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How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form.  If any item does not apply to the property being documented, enter 

"N/A" for "not applicable."  For functions, architectural classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories 
from the instructions.   

 

1. Name of Property 

Historic name:  _______ The Camden Battlefield (Additional Documentation) ______ 

Other names/site number: __________38KE1003____________________________ 

      Name of related multiple property listing: 

      _________N/A__________________________________________________ 

      (Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

2. Location  

Street & number: ___  1606 Flat Rock Road_______________ 

City or town: __Camden__________ State: ___SC_________ County: __Kershaw_______  

Not For Publication:   Vicinity:  

____________________________________________________________________________ 

3. State/Federal Agency Certification   

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended,  

I hereby certify that this    X   nomination  ___ request for determination of eligibility meets 

the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of Historic 

Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.  

In my opinion, the property  _X_  meets   ___ does not meet the National Register Criteria.  I 

recommend that this property be considered significant at the following  

level(s) of significance:      

 _X_national                  ___statewide           ___local  

  Applicable National Register Criteria:  

_X_A             _X_B           ___C           _X_D         

 

 

    

Signature of certifying official/Title:    Date 

______________________________________________ 

State or Federal agency/bureau or Tribal Government 

 

x  

  



United States Department of the Interior  
National Park Service / National Register of Historic Places Registration Form  
NPS Form 10-900     OMB No. 1024-0018      

 

The Camden Battlefield (Additional 
Documentation) 

 Kershaw Co., SC 

Name of Property                   County and State 

Sections 1-6 page 2 
 

In my opinion, the property        meets        does not meet the National Register 

criteria.   

     

Signature of commenting official:    Date 

 

Title :                                     State or Federal agency/bureau 

                                                                                         or Tribal Government  

 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

4. National Park Service Certification  

 I hereby certify that this property is:  

       entered in the National Register  

       determined eligible for the National Register  

       determined not eligible for the National Register  

       removed from the National Register  

       other (explain:)  _____________________                                                                                    

 

                     

______________________________________________________________________   

Signature of the Keeper   Date of Action 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

5. Classification 

 Ownership of Property 

 (Check as many boxes as apply.) 

Private:  

 

 Public – Local 

 

 Public – State  

 

 Public – Federal  

 

 

 

 Category of Property 

 (Check only one box.) 

 

 Building(s) 

 

 District  

X

 

  x
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 Site                                    x 

 

 Structure  

 

 Object  

 

 

 

 

 Number of Resources within Property 

 (Do not include previously listed resources in the count)              

Contributing   Noncontributing 

_____________  _____14______  buildings 

 

_____________   ______1______  sites 

 

_____________   _____________  structures  

 

_____________   ______4______  objects 

 

_____________   ______19______  Total 

 

 

 Number of contributing resources previously listed in the National Register ___1______ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

6. Function or Use  

Historic Functions 

(Enter categories from instructions.) 

 _DEFENSE/Battlefield _ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 

Current Functions 

(Enter categories from instructions.) 

 _RECREATION AND CULTURE/outdoor recreation_ 

 _LANDSCAPE/forest_ 

 ___________________ 

X
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_____________________________________________________________________________ 

7. Description  

 

 Architectural Classification  

 (Enter categories from instructions.) 

 _______N/A________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 

 

Materials: (enter categories from instructions.) 

Principal exterior materials of the property: ________N/A________________ 

 

 

 

Narrative Description 

(Describe the historic and current physical appearance and condition of the property.  Describe 

contributing and noncontributing resources if applicable. Begin with a summary paragraph that 

briefly describes the general characteristics of the property, such as its location, type, style, 

method of construction, setting, size, and significant features. Indicate whether the property has 

historic integrity.)   

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Summary Paragraph 

 

  The Camden Battlefield is a Revolutionary War site located eight miles north of Camden, 

South Carolina along both sides of Flat Rock Road (S.C. State Rd. 58). The property was the site 

of the Battle of Camden on August 16, 1780. The battlefield was established as a National 

Historic Landmark (NHL) on January 20, 1961, and was listed in the National Register on 

October 15, 1966. The NHL and National Register boundaries are the same and encompass 

1,141 acres between two branches of Gum Creek. The property is largely a pine forest. The core 

battlefield of approximately 396 acres consists of light timber pine forest and a swampy 

drainage. A number of non-contributing resources are present within the National Register 

property, including private homes. A six-acre park, formerly owned by the Daughters of the 

American Revolution (DAR), is located within the listed boundary and contains a stone 

monument to Johann Baron de Kalb and an interpretive kiosk. Both the smaller park and the 

battlefield have interpretive signage, with visitor hiking trails being cut at the time of this update 

(2022). The primary focus of this Additional Documentation is to describe and document the 

core battlefield site within which the main action of the Battle of Camden took place.  
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Narrative Description  

 

General Landscape 

 

Flat Rock Road generally follows the historic route used by both armies before the battle 

(otherwise known as the avenue of approach), and bisects the listed area and the core battlefield 

(see Photos 1, 2, 5, 8, and 13). Traces of the original road still exist about 10 yards east of the 

modern road, running through the Daughters of the American Revolution property to a point 

about 100 yards south (Photo 9). The road traverses an upland area between drainages to the east 

and west that gently slope from north to south. At the listed area’s northern extent, the elevation 

is 402 msl, and it drops to 306 msl about a mile down slope, at the approximate south end of the 

battlefield (Photos 1 and 2). On the battlefield’s extreme north end, the road bisects a narrow 

ridge, about 300 yards wide, but the terrain then opens to a wide plain some 1,600 yards wide 

just north of the de Kalb monument. South of this broad plain, the landscape narrows again, 

constricted by swampy drainages of Gum Creek on either side (Photo 7 and 8). The width of the 

plain here is confined to about 1200 yards and is where the battle lines were drawn (Photos 10 

and 11). South of this point the ridgeline falls gently into the Gum Swamp Creek floodplain 

(Photo 13). 

 

Both the listed area and the core battlefield are currently in light timber forest consisting 

of secondary loblolly pine (with scattered planted long-leaf pine), and an approximate 30-acre 

plot of exclusively young long-leaf pine planted around as part of a reforestation effort to 

eventually return the battlefield to the landscape at the time of battle in 1780. The understory is 

not dense. The historic ground cover was a longleaf pine-wiregrass association. At the time of 

the battle, the old-growth longleaf pines were thick and tall, with the first limbs as much as 30 to 

40 feet above the ground surface. Wiregrass covered much of the otherwise open forest floor, 

and a contemporary account claims that it was waist high in some areas. Today, the forest floor 

has an understory of young pines and blackjack oaks, and some areas exhibit thick growths of 

briars, hawthorn, sumac, wild raspberries, and strawberry bush. The swamp areas are overgrown 

with fetter bush, holly, sheepkill, myrtle, swamp azalea, muscadine, and greenbrier.  

 

Soils are primarily Wagram sand, with the very northern part of the landmark Blanton 

sand, and the marshland consisting of Pantego sands.1 The soils are quickly drained and seem 

ideal for fast growing pine.  

 

The historic property includes multiple owners, private and public. The core battlefield, 

as far as the archaeological work indicates, is mostly in public trust under the Historic Camden 

Foundation, with several private properties just on the edge of the battlefield. 

 

Core Battlefield (1780) – Contributing Site 

 

                         
1 Cleveland J. Mitchell, Jr., Soil Survey of Kershaw County (Washington, D.C.: Soil Conservation Service, 1989).   
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The core battlefield of 396 acres is entirely within the listed property and its location is 

based on on-going archaeological research (see below).2 It may be defined as an area of a gently 

southward-sloping plateau between the two drainages of Gum Creek, which constitute the 

boundary of the listed property. This area is specifically defined by a series of UTM coordinates 

which correspond both to contemporary descriptions of the battle and archaeological evidence of 

combat in the form of fired and unfired ammunition, military and civilian clothing materials, gun 

parts, and human burials (see Criterion D, below). Note that there is also identical evidence 

beyond this core area, however, the defined area is where the main battle was fought based on 

the archaeological work to date. 

 

Site Evolution 

 

In 1786, a visitor reported that “shattered trees, and the unburied bones of men and 

horses” were still visible, but an 1830 visitor reported that not a vestige of the battle remained.3 

Historian Benson Lossing examined the Camden battlefield in January, 1849, and recorded the 

first substantial description of the site: 

 

The hottest of the engagement occurred upon the hill, just before descending to 

Sander’s Creek [Gum Swamp Creek] from the north, now, as then, covered with an 

open forest of pine-trees. When I passed through it, the undergrowth had just burned, 

and the blackened trunks of the venerable pines, standing like the columns of a vast 

temple, gave the whole scene a dreary, yet grand appearance. Many of the old trees 

yet bear marks of the battle, the scars of the bullets being made very distinct by large 

protuberances. I was informed that many musket balls have been cut out of the trees; 

and I saw quite a number of trunks that had recently been hewn with axes for the 

purpose. Some pines had been thus cut by searchers for bullets that must have been 

in the seed when the battle occurred. Within half a mile of Sanders Creek [Gum 

Swamp Creek], on the north side, are some old fields, dotted with shrub pines, where 

the hottest of the battle was fought. A large concavity near the road, filled with 

hawthorns, was pointed out to me as the spot where many of the dead were buried.4  

 

This suggests that parts of the battlefield’s southern end were already in fields in 1849, and the 

site of a mass grave was known in that vicinity. The south end of the battlefield is actually nearly 

a mile from Gum Swamp Creek, however. Unfortunately, the only map accompanying Lossing’s 

description is a version of the Faden Map of 1787 (Figure 5). 

 

                         
2 Steven D. Smith, James B. Legg, and Tamara Wilson, The Archaeology of the Camden Battlefield: History, 

Private Collections, and Field Investigations (Columbia, SC: South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and 

Anthropology, 2009); James B. Legg, Steven D. Smith, and Tamara Wilson, “Understanding Camden: The 

Revolutionary War Battle of Camden As Revealed Through Historical, Archaeological, and Private Collections 

Analysis (Columbia, SC: South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology, 2004).  
3 Bryan R. Whitfield, The Preservation of the Camden Battlefield (Winston-Salem, NC: MA Thesis, Department of 

History, Wake Forest University, 1980), 56. 
4 Benson Lossing, The Pictorial Field-Book of the American Revolution (New York: Harper Brothers, 1855), 460. 
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The Camden battlefield was still substantially wooded at the beginning of the twentieth 

century, but Camden historians Thomas Kirkland and Robert Kennedy reported that the 

character of forest had changed: 

 

If one today, in leafy August, were to visit the scene of the battle, he would exclaim: 

“Here indeed was a veritable ‘war of the woods.’” It has always been known locally 

as “Parker Old Field,” because of its ownership in former days by one Parker, 

although there are none of those badges in the vicinity always indicative of old 

fields. The present adjacent clearings are undoubtedly comparatively recent. At the 

date of the battle the ground was occupied by a close array of tall and stately pines, 

limbless to a height of forty or fifty feet.  These, by the process of turpentining, have 

been reduced to a scanty few, so that not many of those remain that witnessed the 

battle. Their thinning has allowed to come up a growth of scrub oaks, which in 

summer obscure the view much more than did the pines.... Those living in that 

neighborhood have found amongst the leaves of the woods many an old buckle, 

button, bayonet, bullet, cannon ball, flintlock, and to this day diligent search will 

reveal some such disjecta membra of the encounter.5  

 

Kirkland and Kennedy found “grape shot and bullets in half-burnt and decayed trees.”6 Their 

map does shows the location of the “Pine where De Kalb lay wounded,” which was replaced by 

the monument to Baron de Kalb erected by the Hobkirk Hill Chapter of the Daughters of the 

American Revolution in 1909.7   

 

Whitfield notes that a newspaper photograph of the battlefield taken around 1910 “reveals 

that that there were a few clearings at the site,” and that a 1918 tourist guide reported that it “is 

largely wooded ground.”8  In March 1929, Lt. Col. H.L. Landers visited the battlefield while 

researching an history of the battle he prepared for the War Department (Landers 1929).9 

Landers’ battlefield map (1929:40; see Section 8 and Figure 6) is essentially copied from that of 

Kirkland and Kennedy, but it does show nearly all of the battlefield south of the present DAR 

property as no longer wooded in 1929. Whitfield, however, indicates considerably less clearing 

as late as 1941: 

 

During the 1920’s or early 1930’s a family named Hearon acquired a tract of land 

on the east side of Route 58, a few hundred yards south of the De Kalb marker. 

Years later, J.W.Z. Hearon, who had helped to farm the land as a boy, recounted 

how he had collected buckets full of musket balls from the soil.... An Aerial 

photograph taken on January 29, 1941 shows a house, a barn, several smaller 

                         
5 Thomas J. Kirkland and Robert M. Kennedy, Historic Camden, Part One: Colonial and Revolutionary (Columbia, 

SC: The State Company, 1905), 169. 
6 Ibid., 162n. 
7 Whitfield, 58-61. 
8 Whitefield, 59n. 
9 Lieutenant Colonel H.L. Landers, The Battle of Camden South Carolina, August 16, 1780 (Washington, D.C.: 

house Document No, 12, 71st Congress, Washington Printing Office, 1929). 
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structures, and approximately 40 acres of cultivated land. With the exception of a 

few scattered clearings, however, the rest of the battlefield remained woodland.10  

 

Landers’s study revived interest in the site and in 1930, the Hobkirk Hill Chapter of the 

DAR secured an option to buy 425.5 acres of the battlefield for about $6500, but the land was 

not purchased. In 1942, the chapter did acquire five additional acres around the de Kalb 

monument, adding to a single acre acquired there in 1912.11  

 

An aerial photograph taken in 1949 (Figure 1) shows that nearly all of the battlefield 

south of the DAR property was under cultivation, while the areas to the north and west of the 

DAR property were in woods, or pine savannah. These areas have been impacted by logging but 

never plowed. By 1964, the fields seen in 1949 and the farm site east of Route 58 were in pine 

plantation, while formerly wooded areas had been timbered, but were not agricultural fields. 

There was also a massive clear-cutting program completed in 1998. 

 

At the request of the Katawba Valley Land Trust (KVLT), in 1996, archaeologist James 

B. Legg laid out an area of 310 acres that he believed to be the core battlefield based on his 

research. In 2000, the landowner at the time, Bowater Industries, Inc., donated a conservation 

easement on the land to the KVLT. The Palmetto Conservation Foundation (PCF) became the 

administer of the easement at that time. In 2002, the PCF purchased the 310 acres surrounding 

the DAR park from Bowater and the DAR donated their property to PCF in 2005. In 2007 the 

PCF purchased an additional 160 acres.12 The foundation began a forest restoration project to 

plant long-leaf pine shortly after that.  

 

A coalition of local and state agencies began planning for the preservation of the 

battlefield in 2000. These included the KVLT, PCF, Kershaw County Historical Society, 

Hobkirk Hill Chapter of the DAR, and the American Battlefield Protection Program (ABPP) of 

the National Park Service. This group formed an Advisory Council, which led to the 

development of a Strategic Plan for site preservation approved in 2003.13 The Strategic Plan 

came up with several recommendations in the areas of historical research, archaeology, natural 

and cultural landscape, preservation, and interpretation. This committee continued with various 

activities until the properties were eventually turned over to the Historic Camden Foundation in 

April 2017. Meanwhile, the American Battlefield Trust acquired another 259.28 acres of the 

northern battlefield in June of 2018. The Historic Camden Foundation also maintains the 

property as a longleaf pine preserve.  

 

                         
10 Whitfield, 65n. 
11 Whitfield, 64-65. 
12 National Park Service, “Battle of Camden and Historic Camden Special Resource Study” (Denver, CO: National 

Park Service, 2015), 2. 
13 George Fields, Steven D. Smith, James B. Legg, Strategic Plan for the Battle of Camden Historic Landmark. 

(Columbia, SC: Palmetto Conservation Foundation).  
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Formal archaeological research on the battlefield began in 1998 by James B. Legg and 

continues as of this nomination update.14 Prior to that, beginning in the 1960s, the battlefield had 

been significantly impacted by private relic collectors. In 2001 and 2003, PCF and the South 

Carolina Institute of Archaeology (SCIAA) secured two grants from the ABPP to conduct 

interviews with 14 collectors to document their finds and locations, and to conduct professional 

investigations using metal detectors to sample areas of the battlefield. In 2005, PCF and the 

SCIAA a third grant was awarded to them through the NPS, “Save America’s Treasures” 

Initiative.15 This work continues as opportunities are provided by the clearing and management 

of the site. 

