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Management Summary

In August and September 20012, Brockington sl Associates, Inc., conducted 4 coltural
resourees survey of the Georgetown County Industrial Park teact in Creaepetown County, South
Curoling, The Geargetown County Industrial Park tract is comprised ot 590 acres (239 heotares) and
15 located approximately 3.2 km (2 mi) southesst of the intersection ol 115 Highway 521 and Stute
Highway 41, neur the town of Andraws,

Thiseultoral resources investigation included background rescarch to identify any previously
recorded architectoral resources or archaealogical sites in the project tract or ils immediate vicinity.
Rackground research did nol ideneify any previously recorded archasological sites cither in or within
L6 km (1 mi} of the project tract. No previously recorded architectural resourecs are located either
ia or within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the project tract,

Archaeclogical survey methods eonsisted of shovel tests excavated every 20 meters {66 1)
in arcas considered Lo have high potential for cultural resources based an (heir soil types, and ev BTy
G0 meters (157 1) in areas considered 1o have low poteatial lur cultural resources. Some arens
previnusly vonsidered to have u high potential for cultural resources wore reevaluaied during the
survey. Insome cases, shovel fest intervals were adjusted based on soil conditions and the presence
ol slanding water. Pedestrian inspection was empioved in arcas of high pround surface vizibility.
Twu isolated finds and two archacological sites were identified. Sile 38GES57 = a pmhmluru.
artifact scatier und site 38GESSE is a hisluric cometery. The two isolates and site 1805557 do nol
meet the Nalionzl Register of Historic Places (EHI) eligibility criteria, The cemetery, 3BGESSE,
will reguire further evaluation o delemmine its NILIP status,

Architectural survey methods consisted of vehicular inspection of the projeet tract and the
immediately susounding area, Mo historic struclures are located within or adjscent to the project
tract,

In summary, the two iselales and the prehistorie archasological site identified during the
survey are recommended ineligible for the NRHE. The hisloric cemetery is considered potentially
eligible for the NEELP. The vemetery should be avoided during the construction of the industrial

purk. The tract’s weslern beundary is currently being redesizned to exclude (he cometery feom the
arcas slated for development.  Based upon these considerations, cultural respurees elearance is
recommeanded,
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Chapter 1, Introduction

I Awpost and September 2002, Brockington and Associates, Ine., conducted a cultrs]
resources survey of the Geoorgetown Counly Industrial Park tract in Georgetown Counly, South
Laraling. The survey was conduocted vn hehalf of Davis and Flovd, pursuant to Section 106 of the
Mational Historie Preservation Act and the Advisory Couneil on Historic Preservation”s regulations
for compliance with Section 106 codified as 36 CFR Part 800,

This cullural resources investipation included hackpround research ta identif ans previssiy
recorded hislerie or archasolopical siles in the project tract, or its immadiate vicinily, Ficld
tvestigalion was comprised of syslematic pedestrian survey of the entire project tracl and vohicular
survey of the immediate vicinity, The poals ol this investigation were:

I To reeord all cultureal resvurces Chistoric buildings, structures, sites, and
ohjccts) present within, and in the vicinicy of, the survey tract:

pi l'o evaluate identified culooral resources relative to their research potential
and NRHP eligihilicy; and

3. To recommend site managemen! options, if applicable,

Tor Tulhill these goals, o comprehensive survey ol the cotire trage and surrounding arcas was
candueted, following guidelines presented by the Soulh Caroling State [istorie Prescrvation Office
(SHPO).

The project tract is comprised of 590 acres (239 heetares) and is located approximately 3.2
km (2 miles) sontheast of the intersection of US Highway 521 (1S 521) and State [lighway 41, ncar
the town ol Andrews. The trectis bounded by a lopping rised on the north, US 321 on the south, and
logging roads on the east and west (Figure 1), The tract is mainly comprised of planted pines of
varying ages and is actively managed by Westvaco, Numeraus wetland areas, sumc very lacpe, are
present throughout the tract,
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Chapter 2. Methods of Investigation

The goel ul this investigation was 1o identify and cvaluate the signilicance of all cultural
resources in und within proximity of the survey arca. 1his evaluation includes ascertaining the
potertial impacts of the proposed development of the survey area on these resources, [nvesligution
provesdures included back ground research, archaeological and Held survey, and an evaluation ol each
identified resource’s Nationsl Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibilite. The methods wilized
tor cach of these tasks wre discussed below.

Rackgrownd Research

Background research, along with examination of the work of previous researchers, helps to
catablish the types and locations of cultural resourees that are moat likely W oceur in the project area.
Both published and unpublished sources relating to the archaealugy and history of Georgelown
Counily were examined.

The South Carolina archasological sile Bles, located at the Souwth Caroling Institute of
Archaeology and Anthropolapy (SCIAAY in Columbia, were checked for previously recorded
archasological sites within L& km (1 mi} of the praject ares.  The fles concerning previously
reciriled architectueal resvurees in Georgetown County, Tocates] at the South Caroling Deparlment
ol Archives and [istory (SCTDAH) in Columbia, were ulso examined. These files ure repositorics
for historical docurments and reparts, ineluding previously conducted acchitectural resources surveys,
of most counties in Seuth Carolina.

Archaeological Field Survey

Archacelogical lield survey consisted of systermaliv pedestrian coverage ol the entire project
arca, Showvel tests were excavatod every 20 meters (86 ft) inarcss determined o have high potential
for cultural resources based on their soil lypes, and every 60 meters (197 10 in arcas deemed low
potential forcultural resources. Shovel tests wore cxcavated transects spuced 20 meters (66 1t) aparl
where well drained soils were presen (e, high potential areas). Shovel wests were excavaled in
transevty spaced O meters (197 (1) apart where poarly drained soils were present (Le., low poteniial
areas), This strategy has heen designed in consullstion with the South Caroling State Historic
Preservation Office archacologists.  Areas within the tract that wers inilfally considered hizh
potential [ur cultural resources were reevaluated based on field conditions, In some cases, shovel
testinlervals were adjusted {extended to 30 meter |48 fi] intervals) based on the soil condilions and
the presenes of standing water,



Shovel tesls measured spproximately 30 em (12 in) in dismeter snd were excavaled inm
sterile subsoil. Archacologists sifted the (1] from these tests through 174 fnch wire mesh sereen,
Infarmation refaiing to cach shovel test and soil profile wes recorded in ficld noteboaks, and showvel
test lacutioms were plotted ento o master map of the project el Shavel tests were not exeavated
i areas covered by standing waler, Archaeologists also inspected all portions of the survey transect
where the ground surlace was cxposed,

Archaenlogists used Global Posilioning System (GPS) regeivers to record Universs)
Transverse Mercator (U M) coondinates at sclected locations wilkin all identified sites. The GPS
receivers were calibrated to the 1927 North American Datum o correlate with theappropriate United
Slutes Geological Bervice (TISGE] 7.5 minute series quadrangle maps. This information was
recorded in field books and on site maps.

As eslablished by the SCDAH, sn archacological site is defined as a locale containing throe
ar murre prehistovic or historic arlifacts within a 30 meter (98 11 area, or where surface or subsurface
[eaturss are present. An isolated find isa locale contuining fower than thiee artifacts with no cultural
features ot ruins. Archacological sites were Turther cxamined through close interval (5 meter [16
ft]) shovel testing (o define site boundariss securately and to acquire information on the disiribution
ofartilacls within the site. The definition of archaeological site houndaries also takes into account
naturn] fealures and/or bounduries (¢, g., streams, bluiTs, swamps). Each site was evaluated to a level
sulTicient for us t he ahle o advance MNIRHP eligibility recommendations.

Architectural Field Survey

An intensive archilectural survey of the project area was also conducted. This survey was
tlesigmed 1o record and evaluate all historic archilectural rosources (buildings, structures, albjects,
dlesigned landseapes, andfor sites with aboveground components) within the viewshed of the survey
arca. Field survey methods complied with the Survey Manual: South Curofineg Sratewide Kervey af
Historic Places (SCDAH 1990) and the Narfora' Rapister Bulletin 24, Guidelines For Toecal
survers: A Basis For Presevvativn Planning (Packer 1983).

