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PROJECT GOCALS

The Charleston County Historical Survey was carried out for the Charleston
County Counecil and a public-private partnership created by the Council and the
Charleston County Planning Department. Funding was provided through a
matching grant by the State Historic Preservation Office (SEPO), combined with
funding from Charleston County Council and the Historic Charleston Foundation
ag well as the City of Charleston, and the municipalities of Ravenel, Seabrook
Island, and Kiawah Island. The Preservation Society of Charleston donated
technical assistance through its student internship program.

Charleston County Council initiated this project in respeonse to concerns
voiced by citizens for the preservation of significant historic sites.
Although Charleston County's rich historical legacy is widely acknowledged,
the historical associations and importance of particular properties is not
always easy to interpret. Identification and protection of historic resources
is a common goal of citizens’ land-use study committees, historiec preservation
organizations, and community groups, as increasing development  puts
undocumented historic sites and properties at risk. The survey is intended to
be used by the general public as well as by professionals and volunteers
involved in local land use planning, tourism and educational projects that
promote public appreciation for Charleston County’s irreplaceable cultural
regsources.

The project is part of the Statewide Survey of Historic Places, a program of
the State Historic Preservation Office. The Statewide Survey identifies
cultural resources that are eligible for the Naticnal Register of Historic
Places, and provides information needed by the SHPO as it reviews the impact
of federally-licensed or approved projects on properties that are eligible for
or listed in the Register. The permitting process of such agencies as South
Carclina Coastal Council and United States Department of Transpertation relies
upon this SHPO review, although protection through local planning and zoning
is not provided by National Register status. There are alsc some federal and
state matching grants available to sites listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. Information about the National Register program is available
from the SHPO.

Congolidation of previous surveys in the county was a project goal of both
Charleston County Council and the SHPO. There are properties in the county
that have been listed in the National Register since it was created by federal
legislation in 1966. Systematic surveys of historic places have been carried
out in parts of Charleston County for the SHPO since 1973, and individual
buildings, sites, and districts have been included in earlier inventories.  In
1973 the Berkeley~-Charleston-Dorchester Council of Governments and the SHPO
collaborated on a preliminary countywide survey, after which the Rockville
Historic District and McClellanville Historic District were listed in the
Naticnal Register of Historic Places. In 1983 the SHPO surveyed known sites
for the Thematic Resources of Edistce Island National Register nomination.
These earlier project areas were included in the present inventory in order to
provide current information in the format of the Statewide Burvey. The
project also provides compiled information for portions of Christ Church
Parish, where 1988 survey boundaries overlapped the boundaries of municipal
Mount Pleasant and unincorporated Charleston County.

Because an archaeclogical inventory of Charleston County was being carried out
simultaneocusly by the South Caroclina Institute of Archaeclogy and
Anthropology, archaeclogical resources are not included in this inventory.
The higtorical narrative that is part of this report incorperates findings
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from the archaeological inventory project report. Also, Lori BAnn Leuci,
Preservation Society intern, wrote a separate report abstracted from two
archaeological studies related te the VanderHorst family of Kiawah Island and
Christ Church Parish.

METHOD OF SURVEY

The Charleston County Historical Survey is one component of a larger preser-—
vation process. Other components are the important public-private partnership
e@stablished by Charleston County Council, and the archaeological inventory
conducted by the South Carclina Institute of Rrchasology and Anthropology.

The Historical and Brchitectural Survey was carried cut in two phases. Phase
One included field work on Edisto Island, Wadmalaw Island, and along the
Highway 61 Corridor, as well as a preliminary historical overview and project
report. Phase Two covered the remaining areas of the survey area and project
completion. Phase Two was essentially completed between September 1991 and
huguat 1992,

I. Project Scoping: The Public-Private Partnership

In addition to its immediate project goals of acquiring survey records and a
typology of rural historic resources, Charleston County Council sought through
this survey to increase public awareness of preservation issues and support
for public preservation efforts. County officials had expressed an interest
in achieving status as a Certified Local CGovernment through the SHPO during
the initiation of the grant for this survey project. The grant was received
by the County in April 1990. The total project budget was funded over two
yvears by the SHPO with matching funds from Charleston County Council, the
Historic Charleston Foundation, the City of Charleston, and the municipalities
of Ravenel, BSeabrook Island and Kiawah Island; technical assistance by the
Preservation Society of Charleston is part of the local match. The total
project budget includes the archaeclogical inventory and interpretive report
by the Scuth Carclina Institute of Archaeclogy and Anthropology, University of
South Carolina (SCIAA).

In order to raise public awareness and foster public support of preservation,
project sponsors and state officials decided that a successful project would
depend upon broad-based community participation throughout the process. Wide-
ranging public involvement would insure that the fullest possible range of
community historic preservation issues were discussed, and would gain the
asgistance of citizens in identifying local resources. Ultimately, it was
hoped the project would help in reaching a local public consensus as to how
best to protect historic resources.

The project Steering Committee was made up of preservationists and educators
representing sponsor organizations and municipalities - Historic Charleston
Foundation, Preservation Scociety of Charleston, City of Charleston, Ravenel,
Kiawah Island and Seabrook Island; as well as representatives of the National
Trust for Historic Preservation, Ediste Island Historical Society, The
Lowcountry Open Land Trust, Avery Research Center of the College of
Charleston, the Town of McClellanville, and the Awendaw and Wadmalaw Island
citizens’ Land Use Commissions.

Three major points of emphasis emerged as the Steering Committee and SHPO
designed the proiject’s scope. First was the need for the historical narrative
to tie historic contexts to specific field observations. Second, it was
deemed essential that the archaeological survey undertaken by the South
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Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology (SCILAR) be coordinated with
the historical survey. ¥Finally, the importance of public meetings throughout
the survey area was defined as an integral part of the survey project itself.
The format for these meetings was outlined at this stage. Local speakers
sultable to the constituency at each meeting would present the project,
providing an appropriate introduction of the consultant and project sponsors
to the various communities. Strong publicity efforts would aid in large
turnout, to ensure the best opportunity to address local preservation issues,
digseminate basic preservation information, and gauge support of County
preservation efforts. Tangible benefits, including the protection of heritage
and economic incentives, would be stressed to the public.

In its final role, the Steering Committee will assist in conducting final
meetings across Charleston County. These meetings, to be scheduled after
project completion, will provide the opportunity to discuss project findings,
local historic resources, and recommendations for future preservation
activities.

IT. Archaeclogical Inventory

The Charleston County Historical Survey is one of the projects funded by the
grant. to Charleston County from the SHPO. The other component of the grant is
an archaeclogical data base and interpretive report for the County Planning
Department. The two consultant firms, SCIAA and Preservation Consultants,
carried out sample fieldwork together in order to develop the cooperative
procedures.

Linda France Stine and Steven D. Smith analyzed the files at the Socuth
Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropolegy, University of South
Carolina, developing a compiled inventory of recorded archaeological sites.
¥Yederal, state and local agencies are reguired to consider archaeological
resources in their planning. As Dr. Stine pointed out in her report, there is
hardly an area cof Charleston County that has not been impacted by human use or
occupation in the prehistoric or historic period. County planners are
therefore faced with an enormous task in protecting archaeological resources
in areas proposed for development. The interpretive report provided by SCIAA
will be an aid toward consistent planning decisions.

Archaeological sites are valuable for the historical record they contain.
Unfortunately, they are at risk of vandalism or looting by people who want to
posgess artifacts. Unauthorized digging is not only trespassing; it is also
destruction of irreplaceable resources. For this reason, the locations of
archaeological sites, and the themes for which they are significant, potential
indicators of artifacts, are not publicly accessible documents. '

ITI. BHistorical and BArchitectural Inventory: Products and Method of Survey

The preoducts of Charleston County Historical Survey are Survey Site Cards,
Photographs, Slides, and Maps annotated to show Survey Sites; and this Project
Report, which summarizes the results of the proiect and includes Historical
Narrative, Bibliography, and Evaluation of Survey Data with Typology Section.
The evaluation includes a list of the properties that have been determined by
the SHPO to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Survey
products are provided in duplicate to Charleston County Council through the
Planning Department and to the SHPO.

A. Buring the intensive-level field survey, we used USG5 Topographic maps
and Charleston County road maps to drive every road in the survey area. Each
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property that was eligible for survey (survey-eligible properties are defined
as above-ground cultural resources that were constructed before 1942 and
retain their integrity; those constructed after 1941 that are significant for
design or historical associations; natural landscape features with cultural
associations; and significant man-made landscape features) was assigned a site

nmumber and a Survey 8ite Card filled out. In both incorporated and
unincorporated areas, the card includes street address and Tax Map parcel
number. The site number was entered on USG5 Topcgraphic maps. For every

accesgsible property, at least one bklack-and-white photograph was taken.
General historical and thematic information was added to individual cards as
appropriate. For many properties, & sketch site plan or map showing the
general area was included, and the photograph affixed to the card.

Color slides were taken of properties that are listed in or eligikle for the
National Register, and of cother properties that are significant or interesting
for their historical associations and present appearance, or that are typical
of the range of resources surveyed.

B. The historical narrative provides an overview of the historical
development of the survey area and interprets the circumstances under which
Charleston County’s built environment was developed. The history is organized
chronologically and thematically, with each section including examples of
related sites. The project began with a review of available written
materials, or secondary sources: previous survey and National Register
documents, archaeclogical reports, published books, and articles in journals
and periodicals. Robert P. Stockton managed thematic and topical vresearch
into architectural history, government, and transportation. As additional
information became available through the field survey, it was incorporated
into the historic narrative.

The sgecond phase of the historical research was site-~directed. The project
sponsors had identified topics such as freedmen's communities, transportation,
agriculture and fishing that have not been consistently documented, or were
poorly understood. As sites were located that relate to these themes, it was
possible to do more intensive research, for example, study of religious
history was undertaken after field work determined the denominational
affiliations relevant to the survey area. For the rise of black land
ownership, deeds and plats at the Charleston County Register of Mesne
Conveyance were consulted. Kenn $wing, Preservation Society intern, provided
research assistance with this phase.

Copies of unpublished 1local, church and family histories were provided by
resgidente and property owners whom we met during field work and at public
meetings. These documents are invaluable in areas that have been neglected by

previous historians. Our poelicy with these papers, whether they are
handwritten or typed, has been to ask permission %¢ cite them, and to copy
them for future use. In nearly every instance, permission has been granted,

and copies have been deposited with the South Carolina Historical Society.

C. Consolidation of previcus surveys was handled according to the nature of
each project. Sullivan’s Island and the Mount Pleasant Higtoric District have
both been documented fully for the Statewids Survey. The area included in
each of those surveys iz £fully under the Jjurisdiction of the respective
municipality. Findings from those projects were incorporated into the
narrative history, but the inventories were not re-mapped or renumbered.
Those reports and site cards are filed at the respective Town Planning
Departments, and with the State Historic Preservation Office.



James Island and Johns Island have been inventoried for the Statewide Survey,
with joint local sponsorship by the City of Charleston and Charleston County.
Ay with Sullivan’s Island and the Mount Pleasant Historic District, survey
findings were Iincorporated into the historical overview as appropriate, but
the inventories were not re-mapped or renumbered. The islands are
geographically distinct entities, but municipal portions of each are under the
jurisdiction of the City of Charleston, and unincorporated areas under the
jurisdiction of Charleston County. For that reason, the survey report and
#ite cards from the James Island and Johns Island Historic Survey are filed
with both City and County, as well as the SHPO.

Most of the peninsular City of Charleston has been included in the Statewide
Survey. Because of the integral connections between the City and County, the
context of the historical overview contains many references to historical
events and developments in the c¢ity. Survey reports and site cards for
properties in the City of Charleston are filed with the Planning and Zoning
Department’'s Preservation Office, and with the SHPO.

Portions of Christ Church Parish were included in the 8tatewide Survey in

1988, with lcocal sponsorship by the Town of Mount Pleagant. Boundaries of
that project overlap the boundaries of municipal Mount Pleasant and
unincorporated Charleston County. Ag with the other projects cited above,

findings from that project were incorporated into the historical overview. In
addition, the USGS Topographic Maps submitted with the Charlegton County
Historical Survey indicate the boundaries of the 1988 project, Information
about properties within those boundaries will be provided to Charleston County
in the form of the "Town of Mount Pleasant Cultural Resource Survey, 1988"
Final B8urvey Report, which includes copies of maps showing each site and
copies of all the site cards, with Tax Map parcel number. The original site
cards are filed with the Town of Mount Pleasant Planning Department and SHPO.

Finally, the Village of Rockville National Register Historic District and
McClellanville National Register Historic District, and individual National
Register-listed sites in the project area were resurveyed, numbered and mapped
as part of this project, to provide information in a format consistent with
the Statewide Survey. Site cards reference the previous National Register
ligtings.

D. The Reconnaissance Survey for the developed $t. Andrews area was carried
out as a research project using current Charleston County Tax Maps. Archival
research is usually reguired for suburban survey projects, because the dates
of residences that were built between about 1930 and 1950 can be difficult to

determine visually. The Reconnaissance provides information about the
location of properties that are likely to be eligible for the Statewide
Survey; specifically, those that were constructed before 1842. This

information is provided as a preliminary step to a more comprehensive
inventory, which weould involve field work and further research into property
and community history. Twentieth century subdivisions emphasized streetscapes
and public spaces, 50 a complete inventory in the developed areas West of the
Ashley will also include & landscape component.

The earliest available plat of each subdirision was cbtained at the Charleston
County RMC Office. The property lines on these plats are generally consistent
with current parcels. Each plat is annotated as to the date of survey, the
period when most of the buildings were constructed, and the Charieston County
Tax Map that includes the area.



®. The Preservation Society of Charleston supported the Charleston County

Historical Survey through its internship program. Three separate intern
projects were developed and carried out during the course of Phase One and
Phase Two. Kenn Swing worked primarily as a researcher, using the map files

of the Socuth Caroclina Historical Society, Charleston Library Society,
Charleston County Public Library, and the deeds and plats filed with the

Charleston County Register of Mesne Conveyance. Through comparisons of
historic maps of the county, and the current USGS Topographic Maps, he
provided information about transportation routes and land use. Deed research

focusgsed on individual property histories and ownership patterns, especially
during the years between the Civil War and World War One. His findings helped
the field surveyors to understand important facets of land use, and were
incorporated into the property histories on Phase One survey site cards.

LoriAnn Leuci concentrated on Kiawah Island. Using information made available
by Chicora Foundation and SouthArce, Inc., and with the assistance of the Town
of Kiawah Island and Kiawah Resort Associates, she wrote a summary report
"Riawah Island: The First Three Hundred Years” for the Preservation Soclety.
Her research was incorporated into the overview historical narrative that is
included with this report.

Summer Rutherford worked with the Ediste Island Historical Society, the Edisto
Island Community Association and the Land Use Study Committee to clarify the
preservation values held by the Edisto Island community. Her goal was to
identify issues, define the planning process as it affects historic resources,
and outline appropriate options for maintaining the historic character of
Edisto Island. This project took place after completion of Phase One, and
used the survey products for Edisto Island as a basis for discussing
preservation values in the community. Ms. Rutherford’'s report, "Working on
‘Edisto Time': Preservation and Community Values, a Study of Edisto Island,
South Carolina® is an excellent model for students, preservation
professionals, and citizens who are interested in using the Statewide
Inventory of Historic Places as part of a community-based planning process.

ITI. Public Meetings

Public meetings are important to the survey process. O©Officially, they inform
the residents of an area about the project and its sponsors. The
presentations are intended to help build public awareness and appreciation for
the diversity of sites that are considered historically significant. The fact
of being included in a study of historic properties can enhance the value of a
site in the eyes of its owners and neighbors, especially when they accept the
criteria used for determining what is "historic.” .

Public meetings can help leccal groups begin discussions o©f how they can
protect historic sites and educate themselves about their own history. They
introduce citizens ¢ resource agencies and organizations, and explain the
efforts those groups are making to build the preservation cgonstituency.
Finally, for the consultant, the public meeting is a way to meet the people in
an area who are most interested in their local history. On a "sign up sheet”
attendees supply their names and telephcone numbers and sometimes the sites or
subjects about which they are well-informed. These are the people who will
help with inaccessible gites, with introductions te knowledgeable older
residents, and with church histories.

The sponsoring organizations and Steering Committee of the Charleston County
Survey took the public meetings component of the proiect very serlously.
Their efforts resulted in a series of meetings that were scme of the most
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succesaful that we have been invelved with. The interactive meeting format
involved community leaders, County and State officialsg, and the consultant
team. The project was introduced by a local citizen committed to historic
preservation as part of the guality of life. County staff explained Council’'s
intent in sponsoring the survey: to respond to the local groups whose concern
for the loss of historic resources was expressed in a series of land use
plang, adopted by Council, that called for an inventory of historic sites; and
to respond to the fact that general knowledge of historic sites in Charleston
County has been incomplete.

The consultant’s role in these public meetings is to explain the manner in
which the project is being carried out, and, using slides, to begin a
discussion of the broad range of cultural resources that are significant to
local history. Some explanation of various preservation programs is
appropriate, but this was usually left to the guestion-and-answer session.

The geographically, socially and eccnomically diverse communities in which we
met proved to have a variety of concerns. It was in the general floor
discussion that the value of local sponsorship and introductions were most
apparent. The content of the gquestions, addressed to the consultant or State
and County staff, related to local historic sites and local preservation
issues. Discussion centered on topivs relevant to the group in attendance,
and laid the groundwork for a responsible field survey.



BOUNDARIES OF SURVEY ARER AND NUMBER OF SQUARE MILES SURVEYED

Charleston County comprises about 945 sguare miles of land and water.
Historic rescurces in geveral areas of the county have already been included

in the Statewide Survey. James Island (31.5 square miles), JSohns Island (74
square miles) and Sullivan’s Island (2.7 square miles) have been surveyed in
their entirety. & 1i3-square mile area of unincorperated Charleston County

adijacent to the Town of Mount Pleasant, The Mount Pleasgant Historic District,
and much of the peninsular City of Charleston have been surveyed.

The sqguare mileage of the area surveyed for the Charleston County Historical
Survey, 1991-1992, is as follows:

Edisto Island 72.6 square miles
Wadmalaw Island 43.0 square miles
Folly Island 7.% sgquare miles
Kiawah Island 4.6 square miles
Seabrook Island 4.9 sguare miles
Highway 61 Corridor 35.0 square miles
Town of Lincolnville .8 sguare mile
Town of Hollywood 17.23 sguare miles
Town of Meggett 17.1 sguare miles
Town of Ravenel 19.5 square miles
Unincorporated areas in St. Pauls Parish 142.1 square miles
Town of Awendaw 1.0 séuare mile
Town of McClellanville 2.1 square miles
Unincorporated areas east of the Cooper River 121.7 sguare miles
Francis Marion National Forest 150.0 sgquare miles

TOTAL AREA SURVEYED 639.2 SQUARE MILES

The Francis Marion National Forest is under the jurisdiction of the United
States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, a federal agency. Under the
provisions of the National Historic¢ Preservation Act, the USDA is charged with
documenting cultural resources within the forest, and avoiding or mitigating

adverse impact o©f Forest Service activities. There are a number of "out-
parcels,” privately-held property surrounded by the National Forest, which are
accessible via Forest Service or county roads. These out-parcels were

included in the above-ground historical survey; the separate archaeological
compenent of the overall grant did not include the sites managed by the USDA
Forest Service.

Because the patterns of historical develcpment on Kiawah, Seabrook and Folly
islands have resulted in mostly post~World War Two structures (with the
notable exception of Kiawah's VanderHorst Mansion), the c¢ultural resources,
including military sites, on those islands are primarily archaeclogical in
nature.

The cities o©of North Charleston and Isle of Palms were not inciuded in the
project.
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EVRLUATIONR OF SURVEY DATA

592 survey site numbers were assigned during the project, representing a total
of 693 survey site cards. For this evaluation, the 6%3 site cards are
combined with the 79 site cards for National Register properties, for a total
of 772 Survey Sites.

I- Properties in the Survey Area that are Listed in the Naticnal Register
of Historic Places.

The Compiled Index of Sites includes all properties in the survey &area that
have been listed in the National Register of Historic Places. They have been

assigned Site Numbers #004 through #144, Seventy-nine site cards were
prepared for the thirty-eight individual WNational Register listings in the
survey area. Two Historic Districts have been listed on the HNational

Register: McClellanville Historic District (Sites #4031 through #475) and
Rockville Historic District (Sites #145 through #175). Site numbers have also
been assigned to the two historic districts: McClellanville Historic
bistrict, #75, and Rockville Historic District, #104.

II. Potential National Register Listings in the Survey Area.

After evaluation o©of the survey sites and site card data, the State Historic
Pregervation Office determined a number of properties in the survey area that
are Eligible for Listing on the National Register of Historic Places. These
recommendations are based upon the present architectural integrity and
avallable historical information for the properties included in the survey.
Should changes occur cor further information become available, other properties
in Charleston County may be determined by the SHPO to be eligible for listing.

A. INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE PROPERTIES
Sitef Survey Property
184 Ambroge House, Wadmalaw Island
198 Allendale Plantation House, Wadmalaw Island
210 Wadmalaw Igzland Post Office
214 Rosebank Reoad, Wadmalaw Island
216 Grimball House, Wadmalaw Island
240 Atlantic Intraccastal Waterway, Cuts at Dawhoo River
262 Bugby Bridge Road/Causeway and Bridge Site, Wadmalaw Island
291 Whaley House, Edisto Island
296 Whaley House, Edisto Island
305 Crawford’s Plantation House, Edisto Island
311 Pine Barren [Barcny)], Grimball House, Edisto Island
313 Brown Housge, Edisto Island
320 House, Indige Hill Road, Edistc Island
328 Pope House, Bdisto Island
330 Cypress Trees Plantation, Ediste Island
349 Botany Bay Road and Abandoned Causeway, Edisto Island
376 Pine Landing Road and Pine Landing, Edisto Island
378.1 Slave Cabin at Green Point Plantation, Edisto Island
378.2 Slave Cabin at Green Point Plantation, Edisto Island
isx Tabby Ruins, Edisto Island
382 Dawho River Drawbridge, Edisto Island
383 Edingsvilile Beach Recad, Edisto Island
354.0 Oak Lawn, Gonzales House, near Parkers Ferry
394.1 Elliott Family Cemetery at Oak Lawn
445,0 U.5. Biological Survey Office, McClellanvilie
445.1 Fire Lookout Tower, McClelilanville
446.0 Bethel AME Church, McClellanville
446.1 Bethel AME Church Cemetery, McClellanville
520 House, 80%6 Highway 174, Adams Run
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530 Fire Lookout Tower, Adams Run

537 Yonges Island Post Office, Meggett

501.0 Atlantic Ceoast Line Railroad Depot, Ravenel

6543 Wilkinson-Boineau House, Adams Run

645 Adams Run School

709 Silver Hill House, McClellanville

717 House, East Meeting Street, Lincolnville

736 Santee Gun Club Lodge, Santee Coastal Reserve
B. ELIGIBLE AS COMPLEXES

Site# Survey Property

243 New Cut Plantation, Wadmalaw Island

260264 Sosnowski Farm Complex, Wadmalaw Island

270 Point Farm, Wadmalaw Island

355 Millbrook Plantation, Highway 61 Corridor

577 Tibwin Plantation House, Stable and Oak Allee, McClellanville

<.

D.

664, 666 Towles-Golden House and Towles-Williams House, Meggett

509~-510 Gld Wiltown Road (Dixie Plantation Road) and QOak Allee, Dixe
Plantation, 8t. Pauls Parish

682-684 Cox/ Harmony Hall Complex, near Meggett

EXPANSIONS AND ADDENDA TO PREVIOUS NATIONAL REGISTER LISTINGS
Site# Survey Property
144.1 Mangse Road {(adjacent to Presbyterian Manse, Edisto Island)
142.1 Cattle Trough (at Windsor Plantation, Edisto Island)
176 Townsend Pecan Orchard (to Rockville Historic District)
177 Bailey House (to Rockville Historic District)
309 Dr. Woodruff House, Edisto Island
310 House, Peters Point Road, Edisto Island
620 Parkers Ferry Road (to Barnwell House, Prospect Hill)
POTENTIAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS
13 Transportation Network at Southern End of Edisto Island
Site# Survey Property
131 Tabby Oven Ruins (listed on National Register)
185 Framptons Inlet Landing
349 Botany Bay Road and Causeway

2) Transportation Network at Northeast Side of Edisto Island

Sitef Survey Property

116 William Seabrook House (listed on National Register)
116.2 Steamboat Landing

334 Steamboat Landing Road

3) Ashley River Historic District

As part of the Ashley River Special Area Management Plan, the State Historic
Preservation Office concluded that there is an eligible Hational Register
historic district encompassing areas in both Charleston and Dorchester
counties. The boundaries are to include the historic properties and vistas
along the Ashley River, bounded roughly by Site #364 (rallroad bridge) to
the scuth; Highway 1565 (Bacons Bridge Road) to the north; Highway 61 (Ashley
River Road) to the west; and wvisual buffers on the east (Dorchester Road)

side of the river.
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43y Meggett Historic District

Sitef Survey Property

585 Calvary Baptist Church

588 5C Produce Assoclation; Exchange Bank
589 Meggett Post Office

590 Houge, 4775 Highway 165%

Open space associated with railroad line

5) BARdams Run Historic District

Sitef Survey Property

520 Houge, 8096 Adams Run School Road
522 House, B097 Adamg Run School Road
523 House, B109 Adams Run Schocl Road
643 Wilkingson Summer House; Boineau House
644 Houge, 5151 Highway 174

645 Adams Run School

646 House, 5158 Highway 174

647 House, 5145 Highway 174

648.0 Christ Church

648.1 Christ Church Cemetery

649 House, 5126 Highway 174

6) McClellanville Historic District

Upon evaluation of the survey data in the Town of McClellanville, it is the
8HPO's recommendation that the Naticnal Register nomination for the
MccClellanville Hisgstoric District be revised to reflect more accurately
current conditions. Hurricane Hugo {(September 21~22, 198%) either destroyed
or heavily damaged numerous properties within the higtoric district. Sonme
historic properties that sgustained significant damage were subsequently
rehabilitated, but have not retained their architectural integrity. A small
enclave of historic commercial properties has been .isclated from the core of

the proposed historic district by non~historic :intrusions. As a result, a
district Dboundary reduction is proposed for the northern part of
McClellanville along Pinckney Street. The proposed Naticnal Register

Historic District will be enlarged over the current Naticnal Register
Historic District by the inclusion of six properties to the south and west.
The following is a list of contributing properties in the proposed National
Register McClellanville Historic District.