 

In 1996, Congress authorized the ABPP to identify Revolutionary War sites and War of 

1812 sites, assess their significance and their preservation status.16 In 2000, the ABPP began a 

nationwide survey, using historians and archaeologists. The Camden Battlefield was assessed as 

part of this initiative. This has led to an unfortunate and persistent error in the NPS database 

concerning the exact location of the American and British initial battle lines (see archaeological 

significance statement in Section 8). The ABPP relied on several collectors who visited the 

battlefield in the late 80s and early nineties. So much of the battlefield had been impacted by 

previous collectors that these latecomers found little at the main battle line and were drawn to the 

hillside north of that battle line, where they were rewarded with abundant finds. This led them to 

believe that the battle took place on that hillside, which SCIAA later labeled the “Northern 

Solution.” The work by SCIAA, to include interviews of collectors from the 1960s onward, 

review of the historic documents describing the battlefield, and SCIAA archaeological work, has 

demonstrated that the battle took place south of the hillside or the “Southern Solution.” The 

correct location has been argued in detail in both SCIAA reports and is presented in the 

accompanying maps.17 The error persists despite the efforts of SCIAA to provide the correct 

location. For example, the American Battlefield Trust has used the incorrect location on their 

website and in the draft exhibit for the Camden Revolutionary War Visitors Center.18 The latter 

has been corrected. 

 

Sometime prior to 2015, Congress directed the Secretary of the Interior to conduct a 

special resource study to determine if the Camden Battlefield and nearby Historic Camden (a 

reconstructed Revolutionary War site), were suitable for a historic park within the National Park 

System. The study looked at feasibility and found the two deficient. Regarding the battlefield, it 

appears that the reviewer’s greatest concern was that the core of the battlefield was bisected by 

State Road 58 (Flat Rock Road) that receives high traffic volume. The road was deemed not only 

a safety hazard but also negatively impacted the visual and auditory experience at the site, 

                         
14 Legg, Smith, and Wilson, 2005; Smith, Legg, and Wilson, 2009. 
15 Smith, Legg, and Wilson 2009. 
16 Tanya M. Gossett and H. Bryan Mitchell, “Report to Congress on the Historic Preservation of Revolutionary War 

and War of 1812 Sites in the United States” (Washington, D.D.: NPS, American Battlefield Protection Program, 

2007). 
17 Legg, Smith, and Wilson, 2005; Smith, Legg, and Wilson, 2009. 
18 https://www.battlefields.org/learn/maps/camden-aug-16-1780, accessed February 21, 2022. 

https://www.battlefields.org/learn/maps/camden-aug-16-1780
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degrading the interpretive opportunities at the battlefield.19 The study did find that the site has 

high potential for “future public enjoyment.” The effort to develop the battlefield as an 

interpretive center and memorial park for the battle continues through a consortium of interested 

citizens, public and private organizations including the American Battlefield Trust, Camden 

Archives and Museum, City of Camden, South Carolina Battleground Preservation Trust, the 

Liberty Trail, the South Carolina American Revolution 250th Commission, and the Historic 

Camden Foundation. In 2021, this consortium, along with private company donations and 

efforts, opened the Revolutionary War Visitors Center at 212 Broad Street in Camden. The battle 

and the war are prominent in the exhibits. 

 

Historic Integrity 

 

Critical to the evaluation of archaeological properties for the National Register are the 

aspects of integrity, which include location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and 

association. Design and workmanship are not applicable for archaeological sites. 

Location: The National Landmark is in the correct location of the battle as has been 

clearly defined by archaeological research (Figure 2).  

Setting and Feeling: At the time of battle the site was entirely forested with longleaf pine 

and high wire grass understory. The battlefield has had a checkered past since, both as second 

growth pine and, in some parts, agricultural use. The current forest is approximately 30 to 50 

years old. Under the ownership of the Palmetto Conservation Foundation, approximately 30 

acres of the core battlefield that had been clear-cut were replanted in long-leaf pine in an attempt 

to reconstruct the landscape at the time of the battle. More recently, in 2020, a portion of the 

southeastern battlefield, approximately 5 acres in size, was completely harvested. Likewise, a 

portion of the American lines eastern flank and northern rear of 100 acres was harvested. 

Furthermore, it has a two-lane, high-traffic highway (State Route 58) through the middle of the 

battlefield. This road is close to the original Revolutionary War-era road, approximately 15 to 20 

meters west of the road, based on a remnant of the original road that exists just south of the DAR 

park. Nevertheless, it cannot be argued that the battlefield retains its landscape, setting and 

feeling at the time of the battle. Overtime it could be restored. 

Materials and Association: Although relic collecting at the battlefield goes back to at 

least the 1960s, formal archaeological survey and excavation from 1998 to the present 

demonstrates that significant material culture representing the Battle of Camden is still present 

within the nominated boundary. 

 

Non-Contributing Resources 

 

 There are multiple non-contributing resources on the property, including: private homes, 

a church and cemetery power line, and an unoccupied building that formerly housed a county 

chain gang, now used as a storage facility. The table of non-contributing resources provided 

                         
19 National Park Service, “Battle of Camden and Historic Camden Special Resource Study,” 42. 
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below is primarily based upon the Kershaw County Historic Resources Survey prepared in 2002 

by New South Associates.  

 

 The core battlefield also includes the six-acre Daughters of the American Revolution 

(DAR) property with a parking area, a granite monument to Baron de Kalb, a modern granite 

National Historic Landmark marker, and a South Carolina Highway Historic Marker (Photos 3 

and 4). A modern interpretive kiosk is also present (Photo 6). Surrounding this is the property 

owned by the Historic Camden Foundation. This property and the DAR tract total about 316 

acres.   

 

 The Hobkirk’s Hill Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution erected and 

dedicated the granite monument to de Kalb on May 28, 1909, with the inscription “Baron 

DeKalb, Mortally Wounded On This Spot. At Battle of Camden, Aug. 16, 1780.” The landowner 

donated one acre to the DAR where the monument was in 1912.20  

 

Inventory of Non-Contributing Resources 

 

Address Resource Type Date SHPO Site No. 

1762 Flat Rock Rd 

(Parker Church Rd) 

Parker Baptist Church 

and Cemetery 

Building 

& Site 

c. 1935, 

altered 

197521 

1145 

1712 Flat Rock Rd One-story, frame 

residence 

Building c. 1950 1144 

1606 Flat Rock Rd National Historic 

Landmark Monument 

Object 1961 1143.02 

Interpretive Kiosk Object 2000s N/A 

SC Historical Marker Object 1974 N/A 

De Kalb Monument Object 1909 1143.01 

1524 Flat Rock Rd One-story, frame 

residence 

Building c. 1950 1141 

1423 Flat Rock Rd One-story, frame 

residence 

Building 1940s 1139 

1421 Lorick Horton 

Rd 

One-story wood-frame 

agricultural building 

Building Early 1900s 1140 

1720 Flat Rock Rd House trailer Building Post 2002 N/A 

1448 Flat Rock Rd 

 

 

One-story, concrete 

block commercial 

building 

Building 1940s-1950s 1138 

                         
20 Whitfield, 60. 
21 USGS Historical Topographic Map Explorer, “Camden, 1935,” U.S. Geological Survey, 

https://livingatlas.arcgis.com/topoexplorer/index.html; South Carolina State Highway Department, “General 

highway and transportation map, Kershaw County, South Carolina,” 1938, South Caroliniana Library Map 

Collection, Digital Collections, University of South Carolina Libraries, 

https://digital.tcl.sc.edu/digital/collection/sclmaps/id/1215/rec/2. 

https://livingatlas.arcgis.com/topoexplorer/index.html
https://digital.tcl.sc.edu/digital/collection/sclmaps/id/1215/rec/2
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Small, one-story, 

concrete block 

commercial building 

Building 1940s-1950s 1138.01 

1404 Flat Rock 

Road 

Corrugated metal garage Building Post 2002 N/A 

1545 Flat Rock Rd Residence/domestic 

house moved to lot, 

approximately four 

outbuildings 

Buildings 

(5) 

Post 2002 N/A 
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_________________________________________________________________ 

8. Statement of Significance 

 

 Applicable National Register Criteria  

 (Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property for National Register  

 listing.) 

 

A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 

broad patterns of our history. 

  

B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.  

 

C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 

construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, 

or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack 

individual distinction.  

 

D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 

history.  

 

 

 

 

 

 Criteria Considerations  

 (Mark “x” in all the boxes that apply.) 

 

A. Owned by a religious institution or used for religious purposes 

  

B. Removed from its original location   

 

C. A birthplace or grave  

 

D. A cemetery 

 

E. A reconstructed building, object, or structure 

 

F. A commemorative property 

 

G. Less than 50 years old or achieving significance within the past 50 years  

 

 

 

 

x

 

  

 

  

x

 

  

x 
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Areas of Significance 

(Enter categories from instructions.)  

___________________  

_Archaeology/historic non-aboriginal_ 

_Military___________  

___________________  

___________________  

___________________  

___________________ 

 

 

Period of Significance 

___1780____________ 

___________________ 

___________________ 

 

 Significant Dates  

 ___1780____________  

 ___________________ 

 ___________________ 

 

Significant Person 

(Complete only if Criterion B is marked above.) 

__Gates, Horatio_____  

__de Kalb, Johann____ 

 ___________________  

 ___________________ 

 ___________________  

 ___________________ 

 

 

 Cultural Affiliation  

 ___________________  

 ___________________  

 ___________________ 

 

 Architect/Builder 

 ___________________ 

 ___________________  

 ___________________ 
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Statement of Significance Summary Paragraph (Provide a summary paragraph that includes 

level of significance, applicable criteria, justification for the period of significance, and any 

applicable criteria considerations.)  

 

   The Camden Battlefield was designated a National Historic Landmark in 1961 and listed 

in the National Register of Historic Places in 1966. The property was originally listed at the 

national level for military significance. The purpose of this Additional Documentation is to 

update the existing nomination based on subsequent research and archaeological investigations, 

especially for the core battlefield site. The Additional Documentation also clarifies the applicable 

National Register criteria, adds Archaeology as an area of significance, and identifies significant 

persons associated with the property. The Battle of Camden, August 16, 1780, was a major 

disaster for the Americans during the Southern Campaign of the American Revolution. An 

estimated 3,700 Americans met 2,230 British in a fierce battle eight miles north of colonial 

Camden, South Carolina, and perhaps as many as 1,900 Americans and 324 British were killed, 

wounded, or taken prisoner. American forces were led by the “Hero of Saratoga,” General 

Horatio Gates, and the British were led by Lord Charles Cornwallis. The Camden Battlefield is 

significant at the national level under Criteria A, B, and D in the areas of Military and 

Archaeology: Historic – Non-Aboriginal. The property is associated with the Battle of Camden, 

an event that has made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of our history, as well as 

with important moments in the military careers of General Horatio Gates and Major General 

Johann de Kalb. Additionally, the archaeological evidence of the battle contributes to our 

understanding of battle events, and ongoing archaeological investigations and excavations will 

continue to yield important information about this pivotal battle of the Revolutionary War.  

 

_________________________________________________________________________ 

Narrative Statement of Significance (Provide at least one paragraph for each area of 

significance.)  

  

Criterion A: Military 

 

The “Southern Strategy”  

 

At the start of the Revolutionary War in 1775, the British considered whether 

concentrating their offensive in New England or in the South was the best strategy for subduing 

their rebelling North American colonies. Ultimately, the primary target of the British forces 

launched in 1776 was New York City, with the goal of cutting off troublesome New England, 

while a much smaller, secondary effort would focus on the Carolinas. Initially, this “Southern 

strategy” proved disastrous for British forces, with defeats at the Battle of Moore’s Creek in 

North Carolina and at the Battle of Sullivan’s Island in South Carolina. Repelling the British 

from the Carolinas in 1776 brought a two-year reprieve from significant action in the South, until 

British troops captured Savannah, Georgia in 1778. At that time, the “Southern strategy” was 

revived and Charleston fell in 1780, a devastating blow to the American cause and their worst 
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defeat in the course of the war. Three months later, American and British forces met in battle at 

Camden.22 As documented in the original nomination form, the Battle of Camden was a decisive 

victory for the British and marked “the lowest point to which American forces sank” during the 

Revolutionary War.23 The devastation of the second Continental force sent into the southern 

theater left the entire southeast under the subjugation of British occupation. For all intents and 

purposes, there was no American conventional force left south of Virginia. For the rest of the fall 

of 1780, resistance to British occupation fell to militia forces under such partisan leaders as 

Francis Marion, Thomas Sumter, and Andrew Pickens, plus the “Overmountain Men” of the 

frontier, such as Isaac Shelby and John Sevier. It was not until the arrival of General Nathanael 

Greene in December 1780 that Patriot forces were able to reconstitute a conventional army to 

meet the British forces in North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia.  

 

Battle Participants 

 

 The British lines included British Regulars and provincial units. Soldiers in the provincial 

units were enlisted Loyalists from the American colonies. In addition to the uniformed 

Americans formally enlisted with British forces, there were another 500 militiamen from North 

Carolina and South Carolina among Cornwallis’ troops. It is estimated that over 1,100 of the 

British troops at Camden were Americans who fought in opposition to the Patriot cause, 

preferring to remain part of the British Empire. There was also the British Legion led by Colonel 

Banastre Tarleton, who a few months prior to the Battle of Camden had become infamous among 

Patriots for the destruction of the Continentals at Waxhaws. Lieutenant Colonel Francis Lord 

Rawdon commanded the garrison at Camden, which included 1,000 soldiers before Cornwallis 

brought reinforcements from Charleston ahead of the battle. Garrisoned in the fortified town of 

Camden, which included barracks and a hospital, the British troops were rested, well-cared for, 

and ready to fight.24  

 

 The American forces serving under General Horatio Gates were comprised of a mixture 

of professional soldiers and militia. Continental regiments from Maryland and Delaware were 

uniformed and trained fighters. By contrast, the militiamen were an outgrowth of a colonial 

tradition in which able-bodied men were loosely organized on a part-time basis for local defense. 

