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Preface

There are five important reasons for undertaking this historic over-
view. First, it provides a historic literature review of the Savannah River
Plant area to serve as a foundation for all other historical archeology in
the area. Second, it is a basis upon which to evaluate historic sites in
terms of time periods and activities. Third, it gives the program an idea
of what type of historic sites to expect. Fourth, it provides the archeo-
logical research program on the Savannah River Plant with many points from
which to start specific research into the area's history. Finally, it pro-
vides a foundation for historical archeological research designs. The re-
search designs will be formulated for use in the general survey of the
Savannah River Plant as well as for specific survey areas as the need arises.

As will be noted by the reader this overview begins by looking at the
southeastern portion of the United States during its initial European con-
tacts. Specific information about the Savannah River Plant is not available
until circa 1750 when the first actual settlement of the area began. The
overview becomes more specific as it chronologically advances toward the
present as more specific information becomes available.

The termination of archeological research on the Savannah River Plant
will result in a final Historic Overview of the Savarnmah River Plant. There
are eleven different areas in which the historic overview will be expanded:
first, a picture of the historic Indians in the area; second, the importance
of the Savannah River as a frontier/border in the late 17th and early 18th
centuries; third, a more comprehensive history of Fort Moore and Fort Prince

George; fourth, a detailed look at the early settlement of the middle Savannah

River Valley; fifth, Colonial period land use patterns from 1715 to 1776;
sixth, antebellum land use from 1783 to 1860; seventh, post-bellum land use
from 1870 to 1950; eighth, histories of the towns that once existed on the
Savannah River Plant area; ninth, a more detailed and concentrated history
of the area; tenth the history of the sites located on the plant; finally,

an economic model of settlement history for future research in the Aiken/
Barnwell area.

The Initial Historic Overview of the Savannah River Plant has certain
limitations and should not be considered as the last word about the history
of the area. This history was undertaken to perform specific tasks, which
are explained below. This overview will be a significant tool in formulating
future historic/archeological work on the Savannah River Plant.

The author wishes to acknowledge the following people for their help
in producing this manuscript: Dr. Robert L. Stephenson and Dr. William
Marquardt for their critical review of the manuscript; Kenn Pinson for
editing. Ms. Sandra Robinson and Ms. Grace Wheeler typed the initial draft
of the report. Ms. Mary Joyce Burns typed the final manuscript. A special

thanks to Glen T. Hanson for his continuous support and valuable suggestions
for improvement of the manuscript.




INITIAL COLONIZATION OF THE SOUTHEASTERN ATLANTIC COAST

Allyon

Twenty-nine years after Columbus "sailed the ocean blue'" and discov-

ered the West Indies, one of the first recorded Europeans set foot on the
Carolina coast. Although a map showing the mainland north of Cuba existed
in Lisbon in 1502, it showed capes and rivers, but the area can be attri-
buted to no known exploration (Shea 1886: 231). It is known, but again
cannot be attributed to any specific explorer, that between 1500 and 1502,
there were several navigators who apparently sailed from the vicinity of
Pensacola Bay around Florida's peninsula northward to either the Chesapeake
or the Hudson River (Shea 1886: 323). There were, to be sure, other explora-
tions of the new land after 1502, but the most important of these were the
explorations of Ponce de Leén and Garay who explored extensively the coast
of Florida (Shea 1886: 232-238).

The area north of Florida's St. Johns River was still to be explored
The credit for this exploration belongs to Lucas Vazquez de Ayllon, a supe-—
rior judge of Espanola. After applying for the necessary licemses in 1521,
he hired Francisco Gordillo to command his ship. Gordillo's orders were to
sail north through the Bahamas to the continent and sail along the coast
looking for possible lands to colonize. Unfortunately, Gordillo met with a
slave trader named Pedro de Quexds in the Lucayeulos Islands. Quexbs had
been unsuccessful in his quest for slaves among the Bahamans and suggested
to Gordillo that they sail the coast together. They reached land in lati-
tude 33° 30' and sighted a considerable river which they named St. John the
Baptist (most likely the Peedee River). When they landed, the Spaniards cul-
tivated friendship and trade with the Indians. Within days, however, the
Spaniards set sail for Espafola with 150 Indians, half of Wthh died during
the voyage. Quexbs considered the Indians as slaves, but Ayllon demanded
they be returned to their native land. One Indian, Francisco Chicora,
stayed in Espafola to learn Spanish customs.