Sitef# Survey Property

401 House, 423 Pinckney Street

402 McClellan Summer House, Rutledge Court
403 McClellan House, 532 Pinckney Street
404 Graham House, 528 Pinckney Street

405 Murray House, 514 Pinckney Street

406 Taylor House, 506 Pinckney Street

407 Seabrook House, 205 Rutledge Court

408 Lucas House, 431 Pinckney Street

409 Leland House, 533 Pinckney Street

411 Lofton House, 546 Pinckney Street

412 King House, 554 Pinckney Street

414 House, 55% Pinckney Street

4315 McClellanville Methodist Church, Pinckney Street
416 Skipper House, 606 Pinckney Street

417 Shokea House, 624 Pinckney Street

418 Waring House, 634 Pinckney Street

£19 Lofton House, 226 Oak Street
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420 Memorial Park

421 New Wappetaw Presbyterian Church, Pinckney Street
4232 Lofton House, 226 Oak Strest
423 5t. James, Santee, Chapel, 205 Cak Street
424 Doar House, Charlotte Street
425 Doar House, 204 Charlotte Street
427.0 Whilden House, 125 Oak Street
427.1 Whilden Kitchen House
427.2 Whilgden Office
428 Leland House, Oak Street
429 Morrison House, 102 0Oak Street
430 McGillivray House, 608 Morrison Street
431 Leland House, 114 0ak Street
432 Leland House, 120 OCak Street
433 Leland House, 126 0Oak Street
434 Graham House, 140 Oak Street
435 Morrison House, 144 Oak Street
436 Morrison House, 208 0Oak Street
438 House, 218 0Oak Street
441 New Wappetaw Presbyterian Manse, 632 Venning Street
442 Peacock House, 207 Scotia Street
443 Mackintosh House, 211 Scotia Street
444 Mackintosh Houge, 217 Scotia Street
445.0 US Biological Survey Office; McClellanville Town Hall
445.1 MoClellanville Fire Tower
449 House, 617 Morrison Street
450 Mills House, 635 Morrison Street
451 Murray House, 703 Morrison Street
452 House, 104 Scotia Street
453 House, Scotia Street
454 Drayton House, 704 Pinckney Street
456 McClellanville Public School
460 House, 228 Baker Street
462 Houge, 710 Morrison Street
463 House, 721 Morrison Street
464 Morrison House, 12 Morrison Court
465 House, 735 Morrison Street
466 House, 32 Morrison Court
B. SITES WORTHY OF FURTHER INVESTIGATION
Sitef Survey Property
246.0 Red House Plantation, Ruins
385.0 White Pcint Road, Slanns Island
385.1 Slann'g Packing Shed
475 Taylor House, McClellanville
498.1 Oak Avenue along 0ld Georgetown Road
500 Live Oak Plantation House and Ricefields
501 Live Oak Plantation Cemetery
504 Sauldam Baptist Church
512 Smoak House, Meggett
513 Smoak~Westervelt House, Meggett
524 House, 8123 Adams Run School Road
537 Yonges Island Oyster Factory
538 Wave Crest, Millard House, Yonges Island
540 Geraty House, Windy Point, Yonges Island
565 Small House, 1928 Cermantown Road
583 Jacksonboro Masonic Lodge #206, Meggett
600 0ld Jacksonbeoro Road
605 Hospital Oaks, Ravenel
620 Parkers Ferry Road

626 Butler House, Ravenel



685 Towles House

701 Baptist Hill School, Hollywood
713.0 Thames House, South Santee
726 Cordray’'s Grocery

ITE. Geographic Distribution of Survey Sites

One site in Berkeley County, the Wando River Bridge (Highway 41), has
previously been inventoried for the Statewide Survey. It was included in this
project because of itsg location and historical associations.

Area # of Sites % of Total
Berkeley County 1
McClellanville* and Vicinity iz8 16.6%
Awendaw?* and Vicinity 20 2.59%
Mt. Pleasant* and Vicinity 8 .01%
Lincolnville* and Vicinity 3
Highway 61 Corridor* 43 5.87%
Ravenel* and Vicinity 51 6.6%
Charleston Area 5 .06%
Hollywood* and Viecinity 39 5.05%
Meggett* and Vicinity 78 10.1%
Adams Run/ Osborne and Vicinity 76 9.84%
Bdisto Island 151 19.55%
Kiawah Island* 2
wadmalaw Island 167 21.63%
TOTAL 172 97.6%
Total in Incorporated Municipalities 188 24.35%
Total in Unincorporated Charleston County 584 75.65%
Sites Inside Municipal Boundaries # of Sitesg % of Total
*Incorporated McClellanville 87 11.27%
*Tncorporated Awendaw 2 .002%
*Incorporated Mt. Pleasant 2 .002%
*Incorporated Lincolnville 2 .002%
*Incorporated Ravenel 29 3.76%
*Incorporated Hollywood 19 2.46%
*Incorporated Meggett 45 5.83%
*Incorporated Kiawah Island _ 2 .002%
*Total Number in Municipalities 188 23.33%

Iv. Classification of Sites

Survey sites are clasgified as buildings {residence, church, school, store,
post office); sites (cemeteries, vroads, landings, gardens, agricultural
plantings, locaticons of former buildings); structures (bridges, cigterns,
wells, fortifications); and objects {small-scale or artistic constructions).
Resources such as single trees, formal avenues and lines of trees and shrubs
are classified ag either sites or cbjects according to historic context and
assoclations. The inventory includes properties whose level of significance
is considered to be local as well as those that are nationally significant,
and several properties that retain little integrity of site or setting. These
are not unimportant sites, but their level of importance must be assessed with
regard to local history.
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Although individual gravestones are considered to be objects, cemeteries are
surveved as sites. Most churches (buildings) in rural areas include a
churchyard cemetery (site}, for which a separate card was prepared. Several
church cemeteries were gurveyed when the church bullding itself waszs a modern
structure. Small private or community cemeteries were also surveyed.

The location and uses of buildings, farmlands, trees, transportation routes
and commercial or public areas wag historically an inter~related process. BAn
important consideration of the survey has been to inventory the variety of
sites that make up the historic built environment according to consistent
criteria:  historic significance, design significance, and integrity of gite
and setting. Agricultural and domestic dependencies were usually surveyed as
cutbuildings to principal sites. Those that are isolated or of unusual
interest were surveyed separately, either as second cards to principal sites,
or as individual sites. Most often landscape features were treated as part of
4 survey site‘s surroundings, but as with dependencies, those that are
isolated or of unusual interest were surveyed on separate site cards.

Categorization of sites according to common characteristics invelves, first,
gorting them by type. They can then be further classified in order to
evaluate common characteristics, most usefully by pericd of construction.

A. Type Distribution of Survey Sites

Tvpe # of Sites $ of Total
Residences® 459 59.45%
Cemeteries 99 12.82%
Roads and Landingsb 35 4.53%
Church Buildings 28 3.63%
Stores & Commercial® 27 3.49%
Barns, Stables and Agricultural Outbuildings 18 2.33%
Railroad Lines and Structuresd i6 2.07%
Domestic Outbuildings 14 1.81%
Designed Landscapes® 13 1.68%
Ruins and Building Sites 13 1.68%
schoolsf 11 1.42%
Bridges and Bridge Sites9 10 1.29%
canalsh 7 9%
Pecan Orchards and Groves 7 .9%
Windmills 3 .38%
Oyster Factories 2 .26%
Cotton Ging 2 . 26%
Firetowers 2 .26%
othert & e 1®
TOTAL 772 899.86%

Aincludes 5 slave cabins and about 20 tenant or empioyees cottages

Bincludes 8 sites that are separate sections of a single route: e.g., Maybank Highway was given & site numbers
Cincludes post of fices and commissaries

®includes depot, icehouses, packing sheds, miscellaneous buildings, right-of-way, andbridge sites
irctudes al Lées, gardens, and tines of trees along roadways

finciudes one auditorium surveyed separately. One site (#4565 includes a gymnasiumas anoutbui lding
Yincludes one raiiroad bridge that retains integrity

b separate canals. Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway represents 5 sites

Yincludes 1 lodge, 1t oak grove, 1 phosphate mine, 1 park, 2 clubhouses
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B, Date Digtribution of Survey Sites

Rescurces that are eligible for the Statewide Survey of Historic Places are
generally those that were constructed before January 1, 1942, and that retain
integrity. To have integrity, the rescurce must have retained, essentially
intact, the physical identity from its historic period. It will either have
few alterations or will have been maintained with the use of construction
materials that are consistent with the original. Because of the goal of this
project to provide broad-based information about the variety of historic
rescurces in Charleston County, many properties were included as survey sites
that have lost integrity, but retain local historical associations.
Buildings, sites, structures and cobjects that were constructed after 1941 but
have architectural signficance or important historical associationsg are
e@ligible for the Statewide Survey, and were included in the project.

The date of construction of & historic resource was provided on the survey
cards as precisely as possible. For a very few properties both the beginaning
and completion dates, i.e. 1828-1830, are known; more commonly the date a
property was first completed for use is given as the constyuction date. When
the construction date is not known with certainty, or is unverified, a circa
{ca.) date is given, considered to be accurate within plus or minug five
years. [Survey site cards use the abbreviation ¢, e.g. 1900c.]

There is significant variation in date distribution among different types of
sites. This is in part due to the loss of buildings over time, and also to
the fact that historic houses, barns and churches that have replaced an
original structure are dated according to the current structure, and other
kinds of resources, such as cemeteries, are usually dated from their first
construction.

The eight time periods used for classifying survey sites by date correspond to
the Periods in South Carolina History in the State Historic Preservation
Office Survey Manual. This chreonological organization is alseo used in the
Survey Narrative History that is included with this report. Survey sites that
were first constructed Pre-1789 represent the periocd from the first permanent
white settlement in Charleston County through the American Revolution. After
1790 the general depression in the county was marked by agricultural advances
that led t¢o the prosperous Antebellum Period from about 1820 until the
beginning of the Civil War, in 1860. The disruption of the Civil War was
followed by Reconstruction in South Carolina, which ended in 1877. Although
the gradual process of agricultural and social modernization that lasted until
World War One was not interrupted in any real fashion by the turn of the
century, the forty-year era from 1877 to 1917 has been divided in this report
inteo two periods (1877-1900 and 1901~1917) because of the large number and
diversity of survey sites that were constructed during that forty year time
period. Between the two World Wars there was a general agricultural
depression in South Carolina (avoided to a degree in Charleston County by the
positive impact of truck farming); the Great Depression ({which Charleston
County did not escape); and the HNew Deal. The year 1941 begins the modern
era, from about fifty years ago through the present.
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) Date Distribution: All Sites

Period # of Siteg % of Total
Pre~-178% 37 4.79%
1790~-182C 38 4,.92%
1821~1860 68 8.81%
1861-1877 33 4.27%
1878-1900 127 16.45%
1901~1917 120 15.54%
1918~1940 328 42.49%
1941-present a 1.17%
Unknown (cemeteries and trees) 12 1.55%
TOTAL 770 99.99%
Iy Date Distribution: 45% Residences (including slave and tenant cabins)

Period # of Sites % of Total
Pre-178% 7 1.53%
1790-1820 14 3.5%
1821-1860 34 7.41%
1861-1877 i5 3.27%
1878-1900 64 13.94%
1901-1917 82 17.86%
1918-1940 Z38 51.85%
194l-present _ 5 1.08%
TOTAL 459 99.9%%
(e} Date Distribution: 99 Cemeteries

Periocd # of Sites % _of Total
Pre-1789 16 16.16%
17901820 16 16.16%
1821~1860 5 5.05%
1861-1877 & 6.06%
1878-1900 34 34.34%
1901-1917 6 6.06%
1918-1940 4 4.04%
Date Unknown 12 12.12%
TOTAL 9% 99.99%
d) Date Distribution: 28 Church Buildings

Period # of Sites % of Total
Pre-~178% 2 7.14%
1790~1820 1 3.57%
1821-1860 4 14.28%
1861-1877 4 14.28%
1878-13%00 16 35.71%
1901-1917 4 14.28%
1918-1940 1 3.57%
i941-present s 7.14%
TOTAL 28 99,99%
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&} Date Distribution: 35 Roads and Landings

Period # of Sites £ of Total
Pra~178% Z3 65.71%
1790-182¢0 3 B8.57%
18211860 & 17.14%
1861-1877 0 0.00%
1878-1900 3 8.57%
1901~1917 0 0.00%
TOTAL 35 99.99%

BUILDING TYPOLOGIES
A, RESIDENTIAL

Very few remaining structures of any kind were built before 1800. Those that
remain are typically substantial buildings, of brick or wood frame, that in
general rest upon brick or tabby foundations. Brick was made on the Wande and
Cooper rivers, where clay was present in the soil; tabby was made on the Sea

Islands where oyster shell, but not c¢lay, was available. A few dwelling
houses were built of tabby, but it was more commonly used for service
buildings. Brick seems to have been preferred by those who could obtain it,

even on the islands.

Between 1800 and 1860, because the economy was primarily slave-based staple
crop plantation agriculture, most of the residences within the survey area
were built in rural areas. Descriptive names such as Oak Lawn, Live Oak, The
Grove, Fairfield, and Green Point were given to plantations throughout the
Lowcountry. At least four Laurel Hills were identified during the survey, on
Edisto Island, near Awendaw, near Rantowles, and at Meggett; two Prospect
Hills, one on Edisto Island and one on the South Edisto River; and two 0ak
Groves, both on Wadmalaw Island.

I. PLANTATIONS AND MANOR HOUSES, 1725-1800

Samuel G. Stoney‘s Plantations of the Carclina Low Country provides an intro-

duction to the plantation houses from this period. “In general there are
several seemingly notable things about the Low Country plantation houses,
among them their planning. Before the Revolution... and from the opening

vears of the eighteenth century almost to its ending, one plan was used over
and over again with only slight variation.” .

The plan referred to includes an unegual division of the front of the house, -
and a central stair hall (as seen in the plan of the upper story of the

Charleston Double Houges). The form is English in tradition. Examples of
this plan are at Brick House on Edisto Island (1725}, at Fenwick Hall on
John’'s Island (1730) and at Fairfield on the South Santee River (1730). The

Georgian syle of the plan of Drayton Hall (1738-42) brought the English
Palladian tradition to its height. The two story brick structure on an
elevated basement with a double-hipped roof was derived from Palladio’s Viila
Pisani which has a similar two-tiered portico. Palladian influence was also
gseen in the placement of its flankers, a planning element which was repeated
at both Middleton Place (1740) and Fenwick Hall.

The house built about 1740 at ©Oakland Plantation is significant 1in several
respects, one beling its modest scale. OCakland, though convenient to the
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rickyards on the Wando and Cooper riverg, was constructed with a tabby
foundation. Its gambrel or “Dutch® roof and the angled chimney in its
principal room are also interesting variations from the Georgian norm.

After the American Revolution there were attempts to localize the typical
Georglan plan toward climatic concerns through the use of more windows and
crogs ventilation. This is exemplified by Harrietta, with its elaborate wings
and rear stalr. The Federal or Neoclassical taste made popular by the designs
of the Adam brothers also resulted in characteristic variations. The
polygonal plan seen at Mount Hope, the Grove, and a wing with octagonal ends
added to Penwick Hall, are good examples cof the style.

In addition to the grand house plan there were Georgian designs in the typical
Lowcountry tradition. The VanderHorst House on Kiawah Island and Tibwin
{built 1790), both incorporated high style Adamesqgue design elements into a
localized version of the "I" house form, one with chimneys not at the ends,
but in the interior.

Ik. PLANTATIONS AND MANOR HOUSES, 1800~186C

The builders and architects of the Scuth Carolina Lowcountry were unusually
skillful in adapting the Neoclassical and Greek Revival styles to the good

basic plans that had already been developed. The plantation manor houses
built between 1800 and 1860 show a similarity of plan, with variations being
in ornamentation and interior detailing. Two stories, of wood frame with

weatherboard siding, two rooms deep and two rooms wide, divided by a central
stair hall, rest upon a high brick or tabby foundation, sometimes enclosed at

the ground floor where there are frequently fireplaces. Some gain a third
level half~-story by the use of two or three gable dormers piercing the lateral
gable roofline at both long sides, or at the facade only. Two chimneys are

set at the rear slope of the roof. The principal entry elevation may face
water or land; or there may be two principal facades, as at the William
Seabrook House, probably the most ornate on Edisto Island. The central entry
may have transom or fanlight and sidelights. Houses with two-tier porches,
egpecially where the second level is roofed, generally repeat the detailing of
the first level entry, sometimes in a slightly simpler fashion. As with
Seabrook’'s House the porch is often at the central bays, rather than extending
acrogs the entire front. Columns are typical throughout Charleston County,
ranging from the attenuated plain columng at William Seabrook’s House to more
massive and fluted Greek Revival columns.

The general plan is carried out consistently in Charleston County planters’
houses, such as The Wedge, built about 1826. The hougse features awell-
proportioned Greek Revival design and porch across the entire main facade five
bays wide, with center entry and a central hall plan. Somewhat later, Cassina
Point, built about 1847; Windsor Plantaticon House, about 185%7; and MclLeod
Plantation, ca. 1858, retained the residential plan essentially unchanged.
Red House {lost to fire ca. 1944) is said to have been built toe the standard
plan; only two tall brick chimneys remain. Impressive in appearance even when
simply detailed, as with Summit Plantation House (1819), and Frogmore (about
1820), these houses were built for comfort in warm months and with substantial
fireplaces for c¢old weather, but make ittle concession %o  functional
household activities. Although a room may have been set aside as the
planter’'s office, more often the office, as were the kitchen, laundry,
icehouse, and daliry room, was housed in an cutbuilding.

There were two variations on the typical regional plan that continued to the
end of the antebellum period. One was the "Double Parlor" effect, achlieved

19



through puilding two front rooms of egual size, each having a main entry from
the front of the house {one parlor was often used as the dining room). Though
guite common in other Lowsountry counties, this plan seems tc remain in
Charleston County only at Harrietta.

The other varilation was cresated by dividing the two front roomsz symmetrically,
with a large central hall that continuved on axis into & larger rear stair
hall. The prototype of this style was William Seabrook’s House on Edisto
Island (1810). Representing this plan are Oak Island (1830), Peter’s Point
{1840}, and the Crawford House, all on Bdisto Island. Crawford’'s, bulilt about
1835, has a large pedimented gable projection, and pedimented gable extensions
at its rear bays. Like the larger rear stair halls at the William Seabrook
House and Oak Island, Crawford’'s feastures a segmented stair along its rear
wall, lit by small windows between first and second levels.

The 1830 house built on Bdisto Island for Oliver and Susan Traill Middleton
also deviates from the typical plan in several respects, although it has the
common treatment of frame construction, fanlight and sidelights, and arcaded
brick basement. The house is one room wide, with a hipped roof and end
chimneys; there are one-story wings at both side elevations.

ITI. STRUCTURES AND LANDSCAPE FEATURES ASSOCIATEDRD WITH MANOR HOUSKES

The available descriptions of overseers’ residences are very incomplete.
Three overseer’'s or manager’'s houses were identified during the survey that
may have been built before the Civil War. These have 1in common two=-story
frame construction, and substantial alterations. Overseers’ houses, although
well-built, were not built for maximum comfort or style, and have Dbeen
enlarged or altered over time to provide greater comfort.

Slave cabins were also part of the plantation layout. The standard
configuration was a slave "street,” often extending along the land entry to
the principal house, sheltered by the oak allée. At some plantations, such as
Jehossee Island, cabins were laid out along several streets; an early
description of Rockland Plantation, which notes that the slave cabins were
"anot in a row," peems to indicate that this was unusual. In Charleston
County, slave rows remain at Boone Hall and Mcleod plantations. Otherwise,
slave cabins are rare survivors, and during the project were only identified
on Edisto Island. Unlike the more substantial houses of white overseers,
slave cabins that remain have not commonly been altered for later generations;
most are unused today. Except at Boone Hall, where the plantation brickyard
provided for brick slave cabins, slaves lived in wood frame one-story
structures, each with a zingle gable end exterior chimney, a door at cne long
gide, probably facing the slave street, and weatherboard siding. Many had no
porch; on Edisto Island a typical variation seems tc have been the extension
of the front roofline to provide a simple shed porch. S5lave cabin windows
were unglazed; some retain simple wood shutters. Although the cabins were
built as one-story dwellings, the space under the eaves was often used as
loft-level sleeping guarters.

Most other plantation outbuildings have been lost over time. The ornate
dependencies constructed at Bleak Hall in 3bout 1840 are the only antebellum
Gothic structures known to have survived in the survey area. The cotton gin
remains at William Seabrook’s Plantation, converted into guest guarters above
an automobile garage.

Trees and other plantings were important element to the layout of plantations.
Oaks were often in avenues of two rows, along a straight main entry drive.
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Hotable avenues rvemalin at guch sites as Oakland, MolLeod, Windsoer, Tibwin,
Ashley Hall, Brick House, and Selkirk. At Epncampment and ©Oak Lawn, later
houses were bullt at the head of existing avenues. Avenues were planted into
the twentieth century, ag at Yellow House and the William Seabrook House, and
are stil being planted today.

Canals and ricefields survive throughout the survey area. Morrison’s Canal,
behind the original location of Laurel Hill Plantation, was begun to connect
land in Wambaw Swamp to tidal currents. Ricefields are often difficult to

gea, because of their inaccessibility and the flat landscape of the
Lowcountry. A portion of the fields at Hampton Plantation can be seen from
Hampton Plantation State Park. The South Edisto River bluff affords a good
view of the fields near Willtown, and paths along former dikes are accessible
at the Grove Plantation. Remnants of cotton field drainage systems have been
found at Yellow House and Selkirk plantations on Wadmalaw Island.

The cemetery is the principal historic site remaining for some plantations.
There are also cemeteries assocliated with extant plantation houses. Some
plantation or family cemeteries have been burial grounds for both black and
white communities, as were some churchyards. These cemeteries and burial
grounds reflect the interrelatedness of the black and white populations of the
plantations.

Iv. SMALLER RESIDENCES AND SUMMER HOUSES, 1800~-1880

In the forested areas of St. Pauls, 8t. Andrews, Christ Church, and St. James,
Santee, parvishes, farmers managed livestock and small cropfields while they
produced timber and naval stores; there were alsc a few independent fishermen
and oystermen. No antebellum houses of yeoman farmers or small producers have
been identified in the survey area. It is assumed that they were replaced
over time by the families who prospered, or lost to neglect, fire or
demolition when abandoned.

Small farmers’ houses may have been similar to the simplest planters’
residences. Typically cottages of one or one-and-one-half stories, on a
raised foundation, these had a single-story porch across the facade; two
ridgeline or rear chimneys in the lateral gable roof; and sometimes dormers.
As with the grander houses, there was a symmetrical facade with central door
and windows at ocuter bays. Thisg is the plan of Laurel Hill {(lost to Hurricane
Hugo, 1989) and alsco of Edisto’s 0Old House, which, although given a large
portico at the central section of the facade in the early nineteenth century,
retains its simple story-and-a-half plan with lateral roofline and dormers.

The only extant towns in the survey area that were fully established before
the Civil War were the summer villages of Rockville and Adams Run. Rockville,
at the southern end of Wadmalaw Island, was laid out during the second guarter
of the nineteenth century. The houses were separated from Bohicket Creek by a
road along the waterfront. The town’s plan was a fairly regular grid, with
houses facing southeast toward the water. The earliest summer village houses
probably resembled the 1797 description of a well~to-do Charlegtonian’s
cottage at Sullivan’s Island: an unpretentious cne~story frame structure on a
seven foot basement, with a piazza alorg two sides, “"weatherboarded and
shingled, in a plain, substantial workmanlike manner.” The Micah Jenkins
House, sald to be the oldest house at Rockville, although it has been altered,
retains its historic core, a simple one-story frame cottage on a high tabby
foundation. The majority of the houses in Rockville reflect a trend toward
grander dwellings and more sophisticated taste, but the general elements
remained unchanged: high foundation of brick or tabby, frame construction,
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wide front elevation with one or two-story porch, and & lateral gable roof.
Few of these houses have dormers, becsause summer occupancy precluded the use
af attic rooms, and few have the substantial chimnevs typical of plantation
houses.

Adams Run was established not on water, but on a ridge of land convenient to
the rice plantaticns of the Scuth Ediste River. Its site was selected by
William Wilkinson, who subdivided thig section of his plantation holdings for
rental to his fellow planters. His own house, built about 1830, ig the
sarliest remaining in the village. Known as the Wilkinson-Boineau Housge, it
is a full two-story house on a raised brick basement with a one-story porch
across the south facade. The other houses in Adams Run that have not been
substantially altered date from the late 19th to early 20th century.

A painting from memory of Edingsville before the 1893 hurricane shows two-
story houses, facing the water, with gable roofs, four-bay side elevations,
interior end chimneys, and one-story porches. It is likely that the houses
were in fact more like Bailey’'s Store (moved from Edingsville to the interior
of Edisto Island after the Civil War}. One room deep, this house was
obviously intended to maximize gsea breszes.

V. RESIDENTIAL PATTERNS, 1865-1%00
Between the Civil War and 1900, several trends are apparent in residential

patterns. First, large numbers of black residents, no longer slaves, were
permitted to own and farm property, coperate commercial enterprises, establish

churches, and build housges. They settled in isclated areas, but more
fregquently in communities or "freedmen’s villages" where contiguous small
parcels of land were sold to individuals or groups. These communities

include the area near Awendaw known as Buck Hall; Freedmen’s Village and
Berwick on Pdisto Island; Xaty Hill on Wadmalaw Island; Adams Run; South
Santee; and perhaps most notably Lincolnville. At Linconville today, most of
the early houses have been replaced over time, but the layout of the streets
retains integrity to the initial settlement.

Second, the loss of slave labor led many whites to settle in areas where they
could engage in commercial enterprises other than agriculture. The Village
of MeClellanville developed as a fishing and commercial center. Other
communities, such as Ravenel, Adams Run and, most significantly, Yonges
Island, developed around important transportation routes and intersections.

Finally, the white small farmers and laborers built houses in scattered rural
areas near farms or other places of employment, several of which survive
today. Some of the pre-Civil War elites re-established themselves as large-
scale single crop planters, and they built or rebuilt grand residences as
well as farm and commercial outbuildings.

VI. FARM AND VILLAGE HCUSES

The prevailing vernacular forms, especially the central-hall farmhouse,
predominated before 1%0G, although the influence of such styles as Creek
Revival, Folk Victeorian, Queen Anne and Italianate can also be sesen in
geveral of the residences. The central hall plan was used throughout rural
Charlesten County, usually with full-facade porches, and transon and
sidelights at the principal entry.

Improving economics and the availability of locally-sawn and milled trim
resulted in the ornamentation added at several houses, including an
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interesting example at Lincolnville, with its spindlework porch detailing.
The MceClellan House at Silver Hill and the Wilson-Barkley Houge on Wadmalaw
Island are good examples of the persistence of local vernacular style
combined with decorative trim work. Queen Anne design elements are seen at
the Skidmore House on fdisto Island, and the Skipper House at McClellanville.
A good example of Folk Victorian architecture was notsed at Adams Run.

Many central-hall plan houses were built with four principal rooms, and “"shed
rooms” at the rear. The kitchen and eating room were located in these simple
shed rooms, connected by a breezeway, most of which today have been enclosed
within the house. Several houses from this period, and as late as 1913
{ Smoak-Westervelt House)}, have fireplaces get at angles in the principal
rooms, a treatment that had been rare since Qakland Plantation House was
built in 1740.

