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Introduction

Research Questions:

e What features define a resource (1.e. a Dispensary, Blind Tiger, or Speakeasy) on a
Prohibition and Dispensary-era landscape?
e Are there any spatial or geographic trends that arise in these resources in Charleston?
o If so, what factors affect those trends?
e What are the differences between common terms from the period, such as “Blind
Tiger,” “Blind Pig,” and “Speakeasy?”
o Can their etymology be charted geographically? Chronologically?
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Goal

To create an analytical framework for
understanding the cultural and physical
landscape of Prohibition and Dispensary-
era Charleston.

<\ A




Methodology

Etymological Study

Data Collection

Etymological Study

Data Analysis

— Landscape Study

Data Collection

—— Landscape Study

Data Analysis




Results and Analysis

Etymology of lllicit Drinking Landscape of lllicit Drinking
Spaces Spaces

o Usage of terms throughout time e Spatial Analysis

e Usage of terms spatially e Documentation Analysis

e Ownership
e Remains on the Landscape

e Typologies




Etymology of lllicit Drinking Spaces

Comparative Use of Terms Over Time

e Blind Pig e Blind Tiger Speakeasy




Spatial Distribution of the Use of the Term
"Blind Tiger" from Newspapers
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Spatial Distribution of the Use of the Term
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Spatial Analysis

1913 Blind Tiger Locations on Modern Charleston 1913 Blind Tiger Density in Relation to County
Peninsula Dispensaries on Modern Charleston Peninsula
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Documentation Analysis

Documentation Levels of 1913 Properties

Has Address Has Business Has Has Business Has CCPL Has SCHS Has HABS
Name Owner/Manager License Property File Property File Documentation
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Remains on the Landscape

i

2024 Extant Blind Tiger Structures
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1913 Structures Current Use
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Extant Structure Typologies

Corner Store

Storefront

Charleston Single
House

Vernacular/Hybrid




Conclusions

e Areas of Future Research
e Significance and Implications
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Rachel Fore




RESEARCH
QUESTIONS

To what extent did the moral reform
movement impact the policing of brothels in
Charleston, South Carolina, in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries?

How did brothels move throughout the city
during this period?

Are there any temporal and/or spatial
patterns that can be seen in the movement of
the brothels throughout this period?
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MORAL REFORM MOVEMENT

« Moral reform movement took place throughout the mid-19th
and into the 20th century throughout the United States

* Focused on eliminating vice

By the 20" century, fears of white slavery heightened efforts to
eliminate sex work around the country

* White slavery: White Americans believed that young white women
were being kidnapped and forced into sex work around the country

18



CHARLESTON’S LAWS AGAINST SEX WORK

« Until the mid-20t century, sex
work was vaguely defined

+ Sex workers could be arrested | 2~ 7 ewen
for being a “menace” and fined ,

- Often arrested for "keeping a T e\ T 4
disorderly house” or “disorderly ol Mloideds
conduct” 4, et

* Vice was largely confined to
the red-light district until the
1920s

* King St., Queen St.,
Beaufain St., and Logan St.

BROAD
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METHODOLOGY

« Three prong approach
» Additional sources from City Archives
focused on the community-initiated reform

effortsurce

Charleston City Year Books

Charleston City Directories

Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps

Law and Order League Papers

Thomas P. Stony Papers

Clemson MSHP Research Methods
Class, Fall 2022

Charleston Blue Book

Prong of Tripartite Research Method

First and Second Prong — arrests,
syphilis deaths,
general background and context

Third Prong — lists madam as an
occupation from 1886-1930 with some

gaps.

Third Prong — Provides locations of
brothels in 1902 although the Sanborn
Fire Insurance Maps collection covers

the entire study period.
Third Prong — provides insight into the
locations of brothels and some of the
madams in the 1910s.

Third Prong — provides insight into the
efforts to eradicate vice in the city as
well as the locations of brothels in the
1910s — 1930s.

Third Prong — provides insight into
brothels in the Fourth Ward throughout
the study period.

