the ruins of
a frame house with a stan&ing chimney {Figure 25). Tt
was encountered in the process of loohing for the staked
corridor and we eventuauy discovered that the
arcl‘laeologica] site is situated about 100 to 150 feet
west of the proposec‘ c_orriclor, roughly perpendicular to

station 459+50 (Figure 26)

corridor no shovel testing was conducted. However, we
did make a small gralj collection of materials around the
structure, inc]ucling two fragments of undecorated
Whiteware, one green transfer printed Whiteware, two
lr-ra.gments of blue transfer printecl whiteware, one
fra.gment of brown container glass, one fragment of
green container glass, one fragment of ligl'lt green glass,
three fragmen’cs of milk glass, four fragments of clear
container glass, nine fragments of window g[ass, one
leather shoe sole {-ragment, and one glass marble. These
remains are suggestive of an early twentieth century site.
The 1938 highway map reveals a structure at this
loca‘l:ion. Moreover, it is sl'lown not as a tenant house,

but as an owner's. The site, l'xowevet, is no ionger

present by 1990 when the USGS map was pro&ucecl.

This site has

been disturbed l)y recent
bunclozing, ait}loug}n it
isn't certain whether it
was to

Iemove some

parts of the structure
(unlileely

chimney is standing) or

since  the

per}laps to help contain
a forest fire, evidence of

which is seen in the

burned over field.

Regarcliess, the
lJuHciozing has displaced
the foundation (which

consisted  of pourecl

concrete piers) and has
scattered much of the

structural remains. The

Figure 25. Site 38W(G153, view to the north-northwes

site area is now rutted

The site is situated on a level terrace at an
elevation of about 195 feet AMSI.. The closest natural
water sources are several small tributaries of the Black
River, none closer than about 4,500 feet of the
structure. The site is at the edge of a fallow {ield, only
about 40 feet from the dirt farm road. To the northwest

and west of the site is an area of plantecl pines.
Since the site was not found within the survey

44

and there is stancling

water in some areas.

[t is lilzely that this site would have been
worthy of additional testing to further evaluate its
significance, prior to the Bulldozing. We now doubt,
however, that the integrity 1is sufficient to warrant
additional investigations, Althoug]'l no shovel testing
was conducted at this site, we do not believe that it is
eligi.ble for inclusion on the National Register. We also
note that the site is not within the proposed corridor, so
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we are recornmenc]ing no additional management
activities.

38WG154

Site 38W(G154 is situated about 1,400 feet
west of S5-81 at station 615+00. The central UTM
coordinates are H618560 N3706980. The closest
natural water source is Gumtree Branch, about 200
feet to the northwest. The site, in an area })emg tested
by shovel tests at 200 foot intervals because of the
low, wet soils, was iniﬁa]ly discovered ]Dy the presence
of a small brick pile. Alt]nough neither of the shovel
tests at the 200 {oot interval points revealed a:tifacisl,
a series of Eigllt additional shovel tests were excavated at
25 foot intervals in the vicinity of the brick rubble
(Figure 27).

These additional shovel tests revealed a diffuse
scatter of historic materials (Tn]:le 2), which appear to
date prima.n'.ly from the twentieth century (tl:lere are no
clearly nineteenth century remains present). The shovel
tests revealed about 0.5 foot of ligh’c yeuowish brown
(10YR6/4) sand overlying a ye]lowia]l brown (10YR5/6)
olay. These proﬁles are characteristic of the Hornsville
soils, Lnown to be present in the site area. The
vegetation consists of primri:ly pine with some mixed
hardwoods. COUPIEC]. with the soil pro£i1e (W’Itll little
organic matter in the remnant A ]:Lorizon), it appears
h}zely that this area has been cultivated in the past, but
has been turned over to loggi_ng.

The site dimensions are estimated to be about
50 hy % J[‘eet, based on the shovel test data. Other than
the one brick p'i.le, no other surface evidence of the site
was found fie., there were no piera or tin Ioo£'u:lg, there
was no remnant wood framing).

The 1939 hig]nway map does reveal the
presence of at least three tenant structures in this area
(none of which are still shown on the 1990 USGS
iopographic map). It seems ]dlaely that 38WG164
represents one of these tenant Jwe”ings, with the brick
pi.le per]:aps representing the remains of a cl'limney fall.