Detached kitchen houses were frequently gable roof, cne-by-tws  bay
structures, attached to the rear of substantial farms or wvillage houses;
examples were noted at Rockville and Adams Run. The modest Burbage House at
Warren Crossroads has a smaller dwelling or kitchen house attached at the
rear. Common in other rural areas of South Carclina, where the smaller house
was often an earlier dwelling converted for kitchen use when a more
substantial house could be built, this house is a unique example of the type
in the survey area.

VII. FREEDMEN'S HOUSES, 1B65-1800; 1900-1945

The typical freedmen’s house in Charleston County is a simplie cottage of wood
frame construction on low brick or wood piers, with a lateral gable roof that
is often punctuated by one or two gable dormers, less freguently by side
windows at the upper level, and small brick chimney or flue. The entry 1is
usually centered at the facade, with single windows at the outer bays. A
common alteration is the addition of a rear gable wing, often with a shed or
hipped roof side porch.

More elaborately detailed houses were built on Edisto Island’s Berwick tract,
by Henry Hutchinson, Glascow Whaley, and Cooper Whaley; and by John Thorn
near Freedmen’'s Village. The Hutchinson and Thorn houses have dormers and
gingerbread trim; the Whaley houses have peaked gabkle projections at facade
and side elevations.

Although few of the typical freedmen's cottages were documented with
certainty as having been built before 1900, the style was persistent and

examples of the type were built as late as 1945, In 1541 writers for the
Works Progress Administration noticed these small houses, their loft levéls
punctuated with "typical Lowcountry dormers”. Representative examples of the

type are the Grimball House on Wadmalaw Island; the Fraser House, ca. 1915;
and houses on Seewee Road and Chandler Road. The Harrell-Mosely House, built
in 1939, in the familar side-gable, two dormer layout, was bullt with a rear
L-wing, alsoc with dormers. Other simple houses, such as those found at
Seagide Plantation on James Island, and Sunny Point on Wadmalaw Island, have
gable end windows providing upstairs living space, but no dormers.

Many twentieth century freedmen’s houses have the same style and plan as had

been used since the 1860s. As a later generation of working class blacks
began to build houses for themselves, the influence of mainstream American
architectural taste also became apparent. Such properties as the Lawrence

House at Buck Hall, and a house on Mauss Hill Road, both built about 1925,
have a low hipped roof and hipped dormers.
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An interesting trend became apparent near McClellanville at about the same

time. In the community adiacent to the Village of HMcClellanville are houses
dating from the 1920s to the 1950z, all with dormers in one of two standard
styles: either & small hipped dormer, or an oversized shed dormer. Many of

thege dormers are later additions to earlier houses. MeClellanvillie was the
site of a number of oyster and vegetable canneries, sawmills, and turpentine
atills. With wage labor available in the area, residents remained in their
houses, remodeling them from time to time. The loss of historic integrity
reflects continuing economic vitality.

VIII. FARM HOUSES, 1900-1915

Some interesting and slightly grander residences from the early twentieth
century remain in St. Pauls Parish, an area where truck farming reached its
height of prosperity between about 1895 and 1945. Central hall farmhouses
remained popular; notable examples were built for the Carr and Smoak families.
The Allston House, moved and rebuilt about 1880, retains at its ground floor
the earlier hall-and-parlor configuration. But beginning with the Towles-
Golden House (about 1901y and lasting through about 1920, the Prairie
influence in American architecture is apparent in geveral large foursquare
houses near Meggett. These frame houses feature hipped roofs, several with
glightly bellcast or flared eaves; hipped dormers; central doorways with
transom and sidelights; and occasionally smaller hipped wings at sides and
rear. There are several examples at McClellanville as well, notably the
Graham House. Simpler foursguare houses, without dormers, were built near
Hollywood and at Adams Run.

Rare examples of Italian Renaissance-influenced houses are the Gonzales House
at Oak Lawn, near Adams Run, and the Towles-Williams House near Meggett.
Stuccoed, with clay tile hipped roof, flat brackets, and (at the Gonzales
House) hipped dormers, these represent a style that is unusual in Charleston
County.

Also somewhat unusual in rural Charleston County is the Colonial Revival style
that was popular in much of America into the 1950s. This style is seen at the
Cox-Tazewell House and Harmony Hall, both built about 1910 near Meggett: two-
story frame structures with side-gable roof and, at Tazewell, a full-height
pedimented gable portico. The somewhat later (1%22) Morrison House at
McClellanville has a hipped roof and full, two-tiered porch.

IX. RESIDENCES OF THE MODERN ERA, 1918-1941

By about 1915 the Bungalow-Craftsman influence was becoming as important in
Charlegton County as it was throughout the nation. Smaller houses especially:
show its influence in their low-pitched front gable, or less commonly hipped,
roofs; porches, frequently engaged with the front rocfline, supported by brick
piers; and low dormers. Carved or shaped rafter ends, brackets, and multi-
light windows were less often used than in the pure Craftsman bungalows built
in many South Carolina towns; in Charleston County the influence is more
apparent in plan and in a restrained use of characteristic elements. Most
common are tapered porch plers on brick supporis, seen alsce at vernacular
central-hall farmhouses such as the Cox House; three-over~one windows; and
hipped dormers. Two-over-two windows were common, and continued to be used in
Charleston County as late as 1%42. Several houses have porte-cocheres engaged
with the porch roofline. Houses are typically c¢lad in weatherboard or shiplap
siding; guite a few have asbestos shingle siding, which is sometimes original.
The use of wood shingles was uncommon, but can be seen at the Walker House in
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Ravene]l and the Taylor House in McClellanville. Two-gtory houses showing
Crafteman influence are also uncommorn: the Thames House at South Santee ig a
rare example. This style algo had an impact on later “freedmen’s cottages,”
as noted above. A number of residences near McClellanville were altered with
the addition of hipped dormers during this period.

B. CHURCHES AND CEMETERIES
I. CHURCHES, 1700-1800

Three early Anglican Parish churches survive in Charleston County. They can
i»¢ described typically as ong story, rectangular, brick buildings with round-
headed windows, and a hipped or jerkinhead roof without a tower. In plan the
chancel is at the east with a cross-aisle in the middle. Pews were placed to
face the center of the church. St. Andrews Parish Church, built in 1706,
Christ Church, bujilt about 1726. and S$t. James, Santee, Parish Church, built
about 1768, all feature thig standard plan. 3t. James, Santee, has a portico
but the others do not. The rectangular shape of S8t. Andrews was altered in
1723 by the addition of transept wings, giving it a cruciform layout under a

crogs—gable roof. Christ Church, gutted during the Revolutionary War and
again during the Civil War, has been essentially rebuilt twice. The hipped
roof and cupola are nineteenth century additions. Roofing materials of these

early churches have been replaced over time.
IT. CHURCHES, 1800-1%00

There is in the survey area one good example of the Greek Revival temple form.
Although altered, the Presbyterian Church at Rockville (ca. 18350} uses the
vocabulary of the Greek Revival style to create a monumental appearance for
what is actually a small rural chapel.

In the early nineteenth century, wooden "basilica"” style churches were built
throughout Charleston County. These are rectangular and symmetrical in plan,
with entry along the main axis, and pews in the nave facing the altar at the
far end. In larger examples vestibules and stairs for access to a rear or
side gallery. There is almost always a steeple and some form of portico or
entry porch. As with residences of the period, the additicn of Federal, Greek
Revival or Gothic Revival stylistic features at portico, windows, door panels,
and decorative trim do not introduce significantly different types of plans.

Edisto Presbyferian Church (ca. 1830) is an elaborate example of the essential
basilica plan, with the addition of side doors and a gallery. Itg
transitional style combines a monumental Greek Revival entry portico with
classical stylistic details: the Palladian chancel window and Neoclassical
arched windows and tower details. The flemish parapet abutting the steeple at
the gable end recalls those used on well-known urban churches in Charleston.
The Edisto Isiand Baptist Church (ca. 1818) combines Neoclassgical and Greek
Revival elements with the basilica form. The twentieth century Zion Reformed
Epigcopal Church, alsc on Edisto, was bullt on the site of an earlier church.
Persistent local tradition holds that Zion was originally built as an
Epigecopal Chapel at Edingsville Beach, and moved to this site about 1870. The
church as rebuilt is certainly in a style appropriate to a summer chapel of
the early nineteenth century.

Ravenel Methodist Church {(ca. 1885), Wesley Methodist Church {ca. 1887) at
Lincolnville, Saint Andrew’'s Church at Red Top, and Wesley Methodist Chuch
{ca. 1895), near Hollywood are good examples of the nineteenth century rural
church form. With their simple rectangular form, plain weatherboard siding,
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centered entry, fulle-width portico, and steeple, these are pure examples of
the basilica form.

At McClellanville are two interesting examples of the combination of Gothic
Revival decorative elements with the rural basilica form. Bethel AME Curch
{1872) combines German crogs lancet dormers in the steeple, Queen Anne-
influenced fish-scale shingles and transom designsg, and Gothic windows. Saint
James, Santee, Chapel, with its carved vergeboards, lancet windows, and carved
porch brackets, was built in 18920 in the wvocabulary of the earlier Gothic
Revival.

ITI. CHURCHES, 1900-1945

Built in 1921, Calvary Baptist Church at Meggett is typical of the asymmetric
massing found in late nineteenth and twentieth century church structures
throughout the nation. It uses common red brick with stylized Gothic elements
of cast stone at the tower, shaped parapet, and window and doorway openings.

Through the eighteenth, nineteenth and twentieth centuries, churches were
built in Charleston County that make architectural reference to the vernacular
New England meeting house. The symmetrical box~like form derives its
character from a simple wood weatherboard exterior and absence of
architectural decoration (no steeple, tower, portico, porch, or stylized

ornamentationj. Examples in rural Charleston County include Jcohns Island
Preshyterian Church and Mt. Hebron Presbyterian Church, Stono Baptist Church
{ca. 1888%), and 0Old Sauldam Baptist Church (ca. 18%0}. All retain &

similarity to the simple and functional meeting house form.
Iv. CEMETERIES

Rural churches almost all have churchyard cemeteries. The cemetery is usually
to the rear of the building, and often extends to one or both sides. The
earliest seem to be laid out in a random manner, but there is a consistency to
orientation: stones nearly always face east, regardless of their location with
respect to the church. Individual family plots are fregquently enclosed with
brick or iron fences. Over time, the trees shading early churchyards,
typicaily magnolia or live oak and sometimes cedar, have attained enormous
size, Later historic landscaping elements include azalea and camellia bushes,
also grown to massive scale.

Grave markers and tombstones of the wealthy elite are themselves important
historic objects. The earliest were of wood; none were found in the survey
area, except some later wood markers at Stono Church. Slate markers were used
during the eighteenth century, and were supplanted by marble in the early
nineteenth century. There were a number of marble carvers working in
Charleston, whose signatures can be read on these early stenes; notable
examples of funerary art remain throughout Charleston County.

The early churches of poor c¢ongregations were often small or cheaply built.
They have routinely been replaced over time, leaving the cemetery as the site
feature with historic integrity. {(Many churches change the name of their
building each time it is replaced or enlarged, i.¢., Greater HNew Bethlehem.)
The earliest markers, even at antebellum churches, usually date from about
1515. After this date, mass-produced granite markers, which needed only the
name and date carved, brought affordable funerary art for the first time.
Some of the parcels are quite small, and rnot all the historically black
churches have churchyard cemeteries, Those that do have several common
characteristics: the stones face east, usually Iin rows, but are not bounded
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into family plots. The cemeteries are often untended and overgrown. Stones
are freguently set almost outside the churchyard, at the edge of surrounding
woods.  Church cemeteries that are not adjacent to the building, and community
or family cemeteries, conform to this description in general. They are very
eften at the edge of marsh or water; it is said that a desire for one’s
ancestors to rest in peace beside cool water 1s the reason for the overgrown
aspect of many such sites.

The late nineteenth century movement toward suburban or “"garden" cemeteries
resulted in such landscaped spaces as Magnelia Cemetery, originally built
outside the City of Charleston. In the survey area of rural Charleston
County, only one example of the type was noted, the New Wappetaw Presbyterian
Cemetery at the bank of Jeremy's Creek, the cemetery was laid out across from
the Village of McClellanville.

DATA GAPS
I. Fieldwork

Known historic siteg on the Federally-owned lands that make up the Francis
Marion National Forest and Cape Romain National Wildlife Refuge include the
Awendaw CCC Equipment Barn; Buck Hall Plantation House and Axson-Vanderhorst
Cemetery; Lucas-Doar Cemetery at Walnut Grove Plantation; and Cape Romain
Lighthouses were not surveyed.

In the state-owned Santee Coastal Reserve and Cape Romain National Wildlife
Refuge are the ruins of several rice mills, and remnants of brick towers built
after the hurricane of 1822. They were intended to provide shelter from
floods that would accompany future storms. These mills and towers should be
vigsited, by boat, by the SHPO National Register staff and a knowledgeable
guide.

Ladson Elementary School, on Ladson Road outside the survey area, is an
impressive example of a 1920s consolidated school, still in use. It should be
added to the Statewide Survey.

In St. Andrews Parish, Coburg Dairy and the USDA/Clemson complex are both
outside the survey boundaries, and are at present within the incorporated City
of Charleston. A discussion of each is included in the narrative history, but
they should also be added tc the Statewide Survey.

We did not visit Jehossee Island during the field survey. An archaeological
assessment of the island was previcusly made for SCIAA and we provided a copy
of that report to SHPO. There appears to be one building on the island with

integrity, and several chimney falls and cisterns.

The site of the first 5t. Paul’s Parish Church, at the Stono River on what is
today Dixie Plantation, was not accessible. We did not wvisit the ruins at
Peachtree Plantation or El Dorado Plantation on the South Santee River, All
these sites are well-known, but additicnal public information regarding them
should be kept tc a minimum. They should be assessed for Charleston County
and SHPC by a gualified archaeoclogist.

The staff at Drayten Hall Plantation is engaged in ongoing research and
interpretation at the property. Recent work has focussed on the tenant
houses, slave cabins, and offices that existed cn the property intc the twen-
tieth century, as well asz on the eighteenth century orangerie. Exploration of
these archaeological resources will add to the understanding of Drayton Hall
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Plantation as a working landscape. We had hoped, but were not able, to
revisit Dravton Hall and these archasclogical sites.

in 185%% a church was bullt “on the Wiltown HRoad between the Club House
fapproximate location of Stonc Baptist Church] and Slann’s” was dedicated as a
branch of Stono Baptist Church. The location of +this church was not
determined; it seems likely that it was at or near "Baptist Hill," and may be
associated with Annivesta Baptist Church.

Zome sites were identified during the activities of the Awendaw Land Use
Committee that were not located during the project. These include the
Rutledge tomb at Philips; Vanderhorst Cemetery in Whitehall Subdivision; and
community cemeteries on Laurel Hill Plantation.

Ymall cemeteries on Edisto Island that were not located include a cemetery on
Mary Seabrook Road; one on Bleak Hall Plantation; and one on Rabbit Point
Plantation. Two cemeteries in the Lincolnville area, one inside the
municipality and one on Dunmyer Hill Road, were not located. Citizens have
pointed out many small cemeteries throughout the survey area that are marked
on neither topographic nor Tax Maps. These were assigned site numbers,
mapped, and photographed whenever possible. Site cards are provided for each
such known site that was not visited or photographed, so that when they become
accessible the information may be filled in.

IT. Research

Genealogists have always ugsed the information on grave markers to determine
relationships and ancestry; today increasing attention is being paid to grave
markers as examples of craftsmanship. Little information is available about
prolific nineteenth century stonecarvers in Charleston County. From
McClellanville to Edisto Island, stones by W. 7. White, John White, Rowe and
Wwhite, D. Walker, C. Gannon, and others, were noted. Carver information was
included on site cards whenever possible. This interesting Charleston
industry is worthy of more research.

Charleston County shows a diversity of water supplies, from flowing wells,
ghallow wells, handpumps and windmills. Cisterns are ubiquitous on Sullivans
Island, common on Edisto Island and along the South Edisto River, and rare in
other places. There are a number of windmills on Wadmalaw Island; none were
noted elsewhere in the county. Several flowing wells and underground springs
were ldentified in the Ravenel area. In her interpretive report,
archaeologist Linda Stine remarks on the lack of information about water
supplies and early settlement decisions; research into regional variations and
remnants of water supply systems might shed more light on that subject, and on
later settlement and transportation decisions as well.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The Data CGaps outlined above are suggestions for further pregervation and
research projects. Additional recommendations follow.

I. Local Government Activities

Information about the survey should be provided to owners of sites determined
aligible for National Register listing or significant by the SHPO and sponsor
agency review. County planning maps should be updated to include all the
cemeteries identified during the project (not all of which are considered
historically significant). The USDA Forest Service should beg provided
information about ogut-parcels in the Francis Marion National Forest and sites
adjacent to the forest, iln case they are considered for federal acquisition in
the future.

Charleston County should encourage review of the Survey Products by
riegeayrchers, students, interested residents, and others. Publications and
archival resources generally provide indexed information about sites and
tfamilies throughout the Lowcountry. Often what is not included is the
material the Statewide Survey provides: exact location of the historic site, a
photograph and description of present condition. The narrative history, site
cards and photographs will therefore be of value to researchers.

Efforts to promote public use of survey data should take security and respect
for privacy into consideration. The site cards that indicate by "R" in the
control number the owner’'s expressed wish for confidentiality should perhaps
e housed separately.

We recommend inviting a limited amount of correction or additions by the users

of the survey files. Site-specific information written on the cards {in
pencil, dated, and with source attribution), may guide future researchers and
planners in resolving guestions about historic properties. The open—-file

policy also has a potential advantage in keeping the survey up to date.

Photographic slides are provided tc Charleston County and the SHPO. The
County should use slides as well as site cards ILn making planning and zoning
decisions. Slides are also of potential value to other local governments and
pregservation organizations. The County should determine how best to make
slides available to these other users. {Some ¢uality is always lost when
slides are reproduced photographically.) It may be worthwhile as & separate
project to photograph selected properties for slide programs, and make several
gets available to other organizational |users. Professional~quality
photography would not be required; this task could potentially be undertaken
by an intern.

Mapping has been difficuit with this project, because of the size of
Charleston County and the number of Topo Maps involved. The municipalities of
McClellanville, Awendaw, Meggett, Ravenel and Hollywood, or the community of
Adams Run, do not have planning maps on which to locate =asurvey sites. The
County’'s Planning Department provided an excellent compiled Tax Parcel Map of
Edisto Island for this project. We recommed that such a map be prepared for
Wadmalaw Island, and for each incorporated town.

The local government in each incorporated area should be given photocopies of
the survey site cards and photos within its jurisdiction, along with survey
Topo maps for that general area and a copy of the Final Survey Report. Site
cards and general information should also be provided for areas that come
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urnidaer consideration during future annexation activities by any of the
munipalitiss in Charleston County, so that areas of conflict between county
and municipal zoning may be resolved. The success of any proposed Charleston
County preseyvation commigsion in developing design guidelines, reviewing
alterations to historic properties, and making decisions about new
construction, will depend on a successful working relaticonship between the
County, the various municipalities, and the citizens of each.

It is weasily said, and obviocusly true, that zoning and preservation
ordinances should be responsive to the needs of residents and to preservation

goals. As preservationists or government officials, we must recognize how
much philosophical disagreement and economie conflict is concealed within the
phrase “protect historic resources.” Threats to resocurces come from a lack

of awareness and insensitivity to architecture and setting. They also result
from changing patterns of residential and land use, and simple economics.
Preservation planning for Charleston County’'s rural areas thus reguires a
flexible approach. The goal must be to allow for the reuse of the historic
landscape in ways that are compatible with today’'s aesthetics as well as the
record contained in individual historic resources.

The best preservation policy is appropriate use. Dwellings should be lived
in, stores kept as businesses, and cropfields plowed. When historic
properties lose their integrity, the reason can generally be traced to their
owners’ inability to define a sustainable and compatibie use. One
stewardship solution, appropriate for only a very few properties, is public
ownership and heritage tourism. Snee Farm, Mcleod Plantation, Hampton
Plantation, and Drayton Hall are all being used in this way. At Live Oak
Plantation, near the Tea Farm County Park, is the grave of Colonel William
Washington, as well as rice fields, dikes and trunks, and an interesting
nineteenth century house. If Live 0Uak could be added to the Tea Farm
property, its rich heritage as a ferry site, rice plantation, and residence
could expand the park’s potential as a center for heritage education.

Recreational use and site interpretation are closely tied to the issue of
stewardship of historic properties. Besides regulating the activities of
private property owners, government at every level must manage the property it
owWns. With governmental projects, questions often arise about the added
expense of preservation, and which entity should administer what kinds of
oversight. The line item cost for preservation requirements is not compared
in a comprehensible fashion with the alternatives, but may be presented as an
"extra” cost to be borne by the taxpayer. Only when the taxpayers begin
clearly to favor preservation will government agencies begin routinely to
consider demolition or insensitive alterations to public properties as more
expensive than gocd preservation. '

II. Public Awareness

Charleston County is a large territory geographically, with  several
communities, islands and parishes that have a strong sense of themselives as
distinct areas. We recommend that the Survey Report along with appropriate
cards and maps shcould be made available to local historical societies for
their own programs. These are the groups who should work with the SHPO and
tourism organizations to make survey information more readily accessible to
their cwn communities and visitors. This can be carried ocut in several ways.
Publications, displays, and regional tours are among the most manageable, and
can benefit from the photographs, summary history, and informal maps included
with the survey. These projects should provide general information that
pertains to the entire county, illustrated by local properties.
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Valuable information is contained within studies done in conjunction with
archasological projects. The reports that are generated by compliance
projects are usually filed with the property owner, and with the relevant
permitting agency. Some reports are avallable through the firms themselves;
some are filed with SCIAA; some with SHPO; and some are only on file with
ather state and federal agencies. This is a tremendous leoss to interested
local historians, researchers, and preservation organizations. We recommend
that as part of local permitting, an additiocnal copy of these reports should
be reguired by the local government for its own £iles or for a research
repository euch as the Scuth Carclina Historical Society. The archaeologist
in charge should have the option of providing an historical document that
deletes descriptions and locations of archaeological sites.

ITI. General Preservation Issuesg

Continuing economic vitality has included changing the basis of the economy in
some areas of Charleston County, especially farmlands in waterfront areas.
Increased population in rural areas tends to result in widened roads, new
commercial zones, and ostentatious architecture, and the principal threat to
historic resources 1s usually defined as "development.” More than single
buildings, however, the resource that is lost is recognized as being the rural
landscape itself, the narrow tree~lined roads, working cropfields, small
homegteads with functiocnal outbuildings, and the occasional grand structure.

A loss of visual integrity in the rural landscape results from the cumulative
effect of major infrastructure projects - water, electricity and road projects
made more intrusive by flood elevation, minimum road width, wind resistance,
and sign visibility reguirements -~ as much as it does from subdivisions and
new construction. Much of the negative impact may not be necessary, and each
stage of infrastructure construction should be gquestiocned,

Taken to an extreme, protecting historic szites from development can result in
moving a simple building out of the path of a highway, and out of context.
There are no easy solutions to the loss of isoclated mansions tooc large to keep
up, or farm cottages toc small to live in. However, these buildings should
have more potential wuses, not less, as the populaticon increases. En
increasing population base, combined with a more general appreciation of
historic structures, could result in privately~-funded preservation, site by
site.

A separate challenge is to assist owners who find it inconvenient or
financially infeasible to maintain historic properties in a state of good
repalr. There is little money available in the form of grants, technical
assistance, or otherwise, to help with the expenses of good preservation. = If
it is true that Americans find a way to buy the things they really want, as
preservationists we can do most to solve the problems of deferred maintenance
and incompatible alterations through education, positive advocacy, and mutual
efforts with owners of historic rescurces to ldentify ways to make
economically sensible and appropriate use of the properties.
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Iv. Program Recommendations

The REdisto Island Historic Pregervation Sooclety has beagun & program to
identify, clean and protect the early cemeteries on the island, particularly
those with notable gravestone craftsmanship or where important people are
burjed. Survey data will be helpful to this project. We recommend that the
group be provided copies of sgite cards for all the cemeteries and burial sites
on Bdisto Island, with the reguest that they add information to the cards as

their stabilization project makes it availahle. The information should be
provided to the County Planning Office, SHPO, and other historical
organizations. This kind ek project demonstrates private-gector
responsibility, and is the kind that local groups can do best: it is

manageable in scope, flexible according to financial and human resources,
likely to provide new information, and directed toward greater public
awareness and appreciation for historic sites.

The area adjacent to McClellanville holds the potential for a very interesting
local history project. This is a neighborhood historically settled by blacks,
where local men, many with other dJobs in the community, have built and

improved houses since before 1900. Most of the houses have been radically
altered over time; those that have not are typically wvacant and now
deteriorating. Alterations and original construction include two styles of

dormer: the hipped, or "umbrella” dormer, and the shed, or "bungalow" or *flat
top" dormer. The shed dormer extends across three to five bays of the facade;
the hipped dormeyr, at facade and side elevations, generally has one or two
windows. These types are repeated over and over; no examples of small shed
dormers, oversized hipped dormers, or gable dormers, all very typical
elgewhere, were noted. A community-based study of these houses, their owners,
and the carpenters who worked on them would shed light on decisions about
building styles that were made well into the mid-twentieth century.

The Reconnaissance Survey for the developed $t. Andrews area is the basis for
an historic sites survey, which should be carried out. The subdiviesions that
were developed after 1925 in Charleston County began a process that is still
underway. A valuable component would be to use the historic information in a
consideration of the variations in land planning over time.
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Charleston; Ms. Elizabeth Hagood, Executive Director, Lowcountry Open Land
Trust; Mr. Lewis Hay, Wadmalaw Island Land Planning Committee; Mr. John
Hildreth, Program Associate, WNational Trust for Historic Preservation; Ms.
Cheves Leland, Awendaw Land Use Planning Committee; Mr. Jonathan Poston,

Director of Programs, Historic Charleston Foundation; Ms. Elizabeth
stringfellow, representing the Town of BSeabrook Island; and Ms. Etta June
Williams, Town of Ravenel., In addition to thelr committee responsibilities,

several of these individuals provided historical review, access to sites,
insight intc preservation issues, and introductions to knowledgeable citizens
in their areas.

Community Leaders provided resource and public relations assistance throughout
the project. They included Judge Leroy Linen, Ms. Mary Jane Jchnson, and Mr.
Anderson Mack on Wadmalaw Island; Mr. Victor Lipe, Highway 61 Jolint
Commisgsion; Mr. Richard Brown, Mr. Gordon Locatis, Ms. Virginia Morgan, and
Dr. W. C. Worthington on Edisto Island; Mr. Bob Towan, President of the Kiawah
Island Community Association; The Honorable Rutledge Leland, Mayor of the Town

of McClellanville and Ms. Susan Williams of the McClellanville Arts Council;

Mr. Walter Oree and Mr. Zebulon Oree, BAdams Run Civic Center; Ms. Juanita
Middleton, Principal of St. James-Santee Elementary School and the Reverend
Arthur White, of Awendaw; Mr. Bruce Humbert, Meggett Town Councilmember and
Ms. Cathy Roundtree, Meggett Town Clerk; The Honcrable Ron MclDaniel, Mayor,
Town of Ravenel and Ms. Brandy Cocker, Ravenel Town Clerk.