The principal eriterion used to define histaric urchitectural resources s the 50 vear minimum
age neecssary for inclusion on the NEHD and the Sowth Caraling Statewide Survey, In addition,
certain other classes of architcetural resources are cligible for intensive SUrvEy;

l. buildings, sites, structures, and objects constructed alter 1950 with architectural
sipnificance ar historical associations:
2 natural  landseaps festures (hat have cultueal associations—mountaing, rock

lurmalions, vivers, river crossings (fords), trees, springs, und eaves- and man-made
landscape features—rive ficlds, designed landscapes (g, parks, pardens), limdings,
railroad riphts-gi-way, oak alleys, roads, and Tndian mounds: ard

i 3 propertics already listed on the NRHP,



Lhe integrity ofa historic architeclural resource is o primary consideration for inclusion in
the South Corling Statowide Survey, us well a3 in the WRUP. Tn order te have integrily, the
SUDATI 1990 4-5) maintains that

the resource must hove relained, essentially inlact, the physical identity Irom its
histaric period. Tt will gither have few allerations or will have been maintained with
the use ol consiructdon materials and methods that are consistent with the ariginal.
A rural chistrict with inteprity has a [andscape that showss the historic land use
patlerns,

Evaluation of NRHP Eligibility

Cultural resources identified within the proposed industrial park teact were evaluated for
listing on the NRIIP. As per 36 CFR 64,4, there are four broad evaluative eriterin for determining
the signiticance of'a particnlar resource and ils eligibility for the NRHP, Any resource (bnilding,
structure, sile, ohject, or district) that:

AL is asspcialed with cvents that have mude g significant conteibution 1o the
broad pattern of history:

[ 13 associated with the lives of persons significant in ihe past;

embodies the distinetive characteristics of 8 type, pericd, of method of
consiruclion, or represents the work ol'a master, possesses high ertistic valuc,
ur represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may
laek individual distinetion: or

2

D, has yielded, ar is likely to wicld, information important to history pr
prehistory,

may be cligible for the NRHP, A resource muy he eligible under one ar more of these eriteria.
Criteria A, B, end C are most frequently applied to historic bulldings, structures, abjects, non-
archaeological siles, (o, battlefields, natura] features, desipned londscapes, or cometeries) or
districts. The eligibility of archaeslogical sites is most freguently considered with respetl 1o
Criteriem I}, Also, a general guide of 50 voars of age is empliyed 1o define “historic” in the NRHP
evaluation process. That is, all resources greater thin 30 yewrs of age may be considered, However,
mare recent resnurces may be consideved i they display “exceptional™ signi licance (Sherfy and Luee
n.d.).

Following Matinael Register Bulletin: How to Apply the Natioval Regivier Criteria for
Evaluation (Savage and Pope 1998), evaluation ol any resoutce requires a lwofold process. First,
the resource must be asscciated with an important historie context,  If this associalion is



demonsirated, the integrity of the resource must be evalualed to ensure that it conveys the
significance of its context. The applications of both of these sieps are discussed in more duefail
below.

[etermining the association of a resource with 4 histovic cantext invalves live steps (Savape
and Pupe 199581, First, the resource must be sssociared with a particular facet of local. regional
{slate), or national history.

secondly, one musl determine the sipnificance ol the identified historical facetfeontexi with
respect to e resauree under evaluation. As an example, il the projeet tract contained no buildings
that were consiructed during the early nineteenth conhiry, then an Antebellum Agricultural context
would nol be sipnificant for the development of the project area ar any af its internal resources.
similarly, 4 lack of ivative American archacological sites within the profeet tract would preclude the
use of contexts associaled with the Pre-Contact use of o region,

The thivd step is to demonstrate the sbility of a particular resource o illustrate the context.
A resouree should be a component ol 1he Jocales and features created or used during the historical
puriod in question.  For example, carlv-nineteenth-century famhouscs, the ming of A lvican
American slave seltlements from 1820s, and/or field svstems associated with partieular sntehellum
plantations in the region would ilusteate various aspeets of the agricuitural development of the
reion prior o the Civil War, Conversely, conterporary churches or raad networks may have been
used during this time periad but do nel reflect the agricultural practices supsested by the other kinds
ol resources.

The fowrth slep involves determining the speeific association of a resource with aspects of
the signilicant historic context. Savage and Pope (1998) define how one should consider 2 resource
urider euch of the four eriteria of signilicance. Under Criterion A, a resource must have existed at
the lime that a particular event or pallem of cvents occurred and activitics sssociated with the
event(s) must have occurred al the site. [n addition, this association mus! be of g sipnificant nature,
mt just a casual accurrence (Savags and Pope 1998). Under Criferion B, the resource must he
asgociated with historically important individuals. Apain, this sssociation must elate (o the period
or events thal vonvey hislorical significance to the individual, not just that this person was prosent
at this locale { Savape and Pope 19981 Usder Criterion C, a resource must possess physical foaturcs
or traits that reflect a style, type. period, or methed of construction: display high artistic value; ar,
represeni the work of a master (an individual whose work can be distinguished from athers and
pussesses recognizable greatness [Savage and Pope 1998]). Unader Criterion D, a resource must
prssess sources ol informalion that can address specific important research questions (Suvage and
Pope T998). These questions mmst penerate inlormation that is importast in reconstructing or
interpreting the past (Butler 1987, Townsend et al, 1993), For archasological sites, recoverable data
miust be able to address speci e research questions.

Aller a resouree s specifically associnted with a significam hisworic context, cne must
determine what plyvsical features ol the resoures are neceszary to retlect its significance. (ne should



consider the types ol resoutces that may be associated with the context, how these resources
represent the theme, and which aspects of inteprily apply to the resource in question {Savap: and
Pope 1998) As in the Antebellum Agriculture example given abuve, a variely of resourees may
reflect this vonfext (farmhouses, rains of slave settlements, field svslems, se). One must
demonstrate how these resources rellect the context. "The farmhouses represent the residences of the
principal landawners who were respongible for implementing the agricultural practices that drove
the cconomy of South Carolina arca during the antehellum period, The slave settlements howsed the
workers, who eonducted the vast majority of the deily activitics necessary to plant, harvest, provess,
and markel crops,

Cinee the above sieps are completed and the asseciation with o historicallv significant cortext
s demonstrated, one must consider the aspects of integrity applicable to  resource. Inlegrity is
defined in seven aspects of & resource; one or maore mey he applicable depending on the nuture of
the resource under evaluation. These aspects ure locarion, design, setting, muterials, workmanship,
feeling, and assaciation (36 CFR 60.4; Savage and Pape 1998}, 1 o resaurce docs not possess
integrity with respect to these wspects, it cannot adequately rellecl or roprosent its associaled
historically significant econlext, Therefore, it cannot be eligible for the NEHE. To be considersd
cligible under Criterin A and B, a resource must relain its essential physical charasteristics that were
present during the cvent(s) with which it is associdled, Under Criteeion ©, a resource must retain
enough of its phivsical chacecteristics fo refleet the styvle, type, ste., or work of the artisan that it
represents. Lnder Criterion T3, a resource must be able to generate daty that can address specific
rescarch questions thal are important in reconsteucting or interpreting the past.

Laboratory Analysiz and Curation

[nvestigators transported all recovered artifacts to the Ruleigh laboratory facilities of
Brockingten and Asseciales, Ing, where they were cleaned with warm, soapy water. Laboratory
personnel assigned sach arifact collection area within ench site 1 unique provenicnce numher, They
identitied 2l1 arlilacts from each provenience aceording 1o type and class.

[shomalery personnel placed each sriifact within a provenience in an appropriately labeled
acid free plastic bag. Lhey placed all materials from a single provenience in u larger acid free plastic
bag. This bag also was labeled with the sitc mumber, proveniznee number, and ficld ideatification
information. All provenienees from the site were placed in lorger geid free bags and boxes: all were
#pproprigtely labeled,

Analysis of prehistoric artiluets foeused on typological identilicution as manifested by
technological and stylistic altributes, All prebistoric ceramic sherds greater than 2 om (0.8 in) in
ciamater were classified by surface decoration and aplustic content; when tecoprizable, Lhess
attributes were also recorded for regidual sherds (ie., <2 om [0.8 in] in diatneter), Mon-diagnostic
vesilual sherds were tabulated ws v group,  Lithic adtifacts were clossificd by material and
lechnological process. Shertds and lithic artifacts then were cormpared (o published type descriplions
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(Anderson et al. 1982; Blanton ct al. 1986; DePralier |979; Espenshade and Brockington 1989:

Trinkley 1980, 1989; Williams and Shapiro 1990). Lithic artifacts are described by material and
marphological characteristics.

Upon acceptance of the linal repor, field notes, photographs, slides, maps, and avtifacs will
b transferred to the South Carolina Institute of Anthropalogy snd Archasolopy for permancnt
curation. Lhe curation package will be prepared [uilowing the Secretary of the Interion s Standards
aied Uabdelines for Curation, 30CFRT9.



Chapter 3. Environmenial and Cultural Background

o understand the sigmficance of cullural resources L is necessary Lo undersland the larper
cantext within which they occur. The natural cnvironment, technological development, and
wleological values are all inleriwined in shaping the way humans live. Tnthis chapter, details about
the local environment and cultural developrment in the region are presentad W provide & conlexd
within which archasological sites and architectural resourees can be assessed. Tlus basie framework
i% an impariant ol in evaluating the MNational Repister of Listorie PMlaces (NRHIY) eligibility of
cultural respurees,

Matural Envirgmment

Uhe project area s located in the Outer Constal Plaim of South Caroling (Fieore 27 {Kovacik
and Winberry 1987 Goorgetown County 15 bordered by the Atlantic Ocean on the cast; i 1
separated from [lory and Marion Counties on the north by the Pee Dee Baver; it 1s bordered by
Willigmshurg Counly on The wesl: and itis separated Trom Berkeley and Charleston Counties onthe
south by the Santee River, Flevations i The projecl ares ranpe lrom sea level along he coast o
about 18 meters (59 £1) in the mterior of the county (Stuckey 1982).