Al’fhougl-l there are several data sets present
(ceramics, glass, and the brick pile), others that migl-ﬂ:
suggest the site is intact (puch as roofing and in situ

46

Table 2.

Artifacts Recovered from 38 WG 154
Provenience AN BEW (lr glass _Bric]a
N50E100 1 1 1 1
N75E100 1 1
NS0E125 1 1
N25E100 9 1

WW = whi’ceware, m&ecora’cecl; BEW = burnt refined

earthenware; Clr glass = clear container glass

piexs) are missing. Moreover, the area has been turned
over to the cultivation of pines, suggesting that whatever
m.igl-rl: have been there was la.rgel'y &iﬂplacecl or removed.
'This is consistent with the soil prolc_ile.

Asa result, we do not believe that the site can
address signj.‘Eicant research questions and we
recommend it as not eligi]:le for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No additional
management activities are recommencle&, pen&ing
congurrence by the lead federal agency aud the State
Historic Preservation Officer.

38W300 - Isolated Find 1

A single Deptiord Cord Marked sherd was
recovered on the surface of a nclge erlge overloolzing an
inland swamp. The central UTM coordinates are
E616760 N3717040 and the site is situated at station
228470 in the survey corridor (Figures 28 and 29).
The area has an elevation of about 130 feet AMSL and
the Ih:npcugrtaq;ﬁny slopw to the northwest, toward an
inland swamp, about 1,000 fect distant. In spite of the
elevation and the distance to the gwamp, the soils in this
area were wa‘cerlogged at the time of the survey, with
ruts }lolding water and shovel tests consistently difficult

to screen. As a result shovel testing was at 200 foot
intervals.

The area ]IlELB been ]Jea.vily loggecl and the
vegetation wes grass, laram}sles, and gorub hardwoods.
There were a number of bulldozed piles of wood debris
and the identified site was situated just northwest of one
such pile.
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Figure 29. Site 38WG00 - Tsolated Find 1, loo}nng to the northwest.

ona sa.ncly bluff adjacent
to an inland BWamp area,
The central UTM
l' coordinates are B620250
N3712600 and the
point was recovered about
15 fest from station
419+00 on the survey
corridor (Figure 31). The
elevation is about 160
feet AMSL and this site
is within 25 feet of the

swamp margin.

The recovered
item  was a Small
Savannah River

Stemmed projecl:ile .
point. The item, flaked

from r]:yolite, measures

A series of five shovel tests were placecl around
the initial find at 25-foot intervals. All were negdative.
The soils in this area, characteristic of the Eunola
Series, consisted of 0.4 foot of dark gray (10YR4/1)
sand filled with bark and other wood debris, crver}ying a
light yellowish brown (10YR6/4) sand to a depth of
ahout 0.9 foct. Below, to the terminal c{epth of the
shovel tests at about 1.3 faet, was a pale brovm
(10YRZ/3) sand. Additional pedestrian survey was
conducted in the vicinity of the origi_ual cliscovery, but
no additional remains could be found. It is li}.aely that
the ]:m.ucloz:.ng which exposecl this sherd cles'l‘royecl other
evidence of the site.

This site does not possess the data sets to make
any substantive contribution to our unclers’tancling of
Woodland occupation on swarmp margins. As a result,
we recommend it not e]igi.ble for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No further
management activity is recommenc].ecl, Pending the
concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State
Historic Preservation Officer.

38WGO00 - Isolated Find 2,

This isolated find of a Projec’tile point (Figure
30) was also identified as a remult of logging disturbance

4.7 cm in length, 2.3 em
in width, and 0.8 em in
thickmess.

Shovel tests up to the ec].ge of the swamp were at
100 foot intervals, but the nearest shovel test, about 70
feet to the south, was negative. The point was collected
from the sutface and a series of five additional shovel tests
were excavated in a cruciform pattern. All were negative.

Soils in the area are consistent with the Emporia Series
and exhibit ahout

0.4 foot of brown _ 1 2
(10YR5/3) and | [ mmm
over_ly'iug a subsoil cm

of yeﬂowish brown R
(10YR5/8) clay.

This site
i8 recommended as
not e]igi]:ple for
inclusion on the
National Register
and no additional
management
activities are
recommended.