Along with review and administrative resgpensibilities, the Survey and National
Register Staff of the South Carolina Department of Archives and History has
provided its technical expertise to the Sponsor Organizations and the proiect
consultants for over two years. Tom Shaw, Andy Chandler, Tommy Sims, and Mary
Parramore conducted National Register review, survey site review, and
historical review at several points during the project. They each travelled



to Charleston County several times to review field findings and attend
mestings, day and evening. Their moral support was invaluable.

Steve Smith and Linda Stine of the South Carolina Institute of Archaeoclogy and
Anthropology helped coordinate the two phases of the overall grant project,
while carrying out an enormous research task themselves. Their report and
inventory will be a significant addition to the abilities of Charleston County
to protect historic resources.

The Planning Department of cCharleston County, William E. Mililer, Director,
managed administrative and technical support. Without the efforte of Bteve
Oykes, Joe Heard, and <Cathy Franks, who handled public relations, content
review, mapping, and countless details, the project would not have been
possible.

Several people met with us to discuss preservation programs and goals for
using survey results in their ongeing organizational programs: Susan Kidd,
John Hildreth and Daniel Carey of the National Trust for Historic
Preservation; John Meffert, Katherine Wimpy and Mary Moore Jacoby of the
P;eservation Society of Charleston; Jon Poston and Louis Nelson of Historice
Charleston Foundation; Amy Connor, Carl Williams and Claire Williams of the
Edisto Island Historic Preservation Soclety; Freda Raley and Danny Shelton of
the Lowcountry Open Land Trust; John Wilson of the Awendaw Land Use
Commission; Charles De Antonio and Susan Williams in MoClellanville; Bruce
Humbert in Meggeti; Don Embry, Joel Ford and Kent Prause, of the Town of Mt.
Pleasant Planning Department; and Elizabeth Prioleau, Intern in the Charleston
County Planning Department.

The Preservation Society Interns, LoriAnn Leucl, Summer Rutherford, and Kenn
Swing, helped us expand the project’'s scope and goals. We extend our thanks
to each of them and to the Scciety for their work.

Bobby Frye, with Kiawah Resort Associates, and Michael Trinkley and Debi
Hacker of the Chicora Foundation, supplied resource materials and photographs
of sites on Kiawah Island. Mark Madden, Interpretive Specialist with the
Charleston County Parks and Recreation Commission, shared information about
Tea Farm County Park. Dan Bell, Historic Rescurce Coordinator with Charles
Towne Landing, and George Neil, Assistant Director of Drayton Hall, helped us
develop ways to incorporate archaeoclogical and other research findings into
the historic overview. Debbi Rhoad, Preservation Technician with the City of
Charleston, reviewed the narrative draft content.

Fred Phillips and Tom Hansen of the Berkeley-~Charleston-Dorchester Council of
Governments, and Robert Morgan and Bob Wise, archaeclogists with the USDA
Forest Service, provided access to their files and assistance in using them.
The professional staffs at the Charleston County Register of Mesne Conveyance
Office, Charleston County Public Library, Charleston Library Society and South
Carolina Historical Society have regularly gone cut of their way to help us
use their research files.

During the field work, we met the residents of Charleston County who own and

care about the properties we were studying. With no advance warning, these
people spent time with wus, discussing their land, occupations, families,
churches and homes. They showed us photographs and plats, barns and

smokehouses, cemeteries, waterways and fields, describing the history ©f the
landscape from a personal perspective. While cur understanding of history can
never be complete, and there are as many interpretations as there are
interpreters, our own interpretation of the sites in the inventory rests in
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large part on the knowledge of those who are most famillar with them. The
gurvey site cards include the namss of these “informants,” and ocur personal
thanks go to all of them for their generosity and hospitality.

We are particularly grateful to the pedple who came to the public meetings,
and those who scheduled additional interviews with us. They explained
communities, historiec themes and sites, opened gates to inaccessible
properties, and provided written materials we would not have unesrthed on our
OWnN . Alicia 5. Anderson, Jack Boineau, Julie Ann Cary, Amy Connor, Charles
Davis, Harold T., Buck and Rosie Lee Dukes, Sara Epps, Bill Fleming and Sarah
Fleming, Andy Gelden, Tommy Graham, Ross Hanahan, Richard Hanckel, Lewis Hay,
Amanda Griffith Herbert, Buddy Hill, Demi Howard, Claudette Humbert, Tom Kapp,
T. Alléen Legare, Audrey Mack, CGrady Martin, Jane McCollum, Aberdeen Meggett,
L.inda Murray, Marion Hurray, Tommy Nease, Dan Pope, Dale Rosengarten, Rita
Sanders, Mary Silcox, Dorothy Smith, EBilly Storen, Virginia Tavel, Mrs.
Charles Thompscn, The Reverend George J. Tomkins, IIZI, Julie BAnn Trouche,
Parker Tuten, Teddy Walpole, and Gertrude Woods are cited as "informants™ on
Survey Site Cards and in the Historical Overview. Far more than simply being
informants, they are part of our project team.
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PUBLIC HEETINGS

Hine public meetings were held during the Charlieston County Survey. At the
Fdisto Island and Kiawah-Seabrook islands meetings there was a Jjoint
presentation by Preservation Consultants and SCIAA.

Wadmalaw Island, May 7, 1921 at Wadmalaw Community Center

Edisto Island, May 16, 1991, at Edisto Island Community Center

Highway 61 Area, May 30, 1991, at Middleton High School

Kiawah-Seabrook, June 4, 1991, at Kiawah Town Hall

McClellanville, October 1&, 1991, at New Wappetaw Presbyterian Church
Adams Run, November 21, 1991 at Adams Run Civic Center {Adams Run School)
s5t. James, Santee, March 3, 1992 at St. James-Santee Elementary School
Ravenel, March 10, 1992 at Ravenel Town Hall {(Ravenel Depot)

Meggett, April 20, 1992 at Meggett Town Hall (Meggett Post Office)

Attendance wvaried, but there were usually between twenty-five and thirty
interested citizens and property owners. Meetings were opened and moderated
by Community Leaders. After the consultant’s presentation, representatives
from the 3State Historic Preservation Office, Charleston County Planning
Department, and Sponsor Organizations answered questions from the fleor.
After the official meetings closed, the consultants and members of the
audience had the opportunty to discuss a variety of matters informally.
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BPPENLRIX C: SAMPLE FORMS

Letter from Charleston County Planning Director William W. Miller

South Carolina Statewide Survey Site Form

Statewide Survey Site Form, Continuation and Photographs

The two-part Survey Site Form provides for a congistent method of
describing and evaluating historic properties throughouth South
Carolina. It is designed for computer entry of essential
information, but also allows for the narrative information that is
required for a full assessment of a historic resource.

The second page has space for continuation of narrative data,
sketch maps or gite plans, and a black-and-white photograph of
each property.



SEREY MODRE CHANRMAR
BARL RYEBA, VICE CHAIRMAN
Erbded BEALH

FIMEHARDT BROWE
PENELOPE O DAVES

Bos MILLER

JOHN F. SEIGNIOUS

County of Tharleston he N

({:hay!ggfnn' C%Hnt;? ({:arﬁ{ina WILLIAM W MILER, DIHECTOR

PHOME (803 7238729
W REPLY REFER TO!

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
2 SOURT HOUSE SOUABE
CHAFLESTON, 5. 28401-2206

Dear Charleston County Resident:

Charleston County is conducting an inventory of historic
buildings and sites throughout the county. Co-sponsored by the
Preservation Society of Charleston, the Historic Charleston
Foundation. and the South Carolina Department of Archives and
History. this project is intended to document structures, sites
and landscape features that were constructed before 19%941.
Preservation Consultants of Charleston is our contractor for
the inventory.

Preservation Consultants will be carrying out field work for
the project through the summer of 1992. They will identify and
document sites of historical value, and photograph specific
properties. Part of the Statewide Survey of Historic Places,
permanent files will be housed at the County Office Building
and the $§.C. Department of Archives and History in Columbia.
The information will be used to educate planners, property
owners, residents and the general public about the rich
heritage of Charleston County and the importance of our
historic sites. .

The Charleston County Planning Department hopes that local
residents will be able to supply historical information about
communities, farms, buildings and other historic sites. If you
have questions about the project, please contact Steve Dykes or
Joe Heard of the Planning Department at 723-6739 or Sarah Fick
at 723-1746 (Preservation Consultants).

We appreciate your help and interest,
Sincerely,

William W. Miller
Director of Planning

WM/ JHH/ smn



South Carolina Statewide Survey Site Form
State Histork Preservation Office
P43, Box 11669« Columbin » 5C e 20211 » (8038) 7348609

IDENTIFICATION
1. Control Mumber __Ej

19

/ /.

Z. NE Microfiche index &

county

%, Himtoric oame (s}

census denignated ?Ear:e

site #

4. Cammoon pame:

&, Address/location:

City:

Orwnership:
Categoty:

more,

other (0}
11. Status/date:

Vicinity of:

County: Charleston

T™S:

private (1) ciy {(2) county (3) state (4) federal (5}
building (1} site (2) soucwre (3} object {4)
Historic nse(s): single dwelling (I} multi dwelling (%) commercial (3) 10.Potendal;

listed individually in National Register __ /__ /
Jisted as part of NR historic diswrict __/_ /_ Name of districe

- tongibuting __non-conttibuting

lised individually Nadonal Historic Landmark __/__/

Hetermined eligible—owner objection _ /__ /__
_.determined NOT eligible __ /__/

L deferred by reviewboard __/_ /|

_rejected by Washington _ /__ /.

. pending federal nomination __/__ /_

completed Preliminary Information Sheet (PIS)_ /. /7

12, Number of contributing properties:

&, Curvent usels):

single dwelling (1) muld dwelling (2}

commercial (3} other {0)

name

NR(1} NR historic district (2) archaeological (3

partof NHL diswriet __ /_/

~DOE process _/__/__

_rejected by reviewboard _/__/__

removed fromNR _/_ /.

_removed fromsorvey _/_ /.

demolished /. _/

__ homination on file/never processed __/__/_

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: When other (0} is chosen, enier data on reverse side wnder category 20 or 21

13. Construction Date

14, Alterstion Dute

16. Commercial Form — circle appropriate response(s)

A) 2-part commercial block
B} 1-part commercial block
C) enframed window wall

D )stacked verdcal block
E) 2-part vertical block

F) 8-part vertical block

17. DESCRIPTION: Select as many responses as appropriaie.

A)YHISTORIC CORE SHAPE

rectangular {1}
square {2)
L(3)

T 4)
U (5)
H (6)
ocuagonal (7)
irregular (8)
other {§)

B) STORIES
1 swory (1)
11/% mories (2)
2 swories (3)
21/2 swries (4)
8 stories (5}
other (0)

C) PORCH HEIGHT
1 story (1)
1 story w/deck (2)
2 or more stories (3)
2 or more with ters (4)
roofed balcony over 1 story
hip/shed (5)
other (0}

D) ROOF SHAPE
gabie (end to front) (1)
gable (lateral} (2)
hip (3}
cross gable (4)
pyramidal (5}
flat (6)
truncated hip (7)
gambrel (8)
mansard (9)
galt box {10)
jerkinhead (11)
gable-on-hip (12)
mono-pitch (14)
not visible (15)
other (0)

E) PORCH WIDTH
entrance bay only (1)
over 1 bay, less than full
facade(2)
full facade (3)
facade & left elevation (4)
facade & right elevation (5)
facade & both elevations (6)
other (0}

15. Architectural style or influence

G) wemple front
H) vault
1) enframed block

F} PORCH ROOF SHAPE
shed (1)
hip (2}
gable (3)
pedimented gable (4)
flar {5)
engaged (6)
partially engaged (7)
gable-on-hip or shed (8)
engaged porte cochere (9)
other (0}

G)y NUMBER OF CHIMNEYS
___exterior (1}
. imeriorend (2)
__interior (8)

.._double shouldered (6)
__ notvisible (7)
_..other ()

J) Central block w/wings
K) arcaded block
0) other

H)Y WINDOWS
single (1}
double {2)
tripartite (3)
grouped (4)
decorative (5)

display (6}
other (0)

1) PANE CONFICURATION
waceried (1)
Queen Anne biock-glass (2)

Prairie/bungalow/crafisman

geometric (3)
nol vikible (4}
other {0}

N AN S

JHDOORS
mngle (1}
__double (2)
tansom (3)
fanlight (4)
sidelights (5)
other (0)

¢85



By CONSTRUCTION METHOD
masonry {1}

frame (2} ,

iog (%)

steel {43

othey (0}

L) EXTERION WALLS

westherboard (1)

headed westherboard (8)

shiplap (3}

flushboard (4)

wood shingle (5)

stocco {6}

tabby (7)

brick (8)

brick veneer {(9)

stone veneer {10}

caststone {11}

marbie {12)

asphalt roll (18}

synthetic siding (14}

asbestos shingle (15)

pigmented sructural
glass(16)

other {0}

none (1}

none visible (2)

garage (3)

garage w/living area (4}
shed (5)

kiwchen (6)

MY PORCH DETAILS
chamfered postz (1)
turned posts (2)
supports on pedesials (3)
colurmns (4)
posts (5)
piers (6)
pillars (7)
freestanding posts (8)
balustrade (3)
apron wall (10)
turned balusters (11}
decorative sawn balusters (12)
glat balusters (15%)
ather sawn/turned work (14)
insect screening (15)
porte cochere (16)
other (()

N) CHIMNEY MATERIAL
brick (1)
swiccoed brick (2)
stone {3)
brick & stone (4)
other {0)

18. HISTORIC CUTBUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES:

genant house (7)
other house (8)
office {9)

barn (10)
tobacco barn (11)
dairy (12)

O ROOF MATERIAL
composition shingle (1)
presed metal shingle (2)
wood shingle (3)
slate {4)
raised seam meial (5}
other metal (6
rolled roofing {7}
not visible (8}

e (9}
other (0}

P) FOUNDATION
not visible (1)
brick pier (2)
brick pier with £} (%)
brick (4)
stzccoed masonry (5)
stone pier {6}
stone (7}
congrete block (8)
alab constructdon (9)
basement (10)
raised basement (11)
ather (0)

crib (13
smokehouse (14)
slave house (15}
privy (16)

well (17)
gpringhouse {18}

2 DECORATIVE ELEMENT

MATERIAL
custiron {1}
pressed meta] (2)
terra cotia {33
granite (4)
rarble (5)

cast stone {6)
brick {7}

wood {(8)
pigmented glass (9)
stone (10}
stuceo (11)
othey {0}

R} INTERIOR FEATURES (list)

store (19)
windmill (20}
chicken coop (21)
silo {22)
washhouse (23)
root cellar (24)
other {0}

19. SURROUNDINGS: residendal (1) residential/commerciai{2) commercizl (3) rural (4) rural community (5} industrial (6) other (0}

20. ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTIVE COMMENTS:

21. ALTERATIONS

HISTORICAL INFORMATION
23. Period(s):

22. Theme(s):

25. Architect(s):

26. Builder(s)

27. Historical daw

24. Important persons:

28, Informant/Bibliography

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT
29. Quadrangle name:

environmental review files (6) HABS/HAER {7) SCIAA (8} other (0}

22. Recorder name/firm

30. Photographs pﬁn@uﬁdes (2) negaﬁves

31. Other documentation: survey back-up files (1) National Register files (2) wx act files (3) grant files {4} state historical marker files (5)

#

32 Dare recorded




South Carolina Statewide Suwrvey Site Form
CONTINUATION AND PHOTOGRAPHS

Control Mumber _U/ 17 _ /

county census designated place site #

Continuation:

{Attach photos here}

Photo # Photo Index & View of NS EW

Date Taken /Recorded by:

State Historic Preservation Office » P.O. Box 11669 ¢ Columbia, SC 29211 « (803) 734-8609

12/88
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APPENDIZ D: HIBSTORICAL BACKGROUND OF ZURVEY AREA
and

APPENDIX E: BIBLIOGRAPHY

The Charleston County Brchitectural and Historical Survey Historical Overview
and Bibliography are incorporated into this report as appendices. Because the
intent of Charleston County was to provide a research fool that could also be
uged by students, researchers and the general public, the documents are
formatted go that they can be photocopled separately from each other and from
the rest of this report.
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GEOGRAPHIC OVERVIEW

Encompassing approximately nine hundred forty-five sguare miles at the heart
of South Carclina‘s Lowcountry, Charleston County is separated from Georgetown
County te the northeast by the South Santee River and from Colleton County in
the southwest by the South Edisto River. To the east the county fronts on the
At lantic Ocsan. Inland, the western boundary with Dorchester County is
demarcated by County Line Road and Rantowles Creek, and continues as an
irregular line to the Ashley River. The Wando River and South <Carolina
Highway 98 form the boundary with Berkeley County. The county’'s boundary
extends north along Charleston Heck between the Ashley and Cooper rivers.
Location, +topography and c¢limate have influenced the development of
transportation, agricultural, settlement and commercial patterns and the
nature of the historic resources that exist in the Charleston County today.

The Sea Islands are part of a chain extending from Florida north to the Santee
River delta, separated from the mainland and one another by networks of
rivers, tidal creeks and inlets, marshes and coastal lagoons. Bull, Capers,
Dewees, Isle of Palms, Sullivan’'s, Morris, Folly, Kiawah, Seabrook and EBEdisto
islands all front on the ocean. The large inland islands, Wadmalaw, Johns and
James, are sheltered from the sea by these barrier islands.!

Elevation in Charleston County is fairly uniform, ranging to seventy feet
above Mean Sea Level (MSL)} with most land being from five to fifteen feet
above MSL. The major rivers are the Scuth Santee, Wando, Cooper, Ashley,
Stono, Wadmalaw, North Edisto and South Edisto. Principal creeks include
Dawho, Toogocdeo, Bohicket, Church, and Awendaw. Other deep creeks cut into
the larger islands of the county.?

In 1682 three counties - Craven, Berkeley, and Colleton - were laid out as in
today’s South Carolina. Craven County extended northward from Seewee River
{Awendaw Creek) to the Roancke River in present-day North Caroclina; Berkeley
County from Awendaw Creek south to the Stono River; and Colleton County from
the Stono River south to the Combahee River.?

In 1706 ten parishes were established as church and civil administrative
units: 8t. James, Santee, in Craven County; St. Philip’s, Christ Church, St.
Thomas, St. Denis, St. Andrews, St. John's, Berkeley, and St. James, Goose
Creek, in Berkeley County; and St. Paul’s and St. Bartholomew’s in Colleton
County. ({Except St. Bartholomew’'s, all or portions of these parishes are part
of present-day Charleston County.)4 As the population grew, parishes were
subdivided. In 1717 the upper portion of St. Andrew’'s Parish was separated to
form 8t. George, Dorchester (in today's Dorchester County}. In 1734, John’s,
Wadmalaw, Edisto and "other islands to seaward™ were removed from St. Paul‘s
Parish and designated as St. John's, Colleton, Parish. 5t. Philip’s Parish
was divided in 1751 with the creation of 5t. Michael'’'s Parish. In 1754 the
"English Santee" portion of St. James, $Santee, Parish was made a separate
parigh, St. Stephen’s ({(today in Berkeley County).5

Used as c¢ensus units through the nineteerth century, Lowcountry parishes are
convenient geographical sectors for the researcher. Because of changing
political Dboundaries into the twentieth c¢entury, parishes provide more
accurate statistics than do county-level c¢ensus data. Parish names -~ 35t.
Pauls, 8t. Andrews, Christ Church, and 8t. James, Santee -~ gtill refer to
large unincorporated areas of Charleston County.
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Charleston County’s political boundariss were changed at least ftwice during

the 1880s. In 1882 a ZOO0 square mile area was removed to form Berkeley
County, with Mount Pleasant its county sest. The City of Charleston and &
narrow strip along the coast to ite north remained as Charleston County; its

principal towns were Moultrieville, on Sullivan’s Island, and MoClellanville.
in 1893 about BUO0 sguare miles of Berkeley County was annexed back into
Charleston County, including the islands southwest of the Ashley River, Mount
Pleagant, and much of the area between the Wando and South Santeeg rivers.5®

The 1911 annexation of 8t. Pauls Parish included the mainland area scuthwest
of Charleston from Rantowles Creek to the Edisto Rivsr. In 1%20 Charleston
County achieved its modern boundaries, annexing from Berkeley County a thirty-
five square mile area along the Southern Railway line above Charleston Neck.’

Charleston County’'s area was reduced slightly between 1975 and 1987. The
portion of Edisto Island that includes Edisto Beach was annexed into Cclleton
County in March 1975, and is today incorporated as the Town of Edistce Beach.
In July 1987 a tract north of Edistoe Beach, including land to the east and
west of Highway 174, was also annexed into Colleton County“B

Native Americans

Native BAmerican settlement in South Carolina 1s thought to have bheen
continuous for more than twelve thousand years. During the Palecindian Feriod
{10,500-8,500 BC) the ocean's shoreline may have been up to £ifty miles west
of the present ooast, which would have put most of Charleston County under
water. During the Archailc Period (8,500-1000 BC)} the natural landscape became
the humid, pine-~dominated environment of today. Small bands of Native
hmericans spent spring along coastal regions, went to inland camps for the
summer, and gathered in the upper ccastal plain during the winter. Gradually,
today’s Charleston County became more heavily occupied than the Piedmont,
apparently because of its richer and more diverse habitats. Shell rings
indicate habitation sites from the later Archaic period.?

PDuring the Woodland Period (1600 BC~100C AD), Native Americans became more
sedentary and skilled at using diverse resources, eating deer, bear, rabbit,
turkey, fish and turtles. Some groups began to develop agriculture during the
the Mississippian Period {1000-1500 BAD). The indigencous people of the
Lowcountry apparently lived in settlements, with few isclated f£armsteads.
Their trading paths extended throughout the southeast and beyond.'9

During the Contact Period, beginning in roughly 1526&, people from Europe,
Africa, the Caribbean, and North America began to interact. The Spanish,
French and English encountered Native Americans in the Lowcountry for at least
one hundred years before establishing permanent settlements.!!

Native Americans initially tried to cooperate with the European settlers. The
Kiawah are said to have convinced the early colonists to settle at the Charles
Towne Landing site, a strategic trading location. The Sewee allied with the
English, supporting them against Spanish raids and supplyving them with food.
Some tribes guickly grew unhappy with the white settlers, and by 1674 the
Stono and Kussce rebelled. They were dsfeated and many captives shipped to
the West Indies. In 1686, Native Americans took part in a raid by Spanish
Floridians that burned English settlements as far as the east side of Edisto
Island.'?



Inn 171% the Yamassee {(Yemassee)} Indiang, ocentered at Pocataligo, rampaged
through the province. They crossed the EBEdistoe River and raided through 5t.
Pauls Parish as far as the Stono River. Prevented from crossing the Stono,
they burned Pon Pon Bridge over the Socuth EBEdisto River 1in their retreat.
Their final defeat in 1717 effectively ended any Indian threat to the area.

The indigenous population declined as contact with EBuropeans increased.
fezides military defeats, diseases the Buropesans brought with them devastated
the native population. In general, the danger of Indian attack receded with
the frontier as white settlement expanded north and west into South Carolina,
but gkirmishes along the scuthern border continued for some years.“

EARLY SETTLEMENT, 1870-1730

In 1663, King Charles II granted a charter to the province cof Carolina to
eight Lords Proprietors. In 1669 one of them, Anthony, Lord Ashley Cooper,
organized a fleet of immigrants who settled at Albemarle Polnt (Charles Towne
Landing)y in 18670. South Carclina was established largely as a business
enterprise, its settlers trading with Native BAmericans for such goods as
deerskins while they experimented with staple crop agriculture.! In 1672 the
gettlement was moved to the more defensible Oyster Point, between the Ashley
and Cooper rivers, and named Charles Towne. The harbor could be guarded by
defenses on Sullivan’'s and James islands while it provided for passenger and
cargo shipping.'®

The Lords Proprietors encouraged their colonists to establish towns. They
believed that a neatly laid ocut town was more conducive to settlers and
investors than sprawling farmsteads, and townspeople were easier to defend,

tax, and call to arms. Because Charleston so effectively established its
position as the colony’s commercial center, there was little development of
other towns. There was a short-lived town on James Island, but Willitown was

the first settlement after Charleston that can be considered a town. Located
on a twenty~-five foot high bluff overlooking the South Edisto River, Willtown
may have been planned as early as 1682. Devastated by the Yamassee raid of
1715, Willtown declined completely after about 1750, due to the difficulty of
defending it, the problem of malaria, and trade competition £from nearby
Charleston. '’

Research into early land grants and settlement patterns in Charleston County
has shown a fairly consistent pattern in the selection of early settlement
sites. Both on the islands and in mainland areas, rural colonists developed
scattered farms along navigable rivers (for transportation of goods), building
their houses on high ground when possible. Freegh water springs may also have
been a factor in choosing settlement sites. Farmers especially wvalued "0ld
Indian Fields," land that was already cleared for crops.'® Rural dwellings in
1711 were dotted along both banks of the South Edisto River and the west bank
of the North Edisto, scattered on Wadmalaw and Johns islands (mostly along the
Wadmalaw and Stonc rivers), and at both banks of the Stono on Johns and James
islands.!?

The first ceolonists in South Carolina were almost equally divided between
Anglicans and Dissenters. Settlers organized churches and constructed
buildings for them as soon as they were able. Although the Church of England
was the established sect, religious freedom was guaranteed to others, and by
about 1680 Dissenters (Presbyterians, Baptists, Congregationalists and
Quakers) were in the majority. After 1685 significant numbers of French
Huguenots began to arrive.<l



Carclina’s population grew rapidly. By 1708 there were "1360 freemen, %00
fres women, sixty white servant men, sizxty white servant women, 1700 free
white children; 1800 Hegro men slaves, 1100 Hegro women slaves, 500 Indian men
aglaves, 600 Indian women slaves, 1200 HNegro children slaves, and 300 Indian
children slaves. 2!

Before 1695 about one-guarter of the colony’'s population was made up of black
slaves; by 1708 they had become the majority, as more Africans came through
the port of Charleston than anywhere elge on the continent. By 1719 slaves
accounted for almost two-thirds of Carolina’s population.??

SURVEY DATA: Hurricenes have been recorded in Charteston County at Least since 1686, and have had a continuous, 14
sporadic, impect in the leoss of buildings, bridges and other structures, ss well as natural landscape features £5
While no above-ground rescurces are Known to remain from the first settiement period, early plantation sites have
been identified at Point of Pines, #056; Point Farm, #270; Beckett’s, #303; Ash Point, #387; Little Britton, #390;
Toogoodoo/ Laurel HYLL, #517; Tibwin, #577; and others.