Third Prong — provides insight into
some of the brothels and sex workers in
1902.
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BROTHEL LOCATION DATA

Number of Times a Brothel Length of Time Brothels
Appeared Across All Sources Operated at Each Address
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BROTHEL LOCATION DATA

Number of Times a Specific

Madam was Mentioned in the
City Directories betwen 1880
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Number of Brothels Operating
on the Peninsula of Charleston,
South Carolina, by Decade
betwen 1880 and 1939
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ON THE PENINSULA

NUMBER OF BROTHELS OPERATING

1880s 1890s 1900s 1910s 1920s 1930s
DECADE
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BROTHEL LOCATION DATA

Point Map of Charleston, South Carolina,

Brothel Location
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South Eastside

Heatmap of Charleston, South Carolina,
Brothel Locations from 1880-1889

Uptown

Ports Area

1880-1889 Brothel
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Heatmap of Charleston, South Carolina,
Brothel Locations from 1890-1899

BROTHEL LOCATION DATA
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Heatmap of Charleston, South Carolina,
Brothel Locations from 1910-1919
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BROTHEL LOCATION DATA

Heatmap of Charleston, South Carolina,

Brothel Locations from 1920-1929
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Keeping Tradition Alive:
A study of the evolution of sweetgrass basket
stands along Highway 17 in Mount Pleasant

Megan Adornetto

Clemson University



Re S e a rC h How have sweetgrass basket

stands as a point-of-sale evolved?

Question




Methodology

1. Historic Photo Collection
a. Data Collection
i. Public and Private
iImage collection
b. Data Analysis
i. Organize and put
Images in chronological
order and document
patterns

1.

Sweetgrass Basket Stand

Survey

a. Data Collection

In-Field Survey

ArcGIS Survey123

b. Data Analysis

Document patterns,
similarities and
differences between
2024 and 2009 survey



Photograph Collection

106 Photographs collected
Range in dates from 1930s-
2000s

Most of the photographs came
from newspapers, followed by
the photos from the McKissick
Museum

5 15
=]

Number of Photos Collected from Each Decade

45

1o
12 11 13
R R
m . N
1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
Decade

PHOTOGRAPHS COLLECTED FROM EACH
SOURCE

B Newspapers BLCDL M®WHCF mDaleRosengarten B McKissick Museum




Survey Results

e 61 Basket Stands

e 63 documented in 2009

e 11 remaining stands

Sweetgrass Basket Stands in 2023 & 2024
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Evolution Periods

Period 1 Period 2 Period 3
1930s - 1960s 1970s - 2009 2010 - Present



Period 1: 1930 - 1960s
o

ey




Period 2: 1970s - 2009




- present

2010

Period 3




Conclusions

e Evolved due to more readily
available resources, construction
techniques, and external forces

e Change every 10 to 20 years

e Consistent Characteristics

e Sweetgrass Basket Stands as a
TCP

e Future research




Thank You
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Purpose

=
1 I

& What was the topographic relationship
between mechanized processing sites and
their source of power?

& Did different modes of transportation
influence where these processing sites
were situated?

¢ What was the spatial relationship
between mechanized processing sites and
other plantation features, particularly the
planter’s dwelling house and dwellings of
the enslaved?

¢ When did rice processing shift from
primarily manual means to more
industrial methods?

A, The Windlafs.for ratsing the Flo
B. Holes fora Fin by which the Windla,

ure by Screw K.
wlley of the Wind-Fan.,

J onatan Lucas I’s“ "Water R1ce"Mach1



Survey A
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Methodology

Data Collection
Historic Plat Collection

& List derived from Market Preparation of Carolina Rice and
Cooper River Historic District

¢ Charleston County ROD Office
¢  McCrady Plat Collection

& South Carolina Historical Society
Modern Geospatial Data Collection

& NOAA
¢ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)