Clad in civilian garb, they lacked the standardized military training of their Continental 

counterparts.25 Critically, the American troops were “disorganized, sick, and exhausted” after a 

swift and challenging march south to Camden.26 Among the American officers was native South 

Carolinian Thomas Pinckney, a member of the white planter elite in Charleston and a future 

                         
22 Jim Piecuch, The Battle of Camden: A Documentary History (Charleston, SC: The History Press, 2006), 9-12; 

Walter Edgar, South Carolina, A History (Columbia, SC: University of South Carolina Press, 1998), 231-233. 
23 James Dillon, “The Camden Battlefield,” National Register of Historic Places Inventory – Nomination Form 

(Washington, DC: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, 1966). 
24 Piecuch, The Battle of Camden, 9. National Park Service, “Battle of Camden and Historic Camden Special 

Resource Study,” 19. See the Developmental Context section for additional discussion of Tarleton and Rawdon. 
25 Piecuch, The Battle of Camden, 9. 
26 National Park Service, “Battle of Camden and Historic Camden Special Resource Study,” 19. 
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governor of the state.27 The revolution also attracted officers and soldiers from Europe. Gates’ 

second-in-command, Major General Baron Johann de Kalb, was a German war veteran (see 

Criterion B below).28 Colonel Armand, Marquis de la Rouërie, hailed from France and 

commanded a mixed infantry and cavalry force primarily recruited from Hessian prisoners who 

originally entered the war as mercenaries fighting for the British.29  

 

Although Europeans and people of European descent made up the majority of 

combatants, participants in the Battle of Camden were not exclusively white. Africans and 

African Americans, both enslaved and free, played critical roles in the Revolutionary War. They 

served on both sides of the conflict, often in a variety of support positions but also as active 

combatants. Many volunteered, either already free and roused to the Patriot or Loyalist causes, or 

enticed by the promise of freedom. Many others were pressed into service or, on the Patriot side, 

sent to serve in place of their enslavers.30 Known Black participants at the Battle of Camden 

include Thomas Carney, a free African American from Maryland, who served with the 2nd 

Maryland Brigade and led multiple bayonet charges in the battle. His follow Marylander, Adam 

Adams, was also free and served in the 1st Maryland Brigade. Adams enlisted in 1777 and was 

discharged in 1783, making it likely he saw action at Camden with his regiment. Fifteen-year-old 

Andrew Ferguson of Virginia was a free man originally pressed into service with the British 

along with his father. The pair quickly escaped and joined the Patriot militia. Ferguson was 

wounded in the leg at the Battle of Camden, but survived and continued to serve until his 

discharge in 1781.31  

 

The Battle of Camden 

 

The following battle history is a summary of Chapter 2, in the 2009 archaeological report 

entitled The Archaeology of the Camden Battlefield: History, Private Collections, and Field 

Investigations, by Steven D. Smith, James B. Legg, and Tamara S. Wilson, South Carolina 

Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology, Columbia, SC. It serves to provide a basic historical 

understanding of the battle and, to the extent possible, the sequence of maneuvers by both 

American and British military units across the battlefield landscape. As such, this history relies 

primarily on eyewitness accounts, especially those of: 1) American commander General Horatio 

Gates, 2) Colonel Otho Williams, Gates’ Adjutant, 3) Major Thomas Pinckney, aide-de-camp to 

                         
27 Gregory D. Massey, “Pinckney, Thomas,” in The South Carolina Encyclopedia, ed. Walter Edgar (Columbia: 

University of South Carolina Press, 2006), 731-732. Additional information on Pinckney may be found in 

Developmental Context. 
28 “Johann de Kalb,” American Battlefield Trust, accessed August 4, 2022, 

https://www.battlefields.org/learn/biographies/johann-de-kalb.  
29 Arnold Whitridge, “The Marquis de la Rouërie, Brigadier General in the Continental Army,” Proceedings of the 

Massachusetts Historical Society Third Series, Vol. 79 (1967): 48-56.  
30 Adam E. Zielinksi, “Fighting for Freedom: African Americans Choose Sides During the American Revolution,” 

American Battlefield Trust, November 20, 2020, updated August 24, 2021, 

https://www.battlefields.org/learn/articles/fighting-freedom-african-americans-during-american-revolution.  
31 “African American Patriots at the Siege of Ninety Six,” National Park Service, Ninety Six National Historic Site, 

South Carolina, accessed August 3, 2022, https://www.nps.gov/nisi/learn/historyculture/african-american-patriots-

at-the-siege-of-ninety-six.htm#_edn15.  

https://www.battlefields.org/learn/biographies/johann-de-kalb
https://www.battlefields.org/learn/articles/fighting-freedom-african-americans-during-american-revolution
https://www.nps.gov/nisi/learn/historyculture/african-american-patriots-at-the-siege-of-ninety-six.htm#_edn15
https://www.nps.gov/nisi/learn/historyculture/african-american-patriots-at-the-siege-of-ninety-six.htm#_edn15
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Gates, 4) Colonel Guilford Dudley, a private soldier at the time serving as an aide to Colonel 

Porterfield, 5) British commander Lord Earl Cornwallis; and, 6) Lieutenant Colonel Banastre 

Tarleton, British light cavalry commander.32 While there are many secondary accounts, after 

study, most seem to rely heavily on the few eyewitnesses referenced herein.33 

  

Prelude 

 

 Only a few days after the fall of Charleston, in May 1780, British infantry and cavalry 

detachments fanned out across South Carolina, capturing towns including Ninety Six, Camden, 

and Georgetown. Controlling these towns created a defensive front protecting Charleston, and 

from which the backcountry could be subdued. Both sides saw Camden, South Carolina, as the 

keystone in this arch. The only American forces in South Carolina were a few partisans and a 

party of Virginians under Colonel Abraham Buford that were slaughtered by British Lieutenant 

Colonel Banastre Tarleton at the Battle of Waxhaws on May 29, 1780. 

  

Prior to Charleston’s surrender, General George Washington recommended that a force 

of Continental soldiers be sent south to rescue the besieged or, if Charleston had fallen (it already 

had) to act to “arrest the progress” of the British and “save the Carolinas.”34 Major General 

Johann Baron de Kalb, commander of the Maryland and Delaware Division arrived near Buffalo 

Ford, North Carolina, encamping on July 19. There, de Kalb awaited further orders, desperately 

needed supplies, and reinforcements. Despite de Kalb’s pleas to Whig authorities in North 
                         
32 Report of Earl Cornwallis to Lord George Germain, Camden, South Carolina, August 21, 1780 in, Walter Clark, 

editor, The State Records of North Carolina, Volume XV 1780-81 (Goldsboro: Nash Brothers, Book and Job 

Printers, 1898), pp. 268 to 273; Report of General Gates to President of Congress, August 20, 1780, in John Austin 

Stevens, “The Southern Campaign, 1780, Gates at Camden,” Magazine of American History, October 1880, 

V(4):241-301; Guilford Dudley, “The Carolina’s During the Revolution, A Sketch of the Military Services 

Performed by Guilford Dudley- Then of the town of Halifax, North Carolina, During the Revolutionary War, in 

Southern Literary Messenger, 1845, Volume XI, March, pp. 144-148, April pp. 231-253, May, pp. 281-287, June 

pp. 370-374; Lieutenant Colonel Banastre Tarleton, A History of the Campaigns of 1780 and 1781 in the Southern 

Provinces of North America (Reprint, North Stratford, N.H.: Ayer Company Publishers, 1999, original 1787), pp. 

103-116; General Thomas Pinckney, “General Gates’ Southern Campaign,” in Historical Magazine Volume X 

(1866) 8: 244-253, also, his reply to William Dobein James July 31, 1822, in response to James’ letter of July 25, 

1822 in which he asks about the conduct of General Gates, in the Thomas Pinckney Papers, South Caroliniana 

Library, University of South Carolina; Colonel Otho Williams, “A Narrative of the Campaign of 1780,” Appendix 

A, in William Johnson, Sketches of the Life and Correspondence of Nathanael Greene, Major General of the Armies 

of the United States in the War of the Revolution, Volume 1 (Charleston: A.E. Miller, 1822), pp. 485-503. See also, 

C. Stedman, The History of the Origin, Progress, and Termination of the American War (London: J. Murray et al., 

1794), pp. 204-213. Stedman was “commissary” to Lord Cornwallis’ troops and possibly an eyewitness of the battle. 
33 John Buchanan, The Road to Guilford Courthouse (New York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc, 1997), pp. 157-172; 

Thomas J. Kirkland and Robert M. Kennedy, Historic Camden, Part One Colonial and Revolutionary (Columbia, 

SC: The State Company, 1905), pp. 146-170l; Charles Bracelen Flood, Rise, and Fight Again, Perilous Times Along 

the Road to Independence (New York: Dodd, Mead, & Company, 1976), pp. 278-342; Lieutenant Colonel H.L. 

Landers, The Battle of Camden, House Document No. 12, 71st Congress, 1st Session, (Washington, D.C.: 1929); Paul 

David Nelson, “Horatio Gates in the Southern Department, 1780: Serious Errors and a Costly Defeat,” The North 

Carolina Historical Magazine, Volume 1(1973)3:256-272; George F. Scheer and Hough F. Rankin, Rebels and 

Redcoats (New York: [third edition] World Publishing, 1972), pp. 401-411; Christopher Ward, The War of the 

Revolution (New York: Macmillan Company, 1952), pp. 717-730.  
34 See, Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 4. 
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Carolina, he got nothing but promises. Meanwhile, Congress sent General Horatio Gates, the 

hero of Saratoga, to take command of the Southern Army. Gates arrived at the American camp 

on the evening of the July 24, with the good news that a force of Virginia militia was on its way 

to join the Continentals.35  

 

At Buffalo Ford, Gates surveyed his army. His best unit was de Kalb’s Maryland (and 

Delaware) Division, which consisted of two brigades. General William Smallwood commanded 

the 1st Brigade; the 2nd was under General Mordecai Gist.36 The Delaware regiment, commanded 

by Colonel Vaughan, was an integral part of the 2nd Brigade. In addition, Gates expected the 

legionary corps of Colonel Armand, Marquis de la Rouërie, consisting of about sixty cavalry and 

an equal number of infantry. Critically, this little unit would be Gates’ only cavalry. There were 

also three companies of Continental Artillery under Colonel Edward Carrington. Major Thomas 

Pinckney, already in camp as an aide to de Kalb, became Gates’ aide.37  

  

With these forces, and expecting to be joined by Virginia militia under Brigadier General 

Edward Stevens and North Carolina militia under Major General Richard Caswell, Gates decided 

to focus his campaign on Camden, which General Thomas Sumter reported as vulnerable due to 

a reduced garrison. Gates made some hasty decisions that, in hindsight, appear to have 

contributed to the disaster at the Battle of Camden on August 16.  To the amazement of his 

officers, Gates immediately ordered the weary and starved troops to be ready to march. Only 

three days after the order, the troops were on the move, leaving behind two artillery pieces for 

lack of horses. The army would travel toward Camden with ten field pieces. To the further 

consternation of some officers, Gates’ intended line of march was a direct route to Camden, 

through the northern part of South Carolina, which was widely known to lack forage--a veritable 

desert--occupied by an unfriendly population. Colonel Otho Williams, Adjutant General (first to 

de Kalb, and then to Gates), attempted to dissuade Gates from the intended march in favor of a 

more indirect approach that first turned west, through Salisbury, North Carolina, and then south 

toward Camden. This route would take the army across a landscape where the local population 

was friendly and forage was more available. Gates was not persuaded.38  

 

The army arrived at Mask’s Ferry on the Pee Dee and found plentiful green corn and 

green peaches.39 Starving, the men ate the corn and peaches and suffered severe gastrointestinal 

                         
35 Thomas Pinckney states that Gates joined de Kalb on the 25th of July, but he likely means that he took command 

on the 25th which is correct, see Pinckney’s reply to James, July 31, 1822. 
36 The 1st Maryland Brigade consisted of the 1st, 3rd, 5th, and 7th Maryland Regiments. The 2nd Maryland Brigade 

consisted of the Delaware Regiment and the 2nd, 4th, and 6th Maryland Regiments, see Mark M. Boatner III, 

Encyclopedia of the American Revolution (New York: David McKay Co., Inc., 1966), p. 166. 
37 Flood, Rise, pp. 284-285. 
38 Williams, Narrative, p. 487. Thomas Pinckney, offers a defense of Gates. Pinckney argues that the patriots in 

South Carolina would interpret the march west as abandonment. Second, according to Pinckney, the army had few 

provisions at Buffalo Ford and subsisted by daily foraging parties. Gates said, “We may as well move forward & 

starve, as starve lying here.” See Flood, Rise, Chapter 44, Pinckney’s “Southern Campaign,” pp. 250-25, and reply 

to James, July 31, 1822. 
39 Some historians have wondered why there was green corn in August, but Otho Williams notes that the corn was a 

second crop, “…the preceding crop …was exhausted,” see, Williams, Narrative, p. 487. 
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consequences. Depleted from illness, the troops were not in fit state for battle. In the meantime, 

Gates made a more rudimentary tactical error. Colonel Anthony White and Lieutenant William 

Washington, with what was left of the 1st and 3rd Light Dragoons after General Lincoln’s 

surrender at Charleston, asked for aid in recruiting their corps and offered to join Gates’ army. 

But Gates turned them away.40 Although White and Washington’s commands were tiny they 

would have been valuable as scouts.  

 

Gates crossed the Pee Dee River on August 3rd to find Lieutenant Colonel Charles 

Porterfield and about 100 Virginia State Troops awaiting him. The army continued its march 

west and southward with the North Carolina militia joining on August 7.41 Together, with de 

Kalb on the right and Caswell on the left, the unified command marched to Little Lynches Creek 

where on August 10, they found British Lord Francis Rawdon and his command fortified on the 

opposite bank. 

 

 Rawdon was with the 23rd, 33rd, and 71st Infantry Regiments, his own Volunteers of 

Ireland, a militia corps under Lieutenant Colonel Hamilton, and 40 British Legion dragoons 

under Tarleton. Farther west, British Legion infantry was posted at Rugeley’s Mills.42 As Gates 

assessed his chances of successfully attacking Rawdon at Little Lynches Creek, he did not know 

that Lord Earl Cornwallis, overall commander of British forces in the South, had left Charleston, 

and was rapidly heading northeast to take command.43  

 

 Gates marched north and then west to Rugeley’s Mills, effectively by-passing Rawdon 

and threatening the British occupied Camden, and camped at Rugeley’s plantation, also known 

as Clermont. It was the home of loyalist Colonel Henry Rugeley, and included a home, barn, 

store, and mills. At the fork of two creeks thirteen miles from Camden, Rugeley’s was also 

positioned along the main road from Camden to Charlotte. As a result of Gates circling 

maneuver, Rawdon dropped back and posted his command at Logtown, a small hamlet one mile 

north of Camden. This move placed the British between Gates and Camden and concentrated the 

British forces. Throughout the 13th of August, units of Gates’ army stumbled into Rugeley’s 

Mills (Figure 5). Late that night, Lord Cornwallis arrived and took direct command of the forces 

in Camden.  

 

Phase I: Night March and Clash of Armies 

 

On August 14, General Edward Stevens and the Virginia militia finally arrived at 

Rugeley’s. Stevens brought some 700 additional, albeit exhausted, reinforcements. At the same 

time, Gates received a plea from General Sumter, operating to the west, for additional troops. 

Rather than ordering Sumter to join the main force Gates sent Sumter 300 North Carolina 

                         
40 see Ward, Revolution, p. 719.  
41 Williams, Narrative, p. 490. 
42 Tarleton, History, p. 99. 
43 Flood, Rise, p. 306. 
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Militia, 100 of the 5th Maryland Regiment Continentals, and two field pieces.44  

 

 Neither Gates nor Cornwallis saw the American camp as a good tactical position. Gates 

wanted to be closer to Camden.45 He sent Colonel John Senf and Lieutenant Colonel Porterfield 

down the road toward Camden to find a better, more defensible site, from which to “confine his 

[the enemy’s] operations, to cut off his supplies…and…harass him.”46 Senf found an 

“Advantageous Situation, with a Deep Creek in Front, Seven Miles from Camden.”47 This site 

was likely Sanders Creek about seven miles from colonial Camden. Cornwallis’ excellent 

intelligence informed him that Gates was “badly posted” at Rugeley’s.48 With confidence that 

Charleston was well protected, and that he had “little to lose by a defeat, & much to gain by a 

Victory,” Cornwallis prepared to march with the full intention of engaging and defeating Gates 

at Rugeley’s.49  

 

 At the American camp, Gates called his officers to Rugeley’s barn on the afternoon of 

August 15 and issued orders to march south to the new position at ten that evening. According to 

Gates, he “communicated” his plans in this meeting and no one raised any objections.50 Aide to 

Gates, Otho Williams confirms that Gates heard no objections in the meeting, but asserts that 

there were misgivings among the officer corps about a composite army of regulars and militia 

that had never maneuvered together in daylight, marching at night toward the enemy.51  

 

Nevertheless, Gates’ army prepared for the night march. He ordered the sick, heavy 

baggage, extra artillery stores, quartermaster supplies, and those camp followers who had not 

already left, to move northeast to the Waxhaws. Then he fed the men, issuing them a full meal of 

meat, bread, and a gill of molasses. As should have been expected, the repast "operated so 

cathartically, as to disorder very many of the men, who were breaking ranks all night, and were 

certainly much debilitated before the action commenced in the morning."52 

 

 Gates’ army moved out at ten that evening in the following order: Armand's cavalry took 

the advance along the sandy road. Two hundred yards on his right, marching through the woods 

                         
44 Gates, Report to Congress, p. 302 in Stevens. Historians, convinced of Gates’ military incompetence, have 

pointed to this decision as an example, see Ward, Revolution, p. 722. But again, Pinckney, an eyewitness, comes to 

Gates’s rescue. He argues that Gates had no real intention of an open battle with the British. He asked Gates directly 

if Gates intended to attack the enemy. Gates responded “No!” In what turns out to be alarming irony, Gates’ 

reasoning was “the number of Militia who formed the bulk of his army.” Thus Gates was well aware that the militia 

was not to be relied upon. The decision to aid Sumter, and subsequent orders to march toward Camden (see below) 

were to “take post” there (as Gates states in his Report to Congress). 
45 According to Colonel John Senf, Gates also wanted to be closer to Sumter operating on the western side of the 

Wateree, see, Colonel John Senf, “Extract of a Journal Concerning the Action of the 16th of August 1780 Between 

Major General Gates and General Lord Cornwallis,” Library of Congress.  
46 General Thomas Pinckney, “General Gates’ Southern Campaign,” Historical Magazine, Vol. X (1866)8: 245. 
47 Gates, Report to Congress, p. 302 in Stevens. 
48 Cornwallis to Lord Germain, in State Records of North Carolina, p. 270. 
49 Ibid., p. 269. 
50 Gates letter, August 20, in Stevens, p. 302. 
51 Williams, Narrative, p. 493. 
52 Ibid., p. 494. 
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in single file was Lieutenant Colonel Porterfield's Virginia light infantry. On the left at an equal 

distance was North Carolina militia light infantry under Major Armstrong. On the road behind 

the cavalry were Armand’s light infantry followed by an advanced guard, then the 1st Maryland 

Brigade, followed by the 2nd. Next in line were three brigades of North Carolina militia followed 

by the Virginia militia, and a rear guard of volunteer cavalry covered the baggage and 

ammunition wagons. Each continental brigade had two field pieces at its front.53  The rest of the 

artillery was with the Virginia Militia.  