Export Commerce and Agriculture

S3outh Carolina was established largely as a business enterprise, the colonists
trading with Native Americans while they experimented with staple crop
agriculture. Scft white deerskins, dressed by the Indians, were an important
export product. From 1674 through the 1680s, Lord Ashley’s plantation on the
upper Ashley River was the headguarters for Indian trade west of Charleston.
In 1716 an Act provided for Indians to trade deer skins and furg at variousg
plantations.*

The earliest successful exports included forest products as well as trade
goods. The naval stores industry (tar, pitch, resin, and turpentine used in
ship construction and maintenance) expanded after Parliamentary incentives
were established in 1704. In 1712 South Carolina was the major producer in
the c¢olonies; exports increased through the 1720s. During the 1740s profits
from improving agriculture, and loss of British bounties, led to a decline in
the industry. Tar and turpentine production continued longer in areas that
were unfavorable for crops.2>

Board lumber products were also important. Long leaf pine and cypress were
prized for wooden planks, shingles and barrel staves. Mills first shipped
lumber to the shipyards of Maine and Massachusetts, then expanded trade to the
West Indies and South America, and Europe. By the late 1670s South Carclina’'s
colonists began building ships for local and English investors, in Charleston

and along waterways 1in other areas. According to historian Theodore
Rogengarten, shipbuilding was the “chief industrial activity of the Sea.
Islands.” Some shipbuilding sites, such as that on Hobcaw Point in Christ

Church Parish or the James Island Shipyard (1742-1772), were used fairly
continuously. Others were used for only a short period of time, as builders
camped near their source of wood and moved on when work was completed,?6

The early settlers tried a variety of crops for export, most of which proved
unguccessful. Tobacco showed potential, bat after 1700 Virginia and Maryland
dominated the British market and little tobacco was grown in Charleston
County. Oranges failed commercially, as did olives, grapes and silkworms.
Farmers did produce food for themselves and for townspeople, growing Indian
corn, rice, wheat, barley, kidney beans, "American potato,” garden vegetables
and fruit trees. Typically, livestock animals were allowed free range, pigs
in swamps and forests, cattle or sheep in drier pine forests and savannahs. B3
report of 1686 indicates the crops being grown on a Sea Island plantation: *70
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acresz of Indian corn, a crop of English peas, 200 traces of cholce onions,
tobaceo, and 100 grsat hogs. "2/

SURVEY DATA: A& rumber of mounds remain gt Millbrook Plantation, #3855, which appear to be tar kilns. Further
research 18 required to determine when these kilns were used. Several shipyard siteg have been identified as
srchaeologicslly fmportant. Ho sbove-grourd sites ssseciated with the early shipbuilding industry have been
identified incCharleston County.

Defense and Transportation

In the generally flat terrain of Charleston County, islands, high riverbanks
and peninsulas were particularly Llmportant for defense. In 1674 cCaptain
Florence O'Sullivan was appointed to manage a signal cannon on  today’s
Sullivan’s Island, firing to warn Charleston when ships approached. In 1706
the colonists were alerted by the Sullivan’s Island watch and held off a
French sguadron loaded with Spanish soldiers and Indians. Port Johnson on
James Island wasg constructed by 1709 to further protect the harbor’s
entrance.28

Lumber producers, farmers and traders delivered most of their goods by river
to Charleston Harbor for export. Settlers also adopted land trails and
trading paths already in use by Native Americans, adding routes between their
own settlements, trading centers, and ferry landings. One of the earliest was
today’s Ashley River Road, established in 1690. In 1703, the General Assembly
directed that a road be built from “the southwest side of Ashley River to
Willtown." The southernmost section of today’'s Parker's Ferry Road lies along
this route. Bn Act of June 1714 called for "continuing the road to Edisto
Island” and making bridges over Dawhoo Creek and the South Bdisto River. A
statute was passed in 1721 that prohibited cutting shade trees when roads were
laid out.??

Some of the early rcads in Charleston County, such as the Ashley River Road
and Parkers Ferry Road, remain largely on the original routes. Over time,
most roads have been rerouted to a greater or lesser degree. Curves and
detours were straightened out when bridges could be constructed at wider
waterways, leaving sections of roadways, ferry and bridge sites to be
abandoned or reduced to serving local traffic.

SURVEY DATA: Ashley River Road , #004; Willtown Road , #141.9 & #510; Parkers Ferry Road, #620; Pine Landing #376.1;
Botany Bay Road and Landing, #195; Old Geergetown Road, #570; Otd Jacksonboro Road, #600.

Government

Under their Fundamental Constitutions, the Lords Proprietors appointed the
provincial governors and controlled the court system. Initially all political
functions were vested in the government of the Province of Carolina: the
Governor, the Parliament (later known as the Commons House of Assembly), and
the Grand Council. The Council acted as the upper house of the legislature,
as well as the court of equity, civil, criminal and admiralty law. Justices
of the peace were the only local officials.3®

In 1682 three counties, C(raven, Berkeley, and Colleton, were laid out as
election districts and militia and judicial units. Craven Ccunty extended
north from Awendaw Creek to the Roancke River in present-day North Carolina;
Berkeley County from Awendaw Creek south to the Stono River; and Colleton
County from the Stono River south to the Combahee River. The counties
extended inland for thirty-five miles from the coast. A general court was
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established at Charleston, with Jurisdiction eover all three counties.
Election precincts were established at Charleston and Willtown. !

There was a close link between government and church in coleonial South
Carolina, and in rural areas churches were often the only buildings available
for public purposes. The Church Act of 1704 established the Church of England
in South Carclina and prohibited non~anglicans from serving in public office.
The act was repealed by the Church Act of 1706, which established the Church
of England as the state religion, but permitted Digsenters to hold office.3?

Providing for more localized government, the Church Act of 1706 divided the
province into ten parishes that were designated as both coivil and church
administration units. The parishes established in 1706 were 8t. James,
Santee, in Craven County; 5t. Philip’s, Christ Church, S$t. Thomas, St. Denis,
5t. Andrews, S5t. John's, Berkeley, and St. James, Goose Creek, in Berkeley
County; and 8t. Paul’s and St. Bartholomew’s in Colleton County. In 1716
Anglican parishes were designated as election districts, with elections held
at each church.33

SURVEY DATA: St. Andrew’s Parish Church, #110; Christ Church, #031; St. Paul’s Church, #509; Wappetaw lndependent
Congregational Church, #559; Johns Island Presbyterian Church, #067; Edisto Island Presbyterian Church, #041;
Wil ttown, #141.0.

GROWTH OF THE COLONY, 1720-1780

In 1721 South Carolina’'s sgettlers succeeded in their petitions to be removed
from proprietary rule and established as a Royal Colony. They claimed among
other things that the Proprietors had failed to provide adeguate defense for
againgt Native Americans and pirates. The transfer to royal government was
complete in 172%, and the Royal Navy could now be expected to provide
defense.3%

Government administration began to shift away from the Anglican Church as
members of other denominations grew more powerful. By 1740 the maljority of
South Carolina’s population was divided among several Protestant religions:
45%% Anglican, 42% Presbyterian, French and other Protestants, 10% Baptist, and
3% Quaker.

The period of royval government was prosperous for Charleston County. British
mercantile laws faveored goods from the Atlantic colonies, and the ¢colonists
were learning to farm effectively. Encouraged by the government, settlers
from frontier areas of the northern colonies migrated to the “"back country* of
southern colonies during the 1750s and 1760s. As they moved Scuth Carclina’s
frontier westward, inland settlers raised goods for their own consumption as
well as for export. Their trade moved over land and water to Charleston.3®

Transportation Improvements

As agricultural production expanded, inland waterways remained the chief
avenues to market. The advantage of shortening these routes was obvious, so
canals were cut to improve waterways for shipping.3’ One of the earliest
appears to have been Elliott’s Cut, between the Stone and Ashley rivers at the
north side of James Island. By 1751 South Carolina’s colonists had “cleared
many creeks, and cut some canals betwixt rivers... made useful public rcads
all over the country, and a multitude of private paths ... from particular
plantations to thosge roads, or to convenient landings... built many bridges
over rivers, and laid causeways across marshes. 38
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Boads zigzagged between the narrowaest sections of creeks and rivers. The
sarly bridges of coastal South Carolinag were generally short span, timber
bridges supported by fimber trestles. Shert spans could be Jolned in long
bridges extending across broad expanses of flat, swampy terrain. Ry
sngineering improvements made longer bridoes possible, new bridges were bullt
and roads straightened. Bacause coastal rivers were so important to
transportation, drawbridges were used fairly @arlye59

Stores and taverns in rural areas were located near bridges or ferry landings.
Church locations were also determined by transportation routes. In 1768 a
church for 8t. James, Santee, Parish was built near the bridge over Wambaw
Creek. Betweon BEdisto and Wadmalaw islands, the Horth BEdisto River was much
too wide to bridge. For Ediste Island’s Anglicans, who traveled by water to
the parish church on Johns Island, the sclution was to erect a church for
chemselves in 1774.40

Survey Data: Eariy canals in the survey area inciude New Cut, #2644, and Watts Cut, #375. Ko surviving timber
bridges from this periodhave been identified. Modern bridges are found at sites that may have been in continuous
use. Ses 5t. James, Santee, Church, #1710, and Trinity Episcopal Church, #132.

Agriculture and the Plantation Economy

In contrast to & "farm," which produces goods for family or local consumption,
a "plantation” is defined as producing crops for cash sale. Both systems
flourished in Charleston County, with the city providing a market for domestic
goods, and its harbor providing for an import-export plantation economy.
Professionals, merchants and factors in Charleston complemented their business
interests through rural agricultural production. From St. Andrews and Christ
Church parishes, farms owned by city businessmen or independent farmers
supplied produce, livestock, brick and firewcod to the urban market as well as
to single-~crop plantations. Settlers further from the city, without access to
market for the sale of food crops, concentrated on forest products, livestock,
or staple goods.*

The success of indigo and rice stimulated the agricultural export economy.
Some of the earliest settlers had brought indigo seed teo South Carolina. In
1739 Eliza Lucas planted West Indian indige seed at Wappoo Plantation. By
1744 she had a good crop, and shared her improved seed with other planters.
Profits increased after a Parliamentary bounty, intended to aid the English
textile industry, was instituted in 174%. South Caroclina became the British
Empire’'s major producer of dye as indigo planting spread through its inland
sSwamps. ‘

In much of Charleston County, indige became a supplemental crop to rice, which
was alsc favored by British mercantile laws. Planters experimented with
different cultivation methods, aided by the knowledge of West African slaves
experienced in subtropical agriculture. Rice was irrigated with fresh water
through dams, dikes, trunks and ponds. After about 1750, the tidal culture
method, which used the power of tides to move fresh water for irrigation, was
developed. The guality and gquantity of rice was dramatically increased along
rivers where tides were strong above the highest level of salt water - the
South Santee, Cooper, and South Edisto rivers, and Toogoodoo and Awendaw
creeks. Tidal culture was infeasible alcng the Wando River, in swampy inland
areae, and, except the north and western edges of Edisto Island, on the Sea
Islands of Charleston County.%
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Zlaves were imported into Charleston County in incresasing numbers, especially
in aress that favored the labor-intensive crops of indige and rice. As early
as 1720 the trend toward varying proportions of slaves in the population of
various parishes was apparent: that year in St. James, Santee, Parish, there
were 42 taxpayers with 584 slaves (1:14}); in 5t. Andrews Farish 210 taxpayers
with 2493 slaves {1:12); in St. Pauls Parish, which then included Johns,
Wadmalaw and Hdisto islands, 201 taxpayers and 1634 slaves (1:8); and in
Christ Church Parish there were 107 taxpayers and 637 slaves (1:6).

Bz the proportion of black slaves in Charleston County vose, the threat of
slave rebellion reose accordingly. The Stono Rebellion of 1739% was an attempt
by a group of slaves to escape to Spanish Florida, which had promised freedom
to runaways from the English colonies. About twenty slaves gathered on Johns
Island, crossed the Stono River, and traveled south, killing whites, raiding
plantations and gathering recruits. The whites caught up with the slaves at
the plantation later known as Battlefield Plantation. They executed all the
captives except those slaves who could convince them that they had been forced
to join the march.%

Survey Data: Publicly-owned ricefields, reserves and dikes canbe visited today at the Santee Coastal Reserve, #736;
the Wedge Plantation, #139; The Grove, #057; and Hampton Plantation State Park, #058. Other plantations that retain
large-scale landscape elements related to rice cultivation include ProspectHill, #009; Fairfield, #044; Harrietta,
#U57; Prospect Hit L, #101; andMount Hope, #1461.03.

The $tonc Slave Rebellion Site is at the edge of Rantowles Creek, near today’s Sea Island Small Farmers Co-op.
BattlefieidPlantation isnear Parkers Ferry Road, at the north side of today's US Highway 17 South (just west of
HI34 Y,

Town and Country

The "town and country” residential pattern, with Charleston the social and
cultural capital of the piantations, developed during the eighteenth century.
The social hierarchy was tied to land ownership, tempting merchants, factors
and manufacturers to divert profits to the purchase of plantations.
Lowcountry indigo and rice planters, whether fulltime planters or merchant-
planters, had town houses as well as plantation houses. Typlically, planters
were in town from January to March, for the social season, and from May until
the first frost, to escape the fevers endemic in swampy regions. According to
historian George Rogers, they "considered themselves to be, and were, almost
equally the citizens of the town with those who dwelt in it."%

Some planters built town houses as residences or investments; others rented
Charleston dwellings for themselves. Even the most prosperous families
typically concentrated their major eceonomic and aesthetic resources on the
house they perceived as their primary residence. Until his death in 1770,
Jacobh Motte, Public Treasurer of the Province, leased the fine Georgian
residence at 69 Church Street from the Jordan Roche family. On his own Mount
Pleagant Plantation, in today’s Mount Pleasant Historic District, Motte built
an unassuming two-story wooden house, with wainscot similar to that of his
house in Charleston.%®

Houses in town and country often displayed an architectural sophistication
that demonstrated close ties with England and the urban centers of the North.
Professional architects and builders were employed, but with architectural
literacy an integral part of a gentlemanly education, the ocwners themselves
frequently designed their dwellings.A?

Certain families in particular were ncted for the elegance of their buildings.

14



The Bulls of 5t. Andrews Parish and Charvleston were typloal of an slite group:
wealthy, educated, politically prominent and assthetically astute. A&bout 1704
Lisutenant-Governor William Bull built a two-story brick house at Ashley Hall
Plantation, in the Jacobean style with a hall-and-parlor plan and projecting
ataly tower. {Nearby Middleton Place, built about the same time, alse had a
projecting stair tower.] About 1720 he alsc built a three-story brick house
in Charleston (35 Mesting Street), in the Georgian style then popular in
England. about 1770 the second Lieutenant Governor William Bull improved
Ashley Hall with a formal garden in the Itallianate style.%8

John Drayton built Dravton Hall, a fine example of Georgian—Palladian
architecture, as his principal residence between 1738-~1742. Drayton’s town
house is much less impressive, although the drawing room has a mantelpiece
similar to those at Drayton Hall; it clearly was a second home. It is in
contrast to the elegant city dwelling of Miles Brewton, the leading slave
merchant of his time, and also a member of a prominent planting family. He
expended much of his fortune on the elegant town housge at 27 King Street,
built 1765-69 in the Palladian style.*’

About 1725 Paul Hamilton had brick imported from Boston te build a residence
on his 300 acre Edisto Island plantation. The style of Brick House, similar
to the houses at Mulberry, Hanover, Lewisfield, and Crowfield in today's
Berkeley County, is said to have been of French influence, and a forerunner of
the Charleston "double house” of the 1750s and 1760s.°0

In Chriat Church Parish, George Benison's 9%980~acre plantation was worked by
thirty-twoc slaves. The house, now known as ©Oakland, is & simple frame
cottage. Although Benison owned considerable amounts of land, he appears to
have been unusual in living only on the plantation: no evidence of another
residence has been found.>!

Whether it is because of the value that has historically been placed on
preserving these sites, or the bliases of earlier researchers, much more is
known of the plantations of the elite than of the homes of the middle and
lower strata of society. In some parts of the county, notably the Sea
Islands, census data indicate few white or free black laborers or small
farmers, but in other areas a substantial proportion of the population were

not “"planters.” However, Linda Stine notes that 63 c¢olonial/antebellium
"plantation" sites have been identified in Charleston County, as compared to
four "farmsteads." This should be attributed in part to the less substantial

quality of modest dwellings and, irn larger part, to a lack of knowlege about
the dwellings of small farmers and entrepeneurs. ‘

SURVEY DATA: Ashley Hall Plantation, #004, Brick House, #022, Oskiand, #088, Mount Pleasant Plantation House, #08%,
Fairfield, 8044, Hampton, #058, draytondall, #039.

Tabby and Brickmaking

Tabby is a concrete-like substance composed of shell, sand, and lime, molded
into large blocks and dried in place. Lime for tabby was often mined from
oyster beds or Indian shell middens. With no stone found naturally in the
Lowcountry, brickmaking became significant in Charleston County, especially in
Christ Church Parish, where sgoil type, abundant pine trees for fuel, and
proximity to Charleston encouraged the industry. The clay scoil used for brick
is generally unfavorable for crops, and brickmaking also filled in at eslack
planting times. The Horlbeck family’s brickworks remained important through
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the nineteenth century; one of their best-known early buildings is
tharleston’s Exchange Building.b?

SURVEY DATA: Tabby service buildingz remsin at Bleak Hall, #017, and Heprzibah Townsend's Oven Ruins, ¥137.
structural walls of dwelling houses remain ot Point Farm, #270, ard Jomes Seabrook’s House, #381. Esrly brick houses
include Brick House, #022, ard Drayton Hall, #139; churches include St. Andrews, #110, and St. James, Santee, #1711
Tabby and brick foundations are seen at houses throughout the county.

American Revolution

Beginning in 1763, Parliamentary acts affecting trade gradually changed the
political affections of most Lowcountry planters. Protest demonstrations took
place in Charleston against such measures as the 1765 Stamp Aot and the
reduction of the indigo bounty in 1770. Strained relations eventually led to
WAL . Charleston’'s defenders soon completed fortifications at Haddrell's
Point, Fort Johngon, and Sullivan’s Island.>3

In June 1776 a British fleet entered Charleston Harbor. They landed at Isle
of Palms, then attempted to cross Breach Inlet to Sullivan's Island. 780
Americans held off the 2,200 British socldiers. Betwean 1776-78 most of the
war was fought in the north, but in May 1779, a British army marched from
Savannah to besiege Charleston. They built earthworks at Stoeno Ferry,
withstood an American attack in late June, then retired to Beaufort,™

In February 1780 the British came to Charleston County in force. General Sir
Henry Clinton landed troops at Seabrook Island, secured the upper Stono, and
moved across to Johns Island where he established a temporary headguarters at
Fenwick Halil. He then ordered his army across the Stono River to James
Island. They tocok Fort Johnson, and built a bridge across Ellictt’s Cut to
move troops and gunsg to the mainland. On April 8, the British fleet entered
Charleston Harbor. Charleston surrendered May 12, 1780.°%

From their base at Charleston, the British supplied themselves throughout the
region. After the Continental Army was driven out of South Caroclina, the only
effective American force was that of General Francis Marion, the "Swamp Fox."
At the Battle of Parker's Ferry, in August 1781, Marion and his 400 troops
intercepted a raid by 540 Hessians, British and Tories. The British fled back
to Fort Dorchester then to Charleston.®

The British Army under General Cornwallis surrendered in October 1781, but the
British did not evacuate Charleston until December 1782. Unable to meet in
the capital city, the General Assembly of South Carclina met at Jacksonbore in
1782.57

SURVEY DATA: Military sites have been recognized throughout Charleston County, and are generally treated as

archaeological resources. See Encampment Plantation, #734, where American troops were stationed to guard the
approach te Jacksonbore fromCharieston.
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RECOVERY AND EXPANSION, 1783-1820

The BAmerican Revolution ended the prosperity of the colonial periocd in
Charleston County. Continental money was worthless, and agricultural and
commercial markets had changed. Cropfieids had been neglected, the
countryside looted, buildings burned, cattle and horses confiscated and slaves
carried off by the British. The increasingly populous interior sections of
South <Carolina began a challenge toc the Lowcountry's political dominance.
They succeeded in having the state capital relocated to Columbia in 1790,
adding to Charleston’s post-war distress.>®

Rebuilding the Plantaticon Economy

There was a brief resurgence in indigo planting after the American Revolution.
South Carclina indigo was inferior in guality to that grown in the West
Indies, and could not be grown profitably without British bounties. The
market collapsed after 1796, when English producers shifted their efforts to
India. Rice planting increased as South Carolinians found new markets and
improved their mills. The English engineer Jonathan Lucas, and his son
Jonathan, Jr., were innovators 1in milling. In 1787 Lucas built the first
water mill and by 1792 the first tidal mill, at Peachtree on the Scuth Santee
River. Other mills were soon established in the city and throughout the
Lowcountry.59

Survey Data: No rice mills were surveyed. There is said to have been a mill south of Wilitown (see #141.4} as late
as 1980, and the ruins of several miiis are said to exigt in the Santee River Delta. Summit Plantation House, #128,
was built in 1819 at the site of an eartier ricemiii, A mill was moved from Tibwin Plantation, #577, to the Ford
Huseun inMichigan in the 19305,

Eli Whitney’s cotton gin was introduced in 1794. A fairly simple machine and
easy to replicate, by 1802 it was a standard feature on farms and plantations
throughout the south. United States cotton production increased from 3,000

bales in 17%0 to nearly 50,000 bales in 1800. Within the next year it doubled
to 100,000 bales.®?

Sea Island cotton, with fiber twice as long as that of upland or short-staple
cotton, brought a price up to six times as high. In 1788 Mrs. Kinsey Burden,
using seed from the West Indies, raised a successful crop on Little Britton
Island. The Burden family had a very profitable crop with their selected seed
gstrains. They alsc picneered the special gin required for long-staple cotton.
By 1801 Sea Island cotton comprised 20% of the entire United States
production., The crop demanded heavy soil additives, and planters discovered
the value of salt mud and sadge, crushed oyster shells and ground cotton seed
as compost.®]

Large holdings of land and slaves held practical advantages for staple-crop
planters, providing flexibility to cope with seasonal, climate, and health
problems. The profitability of rice and cotton increased the demand for
slaves in the areas where those crops could be grown. From 1804 to 1808, at
least 200 ships unloaded upwards of 40,000 black slaves at Charleston. Even
after legislation in 1808 prohibited further importation of slaves intc the
United States, slaveholdings in Charleston County continued to increase, with
many slaves being purchased from states to the north .2

The first Census of the United States, taken in 1790, listed 249,073 residents
in Scuth Carclina. The twelve parishes of Charleston District had a total
population of 66,985 (about 50,000 ocutside the City of Charleston). 77% of
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the district’'s population was black, almost all of them slaves. Through 1830,
census flgures show the percentage of Charleston County’s population that was
Black remaining fairly stable at between 77 and 78%. Hearby countles that
grew neither rice nor long-staple cotton never had populations more than fifty
percent slave.®

Census data from 1790 show regional differences in slave holding within
Charleston County. In 8t. Johns, Colleton, Parish, where cotton plantations
ware predominant, there were 585 white, over 4700 slaves, 17 "mulattoes and
free” and 23 free persons attached to white households. Five percent of white
households had no slaves; 32% (55) had ten or fewer. £3% of the total owned
more than ten slaves., Of these, sixteen planters (9% of total) owned between
50~100; and four (2%) over 100. ({By 1810 there were 7127 slaves in 8t. Johns,
Colleton, Parish.)

in 8t. Pauls Parish, with both cotton and rice agriculture, there were 57
white households and fifteen free personz of color. As in 8t. Johns,
Colleton, 5% (three households) owned no slaves; 26% owned fewer than ten.
68% of the total owned more than ten slaves. Of these, nine planters (15% of
total} owned between 50-100, and 7 (12%) over 100.

8t. Andrews Parish, including James Island, alsc had a mixed agriculture.
There were 1Z3 white households and 31 free people of color. Roughly the same
proportion {(4%) as in St. Johns, Colleton, and St. Pauls owned no slaves. 28%
(35) owned fewer than ten slaves. 54% of the total owned more than ten
glaves, 4 planters owning between 50-100. ks in St. Johng, Colleton, three
planters (2%) had over one hundred.

In Christ Church Parigh, 127 white households and one free woman of color were
counted. A much larger proportion {20%}) of households had no slaves, and 41%
(52) owned fewer than ten. Only 38% of the total owned more than ten slaves,
nine (7% of total) held between 50~100, and two held more than one hundred.
Even in this area where a majority of whites owned few slaves, B80% of white
households had at least one slave in 1790.%

This overview of parish-level census data indicates the response to varying
transportation, agricultural and commercial opportunities 1in Charleston
County. However, only S$t. Pauls Parish lies fully within the boundaries of
the present proiject. In Charleston County, James Island (St. Andrews Parish}
and Johns Island (5t. Johns, Colleton) and much of Christ Church Parish (Mount
Pleasant and Sullivan’s Island) have previously been surveyed. Part of St.
James, Santee, Parish and most of &§t. Thomas and 8t. Denis Parish are in
today's Berkeley County.

Plantation Houses

Among the elite, the pattern of dual residency established before the American
Revolution lasted throughout the antebellum period. Gabriel Manigault is
credited with bringing the Adamesque stvle to South Carclina, but the Pinckney
family were also devotees of the architecture of the Adam brothers. During an
extended stay in England, the Charles and Eliza Lucas Pinckney family lived
near Hampton, actor David Garrick’'s wvilla on the Thames, to which architect
Robert Adam had affixed a portico in his distinctive style. Between 1790-91,
Hampton Plantation House, home of the Pinckney’s daughter Harriott P. Horry,
was enlarged, and a portico remarkably similar to that at Garrick s Hampton
wasg added. Near Hampton, Harriott Pinckney Horry had Harrietta Plantation
built in 1797 for her daughter Harriott H. Rutledge.®
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Charles and Eliza’'e son Thomas Plnckney spent most of his youth in Europs. In
1797 he married Frances HMotte. Theilr Adamssgue style Charleston house (14
George Street) has polygonal projectiong front and back, and frieze detailing
similar to that at Hampton. Pinckney ig credited with the design of EL
Dorado, which stood on the South Santee below Falrfield and Harrietta. Begurn
in 1797, El borado had a porticos with slender columns similar toe those at
Harrietta and Fairfield and & main block with twin wings, but was bullt with
considerably less elegance than the town house on George Street.%

A& member of a prominent New York family, Colonel Lewis HMorris served in the
Loweountry during the Revoluticnary War, and married plantation heiress Anne
Barnett Elliott. In 1795 they purchased a fine Georgian town house (34
Meeting Street), residence of South Carolina’s last colonial governor. The
Georgian style was passing out of fashion when Morris acquired the house;
Thomas Pinckney’'s town house could have inspired the plan of the Morrises' ca.
1807 plantation house on the Scuth Ediste River in $t. Pauls Parish. With its
polygonal room, Mount Hope was quite stylish when built .67

The Seabrooks had planted on the Sea Islands since the early colonial period
and were notakle bullders. About 1810 William Seabrook bullt a “"mansion
house” on his cotton plantation. Nearby Oak Island, in & style reminiascent of
this residence, wag bullt about 1830 by William Seabrook the younger and his
wife Martha BEdings. Cassina Point was constructed {for William Seabrook’s
daughter Carolina Lafayette and her husband James Hopkinson. Members of the
Seabrock family are also said to have remodeled Edisto Island’s 0ld House.%®

SURVEY DATA: As noted previously, the residences of the wealthiest tevel of society are the historic resources that
are most Likely to remain, See VanderHorst House, #137, Hampton, #058, Harrietta, #060, Fairfield, #044, Mount Hope,
#1413, Willtiam Seabrook House, #116, Oak lslend, #097, Cassina Point, #0326, and Old House #92. See also Summit
Plantation House, #128, Brookiands, #023, Prospect Bill, #101, Crawford’s, #305, and Tibwin, #577. None of these
plantations retain cohesive integrity within the entire complex: typically the principat residence, surrounding
grounds and water views, and an entry avenue remain. At a few the location of some slave quarters is definitely
krnown; at even fewer have the locations of functional buiidings or structures such as wells and animal pens been
identified.