Figure 30, Small Savannah Rives
Stemnmed point.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study involved the examination of a 12.7
mile corridor for Central Electric Power Coopﬂraﬁve
running from the north side of the Black River, west of
Boggy Swamp sou’cheaa‘\:erly to the community of Trio
on the south side of the Black River. The proposed
corridor, 75 feet in width, is intended for the placement
of single Poles, typicaﬂy about 40 to 50 feet in ]Jeiglrlz.
Asa result, the PIOPO'EGCI uuclertalzi:ng is anticipa’ced to
have little visual intrusion.

We determined that there were no previous
arc]:la.eological sites identified in the study area and that
there had been no previous architectural suTveys in the
vicinity. Nor were there any National Register listed
sites in or acljacent to our sﬁ:ucly corridor.

Much of the corridor consists of wooded
parcels ancl, in {ad:, only approxim.ate]:y 0.9 mile was
sufficiently open and had sufficient surface visibility to
allow a pedesf:rian survey. Much of the corridor also
consists of poorly drained soils and slightly over 4.3
miles of the corridor consisted of tracts with sta.ncling
water or water logge& soils. About 7.2 miles of the
corridor were wooded, but auﬁicienl:ly clry to allow to
shovel testing, which was conducted at 100 foot
intervals on better drained soils and at 200 foot
intervals on the lower, wetter soila.

Qf the 10 recovered occurrences of cultural
remains, five are single component historic sites
(3BW(148, 38W(149, 38W(G150, 38W(GE153, and
38W(G154); one is a si.ugle component prellis’coric site
{38W(152); two are isolated occurrences of only
prehistoric material (38WG00-1 and 38W(G00-2); and
two exhibit both prehistoric and historic remains
(38W(147 and 38W(151).

These sites were evaluated for their potenﬁal to
address signiﬁcant research questions. Mauy were found
to consist of very small data sets, while others were
observed to have suffered extensive c].amage from
plowing or, more commonly, clear outting and

}Juﬂ&ozing. Asa resu.lt, we have recommended none of
the sites as eligible for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places. As such, no additional
management activities are recommen&ec]l at these sites ;
pending the review and concurrence l)y the lead federal
agenoy and the South Carolina State Historic
Preservation Office.

An examination of the corridor and arcas
inlme&iately acl]'acenf: to the corridor failed to reveal any
sta.nding historic structures that might be aligi]:}.e for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.

The prel‘liS'Eoric sites and occurrences (incluclecl
since t]ney were found in similar ecologica[ zones) are
sitnated on Noboco, Chipley, Emporia, and Euncla
soils. All, with the exception of the Chipley, are in
Capa]ni]if:y’ Class T or IL. .AH, i.ncluc]ing the Cln'pley soils,
are considered at least moclerafely well drained and
several are well drained. Tt seems that this limited survey
confirms the geasona.lble expectation that most
prehjstoric sites are to be found on better drained soils,
ﬁequenfly at the eclge of an inland awamp (prol}alJ}y to
take a&vantage of the ecotone).

The historic sites are found on No}Joco,
Coxville, Bonnean, Chipley, Eunola, and Hornsville
zoils. With the exception of the Cl'xipley and Coxville
soils, all are either Capability Class I or IL. In addition,
all except the Coxville soils are at least moclerately well
drained. Con.sequently, it appears that historic
set‘l:lement, at leas’t Lased on this limited stucly, was not
clramaticaﬂy affected ]Jy access to roads or even an effort
to avoid Procluctiw,' land. They, like the preluistoric sites,
tended to be situated on better (i.e., relatively dry) soils.
This may be reflected by occasional obaservations in the
historic records that point out land was availal;le, but
underutilized in the ‘county. It may be that there was no
pressure pusl'un.g tenant settlements to the poorer lands.
Al’camatively, it may he that the poorer lands were so
poorly drained that it was irnprac‘tical to have tenants
live in these areas.
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Ttis possﬂale that archaeological remains may
be encountered in the corridor clur'mg maintenance
activities. As always, the cleveloperrs 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 Historic Charleston
Founclation, or Chicora Foundation. No further land
altering activities should take pla.ce in the vicinity of
these cliscoverie.:s until thay have been examined ljy an
archaeologist.
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