'lF'r'Z'hiE'-EI Wicinity '~-_%¢
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Fipnre 2. Mg ol South Carolina phvsiographic provinces showing
the project vicinuty (Kovacik and Winberry 1987)



The climate ol Georgetown County is wemperste, characterized by mild winlers snd warm
summears. The average winter temperataes is 49 deprecs Falwenheit (T), while the sverage summer
temperature is Y9 cegrees Fo The total annual precipitation s 132 em (52 in). Snowfall is rare
(Stuckey 1082),

S0ils

A greal deal of local sail variation is present in Georgetown County. However, sandy soils
ore predominant over much of the county (Sluckey 1982). Figure 3 shows the distribution ol the
various soil fypes within the survey tract, Soils within the tracl arc variable, consisting ol four
ililferent types (Stuckey 1982}, Table 1 sununarizes key characteristics of these soils.

The project fract 15 comprised of Bluden loam (35%0), Wahee sandy Toam (32%), Fulonia
loarny line sand (31%), and Grifton loamy fine sand (2%). Bladen Toam i located on broad Nets,
is slowly permeable, and is very ueidie (Stuckey 19823 Wahee Fne sundy loam is located an broad
flats, is slowly permeable, and is strongly to very strangly acid thronghout (Stuckey 1982). Eulonia
loamy fine sand is localed on broad flats, is moderately slowly permeable, and is very strongly acid
taecughout (Sluckey 1982 Geitton logmy fine sand is located an broad fats, is moderately
permeable, and is vory stronaly Lo medium acid throughout (Stuckey [982).

Table 1. summary of Soil Types Present in the Georgetown County Indusirial Park Lract.
| Map Soil Description Approximate Potential for
Symbaol Pereentage of Tract | Presence of Cultural
Resiourees
3 Bladen lpam, nearly Jewel, 35 low

poorly drained

a0 Waliee line sandy loam, nearly | 32 Loy
level, somewhat poorly drained

204 Eulonia loamy fine sand, nearly | 31 imderate (o high
level, moderately well deained
57 Cirtllon loamy fine sand, nearly | 2 lovw

level, poorly diained
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Cultural Backgrind
'rehistoric Backeround

Perlecindian Fevied (10000 - 8000 BC). The earliest prescnce of man in the Outer Coastal
Plain ol South Caraling ovcurred in the Palecindian periad. This cultural period corresponds with
the terminal Pleistocene Fpoch, when the climate was geacrally much colder than today, and when
the sea level was more than 61 meters (200 1) below present levels. Althay gh the project tract was
in the Cuter Coastal Plain durieg the Palesindian period, the distance to the ocean was cerlainly
much greater than at present. Another notable featuee ol the lemyingl Pleistocene and very carly
Holocene yeclogical pericd was the presence of large mummslian species or megafiuna (c.g.,
mastacdons, camels, ground sloths),

The pattern ol human adaptation fur this period has been reconstrucizd using data feem ather
arzas of North Ameriea, and thom distributional data on the d iagnastic fluted projectile paints found
within Lhe Southeast (Anderson 1990a), While some Paleaindian sites have been excavaled in the
Southeast (Anderson 1990b:174), only recently hawve South Caroling sites received attention
(Anderson et al. 1992}, The dara from surluce finds of Paleoindian points seem o indicate thal
cultures of this perind were focused along major river deainages, especially in terrace localions
(Andersen and Logan 1981:13; Goodyear 1979; Goodyear et al, [989; Michic 1977). IM'the pattern
feomn ather arcas of the country holds true in South Caroling, then the adaptation was vue of broad
runge, high mobiliy hanting and gathcring with a possible focus on megafauna expluitation { Gardeer
19745,

Farly Avehaic Period (8000 - 6000 BCh The Carly Archaic period carrespunds to the
adaplation of native groups Lo Holocene conditions. The environment in coastal South Careling
during this period was il colder and moister than al present, but an cak-hickory forest was
eslablishing itself on the Constal Plain{ Watts 1970, 1980; Whitchead 1963, 1973), The megafauna
af the Pleistocens becume cxtinet very early in this period, and a more bypically madern woodland
Hora and fauna were eslablished. Early Archaiv adaptations in the South Carolina Lower Cowstul
Plain arve not clear, as Anderson and Logan (1981:13) report:

AL the preseat, very little is known about Early Archaic site distribution, although
there 15 some suggestion that sitcs tend to oceur along river terraces, with a decrease
in accureence away from this zone.

Eavly Archaic finds in the Lower Coustal Pluin are most typically corner- or side-notched prijeetile

points, which have been determined to be Early Archaic through excavation of sites in other ancas
ol the Seutheast {Chaprian 1977; Clageetr and Cable [982: Coe 19645,

Anderson and Hanson (1988) have offered a model of seasanal makility for Early Archaic
groups I the Southenst, This model posits macrobands of 300-1,500 people in the preater
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southeastern Morth America. The Seuth Atlante Macroband is defined in coastal reorgia, South
Caroling, and North Caroling. Smwller hands of 50150 peaple are conjectured to have wepled
cachof'eighl major drainape svstems, Fach band i= assumed 1o aocupy a 7 i-mile-wide Toraging zone
extending out from the main channsls of these rivers.

Midale Arohaic and Preceramic Lave Arehaic Period (6000 - 2500 BC). The trends initiated
in the Early Archaie, ie., increased population and adaptation to local environments, continned
through the Middle Archaic arl Preceramic Late Archaic, Climatically, the project arca was still
wartning, and anoak-hickory forest dominated the const until ca. 2000 BC, when pines became more
prevalent ( Watts 1970, 19807, Stemmed projectile points and groundstone arlilsels characterize this
period, with sites increasing in size and densily throughout the periml.

Planton and Sassaman (198% have recently reviewed the archaeolopical Blerature on the
Middie Archaic period in South Carclina. They document an increased simplification of lithic
technology through this period, with inerensed wse of expedicnt, situational toals. Furthermare, the y
arguc that the use of Tacal lithic raw materigls is characteristic of the Middle and Preceramic Tale
Archaic periods, Blanton end Sassamun (1989:68) conclude that “the data 2t hand suggest that
Middle Archaic populations resorled to a pattern of adeplive flexibility o% u response to the
conditions,” Sassaman et al. (1990:310) fusrthered (his interpretation:

Based on the negative evidence, o model of hiphly muobile, co-resident ErOLpS,
subsisting on # peneralized diet, and employing non-inlensive technolopical means
i Toad procurament ond processing scems appropriate,

The Preceramic Lale Archaic period saw sn increase in intesregional exchange, and an
increase in site permanence,  Sassaman et al, (1990) have developed a model for Late Archaiv
seillement in the middle Savannah River vulley, According to this model, ageregation al (he
nopulation occurred al riverine sites during the spring and summer; inter-riverine locales wers
occupied by smaller dispersed aroups during the fall and winter mopnths,

Ceramic Late Archaie Period (2500 - 1000 8C). By the end of the Late Archaic period, lwo
developments hud cecurred which changed human lifeways on the Outer Coastal Plain. The sea
level had risen to within 3.0 1 ol present levels, and the exlensive estuaries mow present were in
place (Colguhoun ctal. 1981}, These estuaries were a relisble source of shelllish. The second o
development was the invention or adoption ol putiery an the South Carsling coast. In coastal South
Carolina, the earliest pottery is the fiker lempered Stallings series and the fine o medium sand
tempered Thom's Creck series. Stallings ceramics generally are plain but mav display punctations,
incising, finger pinching, and simple stamping. Thom's Creck surface decorstions include plain,
incised, simple stamped, and a variety of punclaions (Trinkley 1980).