¢ Aerial imagery

& USGS

¢  Geologic map of the Lowcountry

Data Extraction and Analysis

¢ Database developed to manage information derived
from history plats

ArcGIS Pro

¢ Georeference historic plats

¢ Obtain distance measurements

¢ Overlay DEM

& Extract elevation data for point features

¢ Opverlay geologic map



Mechanization of the Cooper River

Sites of Mechanized Rice Processing T-O:-LL R I-C: Ry
& Lewisfield Plantation T Mr, Garrrard's Mills,” fve miles
: . sbove StraWw-ferry, Rice will bereceived’
¢ Comingtee Plantation ‘and pounded on toll, from'thes firft of Mrch,
© Middleburg Plantation 'during’ the {pring snd' {ummer months; 100
e : barrels can always be difpatehed within ten
© Limerick Plantation ‘dayay barrels can be found if required.
¢ Hagan Plantation ! “Any b_oal: drawing 6 fect water can upload
: at the Mill ; agreater draft of water will be
¢ Dean Hall Plantation lightenad free of txpence.
¢ Cedar Hill Plantation Sach ag have good Rice, and wifh to dif-
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@ Ll il Amianen Gderabls quantity of GEDAR KNEES, for
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“Toll Rice,” City Gazette (Charleston, South Carolina),
February 13, 1798: [3].



Results: Elevation

Plantation Name  Plat Date Branch of Cooper River Parish 'Elevation (feet)
Comingtee 1786 Western Branch . Johns |

Middleburg 1786 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis

Lewisfield 1786 Western Branch . Johns

Limerick 1797 Eastern Branch . Johns; St. James Santee; St. Stephens
Hagan 1798 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis

Cedar Hill (Blessing) 1803 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis

Dean Hall 1827 Western Branch . Johns




Plantation Name
Comingtee
Middleburg
Lewisfield
Limerick
Hagan
Cedar Hill (Blessing)
Dean Hall

Results: Proximity to the Cooper River

Plat Date  Branch of Cooper River
1786 Western Branch
1786 Eastern Branch
1786 Western Branch
1797 Eastern Branch
1798 Eastern Branch
1803 Eastern Branch
1827 Western Branch

Parish
. Johns
. Thomas & St. Dennis
. Johns
. Johns; St. James Santee; St. Stephens
. Thomas & St. Dennis
. Thomas & St. Dennis
. Johns

Access to River

| (Direct or Indirect)
Direct

\Indirect

[Indirect

\Indirect

[Indirect

[Indirect

Indirect

Access Type
Adjacent to River
Canal
None
Canal
Canal
Canal

Canal

Distance to River
(feet)

Proximity to Nearest
~ Public Road (feet)
50 6,270
2,500
8,150
3,210
15,355
1,060
10,355



Results: Underlying Geology

N

Hagan Plantation



Results: Primary and Enslaved Dwellings

Distance to Primary Distance to Enslaved

Plantation Name  Plat Date Branch of Cooper River Parish Dwelling (feet)  Settlement (feet)
Comingtee 1786 Western Branch . Johns | 2,395 2,085
Middleburg 1786 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis | 1,090 1,085

Lewisfield 1786 Western Branch . Johns | 1.475 310
Limerick 1797 Eastern Branch . Johns; St. James Santee; St. Stephens | 2,945 2,945
Hagan 1798 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis | 6,605 5,410
Cedar Hill (Blessing) 1803 Eastern Branch . Thomas & St. Dennis |

Dean Hall 1827 Western Branch . Johns 1,360 2,265




Conclusions

Elevation, topography and underlying geology of the Lowcountry determined where
mechanized processing infrastructure was established.

& Between two and eight feet in elevation
¢ Within 300 feet of rice fields
& Less than a quarter mile (.18 miles) from Cooper River

¢ On tidal marsh deposits, clayey sand and clay facies, and alluvium soils

Enslaved settlements located 2,350 feet (.44 miles) from mechanized processing
infrastructure.

Primary dwelling house located 2,645 feet (.50 miles) from mechanized processing
infrastructure.

