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BACKGROUND

First record of golf in the U.S. was the shipment of golf
equipment to Charleston, South Carolina in 1743.

In 1786 the South Carolina Golf Club was founded.

Golf was believed to have been played on Harleston
Green.

From here golf struggles to grow in and around
Charleston.

Golf grows in the Northeast and finally grows in the
South following the Civil War.

The decline in plantation culture following the war,
allowed for land to be repurposed.

Plantation landscapes could now be used for the
construction of golf courses and their historic nostalgia
marketed to attract golfers to come play.

The development of plantation-based golf courses in
the Charleston Metropolitan Area during the 20
century was the topic of my thesis.



PURPOSE & PRIMARY
RESEARCH QUESTIONS

» Purpose: to understand how landscape features get
retained or manufactured to create landscape
nostalgia regarding plantation landscapes that
accommodate golf courses in the Charleston
Metropolitan area.

* Primary Research Questions:

» How were plantation landscapes modified for
golf courses in the early 20 century in the
Charleston Metropolitan area?

* How did the use of plantation landscapes foster
the development of golf as a leisure activity?

Tournament Between Charleston & Camden Country Clubs, ca. 1906
(Charleston Magazine)



METHODOLOGY

Case study approach by looking at courses on former
plantation landscapes in the Charleston Metropolitan
area:

* Belvidere Golf Links

* Country Club of Charleston

* Yeamans Hall Club

* City of Charleston Municipal Golf Course

Site Selection Criteria

* Golf course constructed on former plantation land

* Minimal alteration to plantation landscape prior to
construction of golf course (less than 60 years)

* Location within the Charleston Metropolitan area
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Table 3.2 Landscape Characteristics of Analysis

Landscape

Definition

Natural Systems & Features

Defined as how natural systems, features, and
events affect the design and changes to the golf
course.

[

Defined as the layout of the golf course, or
plantation and how they are arranged. How are
aspects of the golf course and plantation arranged
to function.

DATA ANALYSIS

Methods of Analysis

Defined as what the land is being used for.
Specifically, what type of plantation or golf course
15 inhabiting the land.

Defined as what roads, pathways, canals, rivers,
streams, railways, or highways are on or around
the property and how they have changed.

A

Defined as how the surface of the earth changes
over time. Topography can change due to both
human and natural impact.

Vegetation

Defined as where trees and plants are visible on
the landscape, and how golf changed the
vegetation that was there prior to a course being
constructed.

Defined as how buildings on the landscape and
surrounding areas are arranged or concentrated.

Defined as what buildings exist on the landscape.
This will evaluate what buildings have been added
or subtracted over the course of history.

Defined as the historical range of vision for each
case study. Things that could change historic
views are the addition of roads’highways,
development, and loss of natural environment.

10.

Constructed Water Features

Defined as what water features were a part of the
plantation landscape or golf course that are
manmade.

Comparative observation - Analysis of changes to
plantation/ golf landscape

*  Looked at aerial photography, maps, plats

*  Noted what changed on the landscape every 20
years

*  Used the Cultural Landscape Characteristics 101
NPS

. 10 characteristics were chosen

*  Definitions were then used to create a spreadsheet
for each course documenting their changes and to
identify patterns

»  Spatial analysis was also employed using ArcGIS to
overlay plantation plats with recent satellite imagery,
showing each golf course's current location



SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS

First Major Findin

* Plantation landscapes provided the spaces needed to establish and further the development of golf throughout the Charleston
Metropolitan Area in the early twentieth century.

* The case studies examined connect to the Charleston Renaissance and were employed as marketing tools to lure people to both
visit and come and live in Charleston.

Second Major Finding

» The golf courses examined were not designed with heritage in mind, as each golf course was built over its former plantation
landscape.

« Each course shares similarities in design, coming from the British Isles, and designers such as Seth J. Raynor, and the Olmsted
Bros.

Third Major Finding

* Each course, however, marketed its former plantation history to attract visitors, as well as employed historic designs from golf
courses in the British Isles, which combined to create an air of historic nostalgia that continues to attract visitors to this day.




The Carolina
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A Southern
Vernacular
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What is a rain porch?

Extra roof coverage
over porch

Recessed porch deck

Free-standing column

Masonry pier at grade




Research

Problem:

A Understudied in scholarship

A Inconsistent terminology

A Rarely identified as a distinct type
Goal:

Provide comprehensive study of the rain porch's
development, geographic distribution, and create a typology
of rain porch styles




Geographic Distribution
Highest concentration: Pee Dee region of
South Carolina
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Migration

Rain porches spread through planter

migration and cotton expansion
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Typology
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Monumental Pedimented portico I-house Cottage




Evolution
Vernacular to High Style
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Thank you!

