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In years to come, when all the present 
generation have gone, the stranger and the 
wayfarer — passing along these mighty rivers, 
seeing the great dikes and innumerable canals 
and ditches large and small, the fields divided 
into various sizes, or perhaps, roaming amongst 
the piles of bricks, all that remains of the 
old homes, driving up the old avenues of oaks 
and magnolias which led to them — will muse 
and wonder what race of man dwelt here and what 
all these works meant in and near the swamps. 

David Doar 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Francis Marion National Forest (Figure 1), 
located in Berkeley and.Charleston Counties, 
probably contains the highest density of 
cultural resources of any National Forest in 
the Southeastern Region. This area of 
approximately 250,000 acres represents a 
kaleidoscope of human occupation. This 
overview will present a synthesis of cultural 
resource knowledge on the Francis Marion 
National Forest, named after the "Swamp Fox," 
the Revolutionary War hero who fought the 
British in and around ttie Forest boundaries. 

The Forest was created in 1905 witli most of the 
land purchased In the 1930's after being cut 
over by private individuals and lumber 
companies. Since this time the management of 
the National Forests lias become increasingly 
complex and diverse. The need for the 
integration of sometimes competing programs 
within the Forest Service has been recognized 
since the formative years. Gifford Pinchot, 
the first Chief Forester made the following 
observation In 1907: 

There are many great interests on the 
National Forest which sometimes conflict a 
1 ittle. They must all be made to fit into 
one another so that the machine runs 
smoothly as a whole. It is often necessary 
for one man to give way a little here, 
another a little there. But by giving way 

a little at present they both profit by it 
a great deal in the end. 

Cultural resources is the most recent variable 
to be fitted into the Forest Service machine. 
Interest in cultural resources management has 
greatly expanded in the last decade.-

The preparation of this overview represents a 
major step in the development of an active 
cultural resource program on the Francis Marion 
National Forest. It will be used in the 
preparation of land management plans to 
integrate cultural resources management with 
other Forest Service programs. The overview 
will serve as a foundation for future cultural 
resource investigations. 

The overview is a dynamic document, subject to 
change, as our data base grows. Cultural 
resource reports prepared by Forest Service 
archeologists will supplement the overview as 
additional work is conducted. 

The Francis Marion Study Area, as defined in 
the overview, includes all lands within the 
National Forest and lands included within the 
following United States Geological Survey 
topographic quads: 

Bonneau, Jamestown, Cedar Creek, Cordesville, 
Bethera, Shulerville, Honey Hill, Santee, Minim 
Island, Kitteridge, Huger, Ocean Bay, Awendaw, 
McClellanville, Cape Roma in, Cainhoy, Sewee Bay 
and Bui 1 Island. 
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Figure 1: The Francis Marion National Forest, Berkeley-Charleston Counties, South Carolina. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

INTRODUCTION 

The Francis Marion National Forest is located 
in the lower coastal plain of South Carolina, 
in Charleston and Berkeley Counties. The 
Forest contains 249,641 acres extending 25 
miles inland from the coast, and is bounded by 
a series of natural and man-made terrain 
features (Figure 2). Along the coast, the 
Forest extends from the town of Cainhoy to the 
mouth of the South Santee River. The Wando 
River and the Intracoastal Waterway demarcate a 
major portion of the Forest's coastal boundary, 
which fronts on the estuary from the vicinity 
of Sewee Camp to the Santee. The Santee River 
comprises the Forest's eastern boundary, while 
the Cooper River and Lake Moultrie delimit the 
western margin. The Forest's northern boundary 
is in the vicinity of the town of St. Stephen, 
and the entire Forest tract resembles a large 
triangle with its base on the coast and 
narrowing in the interior. 

The Forest is characterized by a variety of 
landforms and biotic communities, encompassing 
much of the environmental variability of the 
lower coastal plain. The purpose of this 
chapter is to provide a brief introduction to 
this environmental variability, and to provide 
both a perspective and references to guide 
future cultural resource investigations. 
Knowledge about present and past environments 
is important in cultural resource management, 
it should be emphasized, since the human 
occupation and use of an area is directly 
linked to environmental conditions. Modern use 
of the Forest, for example, focuses on timber, 
watershed, wildlife, and recreation management. 
Much of this activity occurs on the higher, 
better drained area. In the 18th century, in 
contrast, rice cultivation was a major 
industry, with most of the rice fields located 
in low lying, swampy areas). Many of the 
cleared and cultivated rice fields of the 18th 
century, in fact, are today densely overgrown 
swamps, reflecting the decline of the industry 
in the 19th century. 