Industrialization of the rice industry beginning in the 1780s following American
Revolution



NAVIGATING THE FUTURE:

THE MATERIAL EFFECTS OF SEA
LEVEL RISE ON LIGHTHOUSES
ALONG THE EAST COAST OF THE
UNITED STATES

Brianna Schmidt




GENERAL TOPIC

Preserving lighthouses has been
encouraged as lighthouses are important
in representing maritime navigation. There
has been a greater stress on protecting
these navigational aids from effects of
climate change.

Sea levels are projected to rise 10-14
inches in the next three decades for the
east coast.

The need for protecting against sea level
rise is only increasing and will affect
historic structures along the east coast,
including lighthouses.

Image from the National Park Service by K. Moses



WHAT LIGHTHOUSE MATERIALS WILL BE
INUNDATED BY 2050 AND/OR 21007

WHICH OF THESE MATERIALS ARE MORE
COMMON IN LIGHTHOUSE STRUCTURES?

WHICH OF THESE MATERIALS ARE THE
MOST VULNERABLE TO SEA LEVEL RISE?

QUESTION
S



METHODOLOGY
— A Historic Lighthouse

By adding a historic . SLR at 5

lighthouse layer and SLR o
projections of 2' and &' in ' i
rise from NOAA to a GIS

map, intersections can be

created showing which

historic lighthouses will be

in contact with sea water

by 2050 (2') and 2100 (5').




METHODOLOGY

Collect Measured
drawings for the

lighthouses found to be in
contact with SLR for 2050
and 2100 in order to find
what specific materials
will be in contact or fully
submerged.




METHODOLC
GEED

Lidar data determined the exact location
of the lighthouse, including the elevation
of land the lighthouse was built on.

The average mean high water (MHW) for
each lighthouse location was collected
from the Tides & Currents data collection
produced by NOAA by translating the
North American Vertical Datum of 1988 to

the average MHW.

Esei HERE. Garmin, (c) OpenStresiMap contrbutors, and tho GIS user commundy




METHODOLOGY

By incorporating the correct
elevations and MHW levels visually
to the lighthouses measured
drawings, a clear waterline for
present day MHW levels was
displayed on these elevations. Once
the average MHW was found for
present day water levels, the new
water levels for 2050 and 2100 were
iIncorporated.
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Wrought Iron

Wood

Sandstone
Reinforced Concrete
Granite

Cast Iron

Brick

Inundated Materials
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Lighthouse Finish

Whitewash Recipie I 1
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Ranked: Most Vulnerable
12

EXISIING ELEVATION
SR 1% = 0

2

Light House at Duxbury Pier, Mass Repairs to Portsmouth HBR Light |

ngineening Group, "Repais 10 Portmeuth HER Lght” 1998, LS, Coas! Guard Civl Enginesing Uit Providence.

Uight House at Duxbury Pier, Mass.” 1872 USLHS Archives from US Nalonal Archive




BRICK

Ranked: Vulnerable
15

Front Elevation

Caope Forida Lighthouse

Cape Lookout Lighthouse

[ ]

Mikade, Guerge G."Cape Florida Lighthouse” March BIh. 1855, USLHS Archives from US National Archives.

Wihiting, Wiliam "Cope Lookout Lighthouse” 1857, Nalional Preservation Sockety Archives,




GRANITE

Ranked: Least Vulnerable
8

Hill Light
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Recommendations for basic conservation tests relating to
saltwater intrusion are provided

® Gravimetric investigation via drilling

® Semi-quantitative salt strips

¢ Salt spray test

® Measuring weight change of metal after corrosion
® Electrochemistry
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Research Questions

1. How have large-scale tax credit projects impacted the property values of
the parcels surrounding them?

2. What is the dollar-for-dollar value of tax credits awarded to large-scale
projects?

3. How long after a project’'s completion do potential impacts take-hold?




Methodology

Case study properties were selected based on a variety of
criteria

Property tax assessment data was used as a proxy for property
value

Analysis of the change in assessed value of parcels in each
study area over the study period, including pre- and post-rehab
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Analysis
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Conclusions

