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ABSTRACT

This stutly reports on  an  intensive
archaeological survey of a 1 acre tract in the southeast
corner of portion of Florence County, South Cax'olina.
The tract, measuring ahout 300 feet by 150 feet, is to

deeded to the Town of ]ohnsonv:]le to be usec]. for an

expansion of the mummpal sewage treatment facilities.

This work m]l require that the tract, currently sﬂ:uatea o

on a bluff overloolzmg Lynches River to the north, }_Je_

clearecl, gru]a]aecl," and the earth exca.vétecl clown at lqas’c'
20 feet. In adclltlbn, there is the potentlé.l i:or increased o
slltatlon, increased constmctlon-relatecl ncuse, 1ncreasec1_'-
Partxculates from short-term constriction ac’c1v1ty; ancl .

mcrea_sed traffic in and around _’che_ construgtlon site. All

" of thesé construction rela{ed éctivities have the poi:en’cial.. B
to af-fect archaeologmal and: historical sites and this =

- survey. 'was con&uctec}. to- 1c],ent1fy and -assess

archaeologwal and historical sites which may lje in the .

' _ pro;ect area.

_ The tract consists of a narrow rulge Pa.rauel to.
- 'Lynclnes Creelz with a steep slope to the rlver on the _
“north ancl topograpl'ly which suggests premous grouncl_

- modifications to the south. To the east is the existing
_sewage treatment ﬁcﬂﬂ:y, whlle to the westis a swamp

Iough and 130’;11 railroad and hlghway corridors.
Vegetation in the western half of the survey area
consists of mixed woods and grassecl areas, The eastexn
half was Previously the location of a house which has
recen‘tly been moved.

Consultation with the S.C. Department of
Archives and History revealed no National-Register
properties in the immediate area. Nor were there any
previous architectural surveys in the stu&y area.
Lilzewise, an investigation of the site files at the S.C.
Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology revealed no
archaeological sites within a half mile from the project.

The arclla.eological survey of the tract
incorpora’cecl shox_rel testing at 50-foot intervals
throughout the survey tract. Of the 20 shovel tests

excavate& only one was positive, ywiclmg two artifacts _
— a clay tobacco pipe stem fragment and a small
prehls‘l:onc s]:{er& Additional shovel tests, excavated at-.
25-foot mtervals, revealed no aclcllhonal materials an&

: this is classﬂ:led as an. 1solatec1 find. At tlie eastern end

of the project tract, however, a surface survey identified o

a spa.rse scatter of elghteent]a century historic remains, _.

' clemgnated 38FL380. This site, found entirely on the .
_ _surface, was exposecl l)y tlle removal of the house locatecl‘ o '
~.on 1:1-1e tra.ct . e

Tlfus site has been e)d:enswely clamagecl ]3y }Joth o
o the_: ongmal c_onstxuct;q_n and sulasequentiy removal of o
: 'I:l‘xe_ structure. In ad(li'tion,z it appears tluaf_ ﬁpwar(ls of =
two- thizds of thé site has })een clest'royecl l)y fhe_- L
o excavation of the ex1st1ng sewage treatment plan’c As: i
“result, 38FL380 is recommended - not ehgl}ale for_ :
mclusmn on the Natmnal Reg1ster '

Tl‘xe historic researcl'l 11:1ent1‘£1ed 1:}115 ‘as. ‘I:he.
general locatlon of the Wltherspoon Fen’y and also .

located an account of a farmly cemetery Lelng sltua’tecl' o

on the bluffs overloolzl_ng the river near this {erry. Tlrl_e' '
research suggests that the ongmail £er'ry was in the

* vieinity of the ongmaI 111g11way crossing, west of the

survey area and the railroad crossing. Qur worke fallecl to

1clenf:1£y any e_mclence of the cemetery. Altl'lough we have.
not teason to doubt the E.CCOI:lnf,_'tl'lE river edge has seen

extensive modifications in the twentieth century, so this_"
cemetery may have a]_reacly been clestroyecl.

Qur inveétigations identified no historic
structures within a 0.5 mile area of Potential effects
(APE).

Because we were unable to either confirm or
refute the presence ofa cemetery on the survey tract, we
recommend that controlled stripping be conducted in an
effort to iclentif'y any grave sites if they are present.
Otherwise, it remains possi]:le that archaeological

remains (inclucling human remains) may be encountered




on the tract during construction. Construction crews
should be advised to report any discoveries of
concentrations of artifacts (such as ]Jottles, ceramics, or
projectile points), brick rulal)le, or bones of any type to
the project engineer, who should in tumn report the
material to the State Historic Preservation Office or to
Chicora Foundation (1:113 process of &ealing with late -
discoveries is discussed in 36CFR800.13(b)(3)). No
construction should take placé in the vicinity of these
_ late discoveries until tl’lfo have been examined ]:ny an

archaéologist and, if necessary, have been processed"'

according to 36CFRR00.13(h)(3).
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INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the 1 acre Wellman Bluff
Tract was conducted by Dr. Michael Trinkley of

Chicora Foundation, Inc. for Mr. Ken _,Smoalz ‘0£ Lo
Sabine & Waters. The tract is situated in the southeas't" "
corner of Florenc_e County, about 32, miles southeast of
Florence and at the north edge of the Town of

]ohﬁsonvine on the south side of the Lynches River

{Figure 1). This area was incorpora.ted'in’co Florencre' E

County in _l 921 and has remain_ecl rela’ciVely rural.

- This work wag con_&uc‘tecl to assist Wellman

Corpora;’cion and th_e Tow'n'of-]‘ohnsonviﬂe comply with

S'ecﬁon 106 of the Na.i:io.;lal. Historic Preservation Act
and the regulations codified in 36CFR800 and is being

concluc‘l:ecl in antlcupahon o£ reques{:mg permits

assocxated with the eXpansion of the. emstmg‘ sewage

treatment: 'facﬂﬂ:y lay the Town of Jo}msonvﬂle on la,nd_

o be prowdecl lay Weﬂman

This worle W'lﬂ involve i:lle constructmn 0£ .

' various sewage_ Iagoons, clanﬁers, ancl; _other {acxlltles.
We -anticipate that the project wiﬂ"iil\}olve extensive
'clean'ng and gru]:vl)ing, various soil preparation activities,

eavy equipment -staging and movement, increased.

traffic on near}Jy roads, the Poterﬂ:ia.l' for siltation and
erosion ‘associated with the clearing and gru}J]:)ing
: activities, thé.potential for increased dust levels during
construction, ancl increased noise levels associated with
the various construction activities. Ultima.tely the work
will excavate the bluff area.'o{rerloolaing Lynches River to
a level equal to that of the existing facility — about 20
feet below the current gracle.

This work has the Potential for a variety of
primary and secondary effects on historic and
archaeological sites. Primary effects in the construction
area of course include destruction of these resources as
well as siltation or other related dama,ges. Secon&ary
effects to historic structures and resources include the

po‘tential for nuisance dust and increased traffic.

The si:ucly tract is fougl-;.{y rectangular,

measuring about 150 feet north-south }ay 300 feet east-
west. The northern Loundary.is f:_l‘le slope associated with

g Lynches River and t}uoughout'much of the survey tract. - -

was denoted })y the remains of a barbed wire field £er;ce.‘

“The eastern Loundary is the eﬁsting sewage treatment

£acility, marked }Jy a fence and a ;steep cut. "The

Soutliern lnounclary is an existing pavetl road leaclmg to

the sewage treatment Plant The westein Lounclary wag

'ar]altranl clefmecl .on. tl'le groun& by a Weﬂman
'representatlve -

Chic'ora was réqueste& to submit a'laudgéta.fy o

. proposél for an intensive s'ﬁrvey Iay Sabine and Waters e
“on Séptember 7, 2000. A proposal was submitted on"*

Septem]:er 8; 2000 and’ a notice to proceed was -

" received September 14, 2000. The archaeological :
Imveshgahon was conducted by Dr Mmhael Trinkley on -

Septem}:ler 18 ancl requlrecl 5 PBISOI‘I 1’10111:5 Tl'le .

: a.rclu'l:ech.lral survey was conductecl lay the author at the :
same tlme ancl req:uu‘ed 2 pexson hours.’ :

The statewide a.rchaeological si_tefilés helt“)y .r -

the Soﬁth Carolina Ins_;titute_ of A.rchaeology anJ L

An’clu’r_opolqu were examinecl Ly' Mr. Tom COVin'gton
for informetion pertinent to the project area. No sites
were identified within 1.0 mile of the project tract.

In addition, the South Carolina Department" :
of Axchives and Histo.ry GIS database was reviewed. X
There are no National Register of Historic Places.
]::uil&ings, clistricts, structures, sites, or ol)ject's on or

within 0.5 mile of the project area. We also examined
the 1982 SHPO reconnaissance survey of the Town of
Iohnsonvﬂle, as well as the 1972/1982 SHPO survey
of Florence County There were no sites from any of

these surveys within a mile of the project area.

The project area is situated in a generaﬂy rural
section of Florence County. To the north most of the
area is dominated }Jy swamp, while the Town of
]ohnsonviﬂe is just ]Jeyond a mile of the project area to
the south and outlying neighl\orhoocls are found about

1
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Figure 1. Location of the project in the Florence County area (basemap is USGS South Carolina 1:500,000).
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_ SCALE IN FEET _
Figure 2. Survey tract showing the project area (basemap is USGS Jolmsonviﬂe 1:24,000).




ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE WELLMAN BLUFFE TRACT

0.8 mile south of the Proposecl sewage treatment £acili‘cy
expansion. Nevertheless, most of these are buffered ]ny
the Wellman property. In ad(lition, the expansion will
be situated irnmecliately a&jacent to the existing £aci1ity.
Consequen‘l:ly, there will be no introduction of
permanent effects which do not alreacly exist.
: ‘Consequen.tly, we selected to use 2 0.5 mile area of
* potential effects (APE) for this project.

- This réi:uort details the stucly of the project area
' unclertalzcn ]Jy Chicora Foundation and the ;esults of
that investigation. * .~ '




ENVIRONMENTAL BACKGROUND

thsiograplly_

Florence County is situated in the Inner and
Middle Coastal Plain of South Cazolina and is bounded
to the north }Jy Marlboro and Dillon counties , to the
west }Jy Darlington, Lee and Sumter counties, and the
Lynches River, to the south by Clarendon and
Wiuiarns]:lurg cotnties and to the east Ly the Pee Dee
River, which separates it from Marion County. The
land primarﬂy consists of gently roﬂing hills with
elevations ranging from about 20 feet above mean sea
level in parts of the river Hoodplains to a higl'l of about
150 feet ahove sea level in the Florence-Timmonsville

area. Most of_f:}le county has an elevation between 70

and 150 feet above sea level (Pitts 1974:100).

Tj'le county is tlralned loy the Pee Dee river -

.system wklcl'x flows in a southeasterl direction and -

{orms sornewlla‘t of &
. clenclmtlc &rainage

clrainage to the west in an .area which today is
dominated by a wetland. A larger north flowing drainage
is found about a mile to the east (Figure 2.

The tract is situated in the southeastern
portion of FIoren(;e County — an -area which is _
generaHy characterized Ly low, flatlands interspersecl' '
'W’Itl’l small ciramages, a £ew 1arger swamps, and -
numerous smaﬂ Ioays

The onjy natural ‘border for the tract is
Lynches River to the north. To the east is the existing

sewage treatment plant Wl'ule to the south is the Pavecl N
access road to the sewage treatment plant The western - - -

Loundary is arlntrary and’ clrawn to lncozporaf:e.::
approxnna’cely an acre in the. Survey tract... .

The ’cppograpllir is '_clorﬁir_lated l)y a Muf'f rﬂgé

pattern. It '-iriclurles
‘Lynches .Rivér, “which
merges with the Pee Dee
“in  the southeastern
corner of the county, as
well as' smaller streams
such as Claussen Creek,
: ']'effries Creek, and
Mu&&y Creek. The
project area is dominated
}Jy Lynches River, which )
flows east into the Pee
Dee. Just to the west of
the stu&y area the
Lynches River is joined
by Lynches Lake. There
has  been  sufficient
activity along the bluff
edge that small clrainages

are no longer well

clefinecl in many areas, F‘igure 3. Exmtmg sewage treatment ’Eacdﬁ:y with the survey tract to the Ie{'l: on the Lluﬂ
' View to the northwest.

altlmugh there was a
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View to the norl:l‘xwest

century observer,
commented that these
{eatures proviclecl good
pasturage for cattle
(Matlnew 1992:210).
_Soils in such areas are
generaﬂy poorly drained
loamy sands and the
typical -vegetation is
usually mesic or swampy,
often cl’xarac’cerlzed lny
I)ay trees.

Geologiv antl Smls

The geology is -
characteristic. of the
Coastal Plain._.' The.
. parent ‘materials of. the_ '

soils . are - marine or .

F1gure . Cen’cral porhon of the survey tract; note tl-xe cut slope on the leﬂ: eclge o:E tl-le unage ﬂuvxal d‘5’13‘3511:5 Wl'“‘:l"

“consist of varymg -

along the Lynches River. This feature is today only

about 50 feet in width and about 200 feet in length,

. with an unknown poﬂ:ior_L removed during conistruction

. of the existing sewage treatment pla.nt. This riclée élopes
si:eeply to the river and more grac].uaﬂy to the south, into

what were once cultivated fields. Nevertlaeless, i':l'le.,

topography suggests that this riclge has been truncated
even inland to the south, Perhaps })y the road
" construction or perhaps l)y other activities we have not
been able to document. Further compouncling the
difficulties of reconstructing the area’s 'I:opograplay is the
presence of the Wellman Bluff House on this tract.
Constructed sometime between 1964 and 1969, we
have no information on what modifications may have

heen necessary for this structure.

Often described as {latwoods, the region is
characterized ]Jy broad flat areas, which consist of a few
low ridges and bay clepressions. The most common
clepressions in the Coastal Plain are Carolina bays,
usually marshy and oval in shape (Richards 1950:45-
46). Water dept]n varies from shallow lakes to areas with
a preponderance of peat and herbaceous species (Barry

1980:131-13). Edmond Ruffin, a mid-nineteenth

6

a.nc]. clays There are IEOUI.

. ~ primary geologm formatlons cleposl’ced at d1££erent':

penods &urmg alternatmg tra.nsgressmn and recession of
the ocean: the Duplin Ma.rl Formatlon unclerhes arts -
P P

of the southern and western portions, of the county;- the "

Black Creek Formatl.on i {ounc]. in tlle nor‘cllerni'
portion of the county (Park 1980).