Ceramic Late Archaic occupations are most prevalent and conspicuous in coastal areas ol the
southeast due to their sssociation with the archasologioally documented use of shellfish. naddition
to the impressive shell ring sites of coastal Soulh Caroling and Geoegio (Griffin 1943 Hemmings
L9705 Waring 1968), small shell middens apparently devived from single housebolds, shell-less
ceramic scattors on the interior Cosstal Plain, ephemeral ceramic seutters throughou! the Coastal
Plain, and large base campdvillage sites in the Fall Line region {e.., the Thom's Creck site- Griffin
1943} also are common,

Although Statlings ceramics have heen identificd from Florida to Morth Carolina, they are
musl common on the Seuth Carolina Coasial Plain between the Savanmal and the Santer rivers
(Sussaman 1993:17). Similarly, Anderson (1975} notes few sites with Stallings cersmics in the Pee
Dee drainage. A much wider distribution of the lonper lived Thim’s Creek coramies iz indicated
by Sassaman {1993:17). Thesc ceramics accur fromn the Altamaha River in Georpia narthward
the Pes Dee drainage,

Larly Wondland Peviod (1500 - 200 8C). In the Carly Woodland period, the reaion was
apparently an area of inferaction between widespreadl cernmic decorative and manulacluring
traditions, The paddle stamping tadition dominaled the decorative tradition to the south, and fabric
wnpressing and cord marking dominaeied to the north and west (Blanton et al. 1986; Caldwell 1954
Espenshade and Brockinpton 198%),

The subsistence and scttlement pattern of the Barly Woodland period sugaests population
expansion, end the movement of geoups into areas minimally used in the eavlier periods, Early and
Mlididle Waoodland sites are the most common on the South Caroling coast, and generally consist of
shell middens near tidal marshes, along with coramic and lithic scatters in a variety of othor
environmental zones. 1 appears that group organization during (his period was based on the
semi-permanent aceupalion of shell midden sites, with the shorl-term wse of interior coastal steand
sites,

Surveyson the Waccamaw MNeck in Georgetown County have produced Early Wordland sites
as well, These inelude the Prince George Tracl surveys (Espenshade and Brockinglon [987; Rust
and Paplin 1994), Heritage Plantation Tracl survey (Garrow and Manning 1988}, Dever Plantation
Tragt survey (Jores and Roberts 1999, and surveys of the Caledonia and Rice Fields South ‘Lracts
(Gardner 1992: Poplin and Bailey 1994).

Midate Wonalund Period (200 B - AL 500, The extreme sea Tevel flucrations marking
the Ceramic Lale Archaic and Early Woodland periods ceased during the Middle Wouodland periad.
The Maddle Woodland period began as sen level was tising from a significant low stand af 300 BO:
for most of the period the sea level remained within 0.91 meters {3 (1) of current lovels (Brooks ot
al. 198%). The comments of Broaks et al. (198%:95) are pertinent in describing the chanpes in
sslllement patterming:
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It iz apparent that a generally rising sca level, and corresponding cstusrine cxpansion,
caused an incrensed disporsion of some resources {e.p, small inter-tidal ovstor beds
In the expanding lidal creek network ...). This hypothesized change in the structure
of the suhsislence resource base may partially explain why these sites tend o be
correspondingly smaller, mare numerous, snd more dispersed through Gme.

The present data from the region suggest seasonal mobility, with certain locations revisited
ond regular basis (e.g., 3RGE46 [Expenshade and Brockington 19897, Subsistenes remaing indicale
that oysters and estuarine fish were major faunal cantributors, while hickeory nut and acorn have been
recovered Irom ethnobotanical samples (Drucker and Jackson 1984; Fspenshade and Brockington
THREY: Trinkley [976, 19800,

The Middie Woodland period wimessed incressed repional interaction, and saw the
incorporation ol extralocal ceramic decorative mudes into the cstablished Deptford technological
tradition.  As Caldwell (1938) first sugpested, the period apparently saw the expansion and
subsequent mteraction of groups of dillerent regional traditions (Espenshade 1986, 19G0).

The Deptiord 1 phase (200 BC - AD 200) saw the cantinued production of Deptford Check
Stamped and Deptiird Simple Stamped pottery. In addition, pottery of the Hanover "Wilmington
{grog tempensd with fabric impressed or cord marked surfaces) and Yadkin {eoarse to granular
crwsbed quarte temper) series appear during this phase. ‘These types ore only minimally represcated
an sites of this phase, with Deptlfird vares continuing to be dominant. Tn the Deptford 1L phase {ADD
200-3110), the cord marked and fabric impressed decorative modes of the Northern and Widdle
Eastern traditions begin (o he produced on the established Deptford technological traditian,

The Prince Georpe Tractsurveys (Espenshade and Brockingron 1487 Rust and Poplin 19694,
Herilage Planiation Tract survey (Carrow und Manning 19863, Dover Plantalion survey {Jones and
Haoherls [993), the surveys of the Culedonia and Rice Fields South teacts {Qardner 19935 Paplinand
Taifey [994), and Harmony Indusirial Park survey (Bailey and Wall [998) jus| across Sampit River
all reported Middle Woodland components.

Late Woodland Perived (A0 306 - 10000, The noture ol Tate Weodland period adaptation in
the region is unclear due o g peneral lack of excavalions of Late Woodland companents, bul
Trinkley (T9R9:84} alTers this summary:

In many respects the South Caroling Late Woodland moy be charactorized as a
continuation of previous Middle Woodland cultural assemblages. While outside the
Caralinas there were major cultural changes, such as the continued development and
elaboration of agriculture, the Caroling groups settled into a lifeway nol appreciably
different from that ahserved for the past 500 ta 700 vears,
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The Late Waadland period represents the maost stable prehistoric period in terms of sca lovel
chanpe, with sea level for the entive paricd between 0,36 and 1,61 melers (1.3 and 2.0 ft) below
present mean sen level (Brooks et al. 1989), Tt would be expected that this general stability in
climate und sea level would have resulied in g well entrenched setilement pattern, but the data are
nol available to address this hypathesis,

In fact, the recognition/interpretation of Late Wordland adaptations in the region has boon
somewhal hindered by past typological problems, The Late Woodland oversll is noleworthy for its
lack ol check stamped potiery. Anderson ef al. (1982) defined two phases Tor the lower Santee
Valley: MeClellanville (A1 500 1o 7007 and Santee L (AL 700 10 900), The MeClellanville phase
suv the continued production of Deptford Cord Marked, Deptford Fabric [mpressed, and
Wilmington Fabric lmpressed pottery with the introdustion of medium o fine sand lempered
MeClellanville Cord Marked and Fabric Impressed types,

The Santce [ phase (AT 700 o 9 i= characterized by the same pottery produced in the
preceding phase. with the notable addition of Santee Simple Stamped pottery.  The Santee Simple
Stamped type (Tine to medium sand aplastics) is overwhelmingly dominant on sites of this phase,
with the other types only minimally representel,

A third Late Woodland phase has been suggested by Poplin et al, (1993) following their
investigations at the Buck Hall site (38CHG44). Santze [T, originally defined as Early Mississippian
by Anderson et al. (1982), includes high frequencies of Santee Simple Stamped as well as
sellellanville types and Wilmington Cord Marked; Deptford Cord Marked cerarmics sme no longer
prasent.

Early Mississippian Feriod (AD 1000 - 12500, [n mush of the Southcast, the Mississippiun
period was a time of major meund ceremonialism, regional redistribution of aoods. chieldoms, and
maize herticulture ws g major subsistence activity. [ is unelear how cacly and to what extent similar
developments veewrred in the Georgetvwn Counly region. The peesence ol sand tempered
complicated stamped ceramics have been employed in the Southeast as un indicator of Mississippian
period occupations. The date ol the appearance of complicated stamped ceramics in the South
Carvling Coastal Plain i3 unclear al present, Poplin et al. {1993) identified Early Mississippian
Suvannah vor. Jeremy Complicated Stamped wares at the Buck Hall site (38CHO44) that may dale
from 100-200 years privor i AT 1100, Savannah Cemplicaled Stamped ceramics first appesr in lhe
lower Savannoh River valley around ALY 9040 {(Crook 1985;36), Delratter and Judge { 19900 have
developed o Mississippian sequence for the Wateres Valley to the west that begins with the Belment
Meck phase (AL} 1200-1250). This marks the first appearance ol complicaied stamped ceramics in
this interior portion of the Coustal Plain of South Caroling. Thus, the bepinning of Mississippian
cultures in the region remains unclear,

In any cvent. sites associsted with Mississippian occupations in the coastal region inslude
large shell middens, sites with multiple single househald shell middens, 2od multiple small shell
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middens. The presence of small numbers of complicated stamped sherds in sites with earlier
Wodland occupations also suggest that Mississippian subsistence siratogies were directed toward
muny of the same resvurces utilized during the preceding periods, By the end of the Farly
Mississippian, populutions had increased along the major river drainages, Extensive use olthe lood
plains of the majur rivers for harticulture undoubtedly oceurned, snd the hiesarchical sovieties of the
Late Mississippian and Protohistoric periads were undoubledly in place.