  

In the van, Gates ordered his few cavalrymen to be prepared to stand and absorb any 

attack on their front. Porterfield and Armstrong would then sweep in on the right and left to flank 

the attackers until more support could be brought up. Gates thought the cavalry’s position in the 

van was a positive move but Armand was upset with the order. 54 Armand complained that 

cavalry had never been placed in advance of troops marching at night before, and that Gates’ 

order was insulting. However, if Gates is guilty of misplacing the cavalry out front, the British 

did the same.55 

 

 The landscape between Rugeley's and Camden was gently rolling and wooded. One 

eyewitness described it as "thick," however it is more likely that today it would be described as 

mature, since these woods in no way resembled modern forests of thin pines and heavy 

undergrowth. The virgin pine forests of colonial South Carolina consisted of giant mature trees 

with thick trunks and a canopy beginning perhaps as much as thirty to forty feet above the 

ground. In this environment, little underbrush could grow, so there were clear, open spaces 

between the trees that allowed good visibility and did not hinder maneuver. Colonel Guilford 

Dudley, attached to Porterfield, described the battlefield landscape as an “open piney wood 

plains, destitute of brush wood” which did not hinder visibility, even at night.56 No other 

eyewitnesses mention any problem in maneuvering, nor did the woods hinder British cavalry 

during the battle.57  

 

 With a full moon shining through the high canopy, Armand's cavalry and Porterfield's 

light infantry kept visual contact throughout the march.58 At 2:30 A.M., four-and-one-half hours 

into the march and only two miles from his destination, the two armies met. Colonel Armand in 

the front hurried over to Porterfield on the right flank and whispered “there is the enemy, Sir—

must I charge him.”59 

 

 Unknown to Gates, Cornwallis had marched at the same hour up the same road hoping to 

reach Rugeley’s Mills on the morning of the 16th of August for a surprise sunrise attack. Lord 
                         
53 Gates, August 20, in Stevens.  
54 Williams, Narrative, p. 493. 
55 Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 28. 
56 Dudley, Sketch, p. 146. 
57 But see discussion, footnote 64. 
58 Calvin Keyes has calculated that the moon was 99% full that evening, and at 2:30 A.M., the moon was 39.2 

degrees above the horizon shining out of the southwest skies at 201.3 degrees. This would place it behind the British 

giving them the advantage, see http://jrshelby.com/camdenproj/moon.htm, accessed August 26, 2002. 
59 Dudley, Sketch, p. 146. Although this seems to be a question, there is no question-mark in the quote. 

http://jrshelby.com/camdenproj/moon.htm
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Cornwallis placed a British legion dragoon troop in the British van. Behind them were mounted 

infantry and four companies of light infantry. The regular infantry, 23rd and 33rd Regiments of 

Foot followed, behind them was Lord Rawdon's brigade consisting of the Volunteers of Ireland, 

British legion infantry, the Royal North Carolina Regiment, and North Carolina volunteer 

militia. Two battalions of the 71st Regiment and a few wagons and dragoons brought up the rear. 

Cornwallis also brought six field pieces, four with the forward elements and two with the 

reserve.60  

 

 The British cavalry charged immediately when their challenge went unanswered.61 

Armand's command took the British charge and Porterfield's light infantry reacted to the first 

shots exactly as ordered and ran up the right flank, returning fire.62 This surprised the British 

dragoons and forced them back, but simultaneously, the British light infantry advanced, 

deployed, and laid down a solid fire, throwing back the American center.63 Armand’s cavalry 

recoiled and retreated up the road, and most of the militia on both sides of the road followed, all 

crashing down on the American column, into the advanced guard and then the 1st Maryland 

Brigade. Gates had ridden to the front at the first shots and was “urged to retire” by Armand,64 

but he remained in front while other officers worked to get the troops under control and formed 

into a hasty battle line. Out in front of the confused Americans, not all the militia had left the 

field; some remained on either flank, held by their commanders, and put up a good fight. 

Porterfield and about fifty men on the right flank fired as many as five rounds before being 

forced back when the British moved up the road. At this point, Porterfield was wounded and a 

retreat was ordered.65 

 

Covered by the British light infantry, the 23rd and 33rd also deployed across the road.66 

Random firing continued for about 15 minutes, and then both sides ceased firing.67 Neither 

wishing to continue the battle in the dark. For the next two hours, British dragoons probed the 

forests, scouting the lay of the land and probing the American front.68 Scattered fire by pickets 

continued throughout the night. 

 

 The landscape gave neither side a particular advantage. In open wood, both sides could 

deploy in linear battle order with their flanks protected. On either side were low swamps and 
                         
60 Tarleton, History, p. 104. 
61 Senf, Extract. 
62 Williams, Narrative, p. 494. Porterfield was mortally wounded in the exchange. Colonel Guilford Dudley, serving 

in the North Carolina Militia, helped carry off the Porterfield and stayed by his side, well forward the main line, 

until daylight when the cannon called Dudley back to the fight, see Dudley’s pension deposition in John C. Dann, 

The Revolution Remembered: Eyewitness Accounts of the War for Independence (Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press, 1980), pp. 221—228. 
63 Senf, Library of Congress. Senf was sent to Congress by Gates with news of the defeat.  
64 Pinckney, “Southern Campaign,” p. 250. 
65 Dudley, Sketch, p. 231. 
66 Tarleton, History, p. 105. 
67 Williams, Narrative, p. 494. Most sources indicate that both sides ceased firing until daylight. On the other hand, 

Williams states there were “frequent skirmishes” between “advanced parties” until the battle began, and this is 

supported by Colonel Dudley’s account, see Dudley’s Sketch. 
68 See Dudley, Sketch, p. 234. 
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marshes, where cavalry and infantry would have difficulty out-flanking their opponents. The 

Americans anchored their flanks on these natural features.69 While his men formed for battle, 

Gates called a council of war. He asked his officers, “Gentlemen, what is best to be done?” After 

a pause, General Stevens spoke. “Gentlemen,” he said, “is it not too late now to do any thing but 

fight?”70 With wagons blocking the road behind them, it would have been suicide for Gates to do 

anything but fight. No one commented further and Gates asked all to return to their units and 

await the daylight.  

 

 When the Americans formed for battle, the militia displayed to the left and the 

Continentals to the right. The newly arrived Virginia militia was on the far left. Thus the entire 

American left consisted of exhausted, sick, militia. Gates placed the 1st Maryland Brigade 200 

yards behind the 2nd Maryland Brigade and extended it across the road.71 When morning came, 

the American lines stood as follows: On the extreme right were the four regiments of the 2nd 

Maryland Brigade (with the Delawares near the road) totaling about 500 to 550 men.72 Under the 

command of General Gist, their right flank was anchored on a depression-creek line called 

Macdonald’s Branch. In the center were the North Carolina Militia under Caswell, 

approximately 1200 men in three brigades commanded by Gregory, Butler and Rutherford. On 

the left, the Virginia Militia consisted of about 700 men under Stevens.  Stevens’ left flank was 

protected by a low swampy area, with Porterfield’s command and some North Carolina light 

infantry under Major Armstrong covering a small gap between the end of the line and the swamp 

(less than 400 men). Further support came from Armand’s cavalry (around 100 men) behind the 

left flank. Two hundred yards to the center rear of the front line, straddling the road, was the 1st 

Maryland Brigade under General Smallwood (approximately 400). Artillery along the front line 

was arranged with two guns between the Marylanders and the Delawares, three straddling the 

road, and two in the rear line with Smallwood’s command (Figures 5 and 6).73  

                         
69 Tarleton, History, p. 105. 
70 Williams, Narrative, p. 495. 
71 Williams, Narrative, p. 495. Williams states that the American front was too narrow to include the 1st Maryland 

Brigade. This is an important clue to exactly where this front can be found on the battlefield today—see the 

archeological discussion in this report. Dr Lawrence Babits offers another possibility for Gates placing the 1st 

Maryland Brigade in the rear. His research leads him to hypothesize that the 1st Maryland Brigade was somewhat 

disordered in the night battle. 
72 Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 40. Dr. Lawrence Babits suggests that Landers’ estimates of strength in the 1st and 

2nd Maryland is too low, while the number in Armstrong’s light infantry and Armand’s cavalry is too high. He 

believes that Porterfield had only had 200 men and Armand around 60, he references Williams and Dudley as 

support. 
73 There is great consistency among the eyewitnesses regarding the order of battle. See Williams, Gates, and 

Tarleton. The placement of the artillery however is not well known. Tarleton states that “The principal part of the 

American artillery was posted to the left of their right wing of continentals: the remainder was placed in the road, 

under the protection of the reserve,” see Tarleton, History, p. 106. This seems to agree with Stedman’s map. Senf 

however, states that there were two field pieces “on his [Gist] right” and two on the road, between the NC militia 

and the continentals, and two more between the NC militia and the Virginia militia. Williams remembers that they 

were “removed from the center of the brigades, and placed in the center of the front line,” Williams, Narrative, p. 

495. Lawrence Babits believes the artillery was posted with two guns in the center of the 2nd Maryland Brigade, two 

guns were along the road, and two others were on the left flank (i.e. along the road) of the 1st Maryland Brigade in 

the rear. Total American officers and men on the battle line were in the neighborhood of 3,700 according to Landers, 

Battle of Camden, p. 28.  
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Downslope only a few hundred yards away, Cornwallis did not fully deploy his troops.74 

Instead he had ordered his men to lay down where they were and await daylight. With an army 

of regulars and well-drilled loyalists, he could leave most of his units in columns along the road, 

knowing they would deploy quickly when the time came.  

 

Phase II: Opening Gambits 

 

 Just before daylight, Gates paraded down the line saying a few words to the men.75 He 

had only just finished speaking to Smallwood’s reserve and had posted himself behind them 

when he heard his frontline artillery fire. Captain Singleton, in command of the artillery along 

the road, had spotted the British emerging in column. He informed Colonel Williams.76 Williams 

immediately ordered him to fire and then spurred his horse back to General Gates. Finding 

Gates, he told of the British advance and added that the British were “displaying their column by 

the right.” 77 According to Williams, Gates did nothing, so Williams offered the suggestion that, 

if the British were displaying to the right, then an advance by the Virginia militia, already in line, 

might have a “fortunate effect.” Gates said to him, “that’s right—let it be done,” and Williams 

returned to relay the order.78 Gates then turned to Aide Thomas Pinckney and sent him to order 

Baron de Kalb to advance in concert with Stevens.79 Gates also ordered the second line, 

Smallwood’s 1st Maryland Brigade, to move left and advance behind the Virginia militia.80 

Williams soon reached Stevens and relayed Gates’ order. He asked for 40 or 50 volunteers to run 

forward, take to the trees and start a “brisk fire.”81 Volunteers advanced but it did little good 

against the disciplined British who were now in line and advancing with bayonets. 82 Stevens, 

seeing the British advance, “put his men in mind of their bayonets.”83 

While Gates was parading in front of his troops, Lord Cornwallis was busy completing 

his deployment. East of the road, he deployed a brigade under the command of Lt. Colonel 

Webster in the following order. On his extreme right, he placed his four light infantry companies 

(148 men) anchored by the swamps on their right, then from right to left, the 23rd Regiment (292 

men) and 33rd Regiment (238 men). Behind them, the 1st Battalion, 71st (144 men) stood ready as 

                         
74 The position on the slope is another area of dispute: Williams says 500 to 600 yards, see Williams, Narrative, p. 

494, Pinckney says they were only 200 to 300 yards away, see Pinckney, “Southern Campaign,” p. 249. 
75 Pinckney, “Southern Campaign,” p. 249. 
76 Senf states that the American pickets were driven back before the artillery opened fire. 
77 Williams, Narrative, p. 495. 
78 Pinckney, who was with Gates at the time, tells a similar tale. However, he says he did not hear the exchange 

between Williams and the General and states that there was no hesitation in the General. He acted quickly to order 

Stevens to attack while the British were still maneuvering.  
79 Senf states that Gates rode to Gist to give him the order to advance. Given Pinckney’s account, this must be 

discounted. 
80 Senf, p. 277. 
81 Williams, Narrative, p. 495.  
82 By the time Williams got to Stevens, his hope of catching the British in column was gone. Williams records, “The 

right wing of the enemy was soon discovered in line—it was too late to attack them in displaying; nevertheless, the 

business of the day could no longer be deferred” italics in original, see Williams, Narrative, p. 495. 
83 Ibid., p. 495. 
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a reserve. Left of the road, Cornwallis deployed his other brigade under Lord Rawdon. From 

right to left, this brigade consisted of the Volunteers of Ireland Regiment (303 men), the British 

Legion infantry (126 men), North Carolina Loyalists and volunteer militia on the extreme left 

(267 men). More volunteer militia (322 men) formed behind Hamilton.84 Cornwallis’ artillery, 

consisting of two six pounders and two three pounders, were placed on the right of the 

Volunteers of Ireland in the road. The 2nd Battalion, 71st (110 men) was placed behind the 

Volunteers, each 71st battalion had a six pounder artillery piece. The British Legion dragoons 

under Tarleton (182 men) formed a reserve along the road.85 With a few pioneers and artillerists 

(28 and 19 men, respectively), Cornwallis’ force consisted of 2,179 officers and men.86 This 

disposition placed Cornwallis’ best, the light infantry, 23rd and 33rd Regiments, against Gates’ 

weakest units, the Virginia and North Carolina militia.  