After listening to the tales that Francisco told about his land, Ayllén
decided to take him to Spain and obtain a license to establish a colony. In
1523 Charles V granted Ayllon this license. He was to become governor of
any lands he might discover, to gain ownership of an estate 15 leagues square
(1,000,000 acres) and to explore northward for 800 leagues to discover the
straits leading to the Orient. He had to undertake this project at his ex-
pense; the only royal expense would be for friars who would undertake the
Christianizing of the local Indians. When Aylldn returned to the West Indies,
he was called upon for royal service and had to have his license extended. In
1525 he sent Quex6s back to establish friendly relations with the Indians and
to explore northward 250 leagues. Quex0s returned to Santo Domingo in July,
1525, with one or two Indians from each province to be trained as interpreters.

In 1526 Aylldn readied his expedition and set sail in June with four




vessels. The ships carried approximately 600 persons of both sexes for
settlement. They reached land at 33° 40', approximately the Cape Fear River,
and tried to land. Unfortunately, one ship wrecked, but most of the crew
and passengers were saved. Ayllon named the river Jordan but decided that

it was unsuitable for settlement. He split the party: some sailed west-
ward, while the rest traveled by land, on foot and by horse. Aylldon traveled
along the coast until he reached a river, calling it Rio Gauldape, where he
decided to establish the colony. The colonists built their houses along

the bank of the river with black slave labor. This is the first recorded
instance of black slaves in North America.

Most of the land the settlers built on was low and swampy with malarial
mosquitoes. Malaria struck the Spanish killing many settlers, including
Ayl116n, who died on October 18, 1526.

Before Ayllon died, however, he chose his nephew to be the new Governor,
but his nephew was in Puerto Rico at the time. In his stead, the temporary
leadership went to Francisco GOmez. Soon thereafter, dissension broke out
among the Indians as well as the Blacks, and more settlers were killed.
Permanent leadership was then established under Gomez. The settlers, how-
ever, abandoned the settlement of San Miguel de Gualdape and returned to
Santo Domingo. Only 150 of the original settlers returned to Santo Domingo
(Shea 1886: 239-241; Bolton 1921: 15-18; Lowery 1959: 160-168; Quattlebaum
1956; Johnson 1923; Wallace 1934: 26-~31; D'anghera 1912),

Many questions remain unanswered in regard to the Aylldn settlement.
Two questions stand out as being most important. First, the location of
River Jordan: 1t has been speculated that the river could be either the
Cape Fear River or the Santee River. The second question is the location
of the Ayllfn settlement San Migual de Gualdape. Previously published
accounts tend to place it in the region of Winyah Bay. Unpublished
material, however, leans to a location south of the Savannah River (Paul
Hoffman, personal communication, April 17, 1980). Archeological investiga-
tions of these areas, when they are decided upon, will reveal Ayllon's
actual location. Spanish artifacts and a substantial cemetery will be the
key factors in locating it. The Aylldén settlement of San Miguel de Gualdape
is of primary importance to American history as the first attempted settle-
ment in the New World.

De Soto

On April 20, 1537, Hernando De Soto received from Charles V the Gover-
norship of Cuba and became the adelantado of Florida, requiring him to con-
quer and occupy Florida within the year, erect fortresses, and carry over
at least 500 men to settle and hold the country. De Soto sailed from Spain
in April, 1538, with 9 ships and 600 men. After his arrival in Havana, he
sent Juan de Anasco to reconnoiter the coast of Florida before choosing a
suitable place to land his small army. De Soto landed his troops in the
Tampa Bay area on May 30, 1539. De Soto left his camp garrisoned with 50
footmen and 30 horses and set out to explore and conquer Florida on August
1. Unfortunately, De Soto had no respect for the Indians, and on his march
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march for the next three years, he captured and killed them when it suited
his purpose. De Soto marched up the coast of Florida seeking the wealthiest
of the Indian kingdoms in his quest for gold and other valuables. By the
time he crossed the Suwanee River, he heard of and proceeded toward a rich
kingdom near the Apalachicola River.

On DeSoto's march toward the Apalache villages, he had several encoun-
ters with Indians, killing many hundreds; his troops suffered, many killed
and wounded. This march, which lasted three months, depleted his supplies,
and by the time he reached the first of the Apalache villages, his men were
glad to be eating watercress and palmetto leaves. It was mid-October when
they finally arrived in the Apalache territory near Tallahassee. Because
the Indian fields were in harvest, De Soto decided to winter there. He sent
for the men left in Tampa Bay and for more supplies from Cuba.