QUESTIONS? JACKSONDENT97@GMAIL.C
OM
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Primary Research Question

Q1: Identifying patterns of change in the funerary
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Growth Boundary

Q2: How these changes, spanning over a century (1863 -
1975) reflect the broader changes in architectural
expression in identity for these Black communities

X



Deeper Understanding

"I Cost analysis

~

1 Wage analysis

Wage Gap Between White and African
American Males

Material Prices

Year Ratio
N
1870

1920 10:1

1950s 71




Findings
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Thank you!

Lorena Garrod
MSHP Class of 2026

lgarrod@clemson.edu

303 -803 -5875
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South Cérolina Historic Preservation Conference, April 24, 2026

Summer Brook Henry

Clemson University, M.S. Historic Preservation

“The View of Charless-Town” by Thomas Leitch, 1774, Charleston, SC. Qil on canvas




RESEAREFT
QUESTION

&
PURPOSE:

How did the American Revolution, particularly South
Carolina’s Non-importation Agreements of 1769, impact
how wealthy Charlestonians were acquiring furnishings?

The purpose of this research was to better understand the
climate in Charleston from 1765-1800, and how a city
previously dependent on Great Britian to satisfy an appetite
for luxury furnishings and finishes was affected by the
American Revolution.



« This research helps to provide greater clarification as to what
wealthy Charlestonians were doing in the 354ear span between
1765-1800 to keep up with their sophisticated tastes in furnishing
their homes with new goods and replacing or repairing their existing
inventories. These factors impacted the city’s built environment, the
remnants of which we see today in the furnishings and material

SIGNIFICANCE: culture remaining in Charleston from this period

« Addresses gaps that exist in our current understanding of this
pivotal time in Charleston’s history.

« This is valuable information, and of particular interest during the
250 Sestercentennial celebrations of 2026.




Archival research:
o Personal papers; Essays, Letters
o Bills of sale for goods-Account book of Thomas Elfe
o Newspaper ads:
1765-Baseline prior to non-importation.

1769 and 1770-South Carolina enacted a non-importation

agreement in July of 1769. The second half of that year as well as
METHODOLOGY:.

1770 will show what effects this had on furniture importation,
sells, and the local trade in Charleston.

1780, 1781 and 1782-Mark the years of British occupation of the
city.

1783-The American Revolution officially ends September 3, 1783.
1790, 1795 and 1800-Charleston continues to rebuild.
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- How did South Carolina’s non-importation
agreement affect importation of furnishings, textiles
and other luxury goods into the city?

+ Moderate effect in 1770, however imported
goods continued to come into the city.

« In every year analyzed, advertisements for
FINDINGS: imported goods were disproportionately

greater than for locally produced.

« Importation of British goods in post-war
Charleston was as strong as previous years-
1795 was highest year for imports of all
surveyed.




CONCIEUS EON:-

While the American Revolution had some effect on the
furniture trade and importation in Charleston, the market
remained consistently strong for imported goods, showing us
that the overall effect was unremarkable.

The most lasting effect was the establishment of local
furnituremakers, particularly those of German and Scottish
descent. Buoyed by the post-revolution economy in a city that
was at once rebuilding and replacing, these two converging
schools of Charleston cabinetmakers would set the stage for
the city’s furniture making at the start of the nineteenth
century.
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RED X PLACARD PROCEDURES, ENFORCEMENT
PRACTICES, AND COMMUNICATION METHODS

o IN THE LOSS OF HISTORIC STRUCTURES

Presented by JessicaStech

MSHP Clemson University 2026



Research Problem

Red X Placards mark u nsafe structures for fl rst Section 311.5.4 Placard symbols. The design of the placards shall use the following symbols:

responders

1. Normal conditions: structure had normal structural conditions at the time
of marking.

Common perception: Red X = demolition
2. Extreme caution: structural or interior hazards exist and interior firefighting
or rescue operations should be conducted with extreme caution.

Increased vacancy, deterioration, and loss of

; c 3. Exterior operations only: structural or interior hazards exist to a degree that
h IStOI’I C StI’UCtU res consideration should be given to limit firefighting to exterior operations only,
with entry only occurring for known life hazards.

4l

Unclear how placards influence outcomes




Research Questions

Research Question Collection Method Method of Analysis
Primary Research Question Archival Research Pattern Matching
Do Charleston’s procedures, Field Survey Thematic Coding
enforcement practices, and Semi-Structured Interviews

communication methods regarding the

placement of Red X placards enable

the demolition-by-intent of historic

structures?