 

 Cornwallis had just completed his deployment and was ready to advance when, “I 

perceived that the Enemy, . . . were formed in two lines opposite & near to us, and observing a 

movement on their left, which I supposed to be with an intention to make some alteration in their 

order, I directed Lt. Colonel Webster to begin the attack.”87  

 

Phase III: Flight of the Militia and Advance of the Continentals 

 

 All eyewitnesses agree that the American militia broke immediately. Many, probably 

most, fled without firing a shot.88 Seeing the British bayonets and hearing their cheers, the tired, 

untried militiamen, “at least two thirds” of the army, turned and ran.89 The Virginians fled first, 

“almost instantly followed by the North Carolinians.”90 One North Carolinian, Garret Watts, 

unashamedly claims to have been the first to fire, and flee:  

 

I can state on oath that I believe my gun was the first gun fired, notwithstanding 

the orders, for we were close to the enemy, who appeared to maneuver in contempt 

of us, and I fired without thinking except that I might prevent the man opposite 

from killing me. The discharge and loud roar soon became general from one end 

of the line to the other. Amongst other things, I confess I was amongst the first that 

                         
84 A secondary source, Colonel David Stewart states that the British Provincials lined up “with the marshy ground in 

their front” Colonel David Stewart, Sketches of The Character, Manners, and Present State of the Highlanders of 

Scotland, Volume II (Edinburgh: John McDonald Publishers, Ltd., 1977), p. 67. 
85 Cornwallis Report, State Records of North Carolina, p. 276. 
86 Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 61. 
87 Cornwallis report, in State Records of North Carolina, p. 271. 
88 Governor Abner Nash points out that the militia were drawn up in two lines while the British “from a defect in 

numbers, were only a single file five feet apart, yet the Militia, tho’ so much superior in numbers, gave way on the 

first fire, and fled with the utmost precipitation..” Governor Abner Nash to the Delegates in Congress, Hillsborough, 

August 23rd, 1780 in Walter Clark, editor, State Records of North Carolina, Volume XV, (Goldsboro: Nash Brothers 

Book & Job Printers, 1898), p. 60. 
89 Williams, Narrative, p. 496. 
90 Ibid., p. 495.  Three months after the battle, Virginia militiamen apologized in a petition to the legislature stating 

that they were “Panic-struck by the noise and terror of a battle which was entirely new to most of us; we. . .were so 

unhappy as to abandon the field of battle.” In, “Petition and memorial of Sundry Militiamen of the Tenth Division of 

Amherst County to Virginia House of Delegates, November 9, 1780, Virginia State Library, Richmond. 
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fled. The cause of that I cannot tell, except that everyone I saw was about to do the 

same. It was instantaneous.91 

 

 The flight of the militia was like a line of dominos, with the far left collapsing first, 

following through the Virginians and then along the North Carolina line. Most were gone in an 

instant, but not all. Just to the left of the 2nd Maryland Brigade, Dixon’s North Carolina regiment 

held firm, firing as many as three volleys, before they left the battle.92 Or perhaps they did not 

run until the very end. Pinckney, returning after delivering Gates’ order to de Kalb, saw these 

brave few standing firm but “in small squads in the rear of the left of the artillerists.”93 Guildford 

Dudley testifies that Dixon’s men not only stood firm, but actually drove the enemy opposite 

them (the 33rd) “out of line.”94 This is supported by other sources, including reports that the 

American center advanced with the right.95 Furthermore, Sergeant Lamb of the British 23rd 

Regiment recorded that the men under Gregory “kept the field while they had cartridge to fire. 

Gregory himself was twice wounded by a bayonet in bringing off his men:”96 Thus, it is clear 

that the extreme right of the North Carolina line held for quite sometime, perhaps as long as the 

American right. 

 

Nevertheless, the Virginians and most of the North Carolinians were fleeing northward 

toward Rugeley’s. The 1st Marylanders opened their ranks to allow the militia through, reformed 

and checked the British advance. One eyewitness, Colonel Guilford Dudley saw them take post 

on Dixon’s left, which means they advanced near or along the first line or that the front line was 

forced back into them.97 As the Marylanders engaged the British 23rd Regiment and light 

infantry, Pinckney rejoined them only to be wounded. He was carried to an ammunition wagon 

that was “then endeavoring to escape, into which I was thrown.”98  

 

Gates, Caswell, and other officers were quite busy attempting to rally the militia. Twice, 

according to Gates, he and Caswell attempted to stop the militia on the battlefield, but to no 

avail. Pressed by the British, the mass of humanity “ran like a Torrent” up the road.99 Gates was 

swept along with the flood. Guilford Dudley, making his way along the American line saw the 

militia run and asked an officer in Caswell’s command where Gates was. The officer replied that 

“He’s gone,” and showing contempt for his General added “He has fled and is probably past 

Rugeley’s by now.”100 

 

                         
91 Garret Watts, pension account, quoted in John C. Dann, Editor, The Revolution Remembered: Eyewitness 

Accounts of the War for Independence (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1980), p. 195.  
92 Williams, Narrative, p. 496. 
93 Pinckney, “Southern Campaign,” p. 250. 
94 Dudley, Sketch, p. 281.  
95 Stewart, Sketches of Highlanders, p. 68.  
96 Lamb, Journal, 1809. 
97 Dudley, Sketch, p. 281.  
98 Pinckney’s aside that the ammunition wagon was attempting to escape must mean that even before Smallwood 

was flanked, the militia flight had convinced those support troops in the rear that all was lost. 
99 Gates, Report, August 20, 1780. 
100 Dudley, Sketch, p. 281. 
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Dudley, with the help of several North Carolina militia officers, attempted to stop the 

flood. Amazingly, they managed to get about 150 men to face about in line, only to discover that 

none had weapons.101  

 

Phase IV: Destruction of the Continentals 

 

 As the militia collapsed on the left, and Smallwood’s Brigade was holding back the 

British 23rd and light infantry, Gist’s command on the American right were in a furious battle 

with the British loyalists. Advancing against the British Legion, North Carolina Loyalists and 

Volunteers of Ireland, the American right pushed the Loyalists back, capturing some and an 

artillery piece. One eyewitness states that even Lord Rawdon was a prisoner for a moment; 

another source states that the American right gave three cheers for victory.102 

 

Essentially, the Americans on the right were winning their half of the field. But what 

exactly happened along that portion of the line probably will never be known. Few Continentals 

told their side of the story, and as the battle raged, smoke hung over the battlefield, obscuring 

observation by either side.103 According to Guilford Dudley, when Smallwood’s reserve brigade 

took post to the left of Dixon’s command, “the contest was renewed with redoubled vigor, the 

American right led on by the brave De Kalb.”104 Tarleton admits that de Kalb, “made a vigorous 

charge with a regiment of continental infantry through the left division of the British.”105  The 

battle was fierce and in some instances hand-to-hand.  

  

As the militia fled north, the British right turned on the left flank of the 1st Maryland 

Brigade. The 1st Maryland Brigade had no choice but to give ground. As the 23rd and the light 

infantry continued to press the Marylanders’ exposed left wing, the officers of the 1st Maryland 

Brigade sought out General Smallwood, for orders to retreat. But Smallwood had left the field. 

Undaunted, they rallied the Brigade, several times. The British 33rd Regiment took tremendous 

fire.106  Meanwhile, the 2nd Maryland Brigade was increasing its pressure against the British left. 

Although bending, and even giving ground, the British provincials ultimately held. The 1st 

Maryland Brigade was now almost at a right angle with the American right, and there was 

perhaps as much as a two-hundred-yard gap between the two. Williams rode to the 2nd Maryland 

Brigade, only to find them fully engaged and about to break. He called to them to stand, but 

                         
101 Ibid., p. 281. 
102 Dudley, Sketch, p. 281, Stewart, Sketches of Highlanders, p. 68. 
103 Cornwallis states that there was “a little haziness in the Air, which, preventing the smoke from rising, occasioned 

so thick a darkness that it was difficult to see the effect of a very heavy & well-supported fire on both sides.” 

Tarleton’s account is almost identical noting that “both armies in such a cloud, that it was difficult to see or estimate 

the destruction on either side,” and finally, a soldier of the 23rd notes that the smoke “occasioned such thick 

darkness, …” See Cornwallis, Report to Lord Germain, August 21, 1780, Tarleton, History, p. 107, and Roger 

Lamb, An Original and Authentic Journal of Occurrences During the Late American War from its Commencement 

to the Year 1783, Dublin, 1809, p. 303. 
104 Dudley, Sketch, p. 281. 
105 Tarleton, History, p. 107. 
106 Guilford Dudley states that the 1st Maryland Brigade was driven “out of line” first, then Dixon’s command, much 

like the domino effect first seen with the militia units, see Dudley, Sketch, p. 282. 
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Lieutenant Colonel Ford of the 6th Maryland Regiment answered, “They have done all that can 

be expected of them—we are outnumbered and outflanked—see the enemy charge with 

bayonets.”107 

 

 It is at this point that the Americans paid for Gates’s disdain of cavalry. Cornwallis, 

seeing the gap between the Maryland brigades, ordered his front line to open their ranks. Then he 

threw forward his reserves, and most critically, ordered the cavalry into action.108  A detachment 

of British cavalry under Major Hanger attacked the left flank of the 1st Maryland Brigade.109 The 

rest, under Tarleton, “completed their confusion.”110 Although most sources say the British 

cavalry attacked the American left flank, (meaning that they attacked the exposed left flank of 

the 1st Maryland brigade), either Hanger or Tarleton probably exploited the gap between the 1st 

and 2nd Maryland Brigades, turning right and left, and getting behind both.111 In the process, they 

also captured the American artillery. Behind them came the 71st battalions, filling the gap 

between the British 33rd and 23rd Regiments. Now the American 1st Maryland Brigade was being 

pressed on both flanks and its rear. 

 

Phase V: Rout of the Americans 

 

 With cavalry in their rear, and the 71st battalions thrown into the British line, the 

Americans began to lose cohesion.  Many Continentals stayed and were slaughtered on the 

battlefield. One Sutherland Highlander, who is said to have killed as many as seven Americans, 

ended the battle with his bayonet “twisted like a corkscrew.”112 Others were able to surrender, 

and still others broke into small clusters and attempted to fight their way off the battlefield. 

Williams claims that “not even a company retired in any order” giving the false impression that 

the Continentals ran like the militia.113 In making such a statement, he must be speaking only of 

the battlefield, otherwise, he contradicts himself by observing that Major Anderson, “rallied, as 

he retreated, a few men of different companies; and whose prudence and firmness afforded 

protection to those who joined his party on the rout.”114 Furthermore, Williams recorded that 

along the line of retreat the Continentals reformed and made their way to safety in little groups. 

“Colonel Gunby, Lieutenant Colonel Howard, Captain Kirkwood, and Captain Dobson, with a 

few other officers, and fifty or sixty men, formed a junction on the rout, and proceeded together.” 

                         
107 Williams, Narrative, p. 496. 
108 There may have been a pause at this point, allowing the smoke to clear revealing to both sides the positions of 

their forces. Shortly after the American right gave three cheers of victory, “. . . the smoke clearing up, they quickly 

saw their mistake; and a party of the Highlanders turning upon them, the greater part threw down their arms, while 

the remainder fled in all directions,” Sketches of Highlanders, p. 68. 
109 Tarleton, History, p. 107; Gates, Report, p. 303. 
110 Senf also states that Colonel Armand’s cavalry attempted to oppose this charge but was too weak. 
111 Tarleton, History, p. 107; William Seymour, “A Journal of the Southern Expedition, 1780-1783” in The 

Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography, Volume VII (1883), p. 288. Seymour was with the 2nd Maryland 

Brigade. He states that the British got entirely around them before being discovered, and that this caused the 

American rout. 
112 Dr. Chisholm quoted in Stewart, Sketches of Highlanders, p. 69. 
113 Williams, Narrative, p. 496. 
114 Ibid., p. 497. 
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All of these officers were in the 2nd Maryland Brigade. 

 

Tarleton recorded that General Gist retired into the swamp with about 100 Continentals 

“in a body….in a compact state.”115 This group waded into the swamps on the American right 

where the British cavalry could not follow. A few weeks after the battle, American Colonel John 

Banister wrote to a Colonel Bland, that some of the Maryland line actually broke through the 

British.  

  

Instead of all the Maryland line being killed and taken, near five hundred are come 

in, with most of the officers, particularly Smallwood, Cist [sic] and Gunby, who 

were said to have been slain. This veteran corps, after having sustained the attack 

of the enemy, with the assistance of only one regiment of North Carolina Militia, 

by a bold and well conducted attack on the enemy forced a passage through their 

main body and retreated. On their retreat they totally demolished a party of horse 

sent to harass them, except two only that escaped by flight.116 

 

Once the battle was won, the British cavalry was ordered north to pursue the fleeing Americans. 

They did so with their usual vigor. 

 

There is an eyewitness account that the Baron de Kalb was one of the final casualties of 

the conflict. A North Carolina militiaman stated in his memoir that after he had surrendered, he 

witnessed the General’s final moments. De Kalb, on horseback was riding along the line when 

intercepted by a British officer, who demanded de Kalb’s sword in surrender. De Kalb 

supposedly spoke French to the officer, apparently wanting assurances that the man was an 

officer—a proper individual to accept his surrender. The British officer again demanded his 

sword, and de Kalb for some reason decided to ride on. The British ranks then fired volleys by 

platoons and hit de Kalb several times. He was also bayonetted. Stood against a wagon, or placed 

on a tree stump depending on sources, de Kalb was dying when Cornwallis rode up and seeing 

him said “I am sorry, sir, to see you, not sorry that you are vanquished, but sorry to see you so 

badly wounded.”117 De Kalb was taken to Camden and died three days later. 

 

 Gates, Caswell, and Armand, forced off the battlefield by fleeing militia and pursuing 

British cavalry, continued to Rugeley’s, attempting to stop the flood. However, “the militia were 

struck with a panic and obeyed no more command.”118 At Rugeley’s, Gates with the assistance 

of Colonel Armand and his cavalry, again attempted to rally the militia. There they found 

another problem. The wagon train that had been ordered north before the march to Camden had 

not gotten far. As Gates, Armand, and other American officers attempted to send them off, and 

rally the militia streaming by, Tarleton’s cavalry appeared across the creek. “Colonel Armand’s 

dragoons and militia displayed a good countenance, but were soon borne down by the rapid 

                         
115 Tarleton, History, p. 108. 
116 Colonel John Banister to Colonel Bland, in Walter Clark, editor, State Records of North Carolina, Volume XV, 

(Goldsboro: Nash Brothers Book & Job Printers, 1898), p. 65. 
117 The memoir of Humphrey Hunter is related in Kirkland and Kirkland, Historic Camden, Volume 1, pp. 186-187. 
118 Senf.  
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charge of the legion; The chase again commenced. . .”119 Tarleton pursued the militia some 

twenty-two miles up the road to Hanging Rock where he halted. Along the way his command 

captured one hundred and fifty wagons and many American officers and men.120 

 

 General Gates, however, was not one of them. Seeing that it was impossible to rally the 

militia, hearing no more firing in the direction of Camden, and being hard pressed by British 

cavalry, Gates and Caswell rapidly proceeded up the road to Charlotte. Once in Charlotte, he 

decided to ride on to Hillsborough to report the defeat, leaving Caswell at Charlotte to wait for 

stragglers to come in.121 Gates’ flight, covering 180 miles in three and one-half days, did nothing 

for his reputation; Alexander Hamilton quipped, “It does admirable credit to the activity of the 

man at his time of life. But it disgraces the general and the soldier.”122 

 

 North Carolina militia melted into the countryside to make their respective ways home. 

Some of the Virginia militia eventually reassembled at Hillsborough, but soon after were 

released as their time of service was complete. The Continentals likewise made their way to 

Charlotte, then Salisbury and Hillsborough, North Carolina. Many Continentals would show up 

in the next few weeks and with each returning soldier, the enormity of the catastrophe lessened. 

 

 Casualty figures for the Camden battle will never be exact. Cornwallis reported 800 to 

900 Americans killed and around 1,000 prisoners captured—but Landers states that this is “so far 

from correct that they are valueless as a guide. The militia broke early in the day and scattered in 

so many directions upon their retreat that very few were made prisoners.”123 He is probably right 

about the Virginia militia as many simply went home.124 But there were many North Carolina 

prisoners. Landers reports the loss of the “regulars” at about 300, a seemingly very low figure. 

Williams states that 832 failed to answer muster. Gates wrote from Hillsborough, North 

Carolina, on August 29, that as many as 700 of the Maryland Division rejoined the Army.125 

Among the most critical American losses were those Continental officers and noncommissioned 

officers, including General de Kalb. Around 32 Continental officers were taken prisoner 

including Lt. Colonel Porterfield (who later died of his wounds) and Thomas Pinckney, who 

survived.  