Religion

The Church of England was weakened after the American Revolution, as many
Anglicans had left South Carolina. Dissenters, led by Baptist clergy, united
in a petition to the Assembly to completely separate church and state, and in
1790 South Carclina’'s constitution abolished the established church
altogether. The Anglican Church was transformed into the Protestant Episcopal
Church.5

While Charleston County’'s white elite continued mainly to attend the Episcopal
and Presbyterian churches, other denominations, particularly Baptist and
Methodist, began to attract converts. The independent nature of the Baptist
Church made it possible for black Baptists to organize and ordain ministers,
and the first separate black Baptist congregation in Socuth Carolina was
established about 1775 by a slave in ARiken County. Between 1787 and 1825
Baptist preacher Richard Purman, a native of Daniel Island, was active in
Charleston County. The Baptist Church did not, however, grow as strong in the
Lowcountry as in other areas of the state: in 1790 of forty-four churches in
South <Carolina, only £ive, with total membership of 507, were in the
Lowcountry. 0
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The earliest Methodist preachers to wvwisit South Carclina had found the
Anglican Church firmly entrenched, but after the hmerican Revolution there was
a place for the new denomination, and it developed rapidly. In 1787 there
were 2,070 white and 141 black Methodists in South Carslina and Georgis; by
1796 this had risen to 3,583 (24% of them black) in South Carolina alone. In
1808 two missionaries were assigned to cover the Lowcountry from the Santee
River to the Savannah River, preaching to white and blacks. Camp meetings,
which developed as itinerant preachers set up camp at central locations for
gseveral days of preaching, were tremendously popular.’

hg early as 1701 the Anglican Society for the Propogation of the Gospel had
begun missionary work among slaves and Native Americans. in 1712 an Act made
it lawful for slaves in Scuth Carolina to be baptised as Christians, but there
were continuing disputes among whites as to the nature that slave worship
should take. During the early 1800z, legislation restricting black religious
assemblies had the effect of keeping slaves in the established white
denominations, rather than in independent black sects such as the African
Methodist Episcopal Church (begun in 1787).72

Survey Data: See Hepzibah J. Townsend’s Tabby OvenRuins, #131, and Ediste island Baptist Church, #040.
Transportation and New Settlements

Land and water transportation routes have been continucusly improved in rural
areas o©f Charleston County. The succegs of churches, ag well as commercial
enterprises such as taverns and stores, relied on road, bridge, and ferry
connections. In 1798 Andrew Hibben developed Hibben's Ferry at today’'s Mount
Pleasant. A few years later James Hibben purchased Mount Pleasant Plantation,
near the ferry, and had it surveyed and divided into 3% tracts. The village
became a significant commercial and service area for the residents of Christ
Church Parish.’3

SURVEY DATA: See Seabrook’s Bridge, #095, and nearby Oak Grove House #196, said to have been used as a tavern.
Hepzibah J. Townsend’ s Tabby Oven, #131, was at frampton’s Inlet, #195.01.

In general, because of the role played by the City of Charleston in the
plantation economy of Charleston County, there were few independent villages.
Summer villages were the exception, and their development was motivated not by
commerce but by residential comfort. During the humid summer months, South
Carolina plantations exposed their residents to "summer fevers." No one knew
that malaria and yellow fever were carried by mosquitoes, which especially
flourished while rice grew in fields of stagnant water. However, well drained
pineland areas, or the seashore with its prevailing ocean breeze, were known
to be relatively healthy. After about 1790 planters built summer homes in
areas free of "mlasmas" or "bad airs," clustering in pineland villages or
along saltwater beaches, 7

The earliest settlers had attempted to control the spread of epidemic dissase

through establishing guarantine stations. These buildings, and sometimes
gshipe at anchor, held free persons as well &as slaves who were thought to
present a risk of spreading disease. An Rct of 1707 called for what was

probably the first "pest house,” or lazaretto, on Sullivan’s Island. <Close to
Charleston, but physically removed from the population center, the island was
a convenient guarantine site. Sullivan’'s Island was appropriated to the state
for public purposes (defense and gquarantine} in 1787, but by 17%1 those who
found it "beneficial to their health” to reside on the island were permitted
to do so, and it developed as a summer ijLle;xge.?'E
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On Bdisto Island, planters began to rent lots and build summer cottages along
the ocean beach at Edingsville. A causeway across the marsh made the village
convernient for the planters to visit thelr fields periocdically. There was
algo an early summer village known as Cedar Island in the Santee River delta,
iost to the hurricane of 1822.7%

SURVEY DATA: Early summer village houses of the elite were much simpler in their plan and detailing than their
principal ity or plantation houses. Edingsvilie was largely abandoned after the Civil War, and damaged by hurricane
in the 1870¢. A few buildings were moved £o interior areas of Edisto Island (Bailey’s Store, #0058, appears tobe a
vypical example of Edingsville architecture) before the hurricane of 1893 effectively destroved Edingsville Beach.
Zee also Edirgaville Beach Road, #383. The summer viliages in the project area, Rockville, Adams Run, and
Hetlebtanville, were establ ished Llater, and are treated ina later section.

ANTERELLUM PERIOD, 1820-~1B&C
Transportation

Transportation developments in Charleston County during the antebellum period
reflect a national interest in improving freight and passenger shipping. The
first steamship appeared in Charleston Harbor in 1819. in 1823 Congress
authorized "the building of lighthouses, light vessels, and beacons..."
Lighthouses were built near McClellanville and Cape Romain, and the Horris
island lighthouse at Charleston Harbor was replaced by a tower with &
revolving lamp. Robert Mills surveyed all of South Carolina for his Atlas of
1826, paying special attention to roads and landings, and recommending a
number of canal projects: water shipment remained the most economical way to
move goods over long distances.’’

By 1829 bridges and causeways had been completed along the entire 110-mile
route of the "State Highway" from Charlesten to Columbia. In much of the
Lowcountry, characterized by large land areas separated by water, roads that
led to ferries or bridges were heavily used. William Seabrook's Edisto Island
Ferry Company linked the Sea Islands %o each other and to <cCharleston.
Steamboat Landing Road connected Edisto Island’s main interior route to the
landing adjacent to Seabrook’s plantation. By 1824 Wadmalaw Island’s Maybank
Highway was referred to as the "High Recad to Rock Landing," Seabrook’s ferry
landing at Rockville.’8

Shore to shore ferries across rivers were improved as well. The Mount
Pleasant Ferry Company operated steamships across the Cooper River between
Charleston and Mount Pleasant, and up the Wando and Cooper Rivers. Abocut 1826
a ferry was established from Little Edisto to the "Borough" neighborhood of
Edisto Island. Botany Bay Road linked the public landing at the south side of
the island to the main road.’”

SURVEY DATA: The Cape Romain Lighthouses are within the Cape Romain Kational Witdlife Refuge. The present Morris
Istand iighthouse was built in 1874, On Edisto Island are Botany Bay Road, #349, Steamboat Landing, #¥116.2, and
Steamboat Landing Road, #334, and today’s Highway 174, #329. On Wadmalaw island see Rock Landing, #3i5%5.1, and
Maybank Highway, #276.

Inland producers found water shipment preferable to the long overland haul to

Charleston. After the demise of the State Canal, western Scouth Carclina
cotton was shipped down the Savannah River to Georgia‘s port, rather than by
road to Charleston Barbor, and the city entered a commercial depression. In

1830 the Scuth Carolina Canal and Rail Road Company, led by planter/fcotton
merchant William Aiken, was established, 1its goal to regain the upcountry
cotton trade for Charleston. In 1833 the line was completed from Charleston’s
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Meck to the Savannah River opposite BAugusta. This first railrcad had an
immediate impact on shippers and commercial interests in peninsular Charleston
and the Neck.®0

Charieston’s economy revived with the renewed cotton export btrade, and between
1850 and 1860 rail trackage in South Carclina increased from 289 to 988 miles.
Farmers and othersg along rall lines obtained contracts Lo provide firewood at
designated points. In 18%7 the Charleston and Savannah Railroad surveved a
100-mile line between 5t. Andrews Station and Savannah. Completed in 1860,
the rail line ran southwest from Charleston, with stations at today’'s
Rantowles, Ravenel, Osborpne, and Parkers Ferry. In 18561 a bridge was built
wver the Ashley River to connect the line to the Charleston peninsula. The
owners of the land around the Ravenel's Station had drawn up & plan for a town
of 182 half-acre lots, but development of Ravenel and other depot communities
wag interrupted by the Civil war.®

SURVEY DATA: Today’s community of Parkers Ferry is located at the point where the railway crosses Parkers Ferry
Road, #620, which extends from Wilitown Road to the site of Parkers Ferry. The ferry crossed the Edisto River
between today s Borchester and Colleton counties, north of present-day Charieston County.

Agriculture and the Plantation Economy

A gouthern plantation is often described as a self-sufficient community. This
ie not entirely accurate in the case of the staple-crop planters of Charleston
County, who were heavily reliant on the purchase of manufactured goods and
even food. The City of Charleston, a market for commodities from food to
building materials, was also the export-import center for a large area.
Indigo, rice and cotton had established the pattern of growing for export
rather than home consumption, a pattern that continued into the twentieth
century. While middle and upstate farms grew fecod for home, slave and market
consumption, some Lowcountry plantations even imported pork.8?

Tidal field rice and Sea Island cotton cultivation methods were c¢learly
defined, requiring large forces of carefully trained, disciplined and
supervised workers. Although most slaves were used as field hands, others
were engaged in domestic service and skilled trades. The "task" system used
on coastal South Carclina plantations was unlike “"gang” labor in that it
defined the work to be done each day by each slave. Time after the "task" was
completed was the slaves’ own; what they could grow in this free time was
their own, to be eaten, sold, or traded.®

The steam engine, already in use for milling rice, led to a few other
manufacturing enterprises in Charleston County. Turpentine distilling and
steam sawmilling increased, but during the antebellum period in general,
interest in manufacturing declined in the Lowcountry. Agriculture was
profitable, and plantation ownership remained socially desirable. During the
18208 the Scuth Carolina Agricultural Society and parish~based groups offered
prizes for "any new method of cultivation or fertilizer”™ that improved rice
and cotton yields. While fulltime planters continued to invest in city real
estate during the 18208 and 1830s, about one-fifth of Charleston’s major
merchants and factors invested in plantatiengJ%

Land on the Sga Islande became the most wvaluable in the state. In 1880, the
average value of a plantation on Johns Island was $17,075., compared with
average values of $7,714. in Christ Church Parish, where along Wando Creek
neither rice nor cotton grew well.% Without extensive drainage, swampy
areas, including Big Wambaw, Little Wambaw and I'0On {Iron) swamps in S8t.
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James, Santee, Parish; Bear Swamp in 8t. Andrews Parish; Caw Caw and Dravton
gwamps Lt Bt., Pauls Parish, were aleo diffiecult to farm.

Cotton

Higtorian Theodore Rogengarten has outlined two distinct “golden age™ periods
for Bea Isgland cotton: 1800~1819 and 1848-1861. From a high in 1805, Sea
Igsland cotton production fluctuated with the market, and crashed in 1819,
During the 1840s, when upgountry ootton had especially poor years, many
backeountry planters and thelr slaves left South Carolins pursuing fresh lands
further west. The general economic depression lasted until the late 1840s when
cotton prices rose agaln. Aided by skilled slaves, planters developed new
agricultural procssges and seed straing. 56

In 1850 South cCarclina produced thirteen percent ({310,000 bales) of the
nation's cotton. As many planters put all their arable land into cotton, the
state’'s production increased to 350,000 bales in 1860. Prices continued an
upward climb through 1861, with an encrmous increase following the bombardment
of Fort Sumter.B87

Rice

In 1850 South Carclina produced 180 million pounds of rice, almost three-
quarters ©f the nation’'s total. Most of this rice was grown in Charleston
{including today’'s Berkeley), Beaufort, Geocrgetown, and Colleton counties.
The upper reaches of the South Edisto River, Teoogoodoo Creek, the east branch
of the Cooper River, and both sides of the Scuth Santee River were ideal for
tidal rice cultivation.%8

Governor William Aiken’s Jehossee Island was a "rice plantation which for
extent, excellent management and productiveness, is not surpassed by any other
within the state.” The main canal, four miles long, gix feet deep, and 22°
broad, connected the South Edisto River with Watts Cut. Irrigation canals
crossed at right angles to the main canal, and there were seventeen masonry
locks. Between 1850 and 1860 Aiken increased his rice land at Jehossee,
reducing the amount of land used for milk cattle, sweet potatoes and corn.
This concentration of land and human resources on rice was rewarded by
production of 1,500,000 pounds in 1860.89

SURVEY DATA: In addition to the residences cited in the preceding section, surviving plantation houses include The
Wedge, #13%, The Grove, #057, Frogmore, #0654, Peter’s Point, #097, Windsor, #142, andMiddleton’s, #093.

Trees, gardens, and other plantings were part of plantation tayouf. Oaks were often in avenues of two rows, atong s
straight main entry drive. Notable avenues remain at such sites as Windsor, #142, Tibwin, #577.02, Ashley Hall,
#004, Brick House, #022, Selkirk, #294, Encampment #734.1, Dixie, #509, and Ozk Lawn, #394.

See Morrison’s Canal at site of Laurel Hill, #07%; and remnants of cotton field engineering at #2506 and #294.

Occupational Statistics

In 1850, South Carclina had a rat:o of 41% white, 358% glave, and only 1% free
klacks. The ratio in the twelve parishes that made up the Charleston District
was slightly different: 33.8% white, 60.9% slave, and 5.3% free "colored."%C
Census data reflect agricultural and occupational variations among the
parishes of Charlegton County. Even discounting for the wvariations in
different census takers’ reporting as to “planter” or "farmer,” the variation
in occupations among the parishes, different in agricultural, commercial, and
transportation opportunities, is clear.
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In 1850, 137 white households were counted in 3t. Johns, Colleton, Parish.
among  thelr members were B7 planters, 12 overseers, 16 physicians; 3

bBlacksmiths, 2 laborers, 7 carpenters, 3 clerks, 7 clergymen, 5 storskespers,
and 2 szeamen. There were no "farmers," and it is cbviocus from the white
accupations that most skilled labor on these islands was done by the 10,332
glaves ({an average of 7% per white household). There were 104 farms and
plantations. Nearly all {97} of them grew ootton; there were twenty rice
producers. Only three cotton growers (3%) had made legs than ten bales the
previous year; about one~third produced between 10 and 19 bales. Fourteen

{13%) of the plantations produced more than 70 bales each, elght of them more
than 100 bales. As in other parishes, some planters produced both cotton and
rice, but the rice producers mostly reported amounts under 3,000 pounds. Only
three planters produced more than 50,000 pounde of rice, incliuding William
Aiken with 930,000.

In St. Pauls Parish, there were 209 white households in 1850, and 4,692 slaves
(22 per white householdy. Only about half {101) the whites reported
agricultural production. In addition to¢ planters, there were a number of
farmers and drovers. The importance of timbering is seen in occupations such
as "shingle getter," "turpentine getter,” wheelwright, and cocoper. Of the 99
planters reporting improved acreage in 1850, 46 produced cotton and 59 grew
rice. In contrast to 8t. Johnsg, Colleton, 37% (17) of the cotton growers grew
less than ten bales. 8ix planters in the parish produced more than 30 bales,
including William Elliott, who reported 60 bales of cotton and 288,000 pounds
of rice. Although 54% (32) of the rice planters had grown less than 10,000
pounds, 33% (20} produced over 50,000 pounds (6 of them over 500,000},

In 18%0 5t. Andrews Parish, including James and Folly islands, reported 88
white households, and 2,912 slaves (33 per white household). There were 37
planters and 5 farmers; 4 physician/planters, and 5 physicians, as well as 2
mechanlic/farmers and 1 mechanic; 1 carpenter/planter and 1 carpenter; one
mariner and one hunter. Of the four "laborers,"” three were from Ireland, as
was the sole "servant." 21 agricultural operators had nec improved acreage,
several of them keeping significant numbers of livestock. Of the 35 growers
reporting cotton production, nearly half of them made less than ten bales.
Only 17% (& planters) reported producing more than thirty bales. The 18 rice
producers alsoc grew moderate amounts. Only one produced less than 10,000
pounds, and only four produced over 50,000 pounds.

In S8t. James, Santee, Parish in 1850 there were 77 households, reporting 36
farmers, 11 overseers, and only 18 planters; but 2,931 slaves (38 per white
household) were reported in the parish. In Christ Church Parish, with 2,772
glaves total, there 113 households (excluding Sullivan’s Igland) outside the
town of Mount Pleasant. There were 350 planters, 22 farmers, and three
overseers; six mechanice, six carpenters, and four oystermen,?

SURVEY DATA: HNo antebellum farmhouses or homes of timber and { ivestock operatives have been identified in the survey
area. Three structures, atl substantially aitered, were identified as overseers’ houses: at Rockiand, #1856, and
Fairview, #662; ard a hunting lodge on Jehossee Isiand, not visited during field work.

Slave rows remain at Beone Hall, #0168, and Mcieod ,#059, plantations, both outside the survey project boundaries.

Single slave cabins were identified on Edisto Island: #098, #311.1, #3¥7 {where there is also a double cabin} and
#378. Unlike the more substantial houses of white overseers, slave cabins that remain have less commonly been
altered for later generaticons; mest are unused today. Chimneys remain from stave cabins in various areas of
Charleston County, inciuding 8leak Hall, #017, and Hampton Plantation, #128. & row of chimney remnants is visible at
Red House, #2646, onWadmataw [sland.
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Summer Villages

The usge of summer villages continued through the antebellum pericd. In 1828
William Seabrook acquired a 54% acre tract on Wadmalaw and established a
landing at Rockville for his Edisto Island Ferry Company. Rockville was laid
out regularily, with most of the houses facing south toward Bohicket Creek,
connected by narrow roadways and paths. The regular lotz, closely spaced
houses, and two summer chapels (without churchyvard cemeteriesy make it clear
that the village wasz intended for residential use: except the landing and
agscciated tavern house, no provision appears to have been made for commerce
of any kind. The loss of the riverside road to the hurricane of 1883 gave the
village its present appearance, with houses at the water’s edge.%

Adams Run developed as a summer retreat for planters on the South Edisto
River. Unlike other summer villages in Charleston County, it was located not
on salt water, but on high ground convenient to the rice plantations of 3St.
Pauls Parish. William Wilkinson, whose home was at Summit Plantation, bullt a
summer house in about 1830, and began renting lots nearby to other planters.
Bs early as 1832 George W. Morris of The Grove Plantation had begun leasing a
lot. Because only the houses in Adams Run, and not the lots, were owned by
the planters who built them, few of them were occupied after the Civil War.
Many of the lots were sold during the 1870s and 1880s to satisfy debts. Most
of th§ residences in today’'s Adams Run were bullt between about 1880 and
1940.%

Archibald McClellan began the summer village of McClellanville when he sold
three waterfront lots on his plantation. In 1858 R. T. Morrison of Laurel
Hill bought the adjacent Jeremy’'s Plantation, and he and McClellan soon
cooperated to lay out and sell waterfront lots. 1In 1859 an ecumenical church
and a three-month school were established, but by 1860 there were only six
houses at McClellanville. The village was re-established as a full-time
fishing village, planter’s retreat, and commercial center after the Civil War,
and the typical architecture of McClellanville is generally late-nineteenth
century .

survey Data: Legareville, a fairly large summer village on Johns 1sland, was destroyed by fire in 1864. Three summer
houses remain in the Secessionville Historic District onJames island.

In the Village of Rockvitle National Register Historic District, #4350104, individual properties at Rockville were
surveyed as #145 to 175. At Adams Run, the Witkinson-Boineau House, #643, a full two-story house on a raised
basement with a one-story porch across the facade, appears to be the onty antebelium house with integrity. In the
McClelianville National Register Historic District, #3260075, individual properties were surveyed as #401- #478.

Churchesg

Separate churches managed by blacks provided an opportunity for slaves to
develop an independent social and organizational life, but they also had the
potential to foster revolt. After Denmark Vesey’s Charleston plot in 1822
there were severe restrictions on separate black churches. Planters relied on
missionaries from the Presbyterian, Baptist and Methodist churches to crganize
slave worship, and the slave membership in these denominations began to

grow.?

There was growth in Episcopalian churches as well. In 1818 s8t. John's,
Colleton, Parish Church had one black communicant; in 1854 there were 375%. As
churches became overcrowded, separate services were often heid for the slaves,
who were nonetheless full members of the white church. Despite the high
proportion of slaves in some Lowcountry Presbyterian and Episcopalian
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churches, generally the Methodist and Baptist churches in the south attracted
the largest numbers. The Southern Presbyterian Church had fewer than 8000

black members in 1860.%

Plantation miggions intensified during the 18308, Slave chapels were bullt on
a few plantations; otherwise existing bulldings, or simple brush arbors, were
uged, There were also some chapels built for slaves from several plantations
to worship jointly, such as Zion Chapel on Wadmalaw Island and at least three
chapels in 8t. Andrews Parish. hececessibility for the preacher to the slave
congregagations was an important consideration. Robert Mills' Atlas of 1825
shows the "ME Parsonage” on Edisto Island adjacent to the ferry landing.¥

After 1836 the Methodist Church stepped away from active abolitionism, and its
white membership increased rapidly. In Scuth Carolina their number multiplied
from 2,406 in 1838 to 31,%00 in 1844; black membership also grew during those
years, but more slowly, from 23,498 te 37,952. Between 1837 and 1845, schisms
in Protestant denominations refliected national tensions over slavery.
Separate southern Methodist, Baptist and Presbyterian churches were formed.
The Methodist Episcopal Church split in 1844, with the formation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church (South). Southern Methodists continued their
migsionary programs to slaves, and at the beginning of the Civil War, black
members were still a slight majority.%8

The Southern Baptist Convention met for the first time in 1845, with more
black communicants, preachers and churches than any other denomination. The
Baptist Church was strong in rural 5t. Pauls Parish, with Stono and Sauldam
both being organized in the early 184Cs. Stono Baptist had a marked upturn in
membership between 1855-58.99

SURVEY DATA: Some churches from this period have Llarge Interior balconies where black communicants sat: see Edisto
Baptist Church, #041, and Edisto Preshyterian Church, #141. Calvary AME Cemetery, #301, on £disto, is at the site of
Calvary Methodist. See also Zion Chapel, #222, centraily located on Wadmalaw Istand; Sauldam Baptist Church, #504;
and Stono Baptist Church, #506.
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CIVIL WAR, 1860-186%

For decades, politicians of South Caroline had gquarrelled with the national
government over tariffs, which protected Northern industry to the disadvantage
of the agrarian south. The guarrel deepened with the ildeclogical dispute over
slavery and states’ rights. After the Compromize of 1850 war was inevitable.
outh Carolina seceded in December 18580, and troops fired on the Union-held
Fort Sumter in April 1861. Te protect the approaches to Charleston, the
Confederates constructed defenses throughout Charleston County. 199

In November 18561 Union ships appeared in Port Royval Harbor, and the Sea
Islands north from Beaufort were ordered evacuated during the winter 1861-62
48 being indefensible. Forced to abandon houses, churches and crops, planters
joined the military or left with their families for the interiocr of the state,
iemaving many slaves behind. Isolated families in other exposed areas also
departed for safer areas.'0!

Throughout the Lowcountry, Union and Confederate troops used buildings,
livestock and crops as they found them. With ne hills to provide vantage
points, steeples and high buildings provided lookout and signal stations.
Horses and troops were quartered in churches, barns and houses. L.and battles
in Charleston County mostly took place on Johns Island and James Island. In
early 1863 a Union fleet arrived at Charleston, landing troops on Folly
Island. By summer they had taken Morris Island, instated a tight blockade of
Charleston Harbor, and begun besieging the city. Charlesteon did not surrender
until 186%. Although Sherman’'s march across the state did not come through
Charleston County, Federal troops raided and pillaged Lowcountry plantations.
Particularly along the Ashley River, there was much deliberate destruction.'9?

Evacuating whites left instructions for their slaves, but not all obeyed, and
many escaped. As the Federal government tried to bring order to the 10,000
blacks living on the Sea Islands, Forfeiture Acts provided confisgated land
for them to begin farming. As early as 1862 some of the tracts were sold to
their black operators. The Emancipation Proclamation (January 1, 1863) freed
about 400,000 s.aves in South Carolina. Some remained on their home
plantations; some went to cities and towns; some jcoined the Union Army; and
some formed bands of camp followers. General William T. Sherman’s Special
Field Order Number 1%, in January 1865, designated the entire Sea Island
region, from Charleston south to Florida, for black settlement. Freedmen from
the interior of the state joined those already on the islands. The Freedmen’'s
Bureau was established in March 1865 to improve their living conditions, 103

Mary Ames and Emily Bliss appear to have been typical Freedmen’s Bureau
teachers. Salling from New York in May 1865, they traveled to Charleston from
Hilton Head, then to Edistc Island where they reported to camp on “"the
plantation formerly owned by William Seabrock." The next day they settled in
a plantation house, and taught nearly one hundred students at a nearby church.
When the Freedmen’s Bureau educational program ended in the summer of 1866,
Miss Ames and Miss Bliss returned North, !9

Survey Deta: On Edisto Island, Union oficers and soldiers quartered at Cassina Point, #026, Frogmore, #0954, Dak
Island, #087, and Windsor, #142, where a {arge amount of scidiers’ graffiti remains in the house.

Several of the summer houses at Adams Run were Lost during or immediately after the Civil War.

Witliam Aiken’s house at Jehossee Island was burned early in 1862 by Union troops; Point Farm Plantation house,
#270.02, was destroyed by shelling from Federat gunboats in 1863. The Grove Plantation House, #057, was shelled but
not destroved. Houses at Runneymede, #3671, Magnolia, #079, and Vaucluse Plantation were burned, as was nearby
Middieton Place. Witliam Izard Bull set fire to his own Ashley Hall, #004, to save it from enemy destruction.
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Morris 1siand Lighthouse was destroved in 1861 by Confederate troops in an effort vo prevent Union forces’ entry to
Charleston Harbor. The Whooping leland Ferry Causeway (see #347) to Ediste Istand and Bugby Bridge, #2462, betueen
dohns ard Wadmalaw island, were destroyed by evacuating Confederates in 18671-62. In 1865 Confederate troops
evacuating Eharleston destroved the Ashley Biver drawbr idge.