Overl)ﬁng these formations isa relatively thin
mantle of unriiﬁerenﬁa.tec]. light colére’cl sands and -
gravels with clay layers of Pli &:Pleistocene age. The
Pleistocene &epom‘cs include the Branc].ymne terrace
{215 to 270 feet MSL), the Coharie terzace {170 to
215 feet MSL), the Sunderland terrace (100 to 170 -
feet MESL), the Penllolowa.y terrace (42 to 70 feet
MSL), the Talbot terrace (25 to 42 feet MSL), and the
Pamlico terrace (less than 25 feet MSL) (Pitts
1974:109-110).

The project area is identified as Duplin and
Exum soils with 2 to 6% sIopes. These are generaﬂy
well drained mixed soils. The Duplin soils have an Ap
horizon of dark gray (10YR4/1) fine sandy loam about
0.6 foot in depth overlying about 0.3 foot of pale brown
(LOYR6/3) loam. This overlies about 2.0 feet of

- a.mounts of sands, 511’(5, B
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yeﬂowis}l-]:urown (LOYR5/6) clay loam. The Exum soils
have a grayish-hrown (10YR5/2) sandy loam Ap horizon
about 0.6 foot in depth. This overlies about 2.0 feet of
yellowish-brown (10YR5/6) clay loam.

Incorporate(l into the mapping unit are
Sunsweet soils. These have an Ap horizon of dark
gra.yish—]:rovm loamy fine sand about 0.6 foot in deptl‘,t

with a pale-}arown (LOYR6/3) loamy line sand A2

" horizon. The B _horizon consists of a reddish-brown
(5YRS5/4)clay. Also found as small pockets are Varina

soils. These have a 0.6 foot Ap horizon on .grayish—. :

- brown (10YR5/2) Joamy fine sand over an A2 horizon

~of very pale brown .(10YRZ/3) loamy fine sand a]Joui:_
0.7 foot in depth. Below is a yeﬂomsh }Jrown'

| . '(IOYRSK)) sandy clay subsoil.

. o As will ]Je cl1scussed in more detail in a V_ :
' £onowit1g section, the soils identified in the field survey
resemble the Exum anc]. Varina serles, ' 1thoug11 ’chey'

’ _appear to have had: much of the upper zones stnppe& ST
O'H ‘There is 11’ctle doubt that the prc)]ect area llas ha& '

o extenswe mocllﬁcatlons

) Mills comments. ’cha’c ’che swamplancl soils are
composecl of the ru:hest soil". He notes for near]_oy

Marion District that "[wlhile the swamp lanids xeclaimed :

. and securea. from. &eshets, will l)ring 50 dollars an acre}
and the oak and l'nclaory lands 15 dollars an aére,. the
pine lands will scarcely sell for 1-dallax per acre' (M]_HS

1972:623 [1826]) ‘The ﬂatlands are, ]Jy companson,"

sand barrens; yel occasmnaﬂy [sic] presenting some
good timber land" (Mills 1972:513 [1826]). And while
the uplanc]s were healthy, with summers free of cliseas_.e,
he observed that, "on the rivers, creeks, and flat lands,
this district is su]::ject to hilious £evers, and cannot be
called healthy"_(Miﬂs 1972:516 [1826]) The proclucts
cultivated cluring that time were "cotton, corm, whea,t,

pease, and potatoes” (MiHs 1972:623 [1826])

Climnate

The general climate of the Florence county
area is characterized by mild humid conditions. This
climate is influenced ]Jy the warm Gulf Stream, as well
as I)y the Appalachian mountains which block the
coldest air masses. Other factors include la.tituc].e,

elevation, &istance from the ocean, and location with

‘respect to the average tracts of migratory cyclones‘ Day

to day weather is controlled primarily by the movement
of Pressure systems across the nation. However, cluring
the summer months there are few complete exchanges

of air masses because 'l:ropical maritime air persists for

extended periods (Pitts 1974:108).

The average annual precipitation in the
Florence area is 44.5 inches and is unevenly distributed
throughont the year, with 28.9-inches ocourring from
Apnl 'I:hrougln October which is the primary gromng
season. (Pitts 1974 108}

- The clin_la’ce, a.ccorcling to Mills (1972:625

[1826]), "taleing the w_hole year rounfl, is pleasaﬁ’c"; The

annual average temperature in'Florence_ié 63.2°F, and

+ the average monthly temperature ranges from 44.8° F..
T dn ]a.nua.ry to 80.3° Fin ]uly Frozen precipitation
. ocecurs only one to’ ’chree times a year c].unng the winter ;
_.'season "The ahunclant supply of warm, moist and . 4
: relatlvely uns’ca]:le air procluces frequent ‘scattered
~showets and t]:mnc].erstonns in the summer {a shower on
_tlle &ay of the survey &umpgcl nearly 0.5 1n_cl'1 of rain in *

a little un'cle'r-30' minutes, and the;l. stoppe&).'

" Severe  weather “usually means violent

_ 7"t11understorms, tomacloes, aml hurricanes. The troplcalr -
kN 's’corm geason is in Jate summer and early {aﬂ although ™~

storms may occur as eatly as May or as la'l:e as October -
(NOAA 1977). Heavy rains and high winds occur with 3
troplcal storms about once every six years. Storms of

hurricane intensity are mvich more 1n{:reque11t Notable
drough‘l:s have occurred twice in modern times; in 1925
and 1954, Typically a serious drought may occur once
every £1{'ty years. Less severe clry pexio&s have occurred
more often, normaﬂy in late spring or in autumn {Pitts

1974:109).
Floristics

The survey tract is not only smaﬂ, but has also
been extensively modified. Nevertl'xeless, the remnant
vegetation is a mixture of coniferous and deciduous
forests dominated by pines and broadleaf taxa such as
upland oalzs, sweetgum, hicleories, and  various
unclerstory species.

Most notable in the survey tract are a series of

7
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large white oaks. While not measured cluring the survey;
we estimate for one a dbh of about 36 inches. At an
average growth rate of 1.8 inches in diameter per 10
years, this suggests that some of the trees on the tract
are 200 years old, perhaps dating to about 1800.

Down slope, toward Lynches River and in the
wetland area to the west “are gum, sycamore, water -
lnclzory, lowland oaLzs, soft maples, wﬂlows, and other

herbaeeous SPECIBS

In the early nineteenth century Mills observed -
that: - s

the long leafed pine is most abunaa_n’_c

- of the forest trees; next the ‘cypress, o
various lzmc].s of osk, the hickory, . =

* tupilo &e. Of fruit trees the peach, .

apple, pear, Plum, &o. are common

- (Mille 1972:624 [1826])

; Mllls also olaservetl tha‘l: the ma)or use’ of: tl‘lese fores’c
' resources was constructmn, also notmg that ' good lay '

is found in various places E sul_taljle to make bncle" (Mi]_ls _' :
~1972:625 {1826]). Only lime, largely made of burnt. "
shells, needed to be imported into the area (primazily:
Jf‘rom':n.eigll]:oﬁrig Georgetown). Mills encourage& the
" residents to make better use of their local "shell

o+ . Timestone" for llme, a suggeshon which appears to have

" made little impact in the local. economy (Mﬂls'

U 1972:628 [1826)]).

Today, the project area mciucles a smaﬂ wood.ecl
{nnge on the ndge, as well as a moderately thick
understory of plants including various shrubs, vines, and ..
herbaceous species. Most common is poison ivy. Toward
the access road the area is grassecl, while further south,
}Jeyoncl the survey area, there is another dense uplancl
second growth £orest, representing fields taken out of
cultivation in the mid-twentieth century.




PREHISTORIC AND HISTORIC SYNOPSIS

Prehistoric Overview

Overviews for Soutl'll. Carolina's prehistory, .

. while of c]aﬁermg lengtlls and complemty, are available
in vn’tuaﬂy every comphance reporxt preparecl There are,

‘in aclc]ltlon, some "classic" sources Well WOIt].'.l ‘attention, - -

- such a8 Joffre Coe's Formative Cultures {Coe 1964) as
well as some new general overviews (such as Sassaman

et al. 1990 and Goodyear:-enc]. Hanson 1989) Also
exl:remel helpful perlmaps even essential, are a-handful

-0{ recent local synthetm statements, such as that offered

by Sassaman and Anderson (1994) for _tl'_xe Middle and
- Late Archaic and by Anderson et al. (1992) for the

" Palecindian ancl Early Archaic:. Only a few of the inahy .
sources are included’in this stuc[y, but they sl-mulcl be .

. a&eq’uate to give ’cl'le reader a feel" for the area and help :

. establish a context for the various sites 1&en1:1£1ed in the g

si:ucly areas. For those tlesmng a more general synthesxs,
perheps ’clle_most reacla_l:le and well ‘helanced is: that

i offered }Jy Judith Bense (1994) Archaeology af the
- Souii’ieasterﬂ Umtec] Si’ates Pakomdzan to War]{] War I :
: 'F‘lgure 5 oﬂers a generallzed view o£ Soutl‘x Carollna R

) cultura.l penods

Paleoindien Peﬁod

The Palecindian Periocl, ﬁost commonly dated -

from about 12,000 to 10,000 B.P., is evidenced by
_i)asauy thinned, side-notch projectile points; fluted,
lanceolate projectile points, side scrapers, end scrapers;
and drills (Coe 1964 Michi_e 1977; Williams 1965).
Oliver (1981, 1985) has proposed to extend the
Palecindian claﬁng in the North Carolina Piedmont to
perllaps as early as 14,000 B.P., incorporating the
Hardaway Side-Notched and Palmer Corner-Notched
types, usually accepte& as Early .A:clla.ic, as
represen’catives of the terminal p}lase. This view, ver]aally
suggested ]:)y Coe for a number of years, has

considerable technoiogi_cal appeal.l OIiver'suggests a
continuity from the Hardaway Blade through the
Har&away—Dal‘l:on to the Harc].away Side—Notchecl, "

'_eventuaﬂy to the Palmer Side-Notched (Olwer-'.- :

1985:199-200). While convincingly argued, t}us

' approach is no’c umversauy acceptecl

} _Tlle Paleqindian occupa.’cion, while widesprea& “
does not appear to have been intensive. Axtifacts are '

~ most. frequently found along major river drainages,
. Whicll-Micllie interprets to support the concept of an -
“economy oriented toward the -e}_(ploitzi{ion"bf now
_extinet mega-fauna" (Michie 19'77:124). Survey'&ata.
for Paleoinclian ’co‘bls,. most. notalaly fluted points, s~ .
. .somewhat'date&, but._has been summarized lay _Cllerles. -
. and Michie 1992}. They reveal a mdespreacl distribution
: across the state (see also ‘Anderson 1992b: Figure 8. 1)
" with at least several coneentrations relatmg to inténsity. -
" of collector activity, Wllat is clear is that points are _
' found falrl far removed JEz:orn the origin of the raw .-
- material. Charles and Michie suggest that this may. . 7 -

1mply a geograpl'ncaﬂy extensive sei‘.tlement sys‘cem .

| (Cl‘laxles and Mmlne 1992 247,

Although data are’ sparse, one: of ’che more

attractlve theories that explams the wxdespread-' '

distribution of Paleoindian sites is the model trac]:amg
the replacement ofa lngl'l technology ‘EOIagEI {or HTF)
aaaptatlon }Jy a Progresswely more generalxzecl ‘
band/mmrolaancl JJ.:c»ragmg aclaphon accompamecl lay
increasingly distinct regional traditions (perhaps-

1 While never cEiscussecl }Jy Coe at lengtll, he did
observe that many of the Harcla.way points, especially from the
lowest contexts, had facial ﬂuting or tllinni.ng which, "in cases
where the side-notches or basal portions were missing, . . .
could be mistaken for fluted points of the Paleo-Indian
period" (Coe 1964:64). While not an especially strong
statement, it does reveal the formation of the concept.
Further insight is offered by Ward's (1983:63) all too brisf

comuments an the more recent investigations at the Hardaway

site (see also Draniel 1992).
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Figuxei 5. A generalized cultural sequence for South Carolina (parl:iaﬂy adapted from Coe 1964:Figure 116).
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reﬂecﬁng movement either along or perhaps even

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

Distinetive proj ectile points include lanceolates
such as Clovis, Dalton, perhaps the Har&away, and Big
Sandy (Coe 1964y Phelps 1983; Oliver 1985). A
'temporal sequence of Palecindian projectile points was

proposed by Williams (1965:24-51), but according to

Phelps {1983:18) there is 1iH:1e Btra‘l:igrapllic or

chronometric evidence {er_ it. While this is'ceﬂ:ainly

true, a number of au’cl-_xox's, such as Anderson (1992&) )
- and Oliver (1985) have assembléd impressive data sets.

_ We. are 1ncllne& to Leheve that wl‘ule oﬂ:en not

N concluswely Proven ]Jy s‘l:ra.tlgraphlc excavations - (an& e

such proof may be an unreasonable expectatlon) , “there

isa ler_ge body of circumstantial evidence. The weight of

this evidence teﬁds tb.Proﬁ&e consiclera]ale supporf.

Un{ortuna’ce}y, rela.tlvely 11tt1e is Iznown a]Jout

Paleomchan subsistence strategies, sei:tlement systems,

or social organization (see, lloweyer, Anderson 19921) S
. for_ an excellent overview and sy'nthesis o_f wha.t__ is. -
known). Generaﬂy,‘ archaeologiéts agree that the

. Palecindidn groups were at a band level of society, were

no'rnatlic, ‘and were bothi hﬁnters.eﬁd foragéi:s. While L
" :po'pulahon cle'nsﬂ:y, based on isolated fmcls is ’chouglﬁ:
to have been low, Walthall suggests ’cha’c toward the enc].'_' '

of the penod "there was an increase’ in populatmn

clens1ty and in terrltonallty and that a number of new
" resource areas were ljeglnmng to be exploﬂ:ecl" W althall
- 1980:30).

Avrchaic Period _

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

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

with the Palecindian Period, but is a slow transition
characterized lay a modern climate and an increase in
the cliversity of material culture. Associated with this is

"a reliance on a broad spectrum of small mamrnals,

although the white tailed deer was lilaely the muost
cornmcmly exploi’ced animal.  Archaic perioc].
assemnblages, exempli{:iecl Ly corner-notched and broad-
stemmed prcnechle points, are £alrly common, perhaps
because the swarmps and clralnages offered espemaliy
attractive ecotones.

- Many researchers have I'eportecl data suggestive

-of a noticeable population increase from the Palecindian

into ‘the Early Archaic. This has’ tentatlvel ]Jeen_

assoc1atec1 with a greater emphams on {oragmg o

: Dlagnostlc Early AIChalC arhfacts include -the Kirk
- Corner Notched point. As prewously discussed, Palmer -
: points may  be inchuded with either the Palecindian or

Axchaic’ peno& clepenclmg on theoretical perspective: '

 As the chmate ‘hecame hot{:er and drier than ’chek
. previous Paleoindian. penocl, resulting i in vegetatmnal
: changes, ‘it also aHected settlernent patterning as

. evidenced by a long -term Kixk phase midden deposﬂ: at -
the Hardaway site (Coe'1964 60). This is believed to -

have been the Iesuli: o£ a cl'lange in Bulasmtence:

strategies.