Late Mississippian Period (AL 1230 - 1530, During this periad, the resional chieliloms
apparently reahignud, shifting away from the Savannah River cenlers of the earljer perinds o those
located in the Ocones Biver basin and the Waterce-Congaree husin, This period marks the height
of the regional chicfdoms, with agricultural pradoction providing a large partion af the dict of the
population in and arowsd the mound centars. As in the Early Missisaippian period, the praject aren
npparcitly lacked any mound centers. The region appears to have heen well removed from the core
of Cofitachequi ({near Camden), the seal of the principal chieldom in interior South Caroling
(Anderson |98%; Del'ratter 19893, Al least one author { Anderson 1986) places coastal Clenrzetown
County within the boundaries of the chiefdom of Cofitucheui, although DePratter (19891500 feels
that the extension of the chieldom's boundaries 1w the coast is questionuble,

Adong Lhe central South Careling coast, Pee Dee Complivated Stamped and Mississippian
lain ceramics matk the Late Mississippian Pee Dee phase. Simple stamped, conl marked, and
check slumped pottery were not produced in this period. In the Wateree Valley, Iwo phases are
wentified: MeDowell (AT} 1350-1450) and Mulberry (AD 14350-15500.  MeDowell phase
complicated stamped designs continue w emplay [1fat crosses, with larger and bolder designs mone
commen. Vessel rimy are most commanly appliqued strips. The Mulberry phase is marked by the
addition of incised coramics.

Historic Background

This pericd is defined by the appearance of fhe first European explorers in the region {1he
De Soto expedition of [542) and the intensive colonial settlement thal occurred following the
eatablishment of Charles Towne i 1670 af the mouth of the Cooper River to the south, Mative
American populalions were decimated as a result of European introduced discases, slave raiding, and
engaing warfiare between groups (Dobyns 1983 Ramenoisky 1982; Smith 1984). The regional
chieldoms chavacteriatic of the Late Mississippian period continued to lunction during the early
portion of this perica (Anderson 19831, bul declining population apparently resulted in the
development of muny small politically sl socially autanomaous groups in coastal South Caralina
(Waddall 1980),

Narive American groups in the region continued to follow a seasonal settlement pattern alier

the arrival o the Europeans, including summer aggrezation in villages [or planting and harvesting
damesticaled plants, and dispersal into one to three Tamily seillements for the remainder of the year
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(Rogel 1570 [in Waddell 1980:147-1517). This coastal protohistorie sdaplation spparently is very
similar to the Guale patlem of the Georpia coast, a5 reconstructed hy Crack {1986,

Early Europesn explorers along the coust encountered a number of small Siouan-speaking
groups. Theseincluded the Cuccoes, Bliwans, Sewees, Wandas, and Wincaus [Winyahs] (Gregaric
[925:K). The Waceamaw, also of Siouan linguistic stock, Grst appeared in the vepion during the
early eighleenth century. Some resvarchers have supgested that the Waccamaw migrated southward
teorm Morth Caroling, where they were called the Woeuon ( Trinkley 1983). Spesific aceounts of the
Winyah and the Waccamaw, who inhabited the ares of modern Geargetown County, have been
summarized by Waddell (19807, Itappears that both groups included horticultural production within
their seasonal round but did not have permanent, year round villages,

Awanton (1932) noted two grovps that may have vecupied the eargetowa County area, the
Waccamaw and the Cape Feur, The Waccamaw probably mnged northward Irom their home alenp,
the Waccamaw River and the lower weaches of the Pee Dee into the coustal partions of Gentpetown
County {Swanten 1952:100-101). The Cape Foar lived along the Cape Fear River in North Caroling
during the sixicenth and seventeenth centurics. They presumahly were related to the Wacesmeaw and
ulher Siouan gronps in the region, and they apparently sold lands along the south shore of the Cape
Fear River in Brunswick County, Morth Caraling, in 1665 to English setilers {Swanton 1952:73).
This settlement was sbandoncd prier to the estahlishment of Charles Towne in 1670, By the first
quarter of the eighteenth century, all ol the native grovps in the region had been destroved, displaced,
or remaved (some at their own request, see Swanton 1952:75) from the peoject ares, although
isolated individuals or families remained into the nineleenth contury,

Creorgetown Connty History

Several pneellent secondary sources exist deseribing the polilical and coonomic development
of Georgelpwn County {Joyner |984; Lachicotte 1955, Tawson 1975; and Ropers 19700, This
surmmary is desipned to highlight the major developmental trends and to provide 4 framework for
evalualing the significance of any discovered cultural remains dating w the histerig period.

The earliest Furopean attempt to seltle an the Atlantic coast of Marth America ocewrred in
the 15205, Researchers (c.g., Quattlebaum 1955 believe that Lucas Vasgquez De Allyon atlermpied
te settle somewhere between the Cape Fome and the Santee rivers i 1526, but the evidence is
equivacal {Hoffman 1990). The Spanish settled at Santa Klena on Paris Island near Besutort in the
15605- 1 580, although Furopesns did not arrive on u permanent basis uatil the late seventeenth
cenlury {Wallace 1951). English scttlers made three attemnpts in the 1660 i establish settlements
along the Cape Fear River to the narth; none were succeasful (Swanton 1952:75). Finally, the
establishment of Charles Towne on Albemarle Paint in 1670 reprosented the first permanen
Burapean settlement an the South Caroling coast.
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lhe estublishment of this Beilish settlement, Daier renamed Charleston, reflecied the
increasing dominance of England in Furopean trade and political developments, and ils desire o
participate lully in the exploitalion of the wealth and resources of the New Warld, Charleston
vecame the hub far traders and settlers entering the newly established Caralings Colony, and for the
passage of poods and raw meterials to Enplish markels, Fanns and plantations guickly spread from
the Ashley-Caoper estunry (o neighboring sections of the coast, purlicularly Port Roval Sound 1o the
south and Winysh Bay 1o the north.

Dwring the scventeenth century, scttlement was discourazed above the Santee River
However, Indian traders, trappers, and panticularly French Huguenots began to filter into this
sorlheastem area of the colony, By 1703, a number of influential persons in Charleston received
band grants in the ares. European activilies in the area durieg the late scventesnth and early
cighteenth centuries focused on trade with the Indians. 1he Wavearnaw and the Winyah represeated
the major aboriginal groups in the Winyah Bay area in the early cighteenth century, with a population
estimated at 900, The Winvah had one village with a papulation of just aver 100 people {Swanton
| 2207,

The Houth Carolina Commissioners of Trade established a post at Y aubannah on the Pee Dee
Riverin 1716, This post served the Winvah who resided an the west bank of the Pee Tec River, the
Waccamnaw on the east bank of the river, and the Pedea who lived further upstresm on the Pee Dee.
At lenst one of the villages sssociated with the Waccamaw was located al the present-day Wachesaw
Landing {1rinkley 1983), By the 17305, however, much of the Tndian population hed heen
destroved, enslaved, or driven from the region.

Setllement in northeastern South Caroling proceeded slowly during the lale scventeonth and
eurly sightcenth centuries, Robert Johnson, South Curolina’s first Royval Governar after the end of
praprictiy mle in 1718, directed the establishment in 1730 of several lownships in the interior ol
the state under his “Township Scheme™ The purpose of these lwnships was © SR
sertlement by white Europeans. These sellfers would then act as a hullor hotween the plantalions
around Charleston and the Indians and Spanish, OF equal if not greater concern to the colonial
governmenl was the dramalic rise in slave inportation which accompanied the growth of rice
agricullure, The settlement ol Iree, white Europeans incressed the ax base and strengthened the
colony (Redford 1989; Wallace 1951:154).

The only other settlement of note in the arca during the seventeenth snd cighteenth venturies
was the Little River region. The loosely knil community was located on the coast, just soulh of the
North Caraling border, along a major irading tharoughizre running from the Cape Fear region of
Morth Caroling to Winyah Bay. An Indian trading path ran through the area, possibly the site of
Ayllun’s abortive Spanish setflement in 1326, Later, it beeame the route ol the King's Highway ond
Ihe domain of Tritish Indian traders. This remote arca was fisst permanantly settled in (he early
L1005 as a small fishing village and trading post.

149



As sertlement in the region grew, so did the need for the colony’s civil and religious
catablishments. Between 682 and 1721, the area above Winyah Bay represented the northern fringe
of Craven County. The parish ol Prince Geerge Winyah was formed in 1721, sncompassing the land
from the Santee River to the Nosth Carcling border. Thirtcen wenrs luter, Prince Frederick Parish
was crealed west of Prince George. The new parish roughly perylleled Prince Georse from the
Santee to North Carolina. Al Saints Parish was cstablished in the arca cast of the Pee Dee and
Waccamaw rivers in 1767, Two years later, the entire area comprised of Prince Frederick™s, Prince
George Winyah, and All Saints parishes became the Georpetown District. Mouzon's map lrom | 775
shows this newly-lformed district. In 1785, the disiricl was subdivided ima Winyah, Kingston,
Liberty, and Williamsburg Counties: however, the countics created at this tirme in the cosstal distsicts
Failed to sypplant the earlier parishes s political entities and soon were sbandoned. At the turn of
the: nincteenth century. tiese new countics wore transformed into districts, Marion District replaced
the old Liberty County in 1800, Howy District assumed the area of the former Kinaston Counly in
1801, By the time Willismsburg was designated adistrict in 1804, the greatly reduced Ceorgetown
District resvhud its present dimensions, The term “district” was dropyped in favor of 1he designation
“eounty” in 1BG8 (Sautfer 1994).