RECONSTRUCTION AND THE END OF THE HINETEENTH CENTURY, 1865-1900

After the physical losses to houses, farms, roads, and raillways, the end of
the Civil War brought a complete dizruption of the sconomy of Charleston
County. Those who had invested in Confederate bonds and money found it
worthless, and the slave-based agricultural system was dead. Punitive claims
by the federal government aggravated the physical losses of southern planters
and businéssmen. When plantation owners were allowed to return to the Sesa
Islands late in 1865, the Freedmen's Bureau negotiated between them and groups
of black workers, ensuring that freedmen would be permitted to harvest the
crops they had planted, and negotiating labor contracts. The Reconstruction
Acts of 1867 redefined political systems throughout the south. Radical
Reconstruction, led by Republicans, including many freedmen, dominated South
Carclina’s government until 1877. By 1884 blacks had lost most of their
political power, and election laws of 18%5 closed them out fully.'05

Phogphates

The post-war phosphate industry in Charleston, Beaufort and Colleton counties
wag a major factor in the commercial recovery from the Civil War. ‘The first
few thousand tons of phosphate produced in 1868 found a ready market in the US
and EBurope. Phosphate is mined from marl, deposits of calcified bones, wvast
beds of which were found under land and streams in a thirty mile wide area
between Charleston and Port Royal. The South Carolina Mining and
Manufacturing Company and the Wando Phosphate Company were both established
before 1870. In addition to the economic impact of the mining industry, the
availability of phosphate also improved local crop yields.

Phosphate companies used trams and narrow-gauge railways extensively, and also

built standard-gauge railways and bridgez to haul rock. Phosphate plants
employed the old elite in management and operations, and former slaves found
mining an alternative to farming. In 1892 pelitical opposition to state

subsidies along with new competition from Florida damaged the river mining
industry; the hurricane of 1893 took many plants out of production. Phosphate
mining ceased altogether in 1911.%0%

Survey Data: Tram lines remain along the western properties of Runneymede and Millbrook, #355, plantations. On the
southwest side of the Ashley River Read, C. C. Pinckney mined phosphate deposits on Runneymede Plantation and built
the present house, #361. In 1885 Charies H. Drayton used profits fromDrayton Hall’s (#839) phosphate mines to bulld
an impressive house at 25 East Battery inCharleston. Phosphate mining altered huge tracts of land. bLong Lines of
workers shoveling off topsoil across wide areas, leaving expanses of furrowed ground, See Phosphate Mine Site, #362.

Timber

Naval stores and lumber production had re-emerged as leading industries in the
1860°s. Products such as turpentine, tar piteh and resin could be produced by
a single person tending thirty to fifty pine trees, with little need for
slaves or hired employees, Using few laborers, these producers are said to
have felt less impact from Emancipation than did c¢rop farmers. 107 Larger
turpentine stills coperated at Ravenel and McClellanville, where there was a
resident labor supply.
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Turpentine distilling declined ss board lumber companies began to compete for
longleaf pine trees. Lumber companies scguired large areas of abandoned
cropfields as well as depleted phosphate mining land. The river oities of
Charleston, Gecrgetown and Conway became major lumber milling and shipping
centers. Loggers found their best resocurces in river swanps. They built
large mills near main line railroads and at temporary mill camps deep in the
woodg . The companies reused phosphate rail lines, and also ran their own
track into the woods. Rail lines were easy to lay, move and replace, and were
efficient for bringing logs or rough-sawn timber out of swamps and wetland.'08

Survey Bata: Tramlines remain throughout the Francis Marion National Forest. Locations of nineteenth century
sawmills are well-known throughout Charleston County; nohistoricmill structures were identified during the survey.

Fishing

Small-scale commercial fishing requires little investment except boats, nets
and labor. Therefore, many freedmen c<ould enter the fishing business.
Vendors sold fish at the docks, from wagons, or at retail fish markets,
needing neither storage buildings nor large gquantities of ice. In 1880 94% of
the people identified as “"fishermen" in Charleston were black.!09

HMeClellanville developed as a fishing village, center of operations for
larger-scale white (and some black) fishermen, most of whom sold fish and
oyaters directly to wholesalers at Georgetown or Charleston. Iin 18%3 the
Bailey-Lebby company of Charleston put a gasoline engine into service on H.T.
Morrison‘s freight boat between Charleston and McClellanville, one of the
earliest uses of gasoline-powered shipping in the county. McClellanville also
grew as the c¢ommercial center for the large area that was still not
conveniently accessible to Georgetown or Charleston.'!0

SURVEY DATA: Even large fishing operations needed oniy a dock or mooring, so there are few structures associated
with fin-fighing in Charleston County. See Griffen House, #300. SeeMcCiellanvilie survey sites #4071 - #478.

End of the Plantation System

The price of cotton socared as post-War demand increased, and Sea Island cotton
brought especially high prices te black and white planters. Successful cotton
planters focused on improved cultivation methods and fertilization, and some
built houses for tenant or laborers. A few substantial houses were built or
rebuilt for the owners of revitalized cotton plantations, but changing labor
systems had a profound impact on their production. In 1860 Wadmalaw Islang
planter D. J. Townsend raised 140 bales, each 400 pounds, of ginned cotton; in
1870 he managed only eight 150-pound bales. On Edisto Island, William J.
Whaley reduced his improved land from 800 acres in 1860 to 350 acres by 187C.
His cotton production declined from 19,200 to 9,000 pounds. In 1879 Whaley
produced six bales of ginned cotton.'l!

SURVEY DATA: Substantial plantation houses dating to this period inciude New Cut, #2463, Wilson House at Sunny Point,
#272.2, and the 1891 mansion at Stiles Point, James Island {(National Register, #126.) The Whaley house at
Crawford’s, #305, was enlarged.

white planters organized to try to manage the new agricultural economy. Their
plantation commissaries served tenant farmers and wage laborers. Commercial
ginneries were established convenient to water or rall shipping routes
throughout Charleston County.''? Dpespite reduced production, cotton planting
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dominated the agriculture of most farmers through the remainder of the
nineteenth century.

SURVEY DATA: Onty one gin building was surveyed, #1146.1, This and three other gin structures, on Wadmalaw, James and
£disto/Raccoon Tslands, have been identified, all four altered for residential use. See also Copmissary at Oid
House, #0¥2.1, and cottonbarn at Cypress Trees, #3301,

Rice planting was greatly reduced. Rice was an integral part of the
Loweountry diet, and freedmen as well as whites continued to grow small amount
for home consumption, and a few planters, such as BEdward Barnwell in St. Pauls
Pariseh, rebuilt commercial rice plantations. However, most plantersg could not
manage dikes and irrigation canals without the skills of former siaves, and
were unable to compete with the wages offered by phosphate mining and
timbering. Property values declined: by 1883, the average value of riceland
in the state was about ten percent of its prewar price.!13

Charleston County alsc suffered several great natural disasters during the
late nineteenth century. The "Great Cyclone” of BAugust 25, 1885 klew down
buildings on James and Sullivans islands. The earthguake of 1886 was felt
throughout the region. The hurricane of ARugust 27, 1893, flooded islandsg from
Hilton Head to Johns Island, drowning 2,000 people.’!

Hurricanes destroyed rice trunks and dikes, and flooded fields with salt
water. Because logging had expanded in the uplands and piedmont of South
Carolina during the years before the Civil War, river basing were deforested
and subiect to erosion. Upstream flooding worsened the effect of storms and
spring freshets on the rice plantations of Charleston County. Increasing
competition from Louisiana, Arkansas and Texas reduced prices for South
Carolina rice. Finally, a blight struck rice crops. Producticon at Harrietta,
the last large commercial rice plantation in South Carolina, ended in 1903112

Survey Data: Prospect Hill, #009; HarriettaPlantation, #058,
The Rise of Black Landownership

Agriculture on small farms was divided between cotton and foodstuffs,
in¢luding rice, corn, vegetables, and livestock for subsistence and as cash
crops. In Charleston County, the fishing, timber and phosphate industries
employed former slaves as laborers, although in rural areas most worked in
agriculture. Field labor on the Sea Islands was almost all black. In
cvontrast to most of the South, and much of Scuth Carcolina, sharecropping was
rare in Charleston County. Intending to acquire their own land, freedmen
avoided sharecropping and labor contracts.'?®

Sometimes over the opposition of their neighbors, white landowners sold all or
parts of many plantations to former slaves. In 1860 there were thirty-seven
farms on Johns Island; in 1870 there were four hundred. Iin Christ Church
Parish, the number of farms increased from 61 in 1860 to 317 by 1B70. The
first private sale to blacks was Woodville Plantation, north of the Wando
River. In December 1863 it was divided into 6 to 18 acre farms, and 220
blacks bought and settled them.'V

During the era of confiscation sales (1865-66} properties were subdivided by
Federal engineers, with more regard for ease of mapping than for existing
cultivation patterns. The result was a pattern of "rectangular strips bought,
combined and settled by relatives... a queer patchwork of oblique patches,
little three-cornered lots, and every now and then a plantation scld whole
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carried on still by the old land lines. ' This pattern is alsoc typical of
lands sold by private owners or state agencies, who retalined surveyors to
divide tracts evenly.

south Carolina‘s Reconstruction government established a Land Commission to

buy, subdivide, and sell plantations for resident farming. after 1877, the
Land Commission’s sales were directed through the Sinking Fund Commission,
established to reduce state debt. The Sinking Fund preferred to sell land

only in large parcels, but some of its tracts were resold as small lots.!1?

Richard Harvey Cain, an AME minister in Charleston and later a US Congressman,
pegan buying land along the Southern Railway line in about 1868, In 1871 he
buought a tract of 2000 acres ten miles north of Charleston. Naming the
settlement Lincolnville, he divided it into two to ten acre plots to sell to
freedmen. The Town of Lincolnville was incorporated in 1889, 129

Blacks established land-buying cooperatives in some South Carolina counties,
particularly <Colleton and Charleston. On Edisto Island James Hutchinson,
cotton gin operator and chairman of the Republican Party precinct, organized
guch a group. During the 1870s he acquired tracts and divided them into
twelve to twenty-acre parcels for sale to other blacks. Storekeeper and gin
owner John Thorn alsc subdivided plantation tracts, and wasz said to be worth
as much as $20,000. by 1880.121

in 1883 most black farmers on South Carclina‘s Sea Islands farmed “on their
own account." A large number owned farms, and a still larger number rented
lands for cultivation. By 1900 42.8% of all black farmers in Charleston
County owned their farms, versus 22.4% statewide. On the whole, although
there were many failures, due to bad luck, poor management and outright
trickery, the combination of determined expectations, farming experience, and
generally fertile lands, resulted in overall success for Charleston County’s
new landowners. 122

SURVEY DATA: OnEdisto Island are Hutchinson House, #0366, Whaley houses, #292 and #296, and Jones House, #314. At
Freedmen's Vil lage are Tho: .. House, #293, Sites #2854 to #2990, and #295. (See also Laurel Hill, #344 and 345, and
Vinegar Hill, #319 and 320.) OnWadmalaw see Grimball House, #216, and Harrison Tract, #179 to 181, #275; see also
#207, #213 and #357. 1n Christ Church Parish see #552, #5564, #574, #575, and #578.

Transportation Improvements and Truck Farming

Vegetable ("truck™) farming began to replace rice, and later cotiton, in large
areas of Charleston County. Railcoads were critical to the development of the
truck farming economy of the Sea Islands and 8t. Pauls Parish. Two Charleston
County farmers, William C. Geraty of Yonges Island and Frank W. Towles of
Wadmalaw Island are credited with introducing truck farming in South Carolina.
In 1868 they began planting cabbages and Irish pctatoes for shipment by water
to the New York market. After the Savannah and Charleston Railroad resumed
operations in 186%, truck farmers switched to rail transport. Potatoes soon
became a chief money crop in Charleston County. Other vegetables were also
grown in large guantities, especially after the development of refrigerated
{ice box} cars.'%

In 1882 "Sea Island Cotton and Market Produce® were being farmed on James
Island, "Truck and Fruit Farms" on Charleston’s Neck, and "Truck Farms and
Cotton™ at <the south side of the Wande River in ¢Christ Church Parish.
Railroad companies assisted in financing tramlines found on many riverfront
farms by about 1880. These small-gauge tracks allowed a small engine and cars
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to load produce directly onteo gteamers and barges that connected with a rail
company wharf. 1%

In 1892 an important new rail line was run south from Ravenel to Yonges
igland, where steamboats from Edisto and Wadmalaw lslands brought produce and
pasgengers to the mainland. During the next few years a network of spur lines
linked crop fields and packing sheds along Church ¥Flats, Toogoodoo and Gibkson
creeks to the rallway. Yonges Island developed as the shipping hub of a large
area, a role that was enhanced with the founding of the Stevens Line in 1903,
The town of Meggett, located near the center of the trucking area, developed
as its commercial heart. Ravenel was an important rail fjunction, and a town
began to develop around its railroad track.'??

As a step toward rebuilding the commercial economy of the City of Charleston,
the U.8. Army Corps of Engineers began to improve Charleston Harbor for deep-
draft steam vessels. In 1879 work began on jetties extending from Morris

Island and Sullivan’'s Island, intended to keep the harbor’'s channel clear. A
study in 1883 showed that the jetties, still being constructed of stone and
riprap, were already working. The detties withstood the hurricane of 1893,

and were finally completed in 1895126

Despite the improvements to the harbor, railrcad companies generally did not
use Charleston Harbor to connect with ocean freighters. Southern Railway,
which operated on the original South Carclina Railway line onto Charleston’s
Neck, had its principal shipping terminal at Norfolk, and the vegetables grown
in the county were shipped north by train from local depots. For this reason,
and because many of its leaders were newcomers toe the Lowcountry, the truck
farming industry remained somewhat apart from Charleston’s commercial
economy . 127

SURVEY DATA: In 1878 nine miles of track were laid to connect the original main line from Johns Island Station to a
trestle, #364, across the Ashley River into teday’s North Charleston, Farm tramt ines were Located onWadmalaw [sland
at Quiet Corner, #234; Oak Grove, #266; andMarting Point,#249. COther survey sites related to truck farming include
ACL/ Blitehes Spur bridge site, #511; Rose Hill Packing Shed, #658; and Stannts Packing Shed, #385.1. The ACL Bepots
at Adams Run (Osberne), Yonges lsland and Meggett were built between 1900 and 1904, and are gaid to have resembled
Ravenelfs Depot, #601, built in 1900.

"The Second Yankee Invasion”

South Carolina’s poverty and low property values contributed to a social
phenomenon that lasted from the 1890s and through the 1930s, the acguisition
of plantations by wealthy HNortherners. Plantations throughout Colleton,
Jasper, Beaufort, Berkeley, Georgetown and Charleston counties were advertised
for sale in the Northeast.(By the 1%40s the change in ownership o©f 8o many

plantations was referred to as a "second Yankee invasion."!28) Drawn
egpecially by the duck hunting available in cld ricefields, the new owners
used plantations as winter vacation retreats. They organized clubs, such as

the Santee Gun Club, to acguire and manage tracts of land for hunting. Unlike
tidal rice fields, former cotton plantations could support other crops, and
contemporary writer Chalmers Murray considered that they were legss often sold
for hunting preserves.!é?

The newcomers were especially attracted by the plantation houses, "already
equipped with the charm of time."'30 Many houses were renovated or enlarged
to accommcdate large parties, and guest guarters and stables were added at
several, including Harrietta, Tibwin and the William Seabrook Plantation. At
many estates, notable landscaping was incorporated into the complex, as with
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the gardens at Fenwick Hall and Wandoc Plantation. & few planters’ houses were
demclished and replaced by residences more appropriate for entertaining, such
az the present house at Boone Hall Plantation.

Hot only "Yankees” acquired plantations during this period. Hear Awendaw,
Buck Hall Plantation was acguired by a physician from Augusta. The 3500-acre
Wande Plantation was scld to Beaufort native Henrietta Pollitzer Hartford.
Unlike many of the winter sporting retreats, Wando was a "refuge for wildlife,
allowing no hunting of any kind."?3!

Purchasers provided year-round employment to some local workers, white and

Black, who lived in small communities on the plantations. New housies were
built for some employees while others remained in the tenant or even slave
dwellings. Some plantations were used for agriculture as well as pleasure.

By the mid-1950s, many hunting properties had been converted into cattle
farms.132

SURVEY DATA: Seabrook Mansion, #1164, Boone Hall, #016, Fenwick Hall, #047, Harrietta, #060, Prospect #ill, #009,
Wedge, #139, Willtown Bloff, #1471, tive Gak, #500, and Tibwin, #577, are among the plantations that were used for
duckhunting or other winter recreation. The Santee Gun Club Lodge, #736, 15 on today’s Santee Coastal Reserve. S$ee
also Taytor House, #47%, atMcClellanville, and Thames House (Santee Home), #713.

Changing Residential and Religious Patterns

Small towns such as McClellanville, Adams Run, and Ravenel develcoped as
commercial and communication centers during the late nineteenth century.
South of Charleston, mail service relied heavily on railrcads, and a post
office was opened at Ravenel Depot in 1888. By 1896 there were six post
offices along the rail line between 8t. Andrews Station and the Edisto River,
including Rantowles, Ravenel, and Osborne. At Yonges Island was an important
post office that delivered mail by water to Edisto's Steamboat Landing and

also to Jeohns Island’s three post cffices. North of Charleston, on the
Southern Railway, there were three post offices in 1896, including one at
Lincolnville. In the area between the Cooper and South Santee rivers, the

five post offices, including "Awensdaw” and McClellanville, relied upon
delivery by road and water from Charleston. ¥ No post office buildings from
this early period have been identified.

Churches were built in the developing towns: New Wappetaw Presbyterian in
McClellanville by 1877, Ravenel Methodist Church in about 1885, and Christ
Episcopal Church at Adams Run in 1887. Many of the new truck farmers and
their laborers were northerners, and a Roman Catholic¢ Church, unusual in the
rural Lowcountry, was built at Yonges Island in 1865, McClellanville
dedjcated a new cemetery in 1873, In keeping with the national trend toward
suburban or garden cemeteries, it was outside the village proper, at the
appogite bank of Jeremy Creek.

In lightly settled areas, the white churches that continued to thrive were
those that were on good roads, and were mostly Baptist or Methodist. on
Edisto, Wadmalaw and Johns islands, where no towns developed, the traditional
churches continued to be used; several were rebuilt between the 1870s (St.
Johns and Trinity Episcopal churches), and the 1880s (Grace Chapel at
Rockville).

The rise of land ownership among blacks was paralleled by the increasing
independence of their churches. Between 1866-1899, new churches formed
through initiative, schisms, and missions, and blacks constructed buildings
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and egtabished cemeteries on small parcels of land throughout Charlegton
County. They also gained possesgion of earlier slave chapels and buildings
that had been constructed for white or mixed s@ngragatiaﬁ§.w“

In the spring of 1B86% large numbers of AME misslonaries began to come into
South Carclina, and BAME membership grew rapidly. {The AME Zion alsc
flourished in South Carclina, although few AMEZ churches were organized in
Charleston County.) The northern Methodisgt Church continued its missionary
wark in the south, and in 1868 established separate black Methodist Episcopal
conferences. As black Methodists in South Carolina jeined separate churches
or other denominations, between 1861 and 1870 their membership in the
Methodist Church, Scouth, fell from 48,600 to only about 28,000. in 1871, the
church encouraged its last black members to form the Colored Methodist
Episcopal (Christian Methodist Episcopal) Church. By that time, with only 680
black South Carolinians remaining in the Southern Methodist Church, the CME
was a small denomination in the state.'>

Baptists had been among the earliest free black congregations. In 1866 the
South Carolina Baptist Convention stated that the duties of Baptist churches
included not only helping freedmen learn to read the Bible, but also to help
them construct their own churches when they wanted to sgeparate. In 1872
Ediste Island Baptist Church, which had dissolved in 1859, turned over its
buil%}ng to the black members, who had continued gervices throughout the Civil
War. 136

The Reverend lIshmael Moultrie, a graduate of Penn Center, was the first black
to be trained as a missionary for the Presbyterian Church, U.S$.3A. Between
1866, when he organized the Edisto Island Presbyterian Church (where he is
buried), and 1892, the year of his death, bhe was instrumental in forming the
Presbyterian churches of St. James, on James Island; Mount Hebron, on Johns
Island; and Salem, on Wadmalaw Island.137

Episcopaliang generally continued the pattern of black members attending
separate services in white-managed churches. The Protestant Episcopal Church
did not ordain b.ack clergy, so black congregations had to rely on white
ministers even when they had their own buildings. In 1874 the Reformed
Episcopal Church (begun in 1873 in New York) agreed tc receive black Episcopal
congregations and to train blacks for ordination. Several RE churches in
Charleston County date to the mid-1870s. Other new sects formed out of
antebellum black denominations: Reformed Zion Union Apostolic in 1881 and
Reformed Methodist Union Episcopal (RMUE) in 1885.138

SURVEY DATA: Ravenel Methodist, #607, Christ-$t. Pauls, ¥648, St_ Mary’s Catholic, #7111, Sauldam Baptist, #504,
Stono Baptist, #506. Several freedmen’s church buildings remain inCharlestonCounty, including Bethel AME, #446, at
McClellanvitie; WesleyMethodist, #705, at Hollywood; and Wesley Methodist Episcopal, #718, at Lincolnville., Hany
congregations have replaced or improved their earlybuildings; for example see Jerusalem, #278, on Wadmalaw [sland.
Not all churches established churchyard cemeteries; community or family cemeteries have been identified throughout
Charteston County. In Ravenel, the white Methodist Church Cemetery, #607.1, was used by the members of Memorial
Baptist, #610, as weil. Affordable granite markers came into widespread use just before World War One. it is typical
to firnd a modern bui lding surrounded by a cemetery with wwentieth century gravestones, at the site of a freedmen’s
church established in the 1880s. A good example is Annivasta, #703, at Holiywood.

Tourism and Beach Resorts

Sullivan’s Island remained a popular vacation resort with hotels, boarding
houses and rental beach houses added to the traditional summer homes. In 1898
the Charleston and Seashore Railroad Company constructed a trolley line from
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Mount Pleasant across Sullivan's Island to Isle of Palms, which was also being
developed as a resort.'S?

At Magnolia Plantation, where John Grimke-Drayton had been cultivating
imported camellias and azaleas since the 18408, & new commercial enterprise
pegan in 1870 when he opened the property to the public. It was listed in
Baedeker's travel guide as “"one of the three greatest attractions in
america.""0  In the twentieth century several other plantation house museums
and gardens have operated nearby, including Runneymede, Drayton Hall, and
Middleton Place.

SURVEY DATA: Drayton Hall, #039, Magnolia Plantation House, #079, Runneymede, #361.
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TWENTIETH CENTURY, 1%00-1%15

Dpuring the early twentieth century, the face of South Carclina began to change
to accommodate carg and trucks. Az early as 1908, mail in 5t. James, Santee,

Parish was carried by automobile. Even railroad companieg promoted highway
improvements, as a way of moving goods from farms to depots. Crogsroads
stores developed in response to increased asutomobile traffic. Schools were

also established in small towng and crossyroads areas. !

Except the summer villages and beach communities, there were gtill no towns on
Charleston County’s large islands. In mainland areas, small towns contined to
grow along rail lines and highways. Churches organized in the small towns of
Charleston County during this period include Osborne Baptist {(today Adams Run
Baptist) in 1900; Yonges Island Baptist (today Calvary Baptist, Meggett) in
1%04; and Ravenel Baptist (today Memorial Baptist), by 1913, 142

Little timberiand had been reclaimed for farming since the Civil War, and some
rice plantations had reverted to timber during the late nineteenth century.
New lumber companies were formed around the turn of the century and acquired
large tracts of forest and forested former ricefields. The Atlantic Coast
Lumber Corporation was organized in 1899 and bought forest land in Georgetown,
Charleston and Berkeley counties. The A. €. Tuxbury Lumber Company wag
established at Charleston in 1%05. Its mill on the Cooper River near the Navy
Yard and Seaboard Ailr Line railroad was the largest lumber plant in the
county; there wag also a planing mill and a box factory. Smaller gsawmills and
turpentine stills continued to operate along rail lines and waterways
throughout the Lowcountry. 43

Survey Data: See Post Offices at Wadmalaw, #210, Adams Run, #531.1, Yonges Island, #537, Meggett, #589, Ravenel,
&627.1, Osborne, #712, and South Santee, #713.1.

Schools built after 1900 reftect a focuws on safety and heaith matters, and are typified by large one-teacher
classrooms and long bands of windows. Buildings constructed with state assistance had to meet minimum
specifications, and a certain level of standardization resulted. $ee Wadmalaw School, #212, Nine Mile Fork School,
#2461, Seaside School, #307, Central School, #3364, Awendaw School , #556, andBaptist Hill School, #701.

Nohistoric sawmills or turpentine stills were identified during the survey. The impact of the fimber industry can
be seen throughout Chariteston County, in large areas stiti managed for pine.

Agriculture

Between 1900 and 1920 came the beginning of serious agricultural education in
the south. Publications such as Progressive Farmer brought new information to
isolated farmers. The USDA State Agricultural Extension Services, set into

motion by the boll weevil infestation, developed and promoted various market
144

crops.

Some agricultural experimentation was unsuccessful. In 1901 the American Tea
Growing <Company acguired about 5,500 acres of former rice fields near
Rantowles, but the venture failed by 1907. In 1914 the company sold the
property, and by 1937 the R.IL. McLeod and Son timber company acquired the
land. In 1962 the Lipton Tea Company used plants from the earlier Pinehurst
Tea Plantation near Summerville to estabklish a farm on Wadmalaw Island, now
the Charleston Tea Plantation. This has proven to be a successful
erﬂ:.ey:pr‘mse."’5

In areas where efficient bulk shipment was possible, truck farming expanded.
The "truck belt" of Charleston County included Edisto, Wadmalaw and James
islands, and mainland areas from McClellanville to Parkers Ferry, socuth to
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Yonges Island. ARlthough statewide in 1907 the principal ecrops were cotton,
corn, wheat and oats, on Charleston County truck farms the great crops were
cabbage, Irish potatoes, cucumbers and beans. South Carclina was a world
ieader in cabbage and potato growing. 46

A new rvallroad line came to Charleston County in 1914 when the Charleston,
Atlantic and Western Raillway laid the track known sgince 1917 as the Seaboard
Alr Line Rallway. The Seaboard Ailr Line further improved the shipping
capabilities of the truck farmers along its route, which ran southwest from
the City of Charleston, across Johns Island, and across St. Pauls Parish to
the South Edisto River and beyond. During the early twentieth century the
Atlantic Ceoast Line railway continued constructing spur lines in St. Pauls
parish.147

The Atlantic Coast Line Depot was in the heart of Meggett’'s commercial
district; the Seaboard Air Line station was just north of the small town,
which was a center of business activity. Dailly shipments of several hundred
carg, many of them refrigerated {ice box), left for points north and south.
In addition to agricultural laborers, who included local, northern, and
"foreign” whites as well as black wage earners, large numbers of telegraphers,
telephone operators and clerks were employed.148

survey Data: Seaboard Air Line Right of Way, #508, Railway lce House, #323.1, Hollywood Ice House, #598. In the town
of Meggett, see ST Produce Association Headquarters, #588, and Calvary Baptist Church, #585. The Tea Farm County
Park being developed by Charleston County accupies part of American Tea Growing Company's land.