Seiﬂemen’cs c].urmg the Early'Axc}.le.ic.sug'gest

the piesene'e pf a few very large, and apparently !

infensively occupied, sites which can best be con_siclered
base camps. Heraeway migl‘ﬂ: be one such site. In
ed&ition, there were numerous small sites which pxocluce
only a few artifacts — these are the "network of tracks"
mentioned by Ward (1983:65). The hase camps

procluce a wide range of artifact types and raw materials

provides a convenient marker for separation of the Archaic
and Woodland periods (Oliver 1981:21). Others would
counter that such an approacll ignores cultural continuity and
forces an artiﬁcial, and perl_laps unrealistic, separation.
Sassaman and Anderson (1994:38-44), for example, include
Stauings and Thom's Creek wares in their discussion of "Late
Archaic Pottery." While this issue has been of considerable
importance along the Carolina and Georgia coasts, it has
never affected the Pierlmont, which seems to have embraced
pottery far later, well into the conventional Woodland period.
The importance of the issue in the Sanc”:u.us, un{orl:unately,

is not well known. '
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which has suggeste& to many researchers long—term,
perhaps seasonal or rnul’ci-seasonal, occupation. In
contrast, the smaller sites are thought of as special
purpose or {:oraging sites (see Ward 1983:67).

Middle Archaic (8,000 to 6,000 B.P.)
cliagnostic artifacts  include Morrow Mountain,
Guilford, Stanly and Halifax projectile points. Much of
our best information on the Middle Archaic comes from
sites investigated west of the Appalachian Mountains,
* such as the work ]Jy ]e{{ Cl’lapman and his students in
the Li’d:ler Tennessee River Valley (fdr a general overview
i see Chaﬁ)man 1977, 1985a, 1985b). There is good

~evidence that Middle Axchaic lithic technologies
changea clrarnaticauy. End scrapers, at times associated

“with Paleoin&ian traditions, . are discontinuetl,:_' raw
materials J(:enc_l to. reflect the ‘reater use of-:_loéaﬂy -
_ _avaﬂa]alermaterialé,- and miortars are initially int_rcc].ucec].. _

: A'ss'oai_ated with these tecll.nological clianges there seem.

fo also he some- s1gn1£10ant cultural mod1ﬁéatlona o

' »Preparecl ljunal ]:egm to ‘more cornmonly oceur ‘and

storage pits are identified. The work at Middle Archaic - V

river Valley sﬂ:es, wﬂ:h their evu:lence of a diverse floral

and faunal su]asmtence ]:uase, gseems to stancl i starlz' :

2 con’_crast. to Cal&wens Mldl’ﬂ Axclaalc "Olcl Quartz '

---Ihc].ustry" of Georgia and the Carolmas, where axes,

: chop_pers, and ground and Polished_stone tocls are very.

rare.

Amohg the - mosi;, commbﬁ ofr all Mlclclle

Woodland artifacts is the'Morrow Mountain Stemmed

_projectiie point. Originally divided into two varieties l)y B
Coe (1964:37,43) hased primarily on the size of the -

blade and the stem, Morrow Mountain I points had
reiatively small triangular blades with S]‘lOl‘t Pointed

stems. Morrow Mountain II points hacl ]ongex, narrower

blades with long, taperec]. stems. Coe sugges’tecl a
tempora[ sequence from Morrow Mountain I to Morrow
Mountain II. While this has been rejectecl }Jy some
archaeologists, who sugdest that the differences are
entirely related to the life—stage of the point, the debate
is far from settled and Coe has considerable support for
. his scenario.

The Morrow Mountain point is also important
in our discussions since it represents a departure from
the Carolina Stemmed Tradition. Coe has sugges’cefl
that the groups responsil)le for the Middle Axchaic

12

Morrow Mountain (ancl the later Guilford points) were
intrusive ("without any background" in Coe's words) into
the North Carolina Piedmont, from the west, and were
contemporaneous with the groups pro&ucing Stanly
points (Coe 1964:122-123; see also Phelps 1983:23).
PhelPs, builcling on Coe, refers to the Morrow
Mountain a,nc}. GuiHor& as tl'le "Western Intrusive
horizon." Sassaman (1995) has recently proposecl a-
scenario for the Morrow Mountain groups which would

.support this west-to-east time-transgressive ‘process.
'A})]:)Oﬂ: and his coﬂeagues, perl'xaps unaware of .

Sassamans data, chsrmss the concept, commen‘l:mg ’c}lat

| the shear &1s'l:r113u1:10n and number of these points. .
" "makes this posrhon wlnolly untenable" (A]J]Jo‘l:t et al N
1995:9). T

Tlie controvérsy . sun'oun&mg Morrow: '

'Mountam also includes “its posﬁe& date range. Coe

- (1964:123) did not expect the Morrow Mountain to - -

predate 6500 B.P;, “yet more recent research in

" Tennessee reveals c].a’ce railge of about 7500 to 6500 -
_ B.P. Sastaman and Anderson (1994:24) observe that

the Soui:l'x Carollna c].ates 1’1ave never ma’cched Jcl‘xe

B ; .antiquity of their more western counterpa.rl:s ancl suggest
" cohtinuation to perhaps as late as 5500 B.P. Tn fact

they suggest that even later dates axe possﬂale since it

S Jean oﬂ:en be c]aﬂ-lcult to separate Morrow Mountain and
Gul]ford pomts :

A recentl deflned point is the M.ALA T]ne

term is an acronym: stanclmg for Middle Archa;c and

Late Axchaie, the strata in which these points were frst
encountered at the Pen. Point site (38BR383) in
Barnwell County, South Carolina (Sassaman 1985).
These stemmed and notched lanceolate points were
originally found in a context suggesting a single-episocle
event with variation not based on temporal variation.
The origina.l discussion was explicitly worded to avoid
application of a typology, altlaough as Sassaman and
Anderson (1994:27) note, the "type" has spread into
more CoOmmon usage. There are possil:le connections
with both the Halifax points of North Carolina and the
Benton points of the middle Tennessee River vaHey,
while the "heartland" for the MALA. appears confined to
the lower middle Coastal Plain of South Carolina.

The available information has resulted in a
variety of competing settlement models. Some argue for
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. increased sedentism and a reduction of r’nobility (see
Goodyear et al. 1979:111). Ward argues that the most
appropriate model is one which includes relatively stable
and seclentary- hunters and gatl-lerers "Primarily ac].aptecl
to the varied and rich resource base offered I)'y the major

alluvial valleys" (Ward 1983:69). While he recognizes

the presence of "inter-riverine” sites, h_e discounts
expla_natiqns which focus on seasonal rounds, suggesting

"alternative explanations B [inclu&ing] a wir!;e range of

} aclaptive responses.” Most importantly, he notes that: )

_t}n.e- seas_ohal transhumance model
and the sec]:ent!ary model are opposite
ends: of a continuum, and in |
.'1ilgél_i1no_0(1 ~variations on these two
themes probably existed in different =~
.. regions at different times throughou’c _
_ the A::cl'xalc penocl (War& 1983 69)..

Ot}:lers suggest mcreasecl molaﬁlty dunng the

 Archaic (res Cable 1082)"  Sassamen (1983) hus

Suggestecl that the Morrow Mountain pluase people had
a grea{: deal of resxclentml mobi llty, based on the variety

of enwronmental zones they are found in'and the lack

of site c11ver511:y The 1-11g11 level of molnlﬂ:y, couplecl Wl‘l:ll" .

' the ra]_:ucl replacement of these points, moay help explam
" the. seermngly 1arge numbers of sites “with- Middle

Ar_claalc asseml)lages Cunously, the' later  Guilford

phas'e sites are not as wiclely &is_trijau’ced, :perliaps
suggesting that only cerfain micro-environments were

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

the notlon that substa.ntm].ly chﬁerent environmental
ZOTes are, in fac’c IEPIGSE]J{SE&)

Recently Abhott et al. argue for a combination
of these models, noting that the almost certain increase
in population levels pro]nalaly resulted in a contraction of

local territories. With small territories there would have -

been signi{'ican’cly greater pressure to success]guﬂy exploi'i:
the limited resources 13y more JEret:_[1.1ent movement of
camps. They discount the idea that these territories
could have been exploiteri from a single base camp
without horticultural tec]cmology. Abbott and his
colleagues conclude, "increased residential mobility
under such conditions may in fact represent a commeon
stage in the clevelopmen’c of sedentism" (Al)l:ott et al.
1005:9).

From excavations at a Sandhills site in

Chesterfield COunty, South Ca.rolina, Cunn and his
colleague (Gunn and Wilson 1993) offer an alternative
model for Middle Archaic settlement. He accepts that
the upla.n&s were desiccated from glol)al warming, but
rather than limitiﬁg occupation, this environmental

: change made the area more attractive for residential

base camps. Gimn and Wilson suggdest that the open, or
fringe, habitat of the uplancl marging would have been
attractive to a wide variety of plant and animal species.

: Ti'le La’ce .AIC].’IE.IC,. usually dated from 6 000 to -'
3,000 or 4000 B.P., is characterized by the .

X appearance of large, square stemmed Savannah Rwer

Pro;ectlle points (COE 1964). These people continued to - :

”m’censwely exploit the uplan&s much like earlier Arclnalc . - T
groups with the bulk of our data for this penod commg. P
E:om 1:113 Uwhame reg1on in Nortlx Carolma _ n

Qne of ’clle more clelaated issues of ’che Late

Archaic is {:he ty-pology of the Savannah River Sterared o
L "'an& its various chmmutwe forms Olwer, refmmg Coe s‘ Tl e
- (1964!) orlgmal Savannah River Stemmed: type anda .7
" small variant-from Ga’ston (Sou_tl'_l 19'5.9:153;-1.57), )

“developed & complete sequence of stéemmed points that

decrease uniformly in size through time (Oliver 1981, .
1985) Speciﬁcéﬂy, he sees ‘the progression from -

-.Savannaln River Steninﬁed fo Small Sa.vannah River L

Stemmed to Gypsy Stemmecl to Swannanoa {‘rom about

5000 B P. to about 1,500 B.P. He alsc_) notes i:hat the' :
latter two £cu;ms are associated wﬁ:lrl Wooaland pottery. . -

‘ This reconstruction is still debated with &
number of arclaaeologis‘cs expressing concern with what.
they see as f:ypologica]. overlap and ambiguity. They
point to a_clear’ch of radiocarbon dates and good
excavation contexts at the same time they express
concern with the application of this typology outside the
North Caroline Piedmont (sce, for .a synopsis,
Sassaman and Anderson 1990:158-162, 1994:35).

In addition to the presence of Savannah River
points, the Late Archaic also witnessed the introduction
of steatite vessels (see Coe 19064:112-113; Sassaman
1993), polished and pecked stone artifacts, and grinding
stones. Some also include the introduction of fiber-
tempered pottery about 4000 B.P. in the Late Archaic
(for a discussion see Sassaman and Anderson 1994:38-
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44). This innovation is of special importance along the
Georgia and South Carolina coasts, but seems to have

had only minimal impact in the uplancls of South or
North Carolina.

There is evidence that during the Late Archaic

the climate began to approximate modern climatic -

conditions. Rainfall increased resuliing in a more lush

vegetation pattern. The pollen record indicates an

increase in plne W}Jlﬂl’l Ie&ucea ’clae OB.IQ 1’1101201’)[ nut .

masts which prewously were so mclespreacl T}us change
prol:al:ly affected settlement patterning since nut masts
were nNow’ more isolated and concentra,ted From

' _ research in t}le Savannal_l River valley near .A:llzen,
’ Sou’l_:h 'Caro]ina., S_assaman _l'las i:ouncl_ ,cphside’ra_]:le'
'diversity in Late Archaic site types with sites occurring

in 'ﬁr!:uaﬂy every uplén& environmental zone. He

.- -suggests that. this more complex settlement pattern -

evolved from an .inc_réasingly complex socio-economic

system. While it is unlliee].y tllat this model can be

3 - sunply transferred to the Sancﬂuﬂs of South Carolina _

* without an. extensive review of site. clata and micros
: en\nronmental clata, it cloes Aemonstrate one approacl’x
to. unclexstanchng the transrhon from Archaxc to

: Woocuanc]. :

Woocllan& Peﬁo&

As_previously c].iscusse'cl, there are thcse who
see the Woodland Le_ginning with the introduction _0£
pottexy. Under this scenario the Early Woodland may
begin as early as 4,500 B.P. and continued to about
2,300 B.P. Diagnostics would include the small variety
of the Late Archaic Savannah River Stemmed point
(Oliver 1985) and pottery of the Stallings and Thoms
Creek series. These sand tempererl Thoms Creek wares
are decorated using punctations, jal)-ancl-&rag, and
incised designs (Trinkley 1976). Also potentially
included are Refuge wares, also characterized by sancly
paste, but often having only a pla.in or clentate-stamped
surface (Waring 1968). Others would have the
Woodland ljeginning about 3,000 B.P. and perhaps as
late as 2,500 B.P. with the introduction of pottery
which is cord-marked or i:al)ﬂc-impressecl and suggestive

0£ inﬂuences from northern cultures.

There remains, 7 in  South Carolina,
considerable am]aiguity regarcling the pottery series
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found in the Sandhills and their association with coastal
plain and piedmont types. The earliest pottery found at
many sites may be called either Deptford or Yadkin,
clepencling on the research or their inclination at any
given moment.

The Deptford phase, which dates from 3050 to

1350 B.P., is best characterized by fine to coarse sandy ::--i

paste pottery with a check stampecl surface treatment.

The Dept£orc1 settlement pa.ttern involves 1]0"211 coastal -+

and inland sites.

Inland sites such as 38AK228—W,' 38LX5.,.-_ :

: 38RD60., and 38BM40 indicate the presence of an

exténsive Deptforcl occupation on the Fall Lirie and the

Ihﬁer Coa_stal.Plainf Saﬁ&Hﬂls, aithough s_an_dy,. acidic :.'

soils préclucle statements on the subsistence hase

'(Anclerson 1979; Ryan 1972; Tnnlaley 1980). These " _
‘interior or uplan& Deptfor& 51’ces, however, are strcngl S
associated W1t11 tlle swamp terrace eclge, ‘and. this -

environment is Procluchve not only in'nut masts, but
also in 1arge mammals sucl_n as deer. Perhaps the best .