                         
119 Tarleton, History, p. 108. Williams has a different opinion of Colonel Armand command and their behavior on 

the retreat. He asserts that Armand did not take any part in the action of the 16th of August, retiring early in the battle 

and plundering the baggage trains heading north. It is possible that he is correct and Tarleton misidentified whom he 

fought against at Rugeley’s Mill. Williams, quite candidly notes that he too, requisitioned some Madeira wine from 

General Caswell’s mess wagon, which was the only sustenance he had that day. See Williams, Narrative, p. 498. 
120 There were 22 ammunition wagons captured—and it is not clear if this is part of the 150 wagons captured, see 

Cornwallis, Letter to Lord Germain, August 21, 1780.  
121 Gates, Report, August 20, 1780. 
122 Alexander Hamilton quoted in, Mark Mayo Boatner, Encyclopedia of the American Revolution (New York: 

David McKay Company, Inc., 1966), p. 415. 
123 Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 62.  
124 Reverend Dr. Gordon, who wrote of the battle in 1788 states that 300 North Carolina militia, besides 63 

wounded, were made prisoner, while only three of the Virginia militia were “left wounded on the field,” and “but 

few” were captured. He gives a casualty figure of 604 rank and file. See Gordon’s account in John Austin Stevens, 

“Gates at Camden, “ p. 250. 
125 Gates to Congress, August 29, 1780, quoted in Tarleton, History, p. 153. 
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 Meanwhile, on the British side, it is clear that, although the British won a resounding 

victory, they paid dearly for it. Cornwallis’ casualty figures indicate that he had 68 killed, 245 

wounded, and 11 missing. The 33rd and Volunteers of Ireland took much of the American fire. 

The Volunteers of Ireland suffered a 28% casualty rate (87 of 303), and the 33rd fared even 

worse. The 33rd had only 238 effectives, and 100 were casualties, making a casualty rate of 

42%.126 That was a tremendous blow, and they were all veterans that would be difficult to 

replace. 

 

Aftermath 

 

Despite the many who escaped and later reformed in Hillsborough, the battle was a costly 

defeat for the Americans. For the next few months, there was no American Southern Army. 

However, Camden was not a fatal blow to the American cause. Only a day after Camden, on 

August 17, the Americans won a small victory in Upcountry South Carolina at Musgrove’s Mill. 

Soon Francis Marion and Thomas Sumter quickly picked up the slack and began a partisan 

campaign against the British occupation. Then, on October 7, British Major Patrick Ferguson 

was surrounded by the Overmountain Men on Kings Mountain. On November 20, Sumter 

checked Tarleton at Blackstocks. By December, Gates had been replaced by General Nathanael 

Greene. The Americans would gain a major victory at Cowpens in January, doing much to erase 

the stain of Camden. 

 

After the Battle of Camden, Gates’s career was ruined. In Hillsborough, North Carolina, 

Gates attempted to reconstruct the army, writing letters to Congress in an attempt to gain 

supplies and men to reform his army. But he understood that his time was short. North Carolina 

Governor Abner Nash wrote Congress to remove him, and his fellow officers lost confidence in 

him. But while Congress replaced him with Nathanael Greene, a congressional committee 

exonerated his conduct. Overall, historians would be harder than his contemporaries. In January 

1781 Greene wrote Alexander Hamilton: 

 

The battle of Camden is represented widely different from what is to the Northward. 

Col Williams thinks that none of the General Officers were entitled to any 

extraordinary merit. The action was short and succeeded by a flight wherein every 

body took care of themselves as well Officers and soldiers. . . .The Col also says 

that General Gates would have shared little more disgrace than is common lot of 

the unfortunate notwithstanding he was early off, if he had only halted at the 

Waxhaws or Charlotte”127 

 

Later, in October 1781, Greene would personally write Gates that: 

 

                         
126 Landers, Battle of Camden, p. 62. 
127 General Nathanael Greene to Alexander Hamilton, January 10, 1781, in Richard K. Showman, Dennis M. 

Conrad, Roger N. Parks, and Elizabeth C. Stevens, editors, The Papers of General Nathanael Greene, Volume VII, 

26 December 1780—29 March 1781 (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 1994), pp. 87-91. 
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I had the opportunity of viewing the ground where you fought, as well as the 

disposition and Order of Battle, from all which I was more fully confirmed in my 

former sentiments, that you were unfortunate, but not blameable [sic]; and I am 

confident, from all the inquiries I have since made, you will acquit yourself with 

honor.128 

 

The Battle of Camden was one of the worst defeats of the American Revolution, second 

only to the surrender of Charleston, both in South Carolina. Hundreds of American soldiers lost 

their lives, Gates’s career was in shambles, and one of the America’s rising military stars, Baron 

de Kalb, was lost. The battle also opened the door to Lord Cornwallis’s goal of moving into 

North Carolina. On the other hand, it chastened the American Congress to let General George 

Washington determine who should be promoted in the future. Washington chose Greene, who 

turned out to be the right choice for the renewed American southern campaign. Meanwhile, 

South Carolina turned to its militia leaders to keep alive the hopes of rebellion through the fall of 

1780, facilitating the successful careers of Francis Marion, Thomas Sumter, Andrew Pickens, 

Isaac Shelby, and others. 

 

Criterion B: Military 

 

Horatio Gates (1727?-1806) 

 

The disastrous loss of a Continental Army at the Battle of Camden has established 

General Horatio Gates as a controversial figure in the history of the American Revolution. Born 

in England, he gained a commission as an ensign then lieutenant in the 20th Regiment in 1745 

from Charles Powlett, third Duke of Bolton. He did well, serving in the Austrian War of 

Succession and in 1749 came to Halifax, Nova Scotia as an aide-de-camp to Colonel Edward 

Cornwallis, uncle of Lord Charles Cornwallis. Gates was appointed an acting captain in the 45th 

Regiment of Foot. He returned to England in 1754, but finding few promising prospects there, he 

went back to Halifax.129 A commission as captain came open in the 4th Regiment of Foot, and 

Gates was recommended by Edward Cornwallis. Gates was in the van of General Edward 

Braddock’s famous 1755 failed expedition to Fort Duquesne (present-day Pittsburgh, PA) when 

it was ambushed, a campaign commonly known as Braddock’s Defeat. He took a ball to the 

chest and would have been left on the battlefield, however, Private Francis Penfold took him to 

safety.  

 

Afterward, Gates’s father died without any funds and his expected appointment to major 

in New York was filled by another. Gates then got into a spat with Edward Cornwallis’s wife, 

which ended the patronage of Cornwallis. Back in England, Gates sold his commission in 1769 

                         
128 General Nathanael Greene to General Horatio Gates, October 4, 1781, in Dennis M Conrad, Roger N. Parks, and 

Martha J. King, editors, The Papers of Nathanael Greene, Volume IX, 11 July 1781-2 December 1781 (Chapel Hill: 

The University of North Carolina Press, 1997), pp. 425-436. 
129 John Buchanan, The Road To Guilford Courthouse, The American Revolution in the Carolinas (New York: John 

Willey & Sons, 1997), 144; Paul David Nelson, “Gates, Horatio,”, in, Harold E. Selesky, Editor in Chief, 

Encyclopedia of the American Revolution, Second Edition, Volume 1 (New York: Thomson Gale, 2006), 406-408. 
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and moved to India. His prospects did not improve, so he decided to return to America in 1772, 

purchasing 659 acres on the Potomac River. He established a plantation in western Virginia (now 

West Virginia) called Traveller’s Rest and began to purchase enslaved people.130 When Gates 

heard about the Battle of Lexington and Concord in 1775, he offered his services to George 

Washington. Washington recommended Gates for a commission. On June 21, 1775, Gates was 

commissioned a brigadier general and ordered to organize the Continental Army. In 1776, he 

became a major general and at Fort Ticonderoga reorganized the defeated American army that 

had failed in its attempt to capture Quebec.  

 

Although it would be incorrect to characterize Gates as a ruthless politician, his life was 

full of political theatre. He despised Major General Philip Schuyler, the commander of the 

northern command, and, after much intrigue, lobbying, and Schuyler’s failures, Gates was given 

command in August of 1777. By that time, British General John Burgoyne’s invasion force was 

driving south from Canada and threatening Albany, New York. As historian John Buchanan 

noted, Gates was at the right place at the right time. With two excellent battle commanders under 

him, Daniel Morgan and Benedict Arnold, Gates wisely stayed in camp, letting Morgan and 

Arnold handle the battle. The surrender of the British at Saratoga was the highlight of Gates’s 

career and is widely acknowledged as the turning point of the revolution.131  

  

With the victory, whispers began circulating that the “Hero of Saratoga” should replace 

George Washington as Commander in Chief. There developed a pro-Gates faction and a pro-

Washington faction among the officer corps and Congress. General Thomas Conway led the pro-

Gates faction and despite what historians have grandly styled the “Conway Cabal,” Washington 

remained in command.132 Congress made Gates President of the Board of War. On June 13, 

1780, Congress, over the protests of Washington, gave Gates command of the southern army. 

General Charles Lee warned him to “beware of exchanging his Northern laurels for Southern 

willows.”133 

 

Lee’s words proved prophetic, as the disastrous defeat at the Battle of Camden indeed 

became Gates’ southern willows. His performance ruined his reputation, especially his retreat to 

as far as Hillsborough, North Carolina, leaving behind the remnants of the army. In early 

October, Congress gave Washington the authority to name a successor to Gates, and Washington 

appointed Nathanael Greene. Congress voted a court of inquiry to look into Gates’ behavior at 

the Battle of Camden, but it never convened, and in August of 1782 the resolution was rescinded. 

Gates was invited to rejoin the army and did so at its Newburg, New York camp. In March of 

1783 he retired from the army for good. His wife died that June, and Gates descended into the 

lowest point in his life. 

                         
130 Julia Lipkins, “Horatio Gates, Samuel Washington, and America’s Original Sin,” New-York Historical Society 

Museum & Library, July 28, 2015, https://www.nyhistory.org/blogs/horatio-gates-samuel-washington-and-americas-

original-sin.  
131 Buchanan, 1997, 149. 
132 Robert P. Broadwater, “Gates, Horatio,” in American Generals of the Revolutionary War: A Biographical 

Dictionary (Jefferson, North Carolina and London: McFarland & Company, 2007), 44. 
133 Buchanan, 1997, 151. 

https://www.nyhistory.org/blogs/horatio-gates-samuel-washington-and-americas-original-sin
https://www.nyhistory.org/blogs/horatio-gates-samuel-washington-and-americas-original-sin
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Slowly Gates recovered, marrying again in 1786 and taking an interest in politics. It was 

reported that Gates freed the enslaved people at Traveller’s Rest when he moved to New York in 

1790, but this was subsequently disputed by biographer Paul David Nelson, who states that the 

enslaved people were sold to the plantation’s new owner. After relocating, Gates was elected to a 

term in the New York legislature in 1800. All this time he worked hard to restore his reputation, 

and while his subordinate commanders did not think much of his performance, many fellow 

officers did not castigate him, including Nathanael Greene, who ultimately defended his Camden 

battle plan.134 

 

Although it can be argued that the most significant event in the life of Horatio Gates was 

his victory at Saratoga, his defeat at Camden carries nearly equal impact for the Southern 

Campaign of the American Revolution and possibly greater impact to the outcome of the 

American Revolution. With his victory at Saratoga he became a serious threat to replace George 

Washington. Chosen by Congress following the defeat of American forces in the south at the fall 

of Charleston, Gates was at the top of his career in taking command of the second Continental 

army sent to the southern theater. A victory at Camden would have secured his future. It can be 

argued that a victory at Camden would have increased Congress’s desire to replace Washington 

with Gates. Because he was defeated at Camden, Congress was in effect rebuked and did indeed 

turn over the responsibility for choosing the next Continental army command to Washington. 

Washington chose Nathanael Greene, his first choice, before Gates. As far as Gates was 

concerned, his “southern willows” at Camden cost him his rising star and posterity was left to 

contemplate what might have been if Congress would have chosen Gates to command the 

American forces after 1780. Gates was a great administrator, but not a brilliant tactical 

commander on the battlefield.135 

 

Johann de Kalb (1721-1780) 

Camden Battlefield is also eligible under Criterion B for its association with Maj. Gen. 

Johann de Kalb, a widely respected Continental officer whose troops mounted the most effective 

Patriot offensive of the engagement, and whose ultimate death from battlefields enshrined him in 

local memory of the American Revolution. Known in America as “Baron de Kalb,” he was born 

in Huttendorf, Bavaria on June 19, 1721. He was a lieutenant in a French infantry regiment and 

served in the War of the Austrian Succession and the Seven Years’ War as a Major. In 1764 he 

married a wealthy heiress and lived near Paris. His first experience in America was as a secret 

agent for the French Secretary of War, who wanted information about the colonies. He returned 

to the army in 1776 and was commissioned a Brigadier General. He was given permission to 

volunteer in the American Revolution and came to America with Marquis de Lafayette. He was 

made a Major General in the American army and spent the winter of 1777 at Valley Forge. On 

April 3, 1780, he was sent south as commander of reinforcements of Maryland and Delaware 

Continentals to Charleston, an assignment that reflected his distinction to the American military 

                         
134 Nelson, 409; Lipkins, “Horatio Gates, Samuel Washington, and America’s Original Sin.” 
135 Ibid., 411. 
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cause. When Charleston fell, he was left in charge of those reinforcements and settled in at 

Buffalo Ford. In July, he became second-in-command under Gates and was given command of 

the right flank at the Battle of Camden.136  

 

 The units that made up the right flank included Gates’s most skilled regiments, and de 

Kalb successfully made the most of the experienced men with whom he had been entrusted. 

While the left flank completely collapsed, de Kalb’s men held the right steady, with his troops 

advancing three times against the enemy’s left. Indeed, despite the flight of the militia and 

implosion of Gates’s other units, de Kalb’s were for a time winning the battle, with British 

Colonel Tarleton and American Aide de Camp, Otho Williams, both crediting the strength of de 

Kalb’s advance.137 The battle raged on the right flank until British General Cornwallis ordered in 

the dragoons between the two Continental Regiments. De Kalb received three musket balls and 

eight bayonet cuts but remained on the battlefield until captured. De Kalb did not die on the 

battlefield and was carried the eight miles back to Camden by the British, where he lived for 

another three days. It appears Cornwallis viewed de Kalb as his most formidable foe at Camden, 

with a review of his papers suggesting that “when Cornwallis considered the obstacles to British 

success in the South, the most prominent were Loyalist weakness, the strength of the 

backcountry rebels, and the numbers and condition of Baron de Kalb’s soldiers.”138  

 

De Kalb’s distinguished service and eventual death from wounds sustained during the 

Battle of Camden permanently bound him with the battle site in popular memory. The British 

buried him respectfully with military and masonic honors, and all officers chose to attend his 

funeral. For the next four decades, his burial place was marked by a single tree, described by one 

biographer as “the most important memento of the Revolution of which Camden could boast,” 

and a place of reverence that “travelers rarely failed to visit.” Among them was George 

Washington, who as President of the United States stopped at de Kalb’s grave during his 1791 

southern tour and reportedly remarked, “So there lies the brave de Kalb: the generous stranger 

who came from a distant land to fight our battles and to water with his blood the tree of our 

liberty. Would to God he had lived to share its fruits.” In 1825, local masons led an effort to 

provide de Kalb a more prominent place of rest and arranged for his remains to re-interred at 

Camden’s Bethesda Presbyterian Church, with a proper monument to be designed by famed 

South Carolina architect Robert Mills. French supporter of American independence (and de 

Kalb’s protégé in the French army) Marquis de Lafayette accepted an invitation to lay the 

monument’s cornerstone in an elaborate March 1825 ceremony that spoke to Camden and South 

Carolina residents’ enduring reverence for de Kalb’s sacrifice on the nearby battlefield. Less than 

two months after the battle, Congress authorized a monument to be built in Annapolis, Maryland 

in his sacred memory, which was eventually constructed in 1886. In recognition of de Kalb’s 

service, his surname became a common namesake in America in the 19th and 20th centuries, 

including in Camden, where his remains were buried along what is now DeKalb Street, and 

                         
136 Michael Bellesides, “De Kalb, Johann,” In, Harold E. Selesky, editor, Encyclopedia of the American Revolution, 

Volume 1, 2nd edition (New York: Thomas Gale, Charles Scribner’s Sons, 2006), 309. 
137 Tarleton, 107. 
138 Charles River Editors, Baron Johann de Kalb: The Life and Legacy of the German Major General Who Fought 

in the American Revolution (Amazon Kindle: Charles River Editors, 2018), 55.  
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where in 1840 locals organized the “DeKalb Rifle Guards” militia group.139 A new bronze statue 

has been erected at the Camden visitors center, dedicated in 2021. Clearly, the defining moment 

of de Kalb’s military career was on the Camden Battlefield where he held the American right 

flank against overwhelming odds and paid for it with his life, establishing his legacy as a hero of 

the American Revolution, and further contributing to the site’s eligibility for the National 

Register.  