Rice growing having effectively ended with the close of the nineteenth
century, the final blow to Sea Island cotton planters was the boll weevil.
Beginning its sweep in Texas in 18%4, the insects spread eastward to become a
clear threat in coastal South Carolina by 1916. In 1917 weevils were cobserved
on the Sea Islands, where they were said to prefer the soft bolls of long-
staple cotton. Some Charleston County farmers switched to short-staple
cotton, but more simply abandoned cotton entirely in favor of truck, corn,
pecans, or livestock.'™?

Farmers experimented with crops that were less labor-intensive than rice or
cotton. Dry land, or land that could be drained, was turned over to corn as
the use of chemical fertilizers spread. In 1887 the first large commercial
pecan grove in the south was begun in Gecrgia. In 18%9 there were 9959 pecan
trees in South Carclina, 307 of them in Charleston County. After about 1905
developments in grafting and harvesting led to improved guality, and planting
increased. By 1807 John S. Horlbeck was said to have the largest pecan
orchard in the world at Boone Hall, with a 600-acre main grove and two smaller
groves. 150

Survey Data: Large pecan orchards remain at Soone Hall, # 016; on Wadmalaw, #211, and Yonges Isiand #546. Smaller
groves were noted at farms and houses throughout the county. Truck farming continues in parts of Charieston County,
but at a much reduced scale. its principal impact on the landscape has been to retain large level areas of farmland
as cropfields, still visible today; some are being replaced by tree farms or subdivisions.

The Seafood Industry

During the late nineteenth century, oysters and crabs began to be processed in
canneries before being shipped. “Oyster factories"” were locvated where access
was convenient both to water and road. By about 1890 there was an oyster
factory in Mount Pleasant; about 1902 the first cannery was established at
Charleston. After 1900, regulations against shipping oysters in the shell
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increased the use of canneries. Two million bushels of oysters were canned in
1205, and by 1%07 there were 1032 employess in the state’'s nine factories.
Black and white residents, including many women, found emplovment in oyster
factories. A few smaller canneries were operated by independent fishermen.'?!

There were sgeveral oyster canneries in and around Medlellanville, where
waterway improvements spurred growth. B deepened inland channel leading north
from Copahee Scund through Seewee Bay to a peint opposite McocClellanville, with
a branch channel to the village, was constructed between 1906 and 1916. By
1913 there were two canneries along Jeremy's Creek.!7¢

Near Awendaw Village, Shellmore Packing Shed was situated on the Atlantic
Intraccastal Waterway at the point where Highway 17 runs closest te the
Waterway. At Yonges Island, an oyvster factory was strategically located
between the rail line and a nearby creek.!®? Flowers’ Oyster Factory on Edisto
Island was somewhat isolated by compariscon with the canneries established on
the mainland, and was a much smaller structure.

Commercial shrimping did not begin in Charleston County until about 1924, In
the late 1920s about forty vessels, mostly from cut-of-state, were working out
of the docks in Charleston. About 1926 a shrimp cannery was established at
Folly Beach. The first commercial dock on Shem Creek was built in 1946.1%

Survey Data: Yonges Island Oyster factory, #582; Flowers’ Oyster Factory, #344. Griffin House, #300. The Mosquito
Beach Oyster Factery on James Island was destroyed by Hurricane Hugo, September 1989, The Shelimore Packing Shed
stood near today's Shel lmore Road.

Military Construction and World War One

The U.S. Navy established a naval station near Beaufort, in 1889, but by 1895
its inaccessibility caused the Navy to decide to pull out of South Carolina
entirely. The improvements of Charleston Harbor helped persuade the Federal
Government to relocate the base to the west bank of the Cooper River, on
Charleston’s Neck. With the Navy Yard came the urban development of North
Charleston. In 1904 Chicora Place subdivision was laid out, and in 1912 a
1500-acre tract nearby was subdivided as "North Charleston."!3?

Beginning in 1897, there was a large buildup of Atlantic Coast forts,

including Fort Moultrie. Between 1902 and 1935 the growing garrison on
Sullivan's Island resulted in a large buildup of housing and support
facilities. During World War One defense appropriations in the Charleston

area were almost $20. million. Transportation and training facilities were
established throughout the county. Most wartime construction, intended to be
temporary, was of canvas, but some divisional storehouses and gquarters for
speclial use were built of wood. These buildings were dismanteled and sold to
private individuals in the 1920s. Military housing and some support
structures remain on Sullivan‘s Island.'?

SURVEY DATA: See Hay House (#242) on Wadmalaw Istand, buiit in 1929 of lumber from a barracks at the Army Depot. A
small barn on the property is built of hotiow clay tile salvaged from a washhouse.

AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSICON, GREAT DEPRESSION AND NEW DEAL, 1915-1941

International cotton prices fluctuated widely with the onset of World War One.
Difficult economics, combined with the beoll weevil and the attractiveness of
truck farming, put an end to cotton production in Charleston County. While
most of South Carcolina relied on cotton, producing over a million kales in
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1921, less than 4,000 bales of cotton wers produged in cocastal South Carolina
that vyear. However, the USDA experiment stations on James and Wadmalaw
telands carrvied on the effort to breed wesevileresistant cobton until about
1935157

Truck farmers continued o progper in Charleston County. While they mostly
ghipped fresh produce, some alsc cooperated in the establishment of canning
factories for vegetables, By 1924 the Shellmore Oyster Packing Products
Company waz growing vegetables near McClellanville for its vegetable cannery,
and there was also a tomatoe cannery at Yonges Isiand. In 1839 South Carclina
was a national leader in tomatoes and early Irish potatoes, first natlonwide
in early fall cabbage, fourth in tobacco production, and £ifth among all
gtates 1n cotton production. Twoe crops of cabbage were being cultivated
annually in the Meggett area. Varied "small truck” - cucumbers, peas, and
lettuce - was a significant component of the agricultural economy.! 8

During the Great Depression, many southern farmers left the land entirely.
Fewer but larger farms depended on machinery, crop selection, and economic
incentives more than on human labor. Five agricultural experiment stations
were established in South Carolina, joint programs of Clemson College and the
Us Department of Agriculture. The Charleston station, stressing large-scale
farming with machinery and chemicals, concentrated on truck crops, beef, and
forestry, experimenting with tomatoes of different varieties and planting
pecan orchards on James and Wadmalaw islands. Throughout the state in the
decade of the 1%20s the agricultural officials promoted pecans and the
procedures to manage them. New orchards were planted for home consumption and
supplemental income.!5?

Some lands were turned to pasturage for beef and dairy herds. Farmers in the
swamps and pine forests secured cattle grazing rights on timber company lands,
often in exchange for maintaining logging company fences and signs.
Especially where waterways could serve as fencing, free-ranging cattle
regquired little manpower, and they were one solution to unproductive or fallow
land. Growth from purchase to market weight was only threatened by inijury,
theft or insects; chemicals prevented the last. Into the 19508 the animals
were periodically dipped in vats of solution and released to forage. 60

Dairying replaced crop farming for some landowners as modernized processing
and refrigerated trucks and train cars became available. By 1907, inoculation
programs were reducing the cattle fever tick. Small dairy operations were
established on Johns Island and at Rantowles Depot. Coburg Dairy in B5t.
Andrews Parish was founded in 1922 by Francis $. Hanckel. Initially the dairy
kept its 100 Jersey c¢ows at the site, and later converted to a processing
dairy. About 100 dairies throughout Socuth Carolina provided raw milk to the
production facilities housed in former milking barns. In 196% Coburg was the
largest independent dairy in the state. 6!

SLURVEY DATA: See USDA structures at Rockland, #187. A cattie dip remains at Bailey’s Isiand, #348, and watering
troughs are found at Windsor Plantation, #142, Pine Barren, #3111, and Cox Farm, #582. The USDA/Clemson agricultural
demonstration and experiment complex is located on Highway 17 South, and retains several buildings from the early
1930s. Several of the CoburgDairy structures remain along the north side of Wappoo Creek.

Highway Mcdernizations

There were 40,000 carg in Scuth Carclina in 1917, the year the S$State Highway
Department was formed. Eight years later, the number had grown to 170,0060.
The highway department replaced ferries with bridges, straightened and widened
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routes, and paved roads and highways. In 1918 the first Dawho Bridge replaced
the Whooping Island cable ferry to Edistoe Island, and the main road on the
island was straightened, with new bridges built over interior creeks.'¢?

The decade of the 1920s was the peak of highway construction activity in
Charleston County. New bridges were bullt over Rantowles and Wallace creeks
in 1924. In 1926 the Ashley River Road (Highway 61) was straightened and the
Church Creek causeway was raised and widened. By the middle of that vyear
there were forty miles of concrete paved road in Charleston County. The vear
1926 also saw the construction of the Shem Creek Bridge near Mount Pleasant; a
bridge to replace the Stono Ferry to Johns Island (today’'s Limghouse Memorial
Bridge}; a new drawbridge over the Ediste River to Jacksonboro; and the Wappoo
Bridge to replace a smaller drawbridge to James Island. In 1927 a bridge over
the Atlantic Coast Line Railway, near the community of Parkers Ferry,
connected today’'s U.S5. Highway 17 to Highway 174 gouth toward Adams Run and
Edisto Island. The Stono River Bridge was built in 1929 between James and
Johns islands. 163

These road improvements encouraged ilncreasing residential development on James
Island, areas of St. Andrews Parish immediately west of the Ashley River, and
along Highway 61 at Pierpont. Rows and stands of live ocak trees were retained
in the small developments along the "Garden Road,” already known for its
beauty. Scattered houses were also built through the decade of the 1920s
facing newly improved roads. Parallel to the rail line in the town of
Ravenel, Martin and Drayton streets were laid and paved during the 1920s.164

As late as 1929 travelers from Charleston to Georgetown had to c¢ross four

ferries between the Cooper and Santee rivers. The John P. Grace Memorial
Bridge between Charleston and Mount Pleasant opened "a territory adjacent to
Charleston which had not been readily accessible.” besigned in 1927, the

Grace opened in 1929, For the first time Mount Pleasant was connected to
Charleston by road. In 1930 the state highway department began paving and
straightening U.S. Highway 17, a link in the Atlantic Coastal Highway from
Maine to Florida. The thirty-six miles of highway between the new South
Santee River bridge and Charleston, was sald £o "touch the old road 17 times.”
Sections of the old road were left as unpaved rural routes, 6%

The Village of McClellanville was incorporated in 1926, anticipating a boom
from the road and bridge improvements that were underway. However, when
Highway 17 was fully paved in 1930, the town was bypassed by traffic to
Charleston or Georgetown. Continuing activities at the sawmills, turpentine
gtills, vegetable and seafood canneries, did provide a home market for the
town’'s small commercial strip. A new municipal wharf was built, and Main
(Pinckney)} Street paved, in 1935. 166

SURVEY DATA : Whooping Island Causeway, #347, ca. 1915; Hump Bridge , #352.1, and Store Creek Bridge, #317, ca. 1918;
Store Creek Bridge, #317.1, 1940, Wescott Road, #140, cut off in 1948, Church Creek causeway, #3467, Cld Georgetown
Road, #5703, 576; 20th century bridge site, #567, 0ld Jacksonboroe Road, #5600; Highway 174 bridge over SCL Railway,
#733, 1927, New stores, #557 and #707, were built to serve increasing motor traffic onUS 17.

inRavenel, see #5601-611, #627-630. Buildings inMcllellanvitie were surveyed as #401-478.

Residential Patterns

Road improvements and commercial opportunities influenced shifts in
residential patterns that were alsc affected by the general depopulation of
farms and the continuing exodus of blacks from the south. Between 1900 and
1240, over 500,000 black South Carolinians moved out of the state. By 1930,
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whites were the majority (%54.3%) of the population for the first time sinde

1810. There was lesse departure of blacks from the Lowcouniry than in the
Piedmont but =2till affected census filgures. The population of Charleston
County was 87,965 in 1900 (31% white, 69% black;. In 1%10 with total

population nearly unchanged, the ratios had changed to 37% white and 63%
black. By 1920 the proportion was 41% white, 59% black.!®?

In the vears before World War Twoe, the small towns of Charleston County were
service centers for their immediate surrcundings, thelr economies largely
determined by location. Relatively accessible to the markets of Charleston,
Rantowles, was "a scattered village of small farms at the Jjunction of Highway
17 and 8C 165" with a population of 30. Further from the City of Charleston,
Adamg Run was on the main road scuth from the railroad and Highway 17, in the
rich farming area of southwestern St. Pauls Parish. There were several stores
at the two principal crossroads areas of Adams Ran, which supported a
population of 500. Nearby Barrelville, "where contalners are manufactured for
the truck grown at Meggetit," had only 15 residents. Meggett itself was a
substantial town, with a population of 1050, with Hollywood its small
suburb. 168

The WPA Guide to South Carolina, written in the early 1940s, noted that "large
trucks loaded with all kinds of vegetables are familiar sights on the highways
of South Carolina.” Farmers used their own trucks to haul their produce
central packing complexes for rail and highway shipment. Railroad companies
reduced their mileage in South Carclina as freight and passenger traffic
shifted to trucks and cars. Yonges Island and Meggett declined as long-
distance haulers switched from water and rail shipment to the use of highway
trucks. At the same time, significant development began to occur in the Town
of Hollywood, at the junction of north-south State Highway 165 with east-west
Highway 162.169

As does the the growth of Hollywood, the suburban areas close to the City of
Charleston represent modern residential patterns in Charleston County. Much
of the change to suburban developments is associated with the longer commuting
distance made pogsible by bridge and road improvements. In the 1920s,
subdivisions were laid out at Riverland Terrace on James Island, and in West
Ashley at Windermere and the Crescent. Although most of the lots in the
Crescent were not sold until after World War wo, Riverland Terrace and
Windermere developed rapidly in the 1920s and 1930s. Scmewhat later, Byrnes
Downg was largely built between 1942 and 1945.

Twentieth century subdivisions brought Charleston County, for the first time,

into the main stream of American architecture. ‘Typical bungaliow and cottage
gstyles were spread throughout the nation by pattern books and popular
magazines. The frame houses in Riverland Terrace include good examples of

this influence, which is also reflected in scattered houses bullt up until
World War Twe. Brick veneer is more typical of the cottages in the Windermere
and Byrnes Downs subdivisions, but very rare in rural Charleston County
dwellings before about 1950.

Newly accessible for workers in Charleston’s urban market, James Island
experienced a population increase from 3,058 in 1930 to 3,913 in 1940.
Continuing suburban development resulted in a population of 13,872 in 1960, of
whom 70% were white. The population of Johns Island also increased between
1930 and 1940, from 3,264 to 3,%34. The Lincrease was entirely in the white
population, however, as blacks departed the island. The percentage of Johnsg
Island that was black declined from 86% ({2,826) to 74% (2,633) during this
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pericd. By 1960 Jchns Island’s population had grown substantially, to a total
of 6,252, of whom 3,260 {(%2%) were black.

Although the white population of Wadmalaw Island increased slightly during
rhis period, the black cutmigration {(from 1,813 in 1930 to 1,607 in 1940)
rasulted in an overall population decline, to 1,858 in 1940, Wadmalaw’ s
population, white and black, increased over the next decades, to a total of
2,326 by 1860. Edisto Island was far removed from the commuter market. The
island’s total population was stable between 1930 (1,%48) and 1940 (1,955},
but the white population declined slightly, and blacks as a percentage of the
population increased slightly, from 86% to H8%. Over the next decades the
white population of Edigto held steady, but there was a black cutmigration and
daecline in total population. in 1960, of 1,589 residents on Rdistc Island,
82% were black.'?

Education

In 1922 South Carolina’s 6-0-1 School Law provided funding to local school
digtricts. In the late 1920°s the state began assisting with transportation
to bring students to central schools. Central and high schools for whites
were organized on Bdisto, Sullivan’s, Johns, James and Wadmalaw islandg, and
at McClellanville, Mt. Pleasant, Ladson, Adams Run and Rantowlesg; smaller
black central schools existed nearby. In other areas, central schools at
Awendaw, St. Andrews and Meggett educated white c¢hildrer, and schools at
Philips, Woodville, and Parkers Ferry served black pupils. By 1927 Charleston
County’s nineteen school districts operated about 6% schools for blacks, more
than twice as many as there were for white children. Many black students
attended small schools scattered throughout rural areas, and as late as 1931
over half of South Caroclina‘s black pupils attended school in lodge halls,

churches, and similar buildings. The large 1920s central school in the town
of Lincolnville was an exception. The educational programs of bklack churches
were an important supplement to public schools. Praise houses served

educational, social, fraternal and charitable functions as well housing
religious services.!/!

SURVEY DATA: Edisto Island Graded Schoot, #322, Adams Run School, #645, McClellanville School, #456. Moving Star
Hall, #086 (Johns Island), is the only praise house known to survive inCharleston County.

Beach Resorts, Tourism and Recreation

Feolly Island had been purchased in 1918 by a group of Charleston businessmen,
who constructed avenues and cross streets near the beach. There was little
construction until the Wappoo Bridge opened in 1926, making Folly Beach an
easily accessible alternative to the longer-established resorts of Sullivan’s
Island and Isle of Palms. Many cottages, several restaurants, a pavilion for
dancing, and a boardwalk were soon bullt. The Isle of Palms continued to
flourish as a summer resort, with little agriculture or fishing activities

centered on the island. In 1940 the year-round population was only 25.172
Both these oceanfront islands continus as low-density residential rescorts,
although today there are substantial year-round populations at both. Over

time most of the early cottages have been lost dus to storm, fire resulting
from seasonal vacancy, ©r owner’'s desgire for a larger or were convenient beach
house. Those that remain have generally been substantially altered over time.
No historic buildings that retain integrity were identified on Folly Island.

In about 1926 several Edistc Island property owners formed Edisto Beach, Inc.,
and gave land (part of Seaside Flantation} to the State Commission of Forestry
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for a statre park that was bullt by the Civilian Conservation Corps. A number
of houses were soon bullt on "front beach,” but most were destroved by the
hurricane of 1940. Rebuilding took place during and after World War Two.'’?
Edisto State Park and the oceanfront Town of Ediste Beach are today in
Colleton County.

Besides BEdisto State Park, several private camps established during the 1830s
and 1940s remain in use. In about 1938, the Episcopal Diccese of South
Caroclina began to use the site of a former hunting camp on Seabrook Island as
Camp St. Christepher, and acguired title in 1952. In the 1%30s the Boy Scout
organization acguired fifteen acres on a spit of land between Fickling Creek
and Bohicket Creek. Camp Ho NHon Wah was expanded in 1943 to its present 130
acres., Camp SeeWee, near Awendaw on the Atlantic Intraccastal Waterway, has
been a YMCA camp, and is today a United Methodist Conference center. Other
Boy Scout and Girl Scout camps are no longer in operation. 174

SURVEY DATA: Runneymede Garden, #355, opened for the season onMarch 1, 1940, WPA Guide describes the garden on p.
285, See Bailey House at the Boy Scout Camp, #205.

New Deal Programs

New Deal programs such as the Works Progress Administration (WPA), the
Agricultural Adjustment BAdministration (ARR), and the Natiocnal Industrial
Recovery Act (which focused on textile manufacturingj had a great impact on
South Carolina.'” 1In Charleston County, the effect of other programs - U. §.
Department of Agriculture, Extension Service and Forest Service; U.$ Fish and
wildlife Service; the Civilian Conservation Corps - are readily seen in
today s landscape.

In 1929 the U. §. Army Alr Corps, Civilian Aviation Administration (CARA}, and
Public Works Administration {(PWA} began to “"build up civilian airports of

value to national defense.” Between 1940~-1944 over 1000 South Carclinians
were employed building and improving airports, including the Charleston
Airport and Johns Island Airbase. The Works Progress Administration

supplanted the PWA in 1935. It continued airport and other transportaticn and
public service construction projects, such as the Santee-Cooper project in
Berkeley County. When it ended in 1943, over 30 percent of the WPA’s budget
in South Carclina had gone to road construction and improvement, including
rows of live oak trees at McClellanville.178

The Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway (AIWW), constructed by the U.5. Army Corps
cof Engineers, with the PWA/WPA and CCC, completed the efforts of various
Rivers and Harbors Acts since the 1880s to provide & continuocus inland
waterway along the east coast of the United States. From Norfolk, Virginia,
to the St. John’s River in Florida, the AIWW extends for 739 miles. 210 miles
of its length is within S$South Carolina. Much of the inland route north of
Charleston Harbor had been completed before 1920, by variocus projects of the
state and federal governments. During the decade 1930-1940, earlier canals
such as Elliott’'s Cut, Watts Cut and New Cut were improved, and a small strip
of land connecting Goat Island to Isle of Palms was cut through in 1934.
Otherwise, between 1830 and 1940 most new work in Charleston County toock place
south of Charleston Harbor. The channel in Wadamalaw Sound was improved,
cutoffs between the Dawho and South Edisto rivers were made, and two sharp
bends in the Dawho River were cut off in 1935. The final ségment of the AIWW
was opened in Horry County in 1936, Because of its mandate to improve
shipping opportunities, bridges that cross the AIWW may not impede water
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traffic; rail and highway bridges must either be elevated, or operate as
drawbridges. /7

SURVEY DATA: See Watts Cut, #375; New Cut, #244; and Atlsntic Intracoastal Waterway, #240. Limehouse Bridge, #8692,
Gawho Bridge, #382. Osk Trees at McClellanvilie, #455 and #461.

The New Deal and Timber Lands

In 1930, lumbering was South Carolina‘s second largest manufacturing industry.
Following the invention that year of an inexpensive process of making
newsprint from pine, demand for pulpwood increased. Pulp milis used enocrmous
quantities of wood. Maintaining the supply was critical, but timber lands in
much of Charleston and Berkeley counties had been diminished by continued
logging. 178

State and federal reforestation projects intended to restore the profitability
of timber lands began in 1933. <Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) workers
developed truck trails and firebreaks and improved thousands of acres of
forest, reseeding with pine on privately owned as well as federal lands. They
built fire towers statewide for the South Carclina Commission of Forestryg1m

Despite the success of the reforestation projects, timber companies found it
infeasible to hold land for the decades required for trees to grow to harvest.
They supported the U. S. Government’'s establishment of the Francis Marion
National Forest in 1936, and petitioned for federal purchase of their depleted
lands. The forest, managed by the USDA Forest Service, today consists of
approximately 250,000 acres. The federal government had earlier acquired some
60,000 acres nearby, which was established in 1932 as the Cape Romain National
Wildlife Refuge. 180

Some properties within the Francis Marion National Forest had remained in use
as farmlands, and are today privately owned "out-parcels."” Several church and
community cemeteries are also located situated within the forest. In S8t.
Pauls and St. Andrews parishes, large tracts of wooded swampland, some of
which are leased by hunting clubs, are still privately owned by lumber and
pulpwood companies.

Survey Data: See $t. James, Santee, Church, #111; cemeteries, #4698 and #499, and houses, #550, #3551, #569 and #571,

are within the Forest. Fire towers remain at Adams Run, #530, and McClellanville, #£45.01. Also at McClellanvilie

is the headguarters of the US Biological Survey, #445. CCC camps were designed to be portable: work buildings were
constructed of canvas or other temporary material instead of wood. With the buildup for World War Two, many of them
were moved tamilitary training and staging grounds. A barn built to house firefighting equipment within the Francis
Marion National Forest near Awendaw 15 a rare example of a structure used by £CC workers.

MORERN CHARLESTON COUNTY, 1941-PRESENT

Social, economic, agricultural and transportation patterns begun in the 1600s
were the framework for the development of modern Charleston County. World War
Two and its aftermath can be considered the beginning of the modern era in
transportation, employment and residential patterns.

The continuing departure of blacks from South Carclina combined with wartime
personnle demands to reduce the labor available to truck farmers during World
War Two. Labor shortage also brought the gascoline tracter, invented in 1892,
into common use for the first time. Draft animals and the buildings
associated with them and their feed crops began to disappear from the
landscape, along with tenant houses.
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Migrant workers provided another socolution to the loss of logal labor.
ABlthough the truck farmers of St. Pauls Parish seem Lo have used seagonal
labor since before World War One, the first sanctioned uge of Mexican migrant
laborers came during World War Two. By the end of the war, some 300,000
Mexicans had worked in the U.S., but it was several vears more before this new
labor force, with its asscociated temporary housing, affected Charleston
County. Truck farming recovered to some extent after the war, with tomatoes
and beans replacing potatoes after the appearance of potato blight in 1945.
In 1948 there were still about fifty large truck farmers in the county, with
6500 acres in potatoes and 2000 in cabbage.™® A more permanent decline in
truck farming resulted from increased competition from other states, made
pogsible by modern shipping, irrigation, and farming methods. However, there
are areas of the Charleston County, especially on Edisto, Johns, and Wadmalaw
islands, where seasonal vegetables are grown on large farms whose cropfields
regemble thoge of the late nineteenth century.

with the onset of World War Two, a number of recreational and hunting
plantations were sold by their part-time residents. Some tracts, including
Wando Plantation, Bailey’s Island and Kiawah Island, were timbered heavily for
the first time during the late 1%40s and 1950s. Some plantations were
returned to crop or livestock farming, but a number remain as preserves,
timber or hunting land today. '8¢

s8ince the 1960s, development on South Carolina‘s Sea Islands has been
influenced by the commercial success of Hilton Head Island's "plantations.™
Large tracts of the island were purchased for timber in 1950 and developed
afterward by Charles Fraser. Most of Seabrook Island was sold for private
development in 1972 for private development. In 1974 Kiawah Island was
purchased by a subsidiary of Kuwait Investment Corporation, and developed as a
resort. 183

Suburban growth has accelerated in areas near peninsular Charleston and the
military bases. The earlier subdivisions have been enlarged, and new commuter
suburbs today extend throughout Charleston County.

Hurricanes

Hurricanes have caused significant losses of historic structures since mid-
century. With winds estimated at up to 140 mph, Gracie ravaged southern
Charleston County in 1959, causing significant losses on Edisto, Wadmalaw and
Johns islands. Hurricane Hugo, cone of the worst hurricanes to hit anywhere in
the United States in twenty years, made landfall on September 21, 1989, The
eye of the storm passed over Mount Pleasant, Bulls Bay, and Suliivan’s Island.
The storm surge went up the Cooper, Ashley and Santee rivers, inundating
lowlying areas more than ten miles upriver. The highest surge, and the
greatest loss of buildings, was in the McClellanville/Bulls Bay area, where
Hugo’s arrival coincided with high tide.184

Survey Data: The impact of Hurricane Hugo was felt throughout Charleston County. Some buildings in the survey area,
such as Laurel Hitl Plantation House, #0471, were demolished; many on Suliivanis lsiand were destroyed by the storm
itself or demniished as a result of storm damage. A few buildings have not been repaired to date, and will most
likely be fost: #476. This survey project, completed three years after Hurricane Hugo, documented a number of
buildings in McClellanville that had been severely damaged but have been rebuilt in a manner compatible with the
historic character of the district. Damaged trees, outhbuiidings, docks and small tandscape elements are visible
throughout Charleston County. The complete loss of previously undocumented historic resources cannot be assessed,
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