With the crewtion of Prince George Winyah Parish in 1721, the town of Georgelown was
recopnized under a limited form of self-pevernmuent, Nine vears later, this third aldest ¢ity in South
Caraling was established as a porr, after the lransition of the privately owned Carolings Colony into
the royal colonics of Morth and South Caroling. The production of naval stores, procured from the
extensive pine forests of the region, became the primary commercial cndeavor in and arouml
Georpetown: shipbuilding breame a major industry,

During the carly 1 700s, land grants were oblained and planations established in the arca of
present-day Georgetown County. Main plantation residences and facilities were established on the
L Dluffs of the Santee. Sampit, Waccammaw, Pee Dec, and Black rivers. Summuer houses often were
placed near the Atlantic shere. Pawleys Island was a popular summer retreat for Geargetwn
planters. Eventually, rice lislds were located in the river marshes. The central portions af muost
plantations were sometimes used for gardening or pasturage, but they were mainky used Gor Gmbering
and bunting.

Rice, intriclueed inta the colony in the late seventeenth century, was one ol the major crops
rased in the district of Greorgetown by the | Tils. As latc as the mid-1730s, however, forest products
represented the reglon’s largest cush product. Likewise, rice prsluction declined in the next two
decades as 4 result of campelition from indige, which provided local planters with preater prolies.
The suceess of indign production and distribution was closely tied to English access, or lack
of access, o cheaper sources of indigo in the West Trilies, Thus, the periad of peak production in
South Caraling occurred during the Seven Years War (1734-1761), when cheaper sources of indipo



were controlled by the French and Spanish, Tngland's antsgonists, The Indigo Society was
incorporated in Georgetown in 1737, 10 was un organization el wealthy plantess and served them as
A business and soeial elub, but it also established a library snd a free school in the COMmmunity
(Lawson 1975}, Despite high productivity in the Georgetown District, indigo production ceased by
the lale sighteenth century. The losgs of the British colonial bounty alter the Revelutionary War,
markel surpluses, and comecomitant lower prices ull contributed o the demise of tndigo [(Winberry
L9779,

As indigo preduction declined, rice culture became the principal focus of plantation
agriculture in the Georgetown ares, Rogers (1970) attributes the papid development anid ascendance
el rice production in the repion to the earlier establishmen) of rice apriculture in other portions of
south Caroling, the ready aceess to a large labor peel (slaves), sable land titles attached to larpe
iracts of land, and the entreprenevrial spirit of the local planters. The near-ideal envitaninental
setting of the river marshes and the exlensive experience of slaves in Aftican coastal rice produciion
undvubledly contributed sighilicanily to the suceess and growih of this induatry {Joyner 1984,

Ag mentioned previously, South Carvlinians did not settle an rice as o cash crop uatil the
1 6%s, when the necessary capital, labor, and technology were possessed in the provines to cullivats
this cereal successfully, Rice was grown initially an high ground withoue irrigation. My 1720,
cultivation had shifted exclusively into the inland freshwater swamps of the coastal rivers, Thirty
years later, advances in technulogy again affected the procluction of the ceop thesugh the inteoduction
af tidal rice culture. Through an cxpensive aml eluborate system of relaining ponds, canals, dams,
dikes, and trunks, rice planting becarme eoncenirated in 4 narcow ares where nanal tdal Maw
regulated the freshwater Inondations necessary to prow the crop. Thus, in the second half of the
eighteenth century and into the early nincteenth century, the rice lields of the Georpetown area again
shifled, this time to the tidal aress al the river mouths (Lawson 1975:2),

Papulation figures from 1790 to 1850 reflect the importancs of slave labur 1o the tee industy
in Greorgetown Districl. Tn 179, the population of Georgetown County included 5,541 whites and
8440 black slaves. By 1850, Geargetown County contained 18,233 black slaves and 2,394 whiles
and “free persons of color.” Thus. the proportion of slaves within the population incressed
dramatically with the expansion vl the rice indvstry (Le., from 60 pereent in 1790 to 8% pereent in
1850 Rogery 1970:1606, 233).

Georgetown Districl seon beecame the leading prislucer of rice in the country, According to
Edgar (1998:2649):

[r 1830 South Carolina produced 104,739,672 pounds of rice (74,6 percent of the
nation’s cutput); Georgelown District produced 46,765,040 {44.6 percent of South
Carolina’s total and 33.3 percent of the nution's). Minety-gight percent of the
counly’s rice came from the plantations of nincty-one planters who produced at least
100,000 pounds each.
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The tiesber industey shifted farther south in the mid-nineteenth century, and by 1850 Georpia
led the South in both naval stores and lumber production. Al this same time changes oceureed in Lhe
uge of pine imber, expanding into the manufacture of cross ties, butlding materials, and pulpwood
far the paper industy.  Advances in equipment technology in the mid-nineteanth century lurther
enhanced the industry. Woodsmen began vsing the double bit axe and crosseut saw: drivers,
“earnlog wheels,” eighl-wheeled log wagons, and tram roads; rafters, spoke pales, peavys, and jam
spikes: and mill warkers, improved feeding equipment, Steam-powersd saws and erossout saws
appeared later in the ninctoenth century.

During the colonial period, far was obtained by a dry distillation process in earthen kilns.
Pilch was simply ar boiled to g thicker consistency. In the 18205 and 18305, production of tar
declined and improved disillation processes prodluced tumpentine and derivative spirits, Figure 4
snows the project area in L820s (Mills 1825, These products had wider uses, from slZINE paper, to
toeling cumphene lamps (prior to the development of kerosene), te pain thinner, wood preservatives,
and lump black, Antebellum plenters beeame involved in wrpentine production on a larpe scale.
Unlike tar procucticn, which was s winfertime occupation, hol and arduons toepentine manulaeivring
occurred vear round, Because labor was organized around the task system, there is some fndication
that African American slaves preferved it 1o oiher forms of work. This is in stark contrast to the
attitude held by black conscripted laborers in the postbellum periad. The various jobs included the
Doxers, who cut *boxes™ in the trees themsclves to catch the rosing Chippers, who slashed the troes
every woek or 5o o keep the sap flowing; Dippers, who collected the sap in buckets and delivered
it to the Diatitlers, who passed the refined product on to the Coopers lor packsging, For the
woodamen, one man's “erop” was equal to 10,000 hoxes, covering 50 W 100 sercs of land. An
orcoard of trees would be exhavsted in 5 1o 10 vears, after which the lurpentine eporation maoved 1o
new limber slands, The bled trees were an cver-constant forest fire threat (Butler and 151 1994,
Mavul stores production continued on inland portions ol Gevrgetown plantations inle the enrly
Lwenlicth century.

Although Georgetown County saw limited military action during the Civil War, it was
devastated by the reperevssions of the conflict, which effectively destroved the plantation system of
ricz agticulture, The disruption caused by the abolition of the slave labor force, the physical
deterierutinn of plantations as the result af four vears of neglect, the subscquent crop failures, and
the poor eeonomic cenditions ol the post-war vaars all contribuied to the demize of rice sgricullure
in the sludy area. Mostof the land was idle, although there was limited timbering and catile ruising,
During the 1870s and 1REOs, several planters formed corporations that operated mulliple plantations
with attached mills, This effeetively reduced operating expenses, and permitied the continuation of
rice production info the twentieth centery,

By the 18905, oulside investors from northern stutes began purchasing the former nee
plantations.  The disinterest of these new owners in apricultueal pursuits, the loss of a sable
experienced luhor foree, and the increased production of rice lands in Louvisiana. Arkansas, and
lexas linally ended the preduction of tice in Georgetown Couniy in the first decades ol the twentieth
suntury (Heyward [995:220, 241). There were 38 rice plantations in Georpelown County
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i P, though they ne longer produced great quantitics of the crop, All of these plantations wers
cwned by South Carolinians, and all hul one were owned by county residents. By Warld War 11,
maore than half of these tracts were owned by outsiders, predominantly northerners {Edpar 1992:673,
Lawesun {(1975:28) asserts thut as carly a5 193 1, almost none of the plantations were owned by native
South Carelinians. These new Northem (and a smutlering of aut-of-state Southern) investors, like
the members ol the Caroling Plantation Sociely organized in the 1930s, converted the Icgion’s
dilapidated and abandoned rice lands into hunting preserves.  This movement, which hepan
theoughoul the South Carolina Loweountry in the last quarter of the nincteonth century, was

milluenced by several factors.