 

Criterion D: Archaeology 

Archaeological investigation of the Camden Battlefield is ongoing. Two major efforts 

funded by the National Park Service, American Battlefield Protection Program, and Save 

America’s Treasures have demonstrated that, despite years of relic collecting at the battlefield, 

significant evidence remains from the battle, primarily in the form of ammunition, gun parts, and 

clothing items.140 As of January 2022, approximately 2,600 battle-related artifacts have been 

recovered, processed, and analyzed (this number is approximate as work continues at the site; see 

Figure 2). The site has and continues to yield data that contributes to the interpretation of the 

battle including the sequence of battle, the location of the initial battle lines (Figure 3), and 

general flow of battle, especially that on the American left flank where the militia fled and the 

1st Maryland Continentals resisted the British attack.  

Private collectors have collected artifacts since the 1960s. As previously noted, the first 

professional investigation of the site included interviewing fourteen private collectors, and, 

where possible, cataloging and provenancing their collections.141 The interviews included 

walking the battlefield with the collectors, recording the locations of their more “interesting” 

finds on a base map, and examining and, in some cases, cataloging their finds. The artifacts were 

also photographed. Some collectors were able to produce their own maps, and some had even 

used GPS instruments to record their collections. Generally, the private collectors were able to 

accurately remember where unique finds were located, but the exact location of common finds 

like individual lead shot was usually forgotten. Most of the collectors had visited the site after 

1980, and, unfortunately, the archaeologists were able to interview only one collector who had 

been at the battlefield prior to that date. As noted in Section 7, this contributed to the unfortunate 

result of generating an error in where the main battle took place. Specifically, it led to the belief 

that the battle took place on the upper hillside, which SCIAA labeled the “Northern Solution” in 

their report. The work by SCIAA, the remaining interviews, and a careful review of the historic 

documents describing the battlefield, demonstrated that the battle took place south of the hillside 

or the “Southern Solution.” This correct location is seen on Figure 3.142 

                         
139 Friedrich Kapp, The Life of John Kalb: Major-General in the Revolutionary Army (New York: Henry Holt and 

Company, 1884), p. 87, 236-37, 248-53. Beakes, 392-413. Charles Rivers Editors, Baron Johann de Kalb, 56-57. 

“Ceremony of Removing and Reinterring the Remains of Major-General Baron de Kalb,” Charleston Courier, 

March 30, 1825, p. 1. “The DeKalb Rifle Guards,” Camden Weekly Journal, June 20, 1840, p. 3. 
140 Legg et al. 2005; Smith et al. 2009. 
141 Legg et. al. 2005. 
142 Legg, Smith, and Wilson, 2005; Smith, Legg, and Wilson, 2009. 
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The core battlefield has been ground-truthed by professional archaeologists using metal 

detectors. Since the most diagnostic artifact of an 18th century battle is metal (lead, iron, brass) 

this is now the standard method of investigating large area archaeological sites like battlefields. 

The usual method used at this battlefield is to set up blocks using pin flags, and then 

systematically walk the block along parallel transects until 100% of the block is covered. Each 

artifact located by the detectors is flagged and bagged and a GPS instrument recorded each 

artifact’s location to within a 50cm radius of its exact location. All artifacts recovered by the 

archaeologists have been located in this manner. As noted, Figure 2 indicates where individual 

artifacts have been located as of 2022 and the areas covered by professional investigation.  

Because the vegetation on the battlefield is no longer the long-leaf pine of the battle era, 

but instead replanted slash pine for forestry products, it has been impossible to conduct such 

work in a planned, statistically meaningful, manner. The archaeologists conduct their 

investigations when forestry activities provide opportunities. For instance, clear cutting, 

controlled burning, and pine straw collecting, all provide excellent opportunities to expose a 

clean ground surface. The results are that coverage is not consistent, however, there is no doubt 

the areas covered to date (Figure 2) clearly demonstrate where the most intense action took place 

during the battle, and where less intense combat occurred, therefore defining a core battlefield.  

The Battle of Camden resulted in the combat deaths of hundreds of individuals. As noted, 

in the 19th century, a bog on the battlefield was identified as a mass grave. There is no doubt that 

there remains an unknown number of burials scattered across the battlefield. During the collector 

survey, private collectors reported the location of eight soldiers. Two of these locations were 

investigated by SCIAA and corroborated.143 

Metal detecting across the site clearly demonstrates the site retains archaeological 

integrity as a battlefield. The primary category of artifacts recovered is lead shot fired by both 

sides. These are generally found between 5 to 30 cm below the surface, most at the base of the 

plow zone. British regular soldier’s standard arm at the time of the battle was the land pattern, 

.75 caliber musket. It fired a .69-inch, spherical lead ball. Cavalry and mounted infantry were 

issued even shorter barreled carbines.144 The American Continentals in the battle were issued 

French “Charleville” muskets, a lighter .69 caliber weapon that fired a .64-inch spherical lead 

ball. The French supplied the Americans with over 100,000 stands of arms during the course of 

the war. British Loyalists in the battle most likely carried French muskets also as the British had 

gained thousands of these muskets in the capture of Charleston. For these muskets, both sides 

made paper cartridges, consisting of a measure of black powder and a ball wrapped in paper, and 

carried in a cartridge box. The American cartridge (again fired by the Americans and Loyalists) 

also held three small lead balls called buckshot in addition to the larger ball.145 It is this smaller 

ball that is the primary artifact category recovered. These buckshot are scattered across the 

battlefield. Due to private collecting many of the larger, more easily detectable, lead shot have 

                         
143 Steven D. Smith, James B. Legg, and Jonathan Leader, “Appendix 3: Results of Ground Penetrating Radar 

Search for Unmarked Graves, In, Smith et al. 2008. 
144 George C. Neumann, The History of Weapons of the American Revolution (New York: Harper and Row, 1967), 

17. 
145 Legg, et al., 97-105. 
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been removed. Nevertheless, the archeological work has recovered enough of the large balls to 

suggest the movement and location of military units across the battlefield at the time of the 

battle.  

 

Highly diagnostic artifacts are occasionally recovered, but most have been removed by 

private collectors. These include metal clothing items like buttons and buckles. Regimental 

buttons provide tangible evidence of the location of soldiers with those particular units. 

Unfortunately, many Continental buttons were made of pewter, which does not survive well in 

the local soils. When found, they are more likely to be just the remaining center portion of the 

button. Gun parts like plates, frizzens, hammers, springs, butt plates, for example, are also 

occasionally found.  

 

Research questions that are being answered or researched from the archaeology include: 

1. Where is the precise location of the night battle?  

2. Where was the initial American and British battle line? Based on the archaeology, an 

initial interpretation is seen in Figure 3. 

3. Did the British left flank face a marsh at the beginning of the battle? 

4. Did the American right flank advance? 

5. How long and far did the 1st Maryland Brigade resist the British right flank attack? 

6. How did the American soldiers retreat off the battlefield? 

7. Taken together, do the answers to the above questions reveal any plausible alternative 

courses the battle may have taken, even if larger factors (e.g. collapse of Americans’ left 

flank) still assured eventual British victory? 

8. Where are soldiers buried? What types of burials are evident (i.e. mass graves, individual 

burials, shallow graves, burials in existing below-ground infrastructure such as wells or 

road ditches, unburied dead, etc.)?  

9. What additional information can be gleaned by a careful comparison of military artifacts 

from the Camden battlefield with other Revolutionary War site artifacts, such as those 

found at Ninety Six, Fort Motte, and Eutaw Springs? 

10. If appropriate, and in compliance with applicable state and federal laws, what could be 

learned from the archaeological excavation of battlefield burials? In addition to potential 

information about the lives and health of Revolutionary War soldiers and burial practices 

at Camden Battlefield, appropriate exhumation of battlefield burials might lead to the 

identification of soldiers and the discovery of descendant communities. Appropriate 

exhumation could also provide an opportunity for dignified reburial on site or repatriation 

of remains, as many war dead were given ignominious burials during the Revolution.146  

11. What would be learned by comparison of the lead shot assemblage from Camden with 

those of other Revolutionary War battlefields using portable X-ray Fluorescence analysis 

to detect elemental composition?  

                         
146 Robert A. Selig and Wade P. Catts, “In the Morning We Began to Strip and Bury the Dead:” A Context for 

Burial Practices During the American War for Independence, W3R: The National Washington-Rochambeau 

Revolutionary Route Association, Inc., https://w3r-us.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Volume-3-FOC-2018.pdf.  

https://w3r-us.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Volume-3-FOC-2018.pdf
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All of these questions can be used to interpret the battle for the public. 

 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Developmental history/additional historic context information (if appropriate) 

 

Thomas Pinckney (1750-1828) 

Pinckney was born in Charleston on October 23, 1750, to a prominent South Carolina 

family. Thomas Pinckney was the son of attorney Charles Pinckney, who also served on the 

provincial council, and Elizabeth (Eliza) Lucas, who helped pioneer successful methods of 

indigo cultivation. His older brother, Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, also served in the American 

Revolution and was a planter, lawyer, and politician.147 The Pinckneys were part of the white 

planter elite and were large slaveholders, with estimates that Pinckney’s mother owned two to 

three hundred enslaved people when she died in 1793.148 

As was common among the colony’s planter elite, Thomas Pinckney was educated in 

England, first at Westminster School and then at Christ College, Oxford. He returned to South 

Carolina and began a law practice. When the war broke out he became a captain and then a 

major in the First South Carolina Regiment. Pinckney was sent to search for reinforcements 

when the British sieged Charleston and avoided capture when the city fell. He attached himself 

to Gates’s army and became an aide. At the battle of Camden, he was wounded in the leg and 

was saved by a British officer who knew him from college. He was captured and later paroled. 

After the war he served in the state House of Representatives and was elected governor of South 

Carolina in 1787. He was appointed U.S. minister to Great Britain in 1792. He also served as 

envoy extraordinary to Spain. The Federalists nominated him as their vice president candidate 

but he finished behind Thomas Jefferson. He was elected to the U.S. House of Representatives in 

1797. During the War of 1812, he was made General and put in command of the Southern 

Division of the U.S. Army. During his years of public service, he maintained his plantation 

holdings in South Carolina, with the 1820 U.S. Federal Census recording 284 enslaved people 

living on his property in St. James Santee Parish. He died on November 2, 1828, and is buried in 

St. Philip’s Churchyard, Charleston.149 

 

Charles Earl Cornwallis (1738-1805) 

 

Charles Cornwallis was born in London on December 31, 1738, to a well-connected and 

established family. His education began at Eaton and he took a commission as an ensign in 1756. 

He went to continental Europe and enrolled in the Turin Military Academy and served in the 

                         
147 Keith Krawczynski, “Pinckney, Charles Cotesworth,” South Carolina Encyclopedia, accessed August 4, 2022, 

https://www.scencyclopedia.org/sce/entries/pinckney-charles-cotesworth/.  
148 Eliza L. Martin, “Eliza Lucas Pinckney: Production and Consumption in the Atlantic World,” World History 

Connected February 2010, https://worldhistoryconnected.press.uillinois.edu/7.1/martin.html. 
149 Massey, “Pinckney, Thomas,” 731-732. 

https://www.scencyclopedia.org/sce/entries/pinckney-charles-cotesworth/
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Seven Years’ War. In May of 1761, he became a Lieutenant Colonel of the 12th Regiment of 

Foot and participated in several engagements.150 

 

At twenty-four-years-old, Cornwallis’s father died, making him the 2nd Earl Cornwallis, 

and he inherited his father’s seat in the House of Lords. He married and had two children. He 

purchased a colonelcy in 1766 and took command of the 33rd Regiment of Foot. Cornwallis 

volunteered for service in the Americas and became a Lieutenant General in North America in 

1776. He came to America commanding ten regiments as part of the reinforcements sent from 

Ireland under Sir Peter Parker. The summer he participated in the failed attempted against Fort 

Sullivan in Charleston Harbor.  

 

In New York, Cornwallis commanded the reserves as part of Clinton’s masterful flanking 

of Washington’s army on Long Island. In the Philadelphia campaign, Cornwallis served under 

General Howe and performed well at Brandywine and Germantown. At the end of December 

1778, he returned home to find his wife dying. He resigned his commission to tend to her, but 

when she died, he returned to America. Late in 1779 he became second-in-command of British 

forces in North America under Clinton. After the capture of Charleston in May 1780, Cornwallis 

was left in charge of British forces in the South with orders from Clinton to secure Georgia and 

South Carolina, and once they were secure, move into North Carolina.151 

 

On August 16, 1780, Cornwallis destroyed General Horatio Gates’s Continental Army at 

the Battle of Camden. Cornwallis moved into North Carolina, but, when Patrick Ferguson’s 

militia were surrounded and destroyed at King’s Mountain, South Carolina, in October of 1780, 

he fell back into South Carolina. A second major blow to the British occurred in January 1781 

when Tarleton was soundly defeated by Daniel Morgan at the Battle of Cowpens. This defeat 

upset Cornwallis’s plans for subduing the southern colonies. From this point, Cornwallis, clearly 

a superb battle commander, showed he was much less talented at strategic thinking. Leaving 

behind Lord Francis Rawdon in command of the British forces in South Carolina, Cornwallis 

marched back into North Carolina on a vendetta to find and destroy Morgan and American 

commander General Nathanael Greene. For the next month he chased Greene’s army across 

North Carolina, always one step behind. Greene made it to the safety of the Dan River, and 

Cornwallis was left with an exhausted army at Hillsborough, North Carolina.  

 

In March, Greene returned to North Carolina and the two forces met at Guilford Court 

House. It was a slug-fest, with Greene using a similar deployment to Morgan’s at Cowpens. 

Cornwallis was technically the winner, but his army suffered heavily, and he was forced to 

remove to Wilmington, North Carolina, where he had access to the sea and resupply. 

 

                         
150 Buchanan, 73-75; Hugh F. Rankin, “Charles Lord Cornwallis: Study in Frustration,” in, George Athan Billias, 

editor, George Washington’s Opponents: British Generals in the American Revolution (New York: William Morrow 

and Company, Inc., 1969), 193-232; John Oliphant “Cornwallis, Charles” in, Harold E. Selesky, Editor in Chief, 

Encyclopedia of the American Revolution, Second Edition, Volume 1 (New York: Thomson Gale, 2006), 271-275. 
151 Oliphant, 273. 
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Still seeking a decisive victory against the Patriots, he decided such an opportunity lay to 

the north in Virginia. Once Cornwallis was in Virginia, Clinton, who had heard little from his 

subordinate, reluctantly accepted his presence.  

 

Although Clinton and Cornwallis had long been friends, their relationship by this time 

had become quite rocky. Although they reconciled, it no doubt contributed to Clinton’s mistrust 

of Cornwallis. Indeed, Clinton had every right to mistrust Cornwallis, as he ignored Clinton’s 

orders and had also been corresponding to government authorities in London over Clinton’s 

head. Now, with Cornwallis in Virginia, Clinton requested Cornwallis to send him 

reinforcements and find a suitable harbor for the British fleet. Cornwallis settled in Yorktown.152 

Eventually trapped by George Washington and a French Fleet, Cornwallis surrendered on 

October 19, 1781.153 This loss effectively ended the American Revolution. 

 

Cornwallis came out of the American rebellion untarnished. He returned to England and 

was greeted as a hero. The blame for the surrender was placed on Clinton. Rancor and debate 

between them continued until Clinton’s death, and Cornwallis went on to serve as Governor 

General of India in 1786, then Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in 1797. He returned to India in 1805 

as Governor General and died that same year.154 

 

Francis Rawdon (Hastings 1754-1826) 

 

Francis Rawdon was born on December 9, 1754, attended Harrow, and matriculated but 

did not attend Oxford. He was the oldest son of John baron Rawdon by his second wife, Lady 

Elizabeth Hastings. His military career began as an ensign in the 15th Regiment of Foot in 1771.  