1. The tax credit projects studied have positively impacted the property
values of the parcels surrounding them

2. The impact induced by the tax credit project does not always
manifest relative to proximity as suggested in the literature

3. The dollar-for-dollar value of historic tax credits awarded varies
project-to-project and is difficult to discern

8 4 The impacts of tax credit projects on surrounding properties can
typically be observed within one cycle of reassessment following the

rehabilitation
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Flame Exposure
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Analysis: Visible Appearance
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Analysis: S.E.M. Magnification
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Research Topics & Questions

* Data-driven research of current communication trends within historic preservation
nonprofits

* |s there a difference in communication priorities, strategies, and measurement
between larger and smaller organizations, those in different geographies, and
organizations with a formal communications role?

* What resources are currently available to provide guidance and best practices? Is there
a need for literature or training specific to communication at historic preservation
nonprofits?



Data Collection & Analysis

Survey
® Mix of local and state across 18 states on the East Coast
® 40 - 54 questions

® Separated in to 4 sections: respondent demographics, organization
demographics, goals of organization, communication strategies

® 40 total response for a 27% response rate; 34 survey completions
Interview

®* The interviews provide additional context to the survey results

® Nine interviews conducted between January 11t through January 31t

November 2023 MSHP Thesis

CLEMS@*

What is your name and job title?

Name (first & last)

Job Title

Name of Historic Preservation
Nonprofit Organization




Five Takeaways of
Communication Trends
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Figure 4.19 Formal Communications Role by Size of Organization.
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Formal Communications Role

Target Audience Groups By Formal Communications Role
100%

80%
60%
40%

20%

0%
Yes No

M Registered Members M Non-Member Professionals ®Non-Member Public B Other

Figure 4.33 Audience Constituent Groups for Organizations by Formal Communications Role.
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Quantify Results of Communications Strategy by Communications
Role

No Formal Communications Role Formal Communications Role
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Figure 4.47 Quantify Results of Communications Strategy by Communications Role.
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Regionality

State Distribition on the East Coast

Figure 4.1 State Distribution of Respondents.
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Education in Communication by Region
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Figure 4.17 Education in Communication by Region.
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Regionality

Persor to Paid Search / Print (i.e.
Geography Radio Podcasts Television Email Search Engine | Social Media | Newspapers, | Newsletters | Press/Media
PR Optimization Magazines)
Northeast 3.79 1.21 1.26 1.16 3.84 1.68 3.53 2.63 3.16
Southeast 3.87 1.87 1.60 2.33 4.00 2.40 3.93 3.20 3.87
Table 4.14 Method of Communication by Region (Means Scores on a Scale of 1-4).
Geography Facebook Instagram Twitter/X LinkedIn TikTok YouTube Snapchat
Northeast 3.37 3.11 1.32 1.63 1.21 2.42 1.05
Southeast 4.00 3.80 1.67 1.40 1.20 2.13 1.07

Table 4.18 Social Media Platform Importance by Region (Means Scores on a Scale of 1-4).
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Figure 4.39 Desired Audiences.
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Target Audiences

How Audiences Are Segmented

Membership INIIIEINGE—— 16%
Geography [N 9%

Previous Event Attendance [N 7%

Income NN 7%
Interest in Subject Matter [ 4%
Age M 4%
Engagement with Organization M 4%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 350%
Figure 4.37 Ways in Which Audiences Are Segmented for Communications
(Response Percentages of the Sample).
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Figure 4.38 Top Goal Audiences For Communications.
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Training and Resources

Best Form of Literature or Tramning for Communications

206%
21%
18%
15%
12%
9%
All of the above Best Practices Resource  Hands-on Workshops Online Classes
Manual

Yes I don't know No

Is There A Need For More Formal Literature or Training for Historic Preservation Nonprofit Communications?
If Yes, What is the Best Form?

Figure 4.44 Best Form of Training for Communications.
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Conclusion

Areas of Future Research
Significance and Implications
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