Secondary Research Question 1 | Archival Research Pattern Matching
How does ownership impact Field Survey Thematic Coding
demolition outcomes? Semi-Structured Interviews

Secondary Research Question 2 | Archival Research Pattern Matching
Does the location of a structure within | Field Survey Thematic Coding

the neighborhood context and the
Board of Architectural Review’s
jurisdiction affect its outcome?




61 HANOVER ST East Side Private Restored Between 2017-23 Red X Old City District
62 HANOVER ST East Side No Change Between 2017-23 Red X 0Old City District
2712 (27) |HANOVER ST EastSide Institutional No Change N/A NiA 0Old City District
71 HANOVER ST EastSide Corporate Restored Between 2017-23 NiA Historic Materials Demolition Purview
1 LAPPS CT East Side Private No Change N/A NiA 0Old City District
13 LINE ST EastSide Corporate No Change 2019-2577 NiA 0Old City District
o4 NASSAU ST EastSide Private No Change /A NiA Old City District
5 SHEPPARD ST East Side Private Restored N/A NiA Histeric Materials Demolition Purview
14 SHEPPARD ST EastSide Corporate No Change Between 2017-23 Red X Histaric Materials Demolition Purview
30 BLAKE ST EastSide Private Restoration in Progress Between 2019-24 |stash Historic Materials Demolition Purvizw
: 45 COOPERST East Side Corporate Demolished Between 2018-23 Red X Histeric Materials Demolition Purview
41 COOPERST East Side Corporate Restored Between 2018-23 Red X Historic Materials Demolition Purview
70 DRAKE ST EastSide Private No Change Between 2016-19 Red X Old City District
52 AIKEN ST East Side Corporate Demolished N/A NIA Histeric Materials Demolition Purview
14 AMHERST ST East Side Corporate Mo Change Between 2018-23 Red X 0Old City District
I' f R h - a1 COLUMBUS ST EastSide Private Restored N/A NiA 0ld City District
Oua Itatlve esearc . 15 RADCLIFFE ST Radcliffeberough Corporate Demolished N/A NiA Old City District
49 REID ST East Side Private Mo Change Between 2018-23 Red X 0Old City District
64 SOUTHST EastSide Private No Change NIA NIA Old City District

Methods oo

1. Archival Research 0 Data collection to find patterns

2. Field Survey 0 Verifying the current condition

3. Semi-Structured Interviews - To gain a comprehensive understanding of current communication

methods, departmental roles, and procedural responsibilities within the tagging process.

Interviews Include:

1)The Charleston Fire Department 3) The Board of Architectural Review

Fhe-ivabi I vehitest



Key Findings

Placards vs Outcomes

The majority of structures = No change or restored

Very few demolitions have been recorded

Placard functions as a life-safety indicator
X NOT a demolition order

Red X or Slash - Building Status

~1 Count of Numher

=N/A No Change 25
Restored 12
Demolished 7
Restoration in Progress 1
Partially Restored 1
N/A Total 46
—Red X No Change 43
Restored 5
Restoration in Progress 4
Demolished 2
Demolished with new structure 1
Red X Total 55
= Slash No Change 3
Restoration in Progress 1
Slash Total 4
Grand Total 105

Placard Type vs Structure Outcome




Row Labels + |Count of Number Row Labels ~ |Count of Number

— Demolished 9 —Demolished 9

Key Findings ] s :

. East Side 2

y g Insl;tltutlonal 1 North Central 2

Private 4 Radcliffeborough 1

- Demolished with new structure 1 Westside 3

Private 1 ~Demolished with new structure 1

What Drlves Outcomes =/No Change 71 North Central 1

Corporate 28 ~/No Change 71

. Institutional 3 Cannonborough/Elliottborough 14

1. OwnerShlp N/A 1 East Central 7

. East Side 15

A T = = oA = Prl_vate 39 Hampton Park Terrace 1

X m S Q U a 0- 6 u U Y U S U Q = Panla.“'y BEStand 1 North Central 17

Institutional 1 Radcliffeborough 1

—'Restoration in Progress 6 Westside 16

X Absentee owners Corporate 3 ~/Partially Restored 1

. . . . . Private 3 Westside 1

2. Financial limitations - Restored 17| ~Restorationin Progress 6

3 units - 1 Corporate, 2 Private 1 Cannonborough/Elliottborough 1

. . Corporate 1 East Central 1

X Cost of maintenance and repairs oo : East Side 2

Gran:‘::t:l 105| Mazyck Wraggborough 1

Q 2 g North Central 1
Limited funding access

X g Structure Outcome vs Owner Type Restoled 17

Cannonhorough/Elliottborough 3

3. Regulatory challenges East Side 5

North Central 6

. Westside 3

X BAR requirements Grand Total 105

M il o Structure Outcome by Neighborhood
X aterial restrictions

*Delays in maintenance = increased deterioration




Key Findings

Communication Gaps:

1. Limited communication between:

X City departments

X Departments and homeowners
2. Unclear processes after placard placement
3. Public perception:

X Red X placard = beyond saving

4. Lack of accessible information and guidance

Building Status

~. BAR Purview

~ Count of Number

=INo Change Histaric Corridor District 11
Historic Materials Demolition Purview 26
Old and Historic District 3
Old City District 31
No Change Total 71
= Restored Historic Materials Demolition Purview 12
Old City District 5
Restored Total 17
='Demolished Historic Corridor District 1
Historic Materials Demolition Purview 5
Old City District 3
Demolished Total 9
= Restoration in Progress Historic Materials Demolition Purview 3
Old and Historic District 2
Old City District 1
Restoration in Progress Total 6
~Demolished with new structure Historic Materials Demolition Purview 1
Demolished with new structure Total 1
=IPartially Restored Historic Materials Demolition Purview 1
Partially Restored Total 1
Grand Total 105

Structure Outcome by Historic District and BAR Purview




Conclusions

Red X placards do NOT enable demolition -by-intent
There is no direct link between placards and demolition outcomes

Deterioration is caused by:

X Ownership challenges
X Financial barriers

X Communication gaps

The issue is multi -layered

49 Reid Street
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Using Non -Invasive Metal Detecting,
Ground Penetrating Radar, and Light
Detection and Ranging Surveys to Locate

Non -Extant Structures on a Plantation in
Charleston County, South Carolina

Thompson McCormick Teasdale
Candidate, Master of Science in Historic Preservation
Dr. Laurel Bartlett, PhD, Chair
March 25, 2026
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Research Questions

1. Does metal detecting used in a multi-phased methodology aid in identifying
non-extant structures?

Secondary Questions

1. Are metal clusters identified by the metal detector confirmed by GPR and

LIDAR results?

2. How effective is LIDAR at identifying ground changes in a small area?
3. What can be gleaned from the spatial data?

02



Legend

A cemetery
. Brick Foundation
* Survey Location

The Oaks Plantation
Boundal







Findings and Conclusions at a Glance

b Metal detector useful in areas of high metal concentration
b LIDAR not effective for small survey areas as literature suggested
b No GPR results, but only partial survey undertaken due to time constraints

Key Takeaways

b Success of metal detecting survey

b Metal detecting as a tool to rival shovel tests and other preliminary survey
methods

b Metal detecting can identify areas of activity even within large concentrations
of metal
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Legend
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Thank you!

Questions?
Email: tteasda@clemson.edu
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7 CHARLESTON

Localing Many Interesting
and Historic Places

Rainbow Row: Tourism, Color, and the
Making of a Civic Icon, 1930s - 1960s

Samantha Ellen Threlkeld
Clemson University Master of Science in Historic Preservation
Chair Laurel Bartlett, Ph.D.




Research Questions

1 How were the painted f a - a dfeRainbow Row leveraged in
" marketing and tourism narratives from the 1930s to the 1960s, and
what do those representations of the Row in media and
promotional materials tell us about Charleston's evolving civic
image?

2 What does paint analysis reveal about the timeline of color
" applications across Rainbow Row, and can distinct phases of
painting be identified and correlated with archival documentation

or shifts in preservation philosophy?

secondary
1. When is Rainbow Row first mentioned in published local sources?
2 . When was the first building along Rainbow Row painted colorfully?

107-N-5
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National Magazine Findings il

National media positioned Charleston, not Rainbow Row, as the
primary subject of interest.
Rainbow Row functioned as a vVvisuse

Streetscape

historic character. R 5

AThe 1939 National Geographic article by DeBose Heyward
marks the earliest confirmed national representation.

A 1947 Saturday Evening Post article by Herbert Ravenel Sass
emphasizes the restored nature of the Row.

Dominant Themes:
A picturesque streetscape
Aarchitectural charm it AR v
Atravel and leisure e

National Geographic article coding. 1939




Local Marketing Findi

HCF Tour of Homes Cover. 1953  Historic Charleston Map. 1943 Postcard. 1960s. HCF.

Local media initially frames Rainbow Row as a restoration project tied to civic responsibility, before
transitioning toward its use as a recognizable attraction for civic branding.

A First local reference in News & Courier in 1938
A First map call-out: 1943
A First image once deemed Rainbow Row: HABS c. 1939
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Paint Analysis Findings

A 95 East Bay v

A 107 East Bay