' data concerning DePffoicl 'base camps” comes from the = o

Lewis-West - site (38AK228 W), where evidence “of

ahundant food * remains, storage pit’ £eatures, elaborate- "

material - culture, " mortuary . Lehawo_r, cand  craft
sp'emahzatlon has been 'rePorte& (Sassaman " et al,

1990:96-98; see also Sassamian 1993 for similar data w

recoverecl from 38AK157)

Purl:her to the .north and west, in the

‘Piedmont, the Early Woodland is rﬁarlze& ]Jy a potiery

type defined by Coe (1964:27-29) as Badin.® This
pottery is identifie‘cl as having very fine sand in the paste .
with an occasional peﬂ)le. Coe identified cord-marked,
fabric-marked, net—impressecl, and plain surface finishes.
Beyoncl this pottery little is known about the makers of
the Badin wares and relatively few of these sherds are-
reported from South Carolina sites.

% The ceramics suggest clear regional differences
cluri.ng the Woodland which seem to only be magniﬁe& charing
the later phases. Ward (1983:71), for example, notes that
there are "marked distinctions" between the pottery from the
Buggs Island and Gaston Reservoirs and that from the south-
central Piedmont.
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On the Coastal Plain of South Ca.rolina.,
researchers are finding evidence of a Middle Woodland
Yadkin assem]alage, best known from Coe's work at the
Doerschuk site in North Carolina (Coe 1964:25-26).
Yadkin pottery is characterized by a crushed quartz
temper and cord marked, fabric impressecl, and linear
check stampeé 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 Triangular Tradition. The Yadkin

series in South Carolina was first observed I)y Ward
(1978, 1983) from the White's Creel &rainage in
_"Marujoro County, South Carolina. Since then, a larg'e
" Yadkin wﬂage has been identified ]:uy DePratter at the

Dunlap site (38DA66) in Darlington’ County, South -

~Carolina (Chester DePratter, personal communication -

1985) anc]. Blanton et al. (1986) have excavated a small

) Yacﬂei_ﬂ_ site _(388_U83) in Sumter County, Sou’cla_ ‘
" Clarolina. Research at 38F].249 on the Roche Carolina

-.”’cr'a_ct “in riorl:}lem Florgén'ée COunfy- revealed an

: assem}Jla,ge inclﬁdin’g 'Badin, Yadkin, .and.Wilmirigtcn'

" wares (Trinkley et al. 1993:85-102). Aﬂdaréon et al.

"{1982:299 .302) .oﬁer . additional tyilologlcai

. assessments of the Yacllﬂn wares in South Carollna

= Over the years thé suggeshdn that Cape Fear
might ke replaced by such types as Deep Creek and

Mount Pleasant has ra1sec1. consﬂera]:le controversy. . .-

' Taylor, for exampl_e, IE]ects the use of the North

Carolina types'in favor of those developecl by Ahders_o_n :

* et al. (1982) from their work at Mattassee Lake in

Berkeley County (Taylor 19834:80). Cable (1991). is |

- even ].ESS generous in ].‘115 denouncement 0{ ceramic. -

constructs c].evelopecl nearly a decade ago, also £avormg
adoption ol the Mattassee: Lake typology and
chronology Tlns construct, recognizing tive phases

(Deptford I - I, McClellanville, and Santee I) uses a
type variety system.

Regargﬂess of terminology, these Middle
Woodland Coastal Plain and_ Coastal Zone P}IELSES
continue the Barly Woodland Dept{orcl pattern of
mo]Jility. While sites are found all along the coast and
inland to the Fall Line, shell midden sites evidence
sparse shell and artifacts. Gone are the abundant shell
tools, worked hone items, and clay Lalls, Recent
investigations at Coastal Zone sites such as 38BU747

and 38BU1214, however, have provided some evidence
of worked bone and shell items at Dept{or(l pl'lase
middens (see Trinlzley 1990).

In some respects the Late Woodland (1,200 .
BP. to 400 BP) may be characterized as a
continuation of previous Middle Woodland cultural
assemlalages. While outside the Carolinas there were

major cultural cl-nanges, s_ﬁcl'l as the continugc]. N R
‘development and elaboration - of agnculture, the -

Carolina groups settled into a llfeway not appremaj)l

different from that observed for the previous 500-700 :__
years. From the vantage pomi.; o_{ the Middle Savannall '

Valley Sassaman and ‘lﬁsboﬂeagﬁes note tha't,"ftlle Late B
Woodland is difficult to delineate typologxca].[y from its . )
. antecedent or from the sul}sequent Missmmppmn penocl" R

(Sassarnan et al 1990: 14) This  situation would'
remain unchangecl until the &evelopment of the South y

. Appalaclnan MISSISSIPPIE.IL -complex' (see Fe:guson -
-.1971). : :

o _.Historical Synopsis -

Wl‘ule the Engllsl'l settled Cl’xarleston in 1670 : : S

- the northern fron’cler was 1gnorec1 except for Incllan

’crade, until 1731 Wl'IEIl the first Royal Governor of.

Carolma, RO]Jel't Iol'ulson, duectecl 11 townsluPs l}e laid . o

out on t].‘,le Lanles O£ va.nous mvers, 1ncluc11ng one 01‘1 the

Black River. The settling of Georgetown (with its port"

0{: entry}, however, grea’cly assisted in the populatlon of "

t}le Wlﬂmms]:)urg area. By 1734 the Carolina frontler _'
was ]Je1ng divided into panshes, with the Wlﬂla.msl:urg

Vicinity }Jecormng part of Prince Frederick’s Panshl -

(Boddie 1923:9). Prior to that the area was prlmar]ly

 settled ]Jy_ Scotch-Trish, although much of the land was

acquirecl }Jy large plan’cers specula’cing on the value of
the newly opened land.

By 1737 surveys in the region had about
ceased as there seemed fo be no additional land suitable
for cultivation remaining in the township and the
population held steady at about 500 individuals
(Wauace 1951:151). Boddie notes that Iol'm
Witherspoon was one of the first settlers in the Boggy -
Swamp region, just north of Indiantown, about 11
miles northwest of the survey area. In acldition, there
were a number of English settling in the Black River
area (Boddie 1923:30, 33). The tenor of these early
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settlers was described ljy Boddie:

The éeepest desire of

every one of the original
set’clers, who came to
Wﬂliams]aurg, was to he
let alone ]Jy every]aody.
and Ly every'thing, from

g his nearest neigh]aor to
the King of Engla.nc[ )

* (Boddie 1923:37).

In1t1a11y tl‘le Settlemen’c was ]31111 -

“on sul:smtence £arm1ng, Wlt}l a focus. on
. corn wl-le_n wheat pro_\}ecl u;nsa.’cisfactory.
"Coupl_ecl with t_hi.s Was_'cattle grazing, which :
xequn:ecl little cepltal investment, but a
reasona]:uly good return(Bodche 1923:40).

. As was the case in other {-rontler areas,
_mcllgo was eventuall founcl to be more 1
profitable than herdmg (Starx 1983), | 4
although the two were not- -mutually |iff " 4
exclusive. As Boddie oljserves , “cattle made

£erry

‘ ; _Wﬂlxams]aurg substan‘hal 1nd1go macle 11:: Flg’ure 6 A portion of Mou-Z(;;Ns 1775 Arz Accurate Map of Narﬂ’q am:] | R
: m’-‘}l (Bodclle 1923: 90) L B * - South Cara]ma s]aowmg the. vlcmlty arouncl the Lynches Raver Telon

Tl'le indigo 1nc1us’cry ﬂounslned in .

'l"Sou‘l:h Carolma because O£ 1'|:s unusual
advantages — an mdu:ec’c Lounty, a protectlve *l:an:{{ ‘
anc]. a monopoly on tlle Br11:1s]:1 market clunng the

" various wars which cut off access to the better Spamsh P
and French indigo supplies (Sharrer 1971). Carolina
indigo was typicany of midclli.ng‘or pbox quality, yet it B
]Jrougl-lt Engh prices smee no’chuig else was available.
Wl’len it had to compete with ’cller sources, its pnce {eﬂ
— thus the Carolina love affair with mdlgo ran hot and
cold. Nevertheless, it prowclecl a cash crop which
requirecl only modest nurnBexs of slaves — and was
embraced lay the Wﬂliamsburg farmers. Although
accounts are not clear, it seems that lay the end of the
first half of the mghteenth century sla.very was well
estaljllshea even if most families owned {we or fewer

African Americans (Boddie 1923:87).

Mouzon's 1775 map (Figure 6) reveals that a

ferry was already present in the study area, on a road
which ran from the Black Mingo northward across
Lyncl'les River and then on the west bank of the “Creat
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‘Pedee River.” Although Mouzon provides no mame for

thé ferry :Wﬁherspoori“ls located. only a short chstancee

S soutl’l along the ‘road leadmg to the crossmg and’ there

is no Otl‘J.EI nearl)y resﬂence

Prior to America.n Revoluﬁon Boddie would
have us believe that Wi]liams}mrg was 1c1y111c

Tts doors were never locked and its
windows were never ]:Jarred. Tts
cornfields pxoducecl aljunclantly and
its meadows were overﬂowing with
cattle. Indigo ran riot so that cleared
acres could not contain it. Tobacco
and flax flourished wherever their
seeds were sown. Roses bloomed and
geraniums grew about the lloorways.
Morning suns came fresh out of the
sea and evening showers brought

peace to the troubled sands (Bod&ie
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1923:94).

And the sands were, indee&, troul)ied.
While Wiﬂiams]:urg may have been on the

periphery of the economic and social
turmoil, revolution was brewing. By
December 1779, when Henzy Clinton led
an expeditionary force from New York to
occupy Charlesi:on, the war shifted from
the qutllem colonies to the South. In
. 1780 a 300 man battalion was raised in
" the area lay Colonial John"]ames and
command was. later assumed by General

" Francis Manon (Bocltlle 1923 98).

Wﬂhams]:uurg was, the scene of an - |!
, ga.rly British campaign as. L_t Colenel |
Banastre Tarleton sent troops tln’ough the |
.area, “to pumsh the inhabitants in’ that
quarter for their la:l:e breaches of Parole and
'per{;&lous tevolt” (BO&C]JE} 1923:101).
Wha.’c Tarleton did not accomplish,' Major
Wemyess ai:tempted when he crossed the

Black River in August 1780 continning to F1gure 7 A port1on “of Mﬂls 1826 At’as show‘.tng the wclm‘cy off
Wxtherspoon or Dulnoses Ferry." o

Kingstree, layiné waste to the cquntryside.

short skirmish Wemyess turned  toward’

- Georgetown passing through and Ijummg mucl‘x 0£

‘Indiantown. (Boddie 1923:104). Only a month later
Marion and his ’trooésr attacked tlle British at their
outpost on the Black Mingo, routmg them and enJ.mAg
the Bnhsh efforts to establish a chein of forts through
the region (Boc[dle 1923:105-106).

Adter the American Revolution Wiuia.ms})urg ,
like many other areas of South Carolina, lost the
revere of in&igo. The once numerous herds cattle had
been clepletecl by either Whigs or Tories.‘ Boddie
{1923:134) remarks that some cotton was grown,
primarily along the Santee, rice was Leing tried in the
Big Dam Swamp, and that some tobacco was plante&.
But none could quickly, or effectively, replace the
reliance on inéigo. By 1788 there were only five
]Juildings in all of Kingstree (Boddie 1923:138).

By the 1790 federal census Williamsburg,
which was part of Georgetown District, had a population
of about 3,372 whites {39.2% of the population) and

5 228 Afnéan ‘ Afnencan sle.tv‘es. (60.8% - of tine el e
populatlon) 1ncllcat1ng t}lat slavery }Jy this point was

'fu—mly entrenche& in the area. Moreover, while only'_

: aljou’c_ 53% of the families Possessecl 1aves, the average .

holding was Eeaily 14 (Boddie 1923:154-170).

The “end of the eighteenth century and
beginning of the nineteenth century was a time of
recovery and relative prosperity for the region. By 1826
Mills commented that cotton was the principa.l cash
crop, although cornt, potatoes and peas were also being
grown in the district. The slave population had grown to
only 5,864, although they accounted for 67.3% of the
total population (Mills 1972 [1826]:767). The ferry
crossing is still present and }Jy this time is called
“Witherspoon or Duboses Ferry.” In addition, a tavern
is shown cast of the intersection of the Indiantown and
Post roads (Figure 7). No residences, however, are
shown in the immediate vicinity (althougl—l we need to
remember that Mills' Atls was Ly su}Jscription and only
the subscribers’ residences are shown).

17




ARCHABOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE WELLMAN BLUFF TRACT

The 1830 census reveals that Williamsburg
was still a very rural area. There were only a handful of
distilleries or sawmills and the most commeon inclustry
was blacksmiths, with 22 reporting from the district. By

1850 slaves accounted for over 68% of the popula.tion‘

and the white population had grown by only about 600
people since 1790. In terms of agricultural procluction
Willia.msl)uxg reveals a very modest economy. There
were only 464 farms, possessing 70,360 improved

acres. Only Kexshaw District had fewer farms and the -

improved acres represented only 14% of the totel farm
_acreage, However, the average farm size was only 1107
acres cornpare(l to nearl:y Horry District w}lere the

’ _farms had a su'nllar proportion of 1mprove& acres, but
"-were more numerous and smaller (a]_Jou‘l: 693 acres).

- Wiﬂiarﬁs})urg produced only 100 pounds “of tobacco,

“with the great bulk being produced by up country

:' plaﬁters.:-There' were dn].y: 4,208 bales - of cotton”
" prodaced,” ranking the district 23rd (out of 29) in:-

~ cotton production. It Ianlee& 16th in_rtl‘ie Procluctipri of
* ‘peas and beans and 11th in production of sweet potatoes

f— reﬂec’cmg the con‘hnumg unportance of sul:sm’cence o

. CIOPS in tl’le area 5 economy. -

In 1856 ’clle Nortlleast Rallway wag lnu.llt £rom 7

. Charleston northwazrd through W1H1amsl':urg, opening

- the Charleston marlze’cs as ’chey never had been hefore. }

Cotton procluctmn increased to' 6,571 bales — 50%
more than 10 years prewously Sweet potato produc’uon
also 1ncreasec]. with Williamsburg ranked 9th in the
state, while the area also 1ncreasec1 its ranlz in rice
productmn from 101:11 to 7th. McGill also observed
that:

the railroad advantages were 80
apparent, perhaps more so in the
purchase of plantation implements,
which eventuaﬂy shut off many wood
and  blacksmith shop, once
considered a necessity in every
neigh]norhoo&. . - . Great quantities
of beef cattle were sl'lippecl down to
Cllarleston, to the great relief of
cattle owhers, who when J.riving them
down generally lost a few in the

Santee Swamp (McGill 1952:272).

The railroad had two other effects. First, trade
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with nearlay Ceorgetown declined as farmess abandoned
it in favor of Charleston. And second, the easy access
]Jrought in the turpentine inclustry, largely from North
Carolina. Both Boddie (1923:327) and Meill
(1952:266) comment on the industry.