 

Rawdon was appointed lieutenant of the 5th Foot in 1773 and came to America. He was 

recognized for gallantry at the Battle of Bunker Hill. He participated in the battles of Brooklyn, 

White Plains, Forts Washington and Clinton, and on June 15, 1778 was made a lieutenant 

colonel.155 Rawdon took command of the Volunteers of Ireland, a provincial unit, in Philadelphia 

in 1778. When Clinton moved south in 1780, Rawdon came with him and participated in the 

siege of Charleston. Rawdon was detached to Camden immediately after Charleston fell and in 

the Battle of Camden, he commanded the British left, which included his Volunteers of Ireland.  

 

Rawdon was left in command of British field forces in South Carolina when Cornwallis 

marched north into North Carolina in late January 1781. Rawdon had a daunting challenge, 

holding onto the South Carolina interior against numerous partisan militias including those lead 

by Francis Marion, Thomas Sumter, and Andrew Pickens. In April, Greene and his Continental 

army returned to South Carolina. While Greene kept him busy at Camden, Marion and Sumter 

struck his posts between Camden and Charleston. Rawdon fought well at the battle of Hobkirk’s 

                         
152 Rankin, 213-215. 
153 Oliphant, 274 
154 Ibid. 
155 Sir Stephen Leslie, “Hastings, Francis Rawdon,” in Dictionary of National Biography, Volume XXV (London: 

Elder Smith & Company, 1891), 117-122. 
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Hill, just north of Camden, but it was really a last desperate attempt to hold on before 

abandoning the village on May 10, 1781. He fell back to Monck’s Corner. His last hurrah was 

when, after obtaining reinforcements, he marched to the relief of Ninety Six in the hot summer of 

1781. Although he was able to save the garrison from Greene’s siege, Rawdon gave orders for 

the town to be burned and the post abandoned, and then he returned to the coast. 

 

Rawdon had been ill on several occasions during the southern campaign and eventually 

was forced to resign and return to England late that summer. His ship was captured by the French 

on the return voyage, but he was quickly exchanged and resumed a home life, becoming a 

member of the Irish House of Commons.  

 

Rawdon went on to a sterling and long career. In 1790, honoring his uncle’s will, he 

added the surname Hastings and in 1793 became the second Earl of Moira. He served some 32 

years as a politician being elected to the Irish House of Commons and the British House of 

Lords. He married Flora, Countess of Loudoun, in 1804 and they had six children. He was 

invested with the Order of the Garter in 1812 and later that year was appointed Governor General 

of Bengal and commander of all British forces in India. He successfully carried out three 

separate wars while in India and was created the Marquess of Hastings in 1817. Rawdon ended 

his career as governor of Malta in 1824, dying two years later.156  

 

Banastre Tarleton (1754-1833) 

 

Sir Banastre Tarleton was born on August 21, 1754, in Liverpool and was educated there 

and at Oxford. On April 20, 1775, a commission as a cornet was purchased for him in the king’s 

dragoons. He volunteered service in North America and was among the reinforcements under 

General Cornwallis, who joined General Henry Clinton off Cape Fear, North Carolina, in 1776.  

 

In the New York campaign, Tarleton served in the cavalry and participated in the battle 

of White Plains, and the captures of Fort Washington and Fort Lee. In a daring raid, he captured 

American General Charles Henry Lee. Tarleton also participated in the battles of Brandywine 

and Germantown in 1777. He was promoted to captain in January 1778. He was given command 

of the British Legion with the title Commandant Lieutenant Colonel and promoted to brevet 

major in the British service in August of 1779.157 

 

Tarleton returned to the South as part of Clinton’s 1780 campaign to capture Charleston, 

during which time he gained infamy among his American adversaries as a brutal and merciless 

commander. Cornwallis was ordered to overtake a detachment of continental soldiers under 

Colonel Abraham Buford that were on their way to reinforce the Americans in Charleston. 

Cornwallis detached Tarleton to dash ahead and find Buford. Tarleton began a forced march and 

through relentless pursuit caught up to Buford on May 29, 1780, at the Waxhaws near the South 

                         
156 Paul David Nelson, “Rawdon-Hastings, Francis,” in, Harold E. Selesky, Editor in Chief, Encyclopedia of the 

American Revolution, Second Edition, Volume 2 (New York: Thomson Gale, 2006), 966-968. 
157 Anthony J. Scotti, Jr., Brutal Virtue: The Myth and Reality of Banastre Tarleton (Bowie, Maryland: Heritage 

Books, Inc., 2002), 17.  
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Carolina-North Carolina line. Tarleton asked for Buford’s surrender, which was refused. 

Dividing his force into three detachments, he attacked Buford’s front line while his horsemen 

flanked it. When Tarleton’s horse was shot, he fell unhurt, but his men became incensed thinking 

he was killed, and began hacking at the Americans who were trying to surrender. Many claimed 

afterwards it was a massacre, and certainly the casualties were decidedly one sided; the 

Americans losing 316, most of those wounded or killed, while Tarleton admits to 17 men killed 

and wounded. Whether it was a massacre or not, it was perceived as such by the Patriots. 

“Tarleton’s quarter,” and “Bloody Ban” became rallying cries.158  

 

Tarleton commanded the legion at the Battle of Camden in August 1780. There, 

Cornwallis let loose the legion when the Patriot’s left flank gave way. Tarleton’s men cut up the 

fleeing militia, turning and attacking the rear of the right flank of Continental line. They then 

charged up the road and chased the American baggage and fleeing soldiers for some 22 miles to 

Hanging Rock, hacking men all the way. At Fishing Creek, two days later, he surprised Thomas 

Sumter. He also commanded the British at the Battle of Blackstocks on September 20, 1780. 

Tarleton’s failure to do any reconnaissance cost him dearly at the Battle of Cowpens in January 

of 1781, when he was soundly defeated by General Daniel Morgan. For the rest of the war, 

Tarleton’s military fortunes continued to follow his commander, Lord Cornwallis. Tarleton 

performed well at Torrence’s Tavern and at Guilford Courthouse. He was with Cornwallis when 

Cornwallis marched to Virginia and was among those who surrendered at Yorktown in October 

1781. 

 

Returning to England in January 1781, Tarleton was welcomed as a hero. The 

controversy over the defeat at Cowpens haunted him, however, and as it became heated, he wrote 

a memoir of the war entitled, History of the Campaigns of 1780 and 1781, in the Southern 

Provinces of North America, in which he explained himself and attacked Cornwallis. It was 

severely critiqued by Colonel Robert Mackenzie in his Strictures on Lieutenant Colonel 

Tarleton’s History. Nevertheless, Tarleton continued to be promoted and eventually reached the 

rank of general. He was created a baronet in 1815. He was a member of Parliament for 

Liverpool. Although married to Susan Priscilla in 1798, he had no children.159 He died in 1833. 

 

 

 

 

                         
158 Carl. P. Borick, “Waxhaws, South Carolina,” In, Harold E. Selesky, Editor in Chief, Encyclopedia of the 

American Revolution, Second Edition, Volume 2 (New York: Thomson Gale, 2006), 1245-1246; Robert D. Bass, 

The Green Dragoon: The Lives of Banastre Tarleton and Mary Robinson (Orangeburg, SC: Sandlapper Publishing, 

Inc., 1973), 80-83.  
159 Sir Stephen Leslie, “Tarleton, Sir Banastre” in Dictionary of National Biography, Volume LV (London: Elder 

Smith & Company, 1898), 364-368. 
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Stedman, C. The History of the Origin, Progress, and Termination of the American War. 

London: J. Murray et al., 1794.  

 

Stevens, John Austin. “The Southern Campaign, 1780, Gates at Camden,” Magazine of 

American History, October 1880, V(4). 

 

Stewart, Colonel David. Sketches of The Character, Manners, and Present State of the 

Highlanders of Scottland. Volume II, Second edition, John Donald Publishers, Ltd., 

Edinburgh, 1977, reprint, original 1877. 

 

Tenth Division, Amherst County, Virginia Militia.  “Petition and Memorial of Sundry 

Militiamen of the Tenth Division of Amherst County to Virginia House Delegates,” 

Virginia State Library, November 9, 1780.   

 

Tarleton, Banastre. A History of the Campaigns of 1780 and 1781 in the Southern Provinces of 

North America, Reprint, North Stratford, N.H.: Ayer Company Publishers, 1999, original 

1787. 

 

Ward, Christopher. The War of the Revolution, New York: Macmillan Company, 1952. 

 

Whitfield, R. Bryan.  The Preservation of Camden Battlefield.  MA Thesis, Department of 

History, Wake Forest University, Winston-Salem, North Carolina, 1980. 

 

Whitridge, Arnold. “The Marquis de la Rouërie, Brigadier General in the Continental Army.” 

Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society Third Series, Vol. 79 (1967): 47-63. 

 

Williams, Colonel Otho. Narrative of the Campaign of 1780,” Appendix A, in William Johnson, 

Sketches of the Life and Correspondence of Nathanael Greene, Major General of the 

Armies of the United States in the War of the Revolution, Volume 1. A.E. Miller, 

Charleston, South Carolina, 1822. 

 

Zielinksi, Adam E. “Fighting for Freedom: African Americans Choose Sides During the 

American Revolution.” American Battlefield Trust. November 20, 2020, updated August 

24, 2021. https://www.battlefields.org/learn/articles/fighting-freedom-african-americans-

during-american-revolution.  
 

 

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

  

Previous documentation on file (NPS):  

 

____ preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested 

__x__ previously listed in the National Register 

https://www.battlefields.org/learn/articles/fighting-freedom-african-americans-during-american-revolution
https://www.battlefields.org/learn/articles/fighting-freedom-african-americans-during-american-revolution
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____ previously determined eligible by the National Register 

__x__ designated a National Historic Landmark  

____ recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey   #____________ 

____ recorded by Historic American Engineering Record # __________ 

____ recorded by Historic American Landscape Survey # ___________ 

 

Primary location of additional data:  

__x__ State Historic Preservation Office 

__x__ Other State agency 

__x__ Federal agency 

____ Local government 

____ University 

____ Other 

         Name of repository: __South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology___ 

 

Historic Resources Survey Number (if assigned): ________________ 

 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

10. Geographical Data 

 

 Acreage of Property ____1,141 acres ___________ 

 
 

Use either the UTM system or latitude/longitude coordinates 

 

  UTM References  

Datum (indicated on USGS map):  

 

           NAD 1927     or        NAD 1983 

 

 

1. Zone: 17 Easting: 535932.26 Northing: 3800119.69   

 

2. Zone: 17 Easting: 534910.70 Northing: 3800867.40 

 

3. Zone: 17 Easting: 534657.50 Northing: 3801438.11 

 

4. Zone: 17 Easting: 534690.83 Northing: 3801806.41 

 

  5.  Zone: 17                             Easting: 535113.11                   Northing: 3802365.21 

 

  6.  Zone: 17  Easting: 535325.84                   Northing:  3802620.01 

 

x  
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  7.  Zone: 17                             Easting: 535850.51                   Northing:  3802796.22 

 

  8.  Zone: 17                             Easting: 536036.24                   Northing:  3802367.59 

 

  9.  Zone: 17                             Easting: 536436.29                   Northing: 3802268.37 

 

 10.  Zone: 17                            Easting:  536767.29                  Northing:  3802091.37 

 

 11.  Zone: 17                            Easting:  536930.80                  Northing:  3801618.29 

 

 12.  Zone: 17                            Easting: 536976.05                   Northing: 3801203.16 

 

 13.  Zone: 17  Easting:  536925.25                  Northing: 3800771.36 

 

 14.  Zone: 17                            Easting:  536853.01                  Northing:  3799855.37 

 

 15.  Zone: 17                            Easting: 536509.32                   Northing: 3799780.76 

 

 16.  Zone: 17                            Easting: 536238.65                   Northing:  3799560.89 

  

 

Verbal Boundary Description (Describe the boundaries of the property.) 

 

The boundary for the Camden Battlefield was previously described in the 1966 National 

Register nomination and remains unchanged.  

 

 

Boundary Justification (Explain why the boundaries were selected.) 

 

The boundary for the nominated property follows the boundary of the National Historic 

Landmark established in 1961 and is described in the 1966 National Register nomination. This 

amendment to the nomination does not alter the existing boundary. The core battlefield drawn on 

the maps for this nomination is an estimate based on the archaeological work to date. Battle 

related events, including combat and deaths occurred outside of this line and indeed continued up 

the old wagon road to Rugeley’s Plantation and all the way to Hanging Rock (see Section 8). The 

core battlefield represents the best evidence for intense combat activity. 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

11. Form Prepared By 

 

name/title: ____Steven D. Smith___________________________________ 

organization: _South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology___________ 

street & number: __1321 Pendleton St_______________________________ 

city or town:  _Columbia_______________ state: ___SC_________ zip code:_29208____ 
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e-mail____smiths@mailbox.sc.edu____________________________ 

telephone:_____803 576 6560____________________ 

date:____April 1, 2022_________________________ 

 

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Additional Documentation 

 

Submit the following items with the completed form: 

 

 Maps:   A USGS map or equivalent (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's 

location. 

    

  Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous 

resources.  Key all photographs to this map.   N/A 

 

 Additional items:  (Check with the SHPO, TPO, or FPO for any additional items.) 

  

Photographs 

Submit clear and descriptive photographs.  The size of each image must be 1600x1200 pixels 

(minimum), 3000x2000 preferred, at 300 ppi (pixels per inch) or larger.  Key all photographs 

to the sketch map. Each photograph must be numbered and that number must correspond to 

the photograph number on the photo log.  For simplicity, the name of the photographer, 

photo date, etc. may be listed once on the photograph log and doesn’t need to be labeled on 

every photograph. 

 

Photo Log 

 

Name of Property:    The Camden Battlefield 

 

City or Vicinity:  Camden 

 

County: Kershaw    State:   SC 

 

Photographer:  James B. Legg 

 

Date Photographed:   3/18/2022 

 

Description of Photograph(s) and number, include description of view indicating direction of 

camera: 

 

1 of 13. Northern boundary, view south-southwest on Highway 58 



United States Department of the Interior  
National Park Service / National Register of Historic Places Registration Form  
NPS Form 10-900     OMB No. 1024-0018      

 

The Camden Battlefield (Additional 
Documentation) 

 Kershaw Co., SC 

Name of Property                   County and State 

Sections 9-end  page 53 
 

 2 of 13. North battlefield, view southwest 

 3 of 13. Baron de Kalb Monument, view northeast 

  4 of 13. Baron de Kalb Monument, view southeast 

 5 of 13. National Landmark Monument, view northeast 

 6 of 13. Modern Interpretive Kiosk at DAR Park, facing east 

 7 of 13. Camden Battlefield, South Carolina Historical Marker, view south/southeast on 

Highway 58 

 8 of 13. Camden Battlefield, at DAR Park, facing south-southeast on Highway 58 

 9 of 13. Remnant of colonial wagon road, facing south-southeast 

 10 of 13. Possible location of initial American left flank, view east-northeast from Highway 

58 

 11 of 13. Possible location of initial American right flank, view west-southwest from 

Highway 58 

 12 of 13. Possible location of night engagement, British initial lines, facing north-northwest 

on Highway 58 

 13 of 13. Southern boundary, at Gum Swamp, facing north on Highway 58 

 

Index of Figures 

 

1. 1949 Aerial Photograph of land incorporating Camden Battlefield. 

2. Distribution of battle artifacts and areas surveyed as of February 2022. 

3. Location of initial battle lines based on archaeology and historic descriptions. 

4. Location of Rugeley’s, Camden Battlefield, and Camden on Mills Atlas 1825. 

5. William Faden map of Camden Battlefield, ca. 1787. 

6. H.L. Landers map of Camden Battlefield, 1929, based on Kirkland and Kennedy 1905. 

 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement:  This information is being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic 
Places to nominate properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings.  Response 
to this request is required to obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C.460 
et seq.). 
Estimated Burden Statement:  Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 100 hours per response including  
time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form.  Direct comments regarding 
this burden estimate or any aspect of this form to the Office of Planning and Performance Management. U.S. Dept. of the Interior, 
1849 C. Street, NW, Washington, DC. 
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Tax Parcel Map 
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Aerial Map 

Camden vic., Kershaw Co. 



 

The Camden Battlefield 

Topo Map with UTM Coordinates 

Camden vic., Kershaw Co. 
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Overall Location Map 

Camden vic., Kershaw Co. 
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