Impraved rail transportation through an expanded, north/south track orientation und improved
Pullman and privales cars made travel to the deep South not only possible but comlortable, Southern
railroad, real estate, and timber interests encouraged this invasion of northern sportsmen, while
forrmer rice planters wers happy o recoup their lost capital through sale of the property. The focmer
riwe lields lent themselves W duck and quail hunting while deer, turkey, and feral hops thrived on
the “hard” marsh and woodlands. A number of these hunting preserves were esisblished in
Geargetown County, including Friendtield Planiation, In all, an estimated |59 plantations were
purchased hy wealthy Northerners in South Cavalina prior to World War [T (Kovacik 1994).

At least one historian of the region believes that the influx of Narthern capitalisis and fhe
canversion of the plantations into game preserves und winter retreats amounted Lo g “little New
Dcal™ for the counly (Rogers 1970:496). The jobs thus created enabled the area iy survive the Great
Depression. While the logging industry - spurred by the operations of the Allantic Coast Lumber
Company and its subsidiaries - had provided an economic hoosl Lo the region after 1899, it had
fargely played out by the early 19304, Tn addition, the arrival of the International Paper Companys
Kralt Paper Divisien in the fute 19305 and the boom vears of World War I once again spurred the
lpging industry in the pinelands along the coast {Rogers |970:494).

Interestingly. the last three decades have witnessed a return w recrealions! developments
along the rivers and coast, Most of the plantations today are being actively developed as recreational
cormmunilies [or both permanent and sensonal residents,

Andrews History

Lhe Town af Harper's was established in (he late nineteenth century hy Bdwin Harper at a
junetion ol the Georpetewn & Western (G&W) railroad line (Fellers 1990), Tn 1905, the Rosermary
Lond Association acquired 600 acres (243 hecrares) of land from Hamper and formed the Town of
Rusemary, In 1909, the Town of Andrews was shaped from these two towns as a result of the
acticns of Walter H. Androws, a major execulive with both GV and the Allantiz Coast Lumber
Company (ACL) (Fetters 1990). Both of these companics geeatly influenced the East Coast lumber
industry,



As the ACL Company’s aperations grew, so did the Town of Andrews. Inthe frst decade
ol the twenlicth century, the ACL Company was the bipgest lumber operation in the eastern Lnited
States {Fetters 1990}, Correspondingly, the town erested o lown hall, published 2 newspaper,
inslafled a water system, opened an electric plant, and improved the roads in the ares. 1n 1928, the
Seahoard Adrline Railway, which had bought ont G&% in 19135, closed down its Andrews olfices,
In 1932, the ACT Company also closed down its oifices, The Great Depression wis very hard on
Andrews (Fetlers |99, Fipure 3 shows the roads in Androws and Georoetown Corunty during this
period (South Carolina State Highway Depariment 1939,

Today, Andrews’ papulation of more than 3,000 peaple canfribute to the larper economiv
growth of Geargetown Counly, The five largest industries in the county by number of employees
include service, manuibeturing, retail teade. finance (including insurance and real estate), and
agriculture. Some of the major companies working in the county include Tnlernational Paper,
lieorgetown Steel Corporation, Instee]l Wire Produets, 3V Chemical, Tne,, and Sampit Lumber
Company (Georpetown Economic Development Commission 2002),

Aside from domestic products, the Intiemalionas] Port of Georgetown is one ol the county’s
most iinporian asscts,. The port handles 1.8 million tons of bulk carpo each veur, and ships the carao
o 140 conuntries throughout the waorld. A total of 40 steamship compunies ship poods from the
harbor {Georgetown Econamic Development Commission 20029,
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Chapter 4. Investigation Resuliy

Background Research Results

Background vesearch was conducted at the South Caroling Institute of Archasolopy and
Anthropology and at the South Caroling Department of Atwchives and History, in Columbia. A
review of these records showed that no previously recerded caltural resources ure Jocated withis the
project tract.  Additionully, no such eesources (ic., archagological, architectural, or NRITP
properties) are localed within 1.6 ken (1 mi} of the project tract.

A eultural resources investigation of this area was eonducted by Brockington and Associates,
Inc., in the fall of 1991 {Southerlin ot al. 1991). This investigation was conducted in advance of
proposed improvements (o TS Highway 321 {178 521 from east of Andrews to the intersection wilk
U5, Highway 17 Alternate; the total length of this road segment was approximately 10 km (6,7
mifes). Inaddifion, a reconnaissance of several propoged roules bypassing Andrews was conducted
‘o evuluale impacts on cultural resources in these areas prior to the selection of a specific route,
These hypass cotvidors twialed an additional 21 km (13 mi) (Southerlin et al. 1991},

Two sites, SBCE4LS and 3RGE426, were recorded during this previovs investipation. Rath
are located more than 1.6 km {1 mi) rem the current project truct. Neither of these resources will
be impacied by the proposed development of the Creorpetown Counts Industeial Park,

Archaeological Field Survey Results

The Georgetown County Industrial Park tract has been logged for decades, The majority of
the tract is wooded with pines of varying sges. Mature pines calegorize the majority of the tract
{Figurs A} Tmmature pines are lueated on the southeastern portion of the teact (Figure 7). Two
lields in the western portion of the projeet tract are curtently overgrown clear cuts, having been left
Fallinw sinee 1994 (Jim Avent, Westvaco, personal communication 20023 (Figurs 8). Lopging
achivitics have resulled in scvere djstuLme.e thraughout the tract. The furrowing is dramatic and
has resulted ina severe topsoil displacement. Till has been brought in to elevate many of the logging
voads in the trael. There is very little wopographic relief within e tracl; changes in elevation are
limited 1o l=ss than 3 meters (1 0 1),

Shovel testing was conducted at 60 meter (200 [1) intervals in aveas deemed low potential for
the presence ol culural resources. 'These portions of the tract contained wetlinds and had abundant
standing wuoter, In areas considervd high porential tor cultural resources. shovel lesls were
excavaled in 20 meter (66 1) inlervals, These intervals were based on soil type. Some arcas were
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Figure 7, View ol immature pines in tract, looking north,
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Figure 8, View of overprown clear cul aren in tract, looking north.

reevaluated during the survey based upon the field conditions, specifically the presence of standing
water, Figure 9 shows the areas that were reassessed during the field survey, These aress were very
disturbed andior exhibited standing water. Also, a building is currently under construction in the
soulhwest corner of the tract where the high potentiol area was reassessed.  Shovel testing was
cxpanded to 30 meter (98 ft} intervals in these areas. Showvel tests were not excavated in standing
WATCT,

Atobal ol 1,355 showel fosts was excavated along 150 transects. The majority of the Iransecls
(1203 ran parallel (o 115 521 (southeast to northwest). Thirty of the tansects, conducted in the high
prtenlial aren in the sputheastern corner of the tract, ran perpendicular to TS 521 (southwast to
nartheasty, Transcets typically ran from one road clearing Lo another, Soil generally consisted of less
than 10 em {4 in) of grayish brown silty loam overlying brown, vellow, or orange siley clay. 1o the
southwestern portion of the tract, the soil consisted of 30 em (12 in) of brown sandy loam overlying
orange sandy clay.

During this survey, te solated finds and two archaeological sites were fdentified.  Site
JRGESST 35 g prehistorie artifact scatter, and is located in the southwestern portion of the survey
trael. Site 3BGESSS is an historic cemetery situated in the easiern portion of the tract, Each of these
resourees is described below.
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Mite JGESST

Site Type: Prehisloric Artifact Scatler UTM Coordinates; I 3700135 E 636701

Surlace/Suhsnrface: Both aite Siee: 20 x 85 meters
Overall Integrity: Puar NRHF Recommendation: Incligible

Sile 38GEAST (Figure 10} is a prehistoric artilact sealicr located approximaiely 160 meters
(323 1) north of US 521 and 240 meters (792 t) eastof the western teact boundary (sec Figure 1),
I as Toested within an evergrown clear cut area om a very subtle riss (Figure 1), This site was
ientified dhwing the initial 20 meter (86 1) interval survey. Supplemental shovel tosts wers placed
around positive shovel tests and concentrations of artifacts on the ground surface at 5 and 10 metor
(1o and 33 ) intervals. A total oi 24 shovel teats were excavaied, Two 50 by 30 cm (20 by 20 in)
units were cxeavated to furiher evaluate the site’s integrily,

Soil in this ares generally consisted ol 30 em {12 in) of hrown sandy loam overlying vrmpe
brown sandy clay. Orange clay wos present on the surface in sume arcas. Surface inspeotion was
conducted m arcas of high around visibility.

The majority ol the artifacts recovered were surface collected, elthough two shovel lests
yielded artifacts, and one of the 30 by 50 (20 by 20 in) units vielded one artifact. A tolal of 160
artifacts was recovercd, The majorily ol these artifacts are non-disgnostic lithic debitage (hath cher
and quarle) and undecorated or residual (<2 inches) sherds, several dispnostic artifacts wore
tecovered. These diagnostic anifsers are summarized in Table 2; a complete listing of all artifacts
i% available in Appendix A,

LTable 2. Diagnostic Artifact Types from Site 38GESS7.