The Civil War did not immediately, or directly,
affect Wﬂhamsl)urg. Boddie does note that early in the
war a number of slaves were sent to the McCllellanville
shores to produce salt for Williamsburg County (Boddie
1923:372), but otherwise the war effort conmstecl of

" planting su]:s1s‘tence crops.

By May 1865 the citizens of the region.‘_

. requested that Union troops from Georgetown be sent

to Wllllamsburg to lzeep order and the region came

_unc],er rmlﬂ:ary rule. Reconstruction had ]Jegun Wlth it
so, too, had l::egan efforts lay wl'ute South Carolinians to -

force African Americans ]:;acle into somethmg approach_ '

: ]Jondage, l?.nown as the Black Cod.es "

“In 1865 Jt:he Soutl'l Carolma leglslature passe& ‘ .
thxee laws The first recogmze& that slavery no longer

ex1stecl, 131;{ placgd str_mgent economic. and s_omal R
kN _restriétions on former slaves. The seponcl_ law Pfol‘ﬁ}jifecl’ o

: -:l:nlaclz_ £armers {:mm sellihg 'any'tliiﬁg without "written : )
permission of the etnployer or. District judge.” Tt I
PIQlliliite& the ownersLﬁp of weapons, and it aﬂowecl.any .' o
white person to arrest. any "person of color” for any .- .

ﬁﬁstlemeanox. The tlnir& law instituted é "sunrise to -
sunset” workday, placed restrictions on movement, and-
proviclecl liberal jusﬁfications'for employée dismissal. In -

addition, the law stipulated that blacks could only be |

farm laborers or hired servants, unless tl'.léy purchasecl

an expensive license from the district court. This in

effect closed the door on black economic opportunity..
Farm laborers were docked pay for leaving the

plan'l:ation without permission, damaging the owner's -
property, Showing laziness, and even for }Jeing sick.

Visitors were not allowed without permission, laborers

had to work six c].ays a week, and conversations were

often not permi’d:eti cluring work. Workers' children

could be removed to other Plantations and African

Americans could still be beaten for their supposecl

transgressions. In many parts of the state a pass system

similar to slavery was again instituted.

By 1880 the South Carolina legislature had
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even further limited black economic opportunities, made
oral contracts Linding, favored white planters in afl
clisputes, and made the breach of contract a criminel
offense equiva.lent to fraud. Another law allowed
planta’cion owners to hold laborers on the plantation
who owed them money.

The "Red Shirt Campa.ign" ]:>y Wade Hampton

in 1876 was designed to further erode the few freedoms

still held Ly African Americans. The- campaign

document clu:ects, in part: "In speeclles to negroes you

must remem]:)er that argument hias no effect upen

them: _tl-ley can only be mﬂuencecl ]:y their’ fears, '
‘superstition and cﬁpiclity. Do not attempt to ﬂa_t’cer and -

pereuacle them ", Treat them so as to show them you

" are the superior race, and i:hat tllEJI na.tural p051’c10n ig~

that of sul)oxcllnatmn to the wlnte man

As _elsewh’ere ..in '-"Soutl'l" ‘Carolina, -
Williams]auf_g's economy was in shambles. Plantersin’

: many areas aﬂ:emptetl to qulclely return to cotton-in the

_'hopes of restoring some “semblance . of wealth and

prospenty, but f-requently found that the. free&men were

little interested 111 returmng to cotton. In. the"' _
.Wﬂllamsburg aréa, it seems that while cotton wag. . -

 important, so too was t'urpentme In fact, ]Jy the 1880s,
_one souice remarlzecl

There is one great evil this country
has to contend with, and which
accounts for the low price of land,
and that is the clepositibn of the mass
of landowners to neglect their farms
and to devote all their time and labor

- to cutting timber and crossties and

“working turpentine {Anonymous
1884:np}.

In fact there were 16 saw mills in Wi]liams}mrg County
producing $298,815 a year, and 26 turpentine stills
Proclucing $420,000 a year. Nevertheless, there were
also 1,075 farms in the county. Those owned and
opera.tecl }Jy whites averagecl ahout 47 acres in size.
Those owned Ly African Americans averagecl only 11.7

acres.

By 1900 the number of farms owned and
operatec]. l)y whites had nearly doubled and their acreage

had increased to over 95 acres. In that year cotton
production was 18,428 bales, ranking Williamsburg
21st out of 40 counties. But Winiamslaurg 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, corn

was being planted on 48,919 acres, or 36.6% of the

'improvecl land in Willia.ms}mrg, suggesting that_

subsistence farrmng was still vital to ’cl'le countys -
economic ]Jase o

. By 1910 cotton hiad drown to cover 4_1'9%_,0£
the improvecl acreage in -Wiﬂia_ms]auxg County, anél .

there were no fewer than 56 gins (Watson 1916:78). In.-.-

.con’cras’c tobacco had grown to cover 2.5% of the area’s -

acreage. [n contrast, corn acreage fell to only 30.6%.
l‘le_power of cotton, however, was soon_l:u:olzen. Ly the
boll weevil and, in 1930, cotton accounted for only

© 28.9% of the acreage, w}ule tobacco increased to 10.5% o
* of the available acreage, Improved acres themselves had': -

cleclmecl ﬁom 156,600 actes in 1910 to only 119 350- :

- .acres in 1930

During 1:113 Grea’c'DéPre'ssmn Wxﬂlamsl)ufg-:.; -
'Coun‘cy began {:o change As one account olJServed P

“many Northerners ]mugl'rl: or leased
hornes in' the country; it was a
" common sight for the Atlantic Coast

' Line trains to stop in Kingstree and
from their pﬁﬂmané would disembark
the weelthy, the power{:ul} and even
national  leaders

1976:6).

(Anonymous

Many of the once Procluc‘l:ive Pia.ntations were converted
into hunting lodges, vhile others were left to decay.

By 1940, Williamshurg County had drastically
curtailed cotton production, and 54.5% of the improvecl
acreage was Planted 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
1ater, with almost no one planting cotton, it wasn't
worth a dollar (Pearl Roweﬂ, personal communication

2000).

It was also during this periocl that another
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cl‘;ange became more
" pronounced. In 1944 74% of
Wiﬂia.msburg County consisted
of forests, with about equal
amounts of sweet gum in the
lowland areas and plantecl
101110113; pines in the upland

Landlord furnishes:

areas {(Penney 1945:21). These
pines representecl the new crop
— tim}:er

Of course timber was-
not really a new crop — as
implied by the 1884 account of

the county, it- had been
-'._competmg with © cotton for -

| - years. Tl'_le largest o£ the lumber

", concerns - was the Ai:laﬁﬁc

" Tenant {qrnishes :

‘Landlord receives: 3
Coast Lum_laer - Company.’”:
rFrom their Georgetown base .
'they 'c_:'reatecl a raiquac[- With

Tenant receives:

Table 1.
Systems of Tenure
S]naze-Cropping Share Renting Cash Renting
land land land
]musing imusing l’xousing .
fuel fuel fuel
tools Y4 or V4 fertilizer
work stock '
see_cl
helf of fertilizer
feed £or stock
. 1a])or . -+ labor " labor
. half-of ferhhzer work stock workz stock -
feed for stock feedfor stoclz
tools T tools
seer:]. R Beetl_ ’
o % or "’/:i Ee:hhzer -ferti].i_zer_
) Y.of cfép Yior 1/? of crop :'fixecl a.i-nauqt'ix;t cash
: : e ’ ..o ].lrd: cotton -,
© .t Vs of erop © 7 Sor#of crop . - entire crop less
- . T ; e fixed amount

217 miles of main tréck lmes -
“and  another 70 miles of

_loggmg and: tram. lines: Although begun in 1899 its
.‘_preclecessor was ’che Georgetown and’ Lanes Ra}lroacl o
“which ‘was operating by 1881, By the early twentieth
century Atlantic Coast Lumber had hit hard timés and

mucl'l of their track was taken over lay the Sealaoarc]. A.u:
* Linés (F‘etl:ers 1990:45- 541)

In 1921 the Johnsonwﬂe area of Wﬂhamslaurg

County, encompassing about 820 square miles joined
Florence County. By the late 1920s the boll weevil was
reaching Florence County and one newspaper editorial
reportecl that the weevil had "put a stop to the la.zy
man's crop,” and that now planting took "brains, money,
hard work, and poison to raise cotton hereabouts these
days" {quoted in King 1981:338). Many of those farms

attempling to raise cotton were operaf:ed lly tenants.

In the most simple of terms, two types of
tenancy existed in the South — sharecropping and
renting. Sharecropping requirec]. the tenant to pay the
landlozd part of the crop proclucecl, while renting
requireé the tenant to pay a fix vent in either ¢rops or
money. While similar, there were basic c].iﬁerences,
perl'laps the most signi{:icant of which was that 'I;he
sl-xarecropper was simply a wage laborer who received his
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_ ._portlon of {:he crop £rom the planta.hon owner, wlnle 1:11e : .

renter pa.1c1 his rent to the lancuord

F‘url:her cllstmchons can 13e rnade Letween

sharecroppmg, share-rentlng, a.n(l ca.sh—rentmg (see_, e

Table 1). Wl‘t}.l sharecroppmg tl'le tenant supphecl the

 labor and one-half of the necessary ferhllZer, while the

landlord- supplle& every’cl‘nng else, mcludmg the lancl,
housing, tools, work animals, feed, and seed. At harvest
the crop would “be divided, usually equally. In-
share-renti_ng the landloxrd supplied the lancl',_ housing‘,
and either one-quarter or one-third of the fertilizer,
while the tenant supp].iecl everything clse necessary,
inclucling the animals, £eec1, seed, and tools. At harvest
the crop was divided equal to the portion of fertilizer
each party provi&ecl. Finally, with casl—l-renting the
landlord supplie& the land and the lflousmg, while the
tenant supplled everytlrnng else. The owner recewed a
£1xecl rent per acre in cash.

Agee et al. provide some general information
on agricul'l:ural activities cluring the early twentieth
century, o]:)ser\ring that:

Farms opera’ced 1)y tenants are
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usually devoted mainly to the
produc‘l:ion of cotton, corn, and
tobacco. The orclinary yield of
cotton on such farms is a little
over one-half bale per acre, while

that of comn is about 16 bushels,

These yields could easi.[y be N

increased, as-is demonstrated ]Jy '

the better far;ners, who obtain 1
bale ta 2 hales of cotton and 40

060 bushels of corn per acre, . ;- -

. Al}ou‘l:_ 65 perx cent of the farms
The

are operated by tenants. . .

orclinary yield of 'l:olj_acéo in the |l

counly is somewhat over 800
pountls per acre. The ‘price has

a.veragecl about 14 cents per.-

" pound '(Age.e et al. 1916:9). -

The 1938 General nghway and
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- . project area. The Post or Stage Road | © : =
Flgure 8.A porhon of the 1938 G'eneraf Hrgkway amf Transparfaf:on Map o
. of Fiorence Couniy showing the Pro]ect area. : AR

Transporl:atmn Map for the project area _
(Figure 8), illustrates development in the - |

'ct_jnsisfecl of S—Yll- on the noftl'l S_i&e 0{:
) Johnsonville and S-111 still led” to °

e

Indiantown: The_ mdp, ho_wever, £éils, to
reveal the.location of any’ fa.rr_ns in the
'immec].iate project area. : '

Project Specific History

Boddie (1923:208) I)rieﬂy me’ntions: -th;t :

"WiﬂleIBPODn’VEl Ferry on Lyncl’le's‘CreeIz was vested in
Jol-m Witherspoon in 1801" — p):o_viding a chue to_-'the

earliest documented owner of the survey tract. This byief )

mention is further confirmed by McCord (1841:404),
who cites the 1egislati0n that gave ferry rights o
. Witherspoon and his heirs for a term of 14 years. The
fees were set at 3¢: for foot passengers, 6¢ {or a man
and 11is horse, 3¢ for each head o'f catl:le, and 2¢ for
each sheep, goat, or hog. Baily and Cooper (1981:783-
7843} note that Iol'm Witherspoon obtained the 634 acre
Lynches Creek property ’clu:ough the will of his brother,
Robert, who died in 1787. It appears that the lands
were acquired th.rough grants and Baily and Cooper
(1981:784) also note that Robert operated a ferry,
althougl'l no additional details are providec]..

y A{_ﬁ .111'5 cleath_ in. Deéerﬁbeg‘iao_z,. Iohn o

Withefspobﬂ was a very wealthy planter. He owned some: *

. 4,373 acres between the Pee Dee and Lynches rivers, as *. . 3
well as 55 slaves. He conveyed his Lynches Creek - _
_ Préperty to the Aimwell PresLytenan Chuzch, of which -

he was the founder and rullng elder. He was also ]Jurlecl
at Aimwell (Eaclcly n.d.:184).

The conveyance, however, must not have been
as clear-cut as Baily and Cooper sugges’c since, in 1815,
the ferry was re-established:

and vested in J.D. Witherspoon,
executor of ]ol’m Witherspoon,
deceasecl, his heirs and assigns, for
the term of fourteen years in trust
for and having the sole use and
benefit  of  the incorporated
Pres]:yterian Church at Aimwell on
the Pee Dee River, in conformity to
the last will and testament of the said
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John Wi'l:llerspoon, deceased
(McCord 1841.:480; see also Boddie
1923:210-211).

Meanwhile, ]01111 Witherspoon's ‘only child,
Elizabeth, married David R. Williams. On May 10,
1819 the Wiﬂiams]:urg Commissioners of Locations
* provided Williams with a plat for the 580 acre tract
which had passea &om Robert to ]ohn With_erspoon 32
years earlier (Williamsburg County Plat Book 1, page

85). Itis 1i1e¢1y tliai_: Williams took tl'xis action to clear o
- the ti_‘l:le,' ensuring that the property was récori:le_d in his

name and that there were no_longer any. encumbrances

’ associé;tecl-with the MWeH‘ Chﬁrch '

T}us plaﬁ: (Flgure 9) ShOWS the ferry, 1c1ent1£18c1 ’

.a.s Wltherspoons ‘Ferry, crossing in the same general

area as the variotis roads and ra.]lroad would- uge in- the
. twentieth centu.ry Tlnare is also a s’cruq_ture sl'mwn on -
the “Stage Road” south of the JEerry,. in&ieaﬁﬁg that:
. s_omé sort of E)mlclmgwas pres.ent Ly the first quarter of -
*the nineteenth’ century .In {act it is Poésﬂ)le {ha'l: this' ) _
represents the onglnal Rolaerl: Wl’cllexspoon se’ctiement e

: . on tlne LluHS O£ Lynclaes Rlver

- Tlle picture ‘is confusec‘; Ly Mdls Atias'. .
] (Flgure']) wlnch shows a “tavern” at the: JEt_al:ry and also

* calls it “Witherspoon or Duboses™ ferry This is further
“compounded by John Wilson's 1822 map, which shows
the Jfos:}:ry as Dul)ose, mth Dubose as a resident. 1nsteac1

of a tavern (Figure 10). We have found no refe_rence to

_ Dubose — he may have been the {:erry tgn&er and tavern
keeper. We don't believe that he owned the tract.