Patterns of land use, therefore, change over 
time, and documenting these changes is an 
important part of cultural resource management. 
Such documentation can help land managers 
predict where remains from earlier periods of 
settlement might occur. 

Environmental conditions have changed 
considerably during the period of human 
occupation. Modern biotic communities, for 
example, reflect over two centuries of 
clearing, farming, and timber management. 
These conditions differ markedly from those 
recorded by early explorers. Equally dramatic 
changes in landforms, drainage conditions, and 
vegetational communities occurred during the 
thousands of years of aboriginal occupation 
prior to European contact. All of these 
changes influenced human settlement and use of 
the Forest area. 

Cultural-ecological research, that is, research 
documenting the relationship between present 
and past environments, and patterns of human 
land use and settlement, is only beginning in 
the Forest area. While most cultural resource 
reports contain descriptions of present-day 
environmental conditions, comparatively few 
studies focus on past conditions, during the 
periods of actual occupation. The goal of 
environmental research and description in 
cultural resource Investigations is to help us 
understand why certain sites or areas were 
occupied, and what the occupants were doing 
there. 

A number of recent archeological studies from 
the southeastern Atlantic coastal plain have 
explored the role of environmental conditions 
in human settlement, and changes in environment 
over time, and complement and augment the 
information provided here (e.g. , Larson 1970; 
Widmer 1976a, 1976b; Brooks and Scurry 1978; 
Anderson, Lee, and Parler 1979; Brockington 
1980; Brooks 1980; Trinkley 1980a). 

Physiographic Setting 

The Forest is located in southeastern South 
Carolina in the lower reaches of the Atlantic 
coastal plain physiographic province (Fenneman 
1938). The Atlantic coastal plain is a broad, 
gently sloping belt of Cretaceous and Tertiary 
sediments that runs from Long Island south to 
the Florida peninsular. In the vicinity of 
South Carolina the coastal plain is relatively 
flat and extends inland 120 to 150 miles, 
attaining a maximum elevation of about 500 feet 
at the fall line, the boundary between the 
coastal plain and piedmont physiographic 
provinces. The sediments of the coastal plain 
slope to the southeast and become progressively 
thicker toward the ocean, attaining a depth of 
several thousand feet in the vicinity of the 
Forest (Cooke 1936) (Figure 3). 

The distinctive physiography of the coastal 
plain is due to sea level fluctuations of 
Tertiary and Quaternary age (Colquhoun and 
Johnson 1968). The unconsolidated and 
semi-consolidated sands, clays, and marls that 
make up the coastal plain geological formations 
were laid down as the shoreline shifted back 
and forth, and a series of marine terraces, 
reflecting earlier shorelines, have been 
identified in the region. The terraces in the 
inner coastal plain are of Miocene or earlier 
age, while those in the lower coastal plain, in 
the vicinity of the Forest, are comparatively 
recent in origin. 

Elevations in the Forest range from sea level 
to almost 80 feet in the northern portion of 
the area. Four terrace formations are present 
in the Francis Marion: the Wicomico (from 
roughly 70 to 100 feet above sea level), the 
Penholoway (from roughly 42 to 70 feet), the 
Talbot (from about 25 to 42 feet above sea 
level), and the Pamlico (from sea level to 25 
feet above sea level). These terraces were 
formed during the Pleistocene, the last two 

1 



Figure 2: Major rivers, creeks, and swamps in the vicinity of the Francis Marion National Forest. 
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GEOLOGIC FORMATIONS 
1 BLACK MINGO - White • yellow sand & 

bioclastic underlain by grey-black shales. 

2 SANTEE LIMESTONE - White - creamy yellow 
fossiliferous & partly glauconitic limestone. 

3 COOPER MARL & FLINT RIVER - Brown -
green marls, phosphatic & cherty reddish -
yellow sands. 

h TERTIARY 

4 WACCAMAW, DUPLIN & HAWTHORN -
Unconsolidated, blue-grey to yellow, buff r TERTIARY 
sandy shell marls, hard brittle shale J 

5 SAND, CLAY & SHELL-Unconsolidated I n i l A T P R M A D V 
sand, clay & shell J"UUMl cniNMMY 

Figure 3: Pr incipal geological formations in the v i c in i ty of the Francis Marion National Forest. 
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