Artilact Type # Recovered Cultural Affiliation
Deptiord Cord Marked Skherds I Woodland '
Deptiond Theep Creck Check Stamped Sherds fi Woodland
Hanowver Fubnie Impreszed Shends 7 Woaodland
'assible Hamp's Landing Fabric Tmpressed I Woodland
Shernds
savemmah River Projeclile Point 1 Late Archaie/Harly Woodland
Yadkin-Eared Projectile Point o ) Waadland
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Fipure 11.  View of site 3IR8GEZ57, looking southoast,

This site has heen highly disturbed due to logeing activitics over the vears, There are also lew
subsurface deposils, and the potential o identifying subsurface culoural features is low beeause ol the
disturbance. Alse, there are no preserved organic material (eg.. charcoal. bone) that would sl
subsistence studics or allow for absolute duting ol archaealapical deposits. For these reasons, site
ABGESST is recommended incligible for the NEHP.

SBite 3R ESSR
site Type: Historic Cemetery UTM Coordinates: N 3698979 1T 38739
Surface/Subsurtace: Toth Site Siver 90 x 63 metersy
Overall Integrity; Poor NRHP Recommendation: Potentially Elipible

Site IBGESSR (Figure 12), the Chandler 1ucdson Cemerery, is a historic cometory located 550
meters {1,804 f) from US 521 on the eastern houndary (see Figure 1), The eastern tract houndary
bisects the cemetery, This cometery is reflecied on Westvaco map’s of the project area (Jim Avent,
Westvacn, personal communication 2002 and was visiled during our survey. [t was subsequently
miapped and documented.

33



Fignre 12,

vEE g &
&
l-*‘
s
’l‘
*a
i-_‘ —
i Yaurg Fings
]
H
]
- '
a
L]
i
P [
" "
t' L ";
at? o .
™ u
" u
.+ L]
-] =
: ry -
_ a
LI | N
® | i‘ Falh
. r’/_
&
" ey
[] L
- Yo,
8
*
[ P o
- "
. Malure Plras ~ *s
r K
» T
I.u-‘F -~ :
., 0 :
"y, u
] . a :'
Tuy H - »
"4-‘ _"
&
— % o
L 1 n
Waning 1:Linc:~.'=. *.' o :-
* 4 "
Mnrth —_— li‘ »
O Y :
P
" - |
W e g FEACE t-"
0 2 15 e : i >
| [ i *
Metr - ; ‘q.
n
L
3BGESSE (ChandlerfHudson Cemetery) % . s*
*
. Dapransinn s
p gt an®
=3 Haazslone
i Hebar

Map of site 3R0RS5R, the Chandler/Hudson Cemetery.

A



The cemetery is located within a small stand ofmature pines surrounded by & Geld ofmmature
pines, The cemelery is outlined by a ditch and a path, Forty-eight urials were identificd mest only
by the presenee of & depression. Three of the burials have engraved headstones (Figure 13}, but all
three stones are broken or damaged.  The inscriptions on these stonss are peovided in Tabk 3. One
amall area was fenced off with a metal wire [ence; only one burial was identilied within the fenced area.

Table 3. Trenseriptions ol the Enpraved 1leadstones at 380GES58E,
——————
Hezalstens: 1 Hendamone L Henrlsiora 1:
Savred Hairal A
o e 1 (e iy ol
Fetzmnry Idvzmory 248 aml
Lr o CGuziral:
Hilvy Teovgenn Dinmieilor i Tl
wWie Bons il Chandler loe Diisrn Sepr 21 1883
1S & Dol 13 Crensom of Sdox Lhied Mfarch & 1336
Thsd, 1383 el limnd ler e will mesf again
Hhi: B WRA Do Jirag
Al Besl The 1 1849 & Disd
T Tl 2400, 16ES.
T hizax O lued e 2
shivhl Iz m
s ————
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Thiy site is vecomemended potentially cligible Gar the MNP pending further research on thase
interred here, The initially proposed castern project boundary is currently heing redesigned to exclude
thee cemetery from the wrea slated for development,

Tzidate 1

[splate 1 is localed |60 meters (323 i) novtk ol T8 521 and 71.4 meters (234 f) cast of the
westetn tract boundary (se Figure 13 Showvel lests were excavated al § meler (16 f) intervals in
cardinal directions, Thisisolate was recovered rom the zround surlfsce and consists of one teanslueent
quartz tlake Fragmoent, Woother artifaets were recovered. Because ol ibs poot reszarch palential, this
isalate is recommended ineligible for the NRHI.

lsalaie 2

Tsolate 2 is located 160 meters (323 ft) north of U8 521 and] 78 meters (5R4 1) cast of the
weslumm tract boundary (see Figure 1), Shovel test were excavated at 3 meter (16 i) intervals in
cardinal directions. This chert flake was fuund on the surface and was subsequently shovel tested,
Mo other artifacts were recovered. Because of ifs poor rosearch potential, this isolate i3 recommendied
inelinthle for the NEHP.

Architectural Ficld Swrvey Resulis

Archilectural investigation consisled of pedestrian and vehicular survey of the tract and uren
surraunding the projeet tract. There are ne historical structures or buildings located within the project
trael. There were also no histerie strociures or buildings identilied within 1.6 km (1 imi ol the project
tract.

Summary and Recommendations

To camply with permitting requirements dictated by Section [06 of the Mational Historic
Preservation Act {WHPA), this survey sought to identify archasological and architectural resources
within und in the vicinity of the 239 heetare (390 acre) Creargefown County Industrial Park teact in

“eorgetown County, Seuth Carolina. T'wo isolated finds and two archasalogical sites (38GE557 and
IBGEZ5E) were identified, Both isolated linds me recommended ineligible for the NRIIP, Site
3BGEIST isa prehistoric artifact sealter and is recommended ineligible for the NEHE due w its poar
integrity, Sile 38GES558 is an historic cemetery and is recommended potentially eligible for the
MRHF pending further research, This cemetery should be avoided during construction. The eastern
survey tract baundary 15 currently being redesigned to exclude the cemetery from the areas shuted o
development, IF aveidance is nol possible, additional in-depth rescarch on the cemetery will be
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necessary and steps will huve w be taken to comply with all state burial laws. There ure no
architectural resources present in the survey teact or in ils immediate vicinity, Based upon fhese
considerations, cultural resources clearance is recommencded,
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Acgust 2000-Fay 200 Archacclogical Rescarch Aszistand, Depariment of

Anbropelogy, Universiny of Arkansas, Favotbeville,

Angust2000-Sepen e 2R} Archazobogical Techwicin, Depariment of Anthropolagy,
Uriversity of Arkansas, Fayeteyille,

Tualy 260k} Archaanlagical Figld Technician, SPEARS Ine., Weat Fark,
Arkansas.

FXPERIENCE (a more detailed list of projects and reports are available upon reguest)

Praject dunager - Archasafngical Snevep of the Proposed Aiken Combustion Turtiae Plant Treen, Aiken Conmi,
Seah Corolims, This project wes a phaze T oultiral resmorces sureey of pn B0 acre, This projest was sondietzd frr
Dhuike Enginearing and Servicss,

Project Manager - Cileral Ruvowrcps Survar of Thiree Propozed ffzrsest o Iepervirenments, Soarfanburg County,
Sowih Carcling. This was phase Teultueal sesources survey of three praposed inteescetion improvements, This
pruject wis conducted for the TranSyatems Cerporation,
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December 20, 2002

ﬂlmﬁ !-tnmu,“s
Fat AR Grenerutions

Ms. Dawn Reid

Brockington and Associates, Tne,
1803 Garner Station Boulevad
Raleigh, NC 27603

RE: Pinal Repot, Cidturaf Resources Survey of the Georgetown Connty Industrial Tract,
Georgetown County, South Caroling

P

Dear Dawn:

We huve réceived two copics of the sbove referenced final report. We have also teceived your
letter dated Novemdber 25, 2002 doowmonting the change in fract boundaries w exclude the
Chandler/Hudson Cemetery (38GESS8), We now concur with your recommendations that there
will be no effect to historie propertes by this project.

The report meets the standards and guidelines esizblished by the Secretary of the Interior and those
prepared by the South Carolina SHPOQ.  As such, thiz report fulfills your clicnt’s oblipations under
the 8( Coastal Zeme Management Act, ag amended, and Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, a8 amnended, for the identification and evaluation of historic resources.

Please submit two additional coples of the final report, as per our 2000 Seuth Carolina Standards
and Guidelines for Archaeclogical Investigations so that we may pass them on to SCIAA. Ifyou
or your client have any further questions, please contact me at {803} 896-6173.

Valerie Mareil
Statf Archacologist
Stare Historic Preservation Office

ce: Keith Derting, SCIAA
Fritz Aichels, QCRM

8. G, Deparlment of Archives & History + £301 Parkdane Fload « Columbia » South Carsling » 282004808 » (803) 806-6108 « www. slala.sc.usisedal