" In 1829 McCord reports that the South
Carolina Legisla’cure vested the Wi{:herspoon JEer'ry in
DR Wﬂliams,

until he shall have comple’cecl the
l'Jric].ge ... over Lyncl'x’s creek, and a
causeway over the low grounds
acljacent thereto, at or near
Witherspoon's £erry; and that after
the cornpletion of said ]Jriclge, the
£erry shall be tliscontinuecl, and the
pu]alic road so altered or both sides of

the creek, as to pass over the said

]:)ridge (McCoré 184:1:583).
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- clea.ring and navigation of the Pee. Dee Rivef._ H.e-&iecl_ ‘
* . sin:November 1830 — while inspecting his bridge over’
- Lynches R1ver (Kohn and Glenn 1938 600)

'how long it remained functlonal is - tnknown.’

i -'Williarr'ls_,' who in 1_84'2 sold the 580 acre tract tb’_"- -
- William Johnson for $7,000 (W1H1ams]aurg County

Williams was a power[‘ul and influential South
Carolinian. He graclua.ted from Rhode Island Coﬂege
(toclay Brown University) and was admitted into the
South Carolina bar. He was a member of Congress
from 1805 to 1813 and served as Governor from 1814
tln'ougl'x 1816. He is occasionally referred to as
“General Williams,” since he served as a ln'igaclier
general in the regular army for a year prior to ]Jeing
governor. During ].TiS later life he was active in the .

internal improvement movement, £ocusing on the & .

The I)rldge was apparently completed altliough

Apparéntly - the property passed to ,Ionatlun_ N.

Clerk of Court, Deed B"Ol‘*’E page 505) The tractwas_
clescnljecl as, SR

Wltherspoon Ferry or: Wﬂlmmsrﬂ o
“' Bridge  and granted to David R
* Williams lay grant 12 May 1819
also . .. on opposite side of Lyncl-les_ ’
Cree_lz_ solcl to Dawd R Wlﬂlams )
5 ]Jy Rol)e'rt Withers [sic| wa grani:-of '
. John Withers [sic] date . 15t11 :
December 1769 for 100 acres.in

Craven Coun‘i:y now Ma.non Dlstnct

McGill comments ’cl'la‘lz,

For the first few months [ca. 1843]
Capt. Ibhnson and family resided in
the Old Perry House, situated on the
bluff of Ly'nche’s Creek, but soon we
all moved down into his new house
just {:inislle&, at the junction of the
Indiantown and stage road (McGill
1952:173)

Tt was during this periocl that McGill also

recounts how his ancestor:

oﬂeﬁ walked up a.long the lngh banks

of the creek, and coming to one of




€T

Figure 9. Earliest deed found which identifies Witherspoon Ferry (W illi_arx;as.]:.:.u'ré:'c.cmnty Cqmpiiséioﬁe.rs Vo£ Locations, Plat Boolz 1, page 85).
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uncommon clevation and the swift
current of the waters ﬂowing at its
food or base, there were the graves of
his mother’s ancestors, the James
£amily_l)urying grOund, as Pointe&
onit I)y Capt. William Iol'mson. Here
at this hallowed cemetery, amid its
solemn silence, on bended knees,
Sam a‘c’ternpted to recall the recorded
and traditio_nal herojc deeds achieved
. in the old Revolutionary war by the
five brothers of the Jameses as
Manon 8 men (McG:.]I 1952 174)

The reference to tlle Jamies famlly sugges’cs that
~ marriage connection laetween Robert Wﬂ:herspoon and
Mary James resulted in at least some members of the
' ]ames famlly ]Jemg l)uned on the 580 acre trac’c .

) spec1f1ec1

I give an& I)equeatl'l unto my }Jeloved. :
wife Sarah Johnson my dwelling -
house and other ]J‘uiltli'ngs' and all fcl'xe
track [sic] of land on which I now live

- lying on Lynches's Creek I meani all -

Wll 1aIxl ]ol:mson Clle& in 1851 a.l’ld hlS Wll]. ’

- , F1gure 10 Porh.on o£ Iohn Wﬂson § ].822 map show:tng 1:11&

© vicinity of Du]:)ose F‘en’y

. “the fexry track [sic] on both sides of
" the Creelz mclucl.mg the ferry her life

time only and at her death to Le

- H. IO_}:Jﬁséh 3,1;1(:1 hi.s.éister;-:Sa;raL C (]ohpsoﬂ) Wood}::ry .
{who was also deceased). Lot No. 1 was devised to the - o

Equall lelcl_ed between - ‘my somn
James H. Johrison and my dauglnter _
Sarah C. Iol'mson (Willimnsl)prg
County Wills, Apartment 15,
Package 8). .

At his death ]ohnson left an estate valued at
$11,575.28 inchuding 29 slaves. The appraisal reveals
a substantial farming interest with 3 yoke of oxen, 4
new plows and 3 old plows and 35 head of cattle. Crops
on hand included 300 bushels of com, 1,000 pounds of
fodder, 10 bushels of peas, and 5 bushels of rice.
Household goocls included seven laerlsteads, 10 ta]ales,

19 cl'lairs, and a clock. Boolzs, while not 1isted, were

valued at only $2.50.

By 1868 Sarah ]ohnson had died and the

William Johnson estate was partitionecl between James

24

m:ind‘r heirs of Sarah C. Woocll)i’y_ ar_lcl ébﬂs_istecl.o{,

“the ferry m‘l:}l{:ollomng l_ancls, that is
all the lands belonging to the ferryin
Marion Co: With so much of the -

: ferry tract in Williamsbhurg County as

is inclosed in the- :Eo]lowing lines,
commencing at the lines of T.R.
Crier, Bsq. On the Indiantown Roa;].
thence down said Road eastward to
where it Joins the Stage Road
Northward until you reach a small
Lri&ge of Poles across said Road and
perhaps some hundred yards from the
£erry near the head of the first
natural branch East of Stage Road,
thence square across to said branch
and down the run of said branch to
where it empties into the run of




PREHISTORIC AND HISTORIC SYNOPSIS

Lynclj.es Creek which will include all
the lands north of Inc]iantoum Road
down to said Stage Road together
with the little cleared field Bast of
the Stage road on which the old
original £erry house stood and
whereon TL.H. ]ol'mson has recently :
built a clwelling (W ﬂliams]mrg .

: County Wills, Apartment 15,
Pacleage 8). '

.Lot No 2 conveyecl to I H. Jo}mson (and not pari: 0£ |
" this stucly tract) was retamecl untll sold ]:'y the Sheriff in .
1880 to sa.‘hs£y a ]u&gemen’c agamst ]ohnson which was -

handed clown in 1869 (Wi ﬂhams]:urg County Deed
- -_Book E, page 557; Judgement Roll 329).

. In- 188.1 at Iéast one of the.t_wo minor Héirs o -

 was old enough to sell their one-half interest in the tract

4o 'Thomas R. Grier for $450 By ’chat 'hme ’clle .

: 'prcperty was 1clent1{1e& as ’che,

' ..tra'ct_ of- lancl known as Johnson's
Férfy, '_eml:)racing said Ferxy, with .
370 acres Vof land: more or less . . .
Lq'undecl south by Thes. R. Grier's
: lanc]. West IJY Fayes Lake Nortli IJY
" Lynches Creek and Eas’c by J.H.
]ohnsons lancl but now owned ]Jy
-Thos R. Gner (Wllhamsburg
. Coun‘cy Deecl Boolz O, ‘page 718).

7 What is perlnaps most interesting in these ctheyénces

is that there is no longer any reference to Williams’ o

ijri&ge, suggesting that the lariclge was no 1onger in use

_anc]. the ferry was still the principal means of crossing

tlje river at this location.

We have not identified any recorded- deed
wln'cl’x gave Crier the other 11a1£ interest in tlle property.
However, in 1887 his heir, W.J. Grier, sold the :Ee):ry
tract to Sarah E. Stuckey for $500. By this time the
property is identifiecl ‘as containing 125 acres —
perhaps suggesting that rather than acquiring the entire
325 acres of Lot 1, Grier simply had the tract
pa.rti’cionecl and acquirecl fee simple ownership of his
acquired half-interest. Regarc]less, the sale to Stuckey
included that property bounded to the north lay Ly'nches

Creek, to the east by James ]olrmson's land, to the west
Ly part of the same (i.e., James Johnson's tract?), and
south ]Jy the Indiantown Road. The property is reportecl
to be shown more fu]ly omn a plat lay C. Ferxi, annexed to
the cleecl, but no such plat has been {ound, gither in the
deed hook or in the plat index (Williamslaurg County

_Deer] Boole R, page 508).

" In 1897 Stuckey sold (or actually ex-changed o

- for other laﬁds) the tract to Iohn T.  Qasten T
(Williamsburg County Deed Book X, page 3). By this

time the '_prdperi:y was ideritified as contmnlng 129
acres, although the rec1tal is nearly 1clentlca1 and it is

. StlH ca]lec]. the ¢ ferry tract.”

: Gasten sold the property in 1905 to Ma.ry Eﬂa :

. Cteele [sic] for $1,000. It was c].escrl])ecl as contalmng _

125 aerés and being, -

on the south side of Lynches River . .
“ and lzno_'wn as the. ]ol'msor; Fexry - - v
. tract LOunde&'horth Ly _Lyn:ches
.- " River, ‘east IJy' the. Cheraw and. _
e .Géo_rgetown Qld Stage Road é,nd_ lay .
. & branch leading from a smiall ditch .
': })nclge across said road down to said .

: Lynches River, said road and branch *

_ laemg the line of W.W. Io}msons
lancl on “l:he south }Jy the Indiantown
Roa& west ]:)y W.J. Griers Land
(Wx]llamshurg County Deed Book
GG, page 429).

The Creels operatecl a farm on the parcel for
the next 26 years. In 1931 Mary Ella Creel died. The
appraisal found a {airly sparse estate, comsisting of
$3.50 in the loanlz, a cow value& at $40, two mules
valued at $150, farm implements valued at $40, corn
and liay valued at $75 ; furniture valued at $150, and
the 140 acre Ferry Tract valued at $2,000.
Examination of the probate papers reveals that while
some items were sold of{, much of the estate was
maintained }Jy the heirs, allowing their father to
continue i:arming the tract. Typical of the depression,
the estate found that it had to borrow to acquire the
funds necessary to continue farming (Florence County

Probate Court, Package 2684).
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Figure 11. 1954 plat of the Wellman property leasing the Turner farm prior to purchase (Florence County Plat Book
P, page 5). The fence line may be the barbed wire fence still visible at the north edge of the survey tract.
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. County Probate Court, Package 3104). At
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Maxy Ella’s hus}:uanc]., Mike Creel,
continued £arming, but died three years
Jater in 1934, At his death probate records
reveal that the farm was Leing share-
cropped on a 50-50 arrangement, with 5
acres of ito])a,cco, 4 acres of cotton, and 18
acres of corn Leing pla.ntefl. The estate was
&eeply in debt and several heirs asked for
“accounting with full and complete
statement of all receipts and disbursements, ]
which would include the £arrn1ng of the
lands laelongmg to the estates for the
) 1934," suggesting that there w were concerns
" over the £unds laemg 1nveste<1 in a farm ‘
of:fenng ‘almost - no returns (Florence _

_ “the same time court action was commence
L to “have the estate cllssolved and in

Decem]:er 1934 the Master sol& the lands' .

to- K1stler C. Creek for $2 500, The |
ProPEftY ‘was descn]:»eé as con’ca.mlng alJOut . e
- 14‘0 acres,

Lotmc].ed on tlle north l:>y
Lynches Rwer, on the

F‘1gure 12. Portlon of the 1928 Wﬂhams]mrg Coun'l:y 3011 map showxng B
1 t11e pro]ect area at the time of the Creel farm.

céast by State Highway ==
. No: /80 and 'llands o o
: formerly owned lJy W.W.
]01111&3011;' on. the south
- by lands o£ Carolyn H..
Hushancls; on ‘the west
]:;y lands of W.I1. Marsh
(Florence County Deed
Book 15, page 253).

Creel held the property for only four yeaxs,
selling it in August 1938 to Robert W. Tuzrner for
$3,647.50 (Florence County Deed Book 74, page
243}, In 1942, the heirs of Robert W. Turner sold the
140 acre tract to Raleigl'l E. Turner for $1 and the
assumption of the mortgage on the tract (which
amounted to $3,953.50). The mortgage taken out
under the Ba.nlzhead—]ones Farm Tenant Act, was in an
effort to continue farming the property — which was
apparen’cly as unpro{itaiale at the time of the sale as it
had been for the Creels cluring the early 1930s.

In 1956 the estate of Ra.leigli E. Tumer Solc].

_ ’che property to C.C..McDonach attorney for Wellman |
" Combing Company for $26,000 — the first time in ’che'_ :

twentieth century that the property ap_péars to have been
profitable to its owner.

A referenced plat, dated 1954, shows the
property as being leased to Arthur O. Wellman and the
National Shawmut Bank of Boston. The leased
property had a].reacly had a mill constructed, along with
a number of other improvements, The stucly tract area,
llowever, is sllown as unaﬂ:ecte& Ly this early
development (Figure 11).

There are also a few additional maps and aerial
photograplqs which can be used to help cutline the area’s
his’cory. The 1928 soil map, for example, reveals that
during the Creel's ownexsl:\ip, their main house was
likely along the main highway (Figure 12). It may even
have been the original William Johnson house. Toclay,'
however, it is under the Wellman parleing lot. A second
structure, further inland, is lileely a tenant house.
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By 1942 a new route across the river and
swamp was under construction and the 1949 aerial
photograph shows the new road (still in use today)
complete. The old laric].ge has been removed, altl'lougl'x
the roadway is still clearly visible (Figure 14). This
image also reveals the first extensive development of

the Wellman mill, taleing over the southern half _of :

flelds however, were unaffected and m:tght even have_ :
still heen cultwate& ' '

A 1954 aerial photograph (PC 2M 58)‘
shows unchangecl fields! Sometime between 1954
and 1964 (aena.l P}lotogxaph PC-1EE- 62) the Helds

become joined and there appears to be construction -

carliest. phase of the Weﬂman plant constriction.
Nevertheless, tl;ere is no e_mc_lence o_f the Bluff House
or any of the Weﬂmaﬁ Heigh’cs conétmction.- '

&eveIoPed To the west Wellman Helglﬂ:s had lJeen :
. constructed, a_s,hacl the Bluff House, situated on the o
‘easfér_n pbrﬁoﬁ of the survey area. The fael;‘ial also
- fevéals'SOme form of groﬁnc]. r'no.dificati'on in the area
— p_eflnapé the first ._inflication of the sewage

treatment plan'l: uri&erj;:onstructioh}"Regarcuess, _’cl'lé

The view is largely uncln_angecl in the 1941
aerial photograph. Now the Turner farm, we suspect
that the field locations are identical to those going baclk
at least to the early 19305, during the Creel tenure. The
photograph reveals that the property was cultivated
about to what is toclay the pavecl road 1ea.cling to the
sewage treatment plan’c. There was a wooded {'J:inge
along the bluff eclge overlooleing Ly'nc}les River. The
topography lilzely preventecl cultivation closer to the
bluff edge (Figuze 13).

Both the 1929 seil survey map and the 1941
aerial photograph reveal the location of the railroad
consistent to what is found to&ay. The road crossing
Lynches River, however, is closer to the railroad and
forms a much sharper angle to the south. We believe
that this road is lilaeiy very close to, or identical to, the
original stage road and also the £erry crossing.
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- |Figure 13. Portion of the 1941 aerial PC-213-187 .

© ground is extensively. scarred into the survey area - .

(Figure 15). By 1975 the sewage treatment had. heen

.constmctecl and the remaining felds are largely in 11g1'11: oo
-woods or brush (PC 1KK-28). The 1981 ‘aerial images

reveal that the Wellman facilities have expanded. It also
shows the initial sewage treatment {aci]ity (first observed
on the 1975 aerial) in place, although the westward
expansion, south of the stuc].y tract, has not been
constructed.

Conclusions

This historic research indicates that the
property was owned ljy Robert Wi’c]:lerspoon cluring the
last half of the eigh’ceeuth century and it seems likely
based on other accounts that the main settlement was
situated on the edge of Lynches River, likely on the
bluffs because of the protection they offered from
ﬂooding. It wasn't until the 1840s that the settlement
moved away from the river and toward the Stage and
Indiantown roads. It's lileely that the settlement Stayec].

the felds shown in the 1941 aénal The northern .

throughout the area. This seems o represen’c tlle'_: ;

BY 1969 ’tlie Weﬂrnan tract is 1ntenswely L
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reference to a cemetery. The mid-nineteenth century
description places it on a bluff overloolzing the river
on the Johnson Tract — a 580 acre parcel which
does include the one acre stucly tract, The account
also indicates that it is the Jarnes family cemetery.
While Eadcly (n.:].:Sl) Places the Jol'm James “old
place” on the head branches of Muddy Creek, the
family was 50 large that additional family seats are
possible. In addition, we know that Robert
Witherspoon married into the James £amﬂy, so there
isa poter.d:ial lmlz Neverl:l'leless, there is no mention
ofa cemetery on any of the maps or p}a.ts iclentified,
or in any of the property transactions. Of course,
this does not preclucle a cémetery from being present
—it simply makes it impossilale to either confirm or

&eny its location.

in this location tl—n:oughout the remainder
of the tract’s history.

The original Wit_herspoon
settlement may have included a separate
structure for the £en’y and tavern, altliougl-l
often all of various functions were
combined under one roof. Never’cl‘leless, it
is lilzeiy that the Witherspoon plat, Mills’
Atlas, and Wilson's map all show the
original, bluff edge settlement. We have
been unable to iclen‘l:i{:y any nineteenth

century plat or map which shows the
location of the ]ol'mson new set’clemen’c,
althouéln we suspect that the location was
unchanged into the twentieth century and
is shown an the 1921 sail map.

3 R 3

rtion of the 1969 aerial PC-1KK-28.

This research also reveals only one Figure 15, Po
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METHODS

Identification of the Survey Area

The survey area was not ﬂagge& at the tirﬁe of
. our investigation, _but. was -outlinecl for us ]:Jy Mr.
. Brantley Qreen, Site Operations at Wg_uman. The

eastern’ _laounclary was that of the existing sewage
" treatment plan’c and the sou’c}lem ]Jounclary was the

sewage treatment access- roa& As a. precaution, we

extended this ]aoundary sllghtly to-the soutll begmnmg

"“our shovel tests on the south side of the access road.

: The northern laounclary was the ec].ge of the bluﬁ

.'_-essenhaﬂy encompassmg all o{ the level area, but B

exclurl1ng the area sloplng toward tl'le river. This

Lounclary was also_ marlae& })y a COH&PSBE]. ]I)EI]JEC]. wire

fence. The Wes’te'l;n- Louhtlary was identified as ‘an’

ar]mtrary north- soutl‘l line drawn to encompass an area

of ahout 1 acre, méasuring 300 £eet ‘east-west lay 150
feet north- south

N Arc]laeologmal F1el¢1 Metllo&

The initially proposecl field techmques involved

the placement of shovel tests at 50 foot intervals along g

" transects spacec_l 50 feet apart. All soil’woulcl Le-screene:l
' through Vi inch mesh,' with each test numbered

sequentiaﬂy }Jy transect. Fach test wou._lcl measure about

1 foot square and would normaﬂy.]:)e talze_r_.t to'a depth of

at least 2 feet or until clay subsoil was encountered. All -

cultural remains would be collected, except for mortar
and brick, which would be quantitatively noted in the

field and discarded. Notes would be maintained for -

profiles at any sites encountered.

Should sites (clefined })y the presence of three
or more artifacts from either surface survey or shovel
tests within a 25 feet area) be i&entiﬁecl, further tests
would be used to obtain data on site ]Jounaaries, artifact
quantity and diversity, site integrity, and temporal
affiliation. These tests would be placetl at 25 feet
intervals in a simple cruciform pattern until two
consecutive negative shovel tests were encountered. The
information required for completion of South Carolina

Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology site forms
would be collected and photographs would be taken, if

warranted in the opinion o£ the field "investigators.

A sexies of eiglﬁ ,transeoté-,were established )

| running north from the access'road and -miml}erecl £Ioni_ ;

west to east (Figure 16). For miost o{ these_ the fitst one .
or two-of tho'tests wefe in the. grassecl area adjacent to
the access road. _The remainder of the western transects

* were in the woods at the créét of the"'}.jluﬁ. At the easf S
‘end of the project all of the shovel tests fell into the area

of the Bluff House. This house, built between 1964 and

1969, had been removed by the time of this survey.

This left behind 2 falﬂy disturbed landscape 1nc':1uc11ng.’

" umlergrouncl ut111t1es (water, telephone, anc]. a septic,

tank with clraln fleld) extensive brick- and concrete'_'

rubble from both the foundahon ancl d rear porch or o
_pavec]. area, a.n& rutting from equlpment used to move

. ’che house (F1g1.u:e 17)

Site locatlons were 1c1ent1£1ed using a’ Glo]:al :

.Positiomng System for the_recordahon of the UTMs.

The. _GPS' positions were taken with a .Ga.rmin GPS~
12XL rover and a Garmin GBR 21 Beacon Receiver. .
The Garmin 12XL tracks up to twelve satellites, cach -
with a separate chanmel that is continuously being read.

Tl-le benefit of para.ﬂol channel receivers is their :

improvecl sensitivity and ability to ohtain and hold a
satellite lock in difficult situations, such as in forests or
urban _environments where signal obstruction is a
[-requent pro}alem. This was a vital consideration for the
stucly area., '

GPS accuracy is generally affected by a
number of sources of Potential error, inclu&ing errors
with satellite cloclzs, multipa{:hing, and  selective
availa]:ility. Satellite clock errors can occur when the
satellite's clock is off ]Jy as little as a millisecond, or
when a slightly—aslzew orbit results in a distance error. °
Mul’cipa’cl)ing oceurs when the signa.l bounces off trees,
chainlink fences, or bodies of water. Multipa.tl'ling
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METHODS ~

pml)a}aly occurred
occa.sional].y c].uring
this survey, but we
a'ttemptecl to
reduce the pro]olem
13y taleing readings
in areas of min-
imal vegetation.
The source of most
< extreme . GPS
errors is selective
availability  (SA),
the - deliberate
. mistiming of
satellite s1gna.15 }Jy
the Departrment of
Defense.. This de-
- g;aAation results in
" horizontal exrorsof

“of o the -_"time, -
' _although the error _

may ]38 as ITL'llCLl as

- 300 m, However, [Figure 17 Azea of the Bluff House after removal. View to th;a north-northwest. .

"SA" had been
turned off }Jy the

DOD and we dlSCUVere(l t]fla‘l: 3D1 ancl DGPS Were.

o 1&ent1ca1

 Architectural Survév '

As previously discussed, given the nature of

this project, we elected to use a 0.5 mile area of
potential effect (APE), which was caloulated from the
centerpoint of the survey area. The architectural survey
would record Luildings, sites, structures, and oleectS
which appeare& to have been constructed before 1950.
Typical of such projects, this survey recorded only those
which “have kept their integrity” (Anonymous n.d.:4),

For each identified resource a Statewide

! A basic requirement for GPS position accuracy is
llaving a lock en st least four sa.teuites, which places the
receiver in 3D mode. This is eritical — as an example,
positions calculated with less than four satellites can have
horizontal errors in excess of a mile, or over 1,600 m.

Survey Site Form wmﬂd be compléted and at.least'.‘m.ro

representative photographs would be taken. Permanent

" control pumbers would he assigned l)y tl-xe Survey Sta{{- .

of the 8.C. Department of Archives and History at the_
conclusion of the stucly

The survey was conducted ljy clriving the pul)llc
roads (‘cypica.lly county or state secondary roacls) in the
APE. For the s’cudy area there were very few. None were

‘present north of Lynches River and this half of the .

APE £aﬂs'entire1y within the swamps associated with -
that drainage. To the south the majority of the APE fell

within property on both sides of SC 41/51 which has

alreacly been entirely J.evelope& }I)Y Wellman. There wexe

several small communities at the southwestern edge of

the 0.5 mile APE, but none of the structures were 50

yea.rs 01&-

Site Evaluation

A:cchaeological sites will be evaluated for
further work based on the eligil:\ility criteria for the
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National Register of  Historic Places. Chicora
Foundation only provicles an opinion of National
Register eligil:ility and the final determination is made
' IJ'y the lead federal agency, in consultation with the
State Historic Preservation Officer at the South
Carolina Department of Archives and History.

The criteria for eligi]aility to the National

 Register of Historic Places is described ]:vy 36CFR60 4,

wl’ncln states:

the qualﬁ:y o£ s1gn1£10ance in
Arnencan l—ustory, arcln’cecture,'

. archaeology, englneermg, a.ncl_.'
culture is present in dlstncts, gites,
'bmlc}.mgs, structures, ‘and _ o]J]ects

) that possess: in‘i:egrity‘o{ _locati_on-,‘
cles_ign, s sgtting,
Worlem'anship,' . £eelmg, o aﬁcl_

. 'assomahon, ancl -

) ma’cérials,.' pRon

a. .ttnat are aésodia_ted with- é\é'e_nts . _
that - have made a signiﬁcant__
: 'contn]:)u’clon to.the broad patterns s
#of our I'nstory, or : .

_ L. that are associa’ce& 'Wltl’l the lives
. ; offpexsqns si_gni{ica._nt in our past;
or ’ ' L

c. that embody the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period, or .
method 0£_ construction or that
represent t_l'le work of a master, or
that possess high artistic values, or
that represent a significant and
clistinguis]aa]:)le entity whose
components may lack individual
c]istinction; or

d. that have yiel&e&, or may he
lileely to yielcl, information
important in prel’lis’cory or history.

National Register Bulletin 30 (Townsend et al.

1933) provides an evaluative process that contains five
steps for JEorming a clearly defined explicit rationale {or

either the site’s eligibili'l:y or lack of eligil)ili“}:y. Brieﬂy,
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these steps are:

® jdentification of the site’s data sets
or categories of axchacological
in{:ormation such as ceramics , lithics,
sul)sistence remains, architectural
remains, or sub-surface features;

a identification of the llistoxic
context applicable to the site,
provnimg a frameworlz for tl'le

evaluatwe PL’O cess;

= iclentiﬁcation of the important
 research questions the site .rr'liglﬁ. ];:e :
o able to address, given the data sets
and the context; ' : . :

‘M evaluation - of the site e
_ archaeologwal integrity to ensure’
that 'l:lle clata. gels were su{'fu:len’cl
weu preservecl to address the xesearch

questions; and

® identification of important research - - -
o q_ues’clons among all of those w}uch )
-'mlgl-xt he aslaecl and answere& at ‘the
) 'sﬂ:e

This approacl'l, of coutse, has ]Jeeﬁ dévélope& .

for use tlocumenting__ eligﬂ:ility of sites _})eing actually
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places

where the evaluative pfocess must stand .alor;e, with. - k

relatively little reference to other clocumenta‘l:’ioh and
where typically only one site is Leing considered. As a
result, some aspects of the evaluative process have been
Summarizecl, but we have tried to focus om each
archaeological site’s alnlﬂ:y to address significant
research topics within the context of its available data
sets.

For architectural sites the evaluative process was
somewhat different. Civen the rela‘l:ively limited
arclii’cec’cural data available for most of the properties,
we have focused on evaluating these sites using National
Register Criterion C, focusing on the site’s “distinctive
characteristics.” Key to this concept is the issue of
integrity. This means that the property needs to have




METHODS

retained, essentia].ly intact, its physical identi’cy from the
historic periocl.

Particular attention would he given to the
integrity of design, workmanship, and materials. Design
includes the organization of space, proportion, scale,
tec}molqu, ornamentation, and materiale. As National
Register Bulletin 36 observes, “Recognizability of a
property, or the a]Jility of a property to convey ils
' significance, clepends lar'gel_y upon the J.egree to which

the design of the property is intact” (Townsend et al.
1993:18). Worlen_iansl’lip is evidence of the artisan’s
labor “and skill and can apply to either-_tl'le entire
“property or to speciﬁc'features of the I;roperty. Pinaﬂy,
) _ materials —"che physical' items used on and in the
property —- are “of paramount iml'eorta'nde under

Criterion C" (Townsencl et-al, 1993: 19). Integrity here

' is reﬂectecl loy maintenance of the onglnal ma’cenal ancl !

_avo1dance of replacement ma.tena]s .

"La]Joxatorv Analvsxs

Tl'xe cleanmg ancl ana.lys1s of artlfacts was

concluctecl in- Colurn]a;a, at’ _the Chicéxa -Foundation
laboratories: - These m’ateriale have }Jeen catalggﬁed and

. aée_essionecl for curation at fhe_.Sout}_l Carolina - - -
[nstitute of Arcba.‘eology'an(_l Anthropology, the closest -
regional repository: The ‘site forms for the identified -

arc}iaeologieai. sites have been filed with the South

Caroli_né Institute of Arcl’laeoldgy and Ai_'l’cliropology. .
- Field notes and photograplaic materials have been.

: preparec]. for curation using archival standards and w111
be transferred to that agency as soon asg the project is
complete. '

The assemblage recovered is very small and the
level of analysis is comsistent with the nature of the
collection. The only raw material identified is white
quartz. This material is found throughout the Carolina

Piedmont; the identified specimen appears to be a river
cobble.

De]sitage categdories migl'r!: include primary
(defined as flakes with 90% or more cortex), secondary
(éefined as having less than 90% cortex), or interior
(cle{inecl as having no cortex). These categories, wi&ely
usecl, are brieﬂy expla.inecl ljy Yohe (1996:54‘-56; for
farther injr‘ormation see Blanton et al 1986 or Oliver

et al. 1986). |

The single Prehistoric sller& recovered from the
study is about Va-inch in diameter and is classified as
“small” (encompassing all sherds I-inch or less in
c]_.iameter). '

. The historic. remains found follow 'l:he.
classifications proposed by Noel Hume (1978) and *

. South (1977).
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RESULTS OF SURVEY

Archaeological Sites

: As a result of this study one archaeological site
" was identified in the survey tract. The__ site, designated

38FL380), is situated at the eastern edge of the tract in
" the area where the Bluff -House was ongmally

constructed and just west. of the existing sewage
- ireatment faczllty, north of 1:11e pa.vecl access road. The

“central UTM coordinates are F643778 N3745145

(NADZY'clamm) CThe eleﬁtion_ of the site is about 55 -
- £ée’r:_é';laove mean sea level (AMSL) an& the Lji'nch'es_ .

Rive'r'..i.s_'si”tua.té'cl about 200 feet_ to ._the narth. -

_ ' The site consists of a sparse scatter of I—ustonc

. matenal on’ the surface, ex]_:noseci Iay the dlsturbance
" caused lay prewous activities in tl'le area. These remains
‘were scattered over an area measuring about 50 feel in

diamgter We suspect tha_.t the site ongmaﬂy exl:gnclecl to

“the east, into ‘cl‘le area w}uch hias now been cui: down JEor

the construchon of the Jol—msonw]le sewage treatment'

"famlrby (see F1gure 3).-

The- l'xistqric remains found é)n'—i:he surface

o include five animal ]:u;)ne Jgra,c:,iments'r six v@rlﬁte salt glazecl
stoneware, one unaeco'rated Chinese porcelain, five Llue' :

~ hand paintec]. Chin_ese porcelains,- one Delft ]JO&Y (rio

glaze remaining}, one undecorated Dé]_fl:, four blue hand-
Paintecl Delft, one Westerwald stoneware, one pipe bowl .

fragment, and one fragment of “black” glass. The single
prehistoric item is a quartz secondary flake,

_ The shovel tests conducted on the site,
howeve'r, failed to yield any remains. In £act, ’chey all

revealed tha’c_the A horizon ﬁom this area of the bluff
had been almost entirely'removec]., leaving only the red

' lay su]:séli Profiles in this area revealed at most 0.2

foot of very pale brown (lOYRYB) loarny sand overlymg

. a yellswish-brown {L0YR5/6) to red {10R5/8) sandy

Iay Tl'].lS most C].OBB].y resemlj}.es the Vanna 80115 B,Ild

suggests that upwarcls of 12 to 14 inches of SOII may Co

ave . beeir removecl Because of the ex’censwe
dlsturlaance, a]asence of intact soil ancl exposure o£ red’

'clay on the surfa,ce, and, exceﬂent sur£ace \ns:}nlﬂ:y, no.

close 1ntervals Shovel tests were excavated in 'I:l'lt—: site

area. -

* This removal maSr also have resulted in the véfy

" narrow ridge parallel to the fiv_e_x, shown in Figure 18:
-+ Tt appeaxs that the interior area has beenr'sculpi_:é_c[or
_ 'c_oni:ourecl to c].rop the road elevation down. allowing

easier access into the sewage ‘treatment .facility or

perlla.ps to the Bluff House. This renioval of A horizon ..

soil may be what is seen in the 1969 aexlal photograph .

(Figure 15).

In addition, the remains are so sparse that it
geems 1ilze1y that the core of the site was located
elsewhere. Since there is no indication of additional
substantial remains to the south or the west, and the

pro]:)al)ly removed from a quartz river cobble.

The historic remaing procluce a
mean ceramic date of 1744.5 — representing
what must be an association with the earliest

Mean Ceramic Date of Artifacts Recovered from 38FL380

Table 2.

Date .Mean Date

] : Ceramic Range (i) ) x ()
er:llerspcon settlement on Lynches River Underglazed blue porcelain 1660-1800 1730 5 8650
(Table 2). In fact, no remains were | Westerwald SW 1700-1775 1738 1 1738
encountered which likely post-date the White Saltglazed SW 1740.1775 1758 6 10548
ownership of Robert Withetspoon. There is | Decorated Delft 1600-1802 - 1750 4 7000
no evidence 0£ occupation lJy ]ohn Plam DelEt 1640-1800 1720 1 1720
Witherspoon, much less William Io]fmson. 17 29656

29656 + 17 = 1744.5
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Vmw to the east.

were encountered.
We found no
examples of
architectural  re-
mains, such as
na,ils, brick  or
mortar, or -
architectural hazd- -
ware. In addition,
the remains found
were small and
']:Jadly ﬁagmented.
Moreover, s_hovél: 2
testing : suggests
.that the site has

damagect perhaps
: l)y.the construction

-:— L coﬁdu'c_’t_ecl ) Ly

Well_méh,' - or .

existing' | sewage

slop’é to'tl'xé_ north is £'arj’cot3 steeﬁ, ‘it seems lilzely that _

‘the méin Witherspoqn settle_ment was in the vicinity of
the Johnsonville . Sewage Treatment Plant and has
already been destroyed. The few remains found under
the Bluff House represent Only the western e&ge of the

site.

It is possible that the settlement might have
been located further inlanc]., but this seems un]iizely
based on our knowledge of the early eighteent}l century
settlement patterns. There was a clear Preference for
bluff or swamp eclges — the area of the moclern.sewage
treatment plant or Bluff House.

An early eighteen’ch century site in this part of
South Carolina, potentially associated with a ferry
crossing and tavern, could address 2 number of very
significant research questions. There have been
regrettal)ly few such sites exarmined and most have been
in the coastal area. Nevertl'leless, the data sets presentecl
by this survey are very limited. On_ly kitchen remains

38

treatment {acﬂlty _
Regardless, it

.appears ’cllat much probal)ly most of this site has‘-*_— .
a]:reacty been c].estroyec].. The portion that remains {allecl".:- -

to exhibit any in situ refnams and very little intact A~
horizon seil. Based on tlns it appears that the potentlal

. of this site to address s1gn1£1cant research questions has

been mgmﬁcantly COmPIOmISBCl Ly twent1et}1 century
clevelopment :

We recommend this site as not eligilale for
inclusion on the National Register and recommend no
additional management activities, pencling the review
and coneurrence of the State Historic Preservation

Office.

In addition to 38FL380, these investigations
also recovered two isolated remarins from Shovel Test 1
on Transect 4. These ma’cerials, clesignatecl 38FL00
were found about 150 feet southwest of 38FL380.
Found in the one shovel test was a small unidentifiable

prehistoric sherd and a clay tobacco pipe stem (}Jore
diameter of 5/64-inch). The shovel test exhibited about

been. extensweiy

- of the Bluff House -

4 - or other activities- '~

. - : s PEIl’laPS Ly : tl'le_'
F1gure 18 View of 38FL380 note the Contoure{]. ndge clroppmg mto tlne road on t11e right,|  construction of the,, 7.
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Flgl‘;lre 19 Pori:lon o{ tlne ]ohnsonwﬂe 1: 24 000 topograpl'uc map showmg 38FL380

1000 2000°  ©3000.° 4000  5000!
o Emm— R

SCALE N FEET

0.1 £oo_t of very dark Lrown- (]_OYRZ/Z) sancly loam
overlying 0.8 foot of very pale brown (10YR7/3) loamy
sand. The artifacts were recovered from the upper 0.2
foot of this zone. Below 0.8 foot was a firm red clay
subsoil. This profile suggests that about 0.8 foot of soil

has been removed from this area — consistent with the

. findings at 38FL.380.

Two additional shovel tests excavated at 256-
faot intervals to the south were both negative, as were
tests at 25-faot intervals to the nortl'l, east, and west.

These remains A while spatiauy separated {from
38PL380, are lﬂzely associa'l:e& with that occupation.

Nevertheless, they are treated as an isolated find and are

recommended not eligi]:le.

Architecf:ural Survev

As previously discussed, the APE for this
project was identified as 0.5 mile in diameter. The
northern half of the APE consisted of swarp and

wetlands associated with Lynches River. The southérn

" half consisted almost entirely of structures erecte&'.]sy' o

Wellman since the early 1950s. None of these
gtructures clearly prec[a.te 1950. There are a few
structures, comprising a small nelghlaorlnood at the
southwest edge of the APE, but none appear to be 50
years old.

As a result, no architectural sites were

identified c].uring this BUXVEY,

39




ARCHAEQLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE WELLMAN BLUEFE TRACT




CONCLUSIONS

This study involved the examination of 1 acre
at the north eclge of the Wellman facility on the south
bank of the Lynches River east of SC 41/51 and north
of Johnsonviﬂe in Florence County: The one acre Lract,
proposecl to be prow'clecl l::y Wellman for the expans.ion'
o£ the ]ol'msonviﬂe Sewagde Treatment facility, was
1nvest1gatec1 t}n‘ough the excavation of 20 shovel tests
on eight tra.nsects at 50 foot intervals.

. The historic research iﬁclﬁcled'examination of

. hoth secqn&ary and primary sources. The _title search for

“the tract traced ownership back to the mid-eighteenth
. :century, completmg title to Robert Wﬂ:herspoon and " -
suggesting that the parcel was in the immediate vicinity =
of the ongmal Wltherspoon settlement. The research

also clpcuménte_:& that t}le_ £er'ry was lilz'ely a]Jb':llt 1 ;QOQ
£eet west of the survey tract, ‘in the vicinity Qf the
' original bridge and causeway across Lynches River and

+ east of the modem SC 41/51 crossing. Remnants of

' _the causeway are ‘still visihle on aerial ?hotographs,
'although tl'us survey did not explore that, BPECI{IC
location. .

In the mid-nineteenth cenfﬁxy the property was-

owned by William Johnson and the settlement was

~moved from the ]J}.U.H edge to the junction’ of 1:1-1_e
Indiantown and Stage roads, in the vieinity of modérn
SC 41/51. We believe that this settlement, which was
likely used through the eaﬂy twentieth century, was
J.estroyecl }Jy the construction of the Wellman plant in
the 1940s and 1950s.

The historic research also identified that a
local history of the area identifies the general vicinity as
the location of a James family graveyarc].. The
connection between the James £ami1y and the owners of
the tract was lilzely ’cl'zrough Robert Witlierspoon, who
married Mary James. In spite of this, we found no
further indications of the graveyard. [t was not shown
on any of the identified plats (although not all
mentioned in documents could be £0und), nor was it
shown on any of the maps (suggesting only that by the

time the area was mappe(l,"cl'le graveyarcl was no 1onger
visible or recognizable). The original citation to the -

':-graveyarci fails to make 'an'y reference to memorials,

mar}éers, or fences, suggesting that even })y the middle
o£ tlie nineteenth century tl'xe area was unrecogmza}Jle‘

Jasa graveyar&

Tl’xe field - investigé.tio'ns found “one site,

38FIL380, and one isolated find, 38FLO0, on the = =

survey tract. Both are .'lilzely rela.ted and'l.:epre_sent an
early to ' mid- elghteenth century historic ~ site
chara.ctenzecl Ly generaﬂy 1'11g11 status ceramics, [t is

o Ijlzely that this ‘site. represents ‘the locatlon of the -

ongmal Wltherspoon seftlement. Most .of the site,
llowever, has been’ clestroyed e1t11er lny cultwatwn, the )
construction (ancl subsequent removal) of the Bluﬁ_
House, or by the extensive cutting conc].uctecl for the

' existing sewage treatment plant The site ancl 1solated

' find are both recommended not el1§1131 for 1nclus1on on

" the Natlonal Reglster since so little remains, (a'l: least in
the survey area) '

The fxel& investigations fa]led. however, to find _

any evidence of: tlle graveyard Vegetatlon (espemaﬂy'

white oak- ’crees) in the survey area may date to about
1800, suggesting that this bluff edge was not cultivated
or'otherwise disturbed (luring the historic periocl._ We .

~ must point out that finc].ing a gra.veyard using these

traditional ~ archaeological techniques is unlilzely.
Moreover, the vague description of the cemetery
suggests that it migl'ﬂ: be located anywhere along nearly
a mile of bluff overlooleing Lyncl'les River. Most of this
area has been extensively modified ]Jy roacls, railroacl,
and modern construction. Given the information
avaﬂalale, it is just as lilzely that the cemetery was under
the sewage treatment plant as in the survey area.

The only Praci:ical way to confirm that the
cemetery is not within the survey tract is to conduct
controlled stripping in the scarch for grave stains. This
would involve the use of a toothless backhoe bucket to
remove the upper 0.5 to 1.0 foot soil which would be
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sulnsequently shovel skimmed in the search for
rectangular east-west oriented stains suggestive of
coffins. The identification of such stains might indicate
the presence of the cemetery, which could be verified
through additional l)ioarchaeological investigations. i
a cemetery is, in fact, present, Wellman would need to
seck permission for the removal of graves from the
Towm of ]ol—msonvi]le and/or Florence Countir under
Section 27-43-10 et seq. of the South Carolina Code
of Laws (Remov&l of Abandoned Cemeteries). If no
" evidence of burials are encountered in the stripping -
operatién '1211.311_ it is lilzely that th_e gxaveyar& is, or was,
Nocated elsewhere. P o

Tt is ‘our  opinion that ‘this additional
investigati';re'step_is pruden’c and should be unc_ler’caléen.
However, in so far as thi_srteprescnts an unusual survey

activity, we recommend that Wellman seek the impertial
and unbiased opinion of the State Historic Presexvation - _
. ._OH‘ice cohcgr'ning the need for this aclditional worle.

Regarclléss', it is. “always  possible that
archaeological remains may lae: eﬁcounte__rec_l in the
project area during construction activities. As always,

 contractors should be advised to report any J.iscovc_ariés'
~ 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 Hiétoric Preservation Oﬁice, or Chicora’
Foundation (the process of ciea]ing with late &iséoveries
is discussed in 36CFR800.13(1))(3)). No {url:her land
altering activities should take place in the vicini‘l:y'ojf
' these discoveries until they have been examined' lay an
archaeclogist and, if necessary, have been processecl

according to 36CHR800.13(h)(3).
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