De Soto discovered the possibilities of Pemsacola Bay area but
decided to head northeast to a rich realm the Indians had told him about.
De Soto set out in March, 1540, and a month later, he reached the Altamaha
River. Although the tribes here showed signs of greater civilization than
previous tribes, giving food to his men, he still treated them cruelly.
Toward the end of April, De Soto finally reached the Province of Cofitachique
and was royally welcomed by its chieftainess. She presented De Soto with
a string of pearls and a Spanish dagger. De Soto, caught up in his quest
for riches, siezed the chieftainess, desecrated the temple that contained
a large quantity of pearls, and headed north toward the mountains. He
marched toward Guale, another alleged rich realm, and spent the next two
years marching toward and beyond the Migsigsippi River, conquering and
capturing Indians along the way.

Finally, giving up his quest for El Dorado after losing 250 of his men
to Indian attacks, disease, and freezing winter, he decided to xeturn to
the Mississippi River, head to the Gulf and return to Cuba. On May 21, 1542,
De Soto died of a fever and his body was committed to the Mississippi River
for burial.

Before his death, De Soto named Luis de Moscoso as his successor.
Moscoso decided to reach Mexico by land, but by the time they reached the
Brazos River in Texas, winter had come and they decided to return to the
Mississippi River. They reached the mouth of the Arkansas River, where De
Soto had died, and built several boats to take them down the Mississippi
River to the Gulf of Mexico where they could sail for Mexico. . By Septem-
ber, 1543, 310 men of the original 600 finally reached the mouth of the
Panuco River, Mexico (Smith 1922a, 1922b; Shea 1886; De Soto Commission
1939).

Much archeological and historical research needs to be undertaken to
trace the exact route of De Soto from Florida to Texas. Some work has been
done in Florida with significant results on datable artifacts in the Tampa
Bay area (Goggin 1954). Other work in the Southeast includes a study under-
taken in the Tennessee and Coosa River Valleys, trying to suggest a new
route through this area with the use of 16th century trade goods datable to
1540-1560 (Smith 1976). The results to date appear to be reliable.




There are three distinct theories that apply to the location of
Cofitachique in South Carolina. One, proposed by Swanton (1939), has the
location of Cofitachique on the Savannah River at Silver Bluff below Augusta,
though research is still ongoing in this area. However, tentative artifact
analysis has produced no European artifacts of the 16th century. The second
theory, presented by Ross (1930), places Cofitachique near Columbia, South
Carolina. Using material from De Soto, Pardo, Boyano, and Woodward, Ross
presents a convincing argument as to the location of the town. Unfortu-
nately, there are no artifacts to support her view. The third view, pre-
sented by Baker (1974), places the town on the upper Santee River, using
much the same evidence as Ross, only placing it downriver from Columbia.
Again, unfortunate circumstances cloud the issue because most of the upper
Santee River is located under Lake Marion, and artifacts to date do not
justify the assumption. However, Ross's and Baker's theses that Cofitachi-
que is located somewhere on the upper Santee drainage, including the Wateree
and Congaree Rivers, have as yet to be disproved archeologically and histori-
cally. This area abounds with sites that have not been excavated or recorded.
Certainly the description of the mounds at Cofitachique fits better in the
area around the upper Santee than they do at Silver Bluff. Bartram (1958)
wrote in the 1770s that there were several mound remnants at Silver Bluff.
The Savannah River is known to overflow its banks, and several mounds up-
river from Silver Bluff have been washed away. There has been a mound re-
ported in the woods near the river that has yet to be professionally examined.
These ideas are still much disputed, but only with further research will the
question be settled.

French Colonial Attempts

In May of 1561, Angel de Villafane, with three vessels and less than
200 men, reached Port Royal Sound and the area of Santa Elena, named presum~
ably by Ayllén or one of his captains. Villafane took possession of the
area in the name of the King of Spain. However, he found no soil suitable
for farming and sailed north up the coast of Carolina. It is also possible

that Villafafie, and what was left of his crew, visited the Chesapeake Bay
area.

In September, 1561, the King of Spain declared that there would be no
further attempts to settle the New World. This was done in view of what had
happened to Ponce de Leon, Ayllén, De Soto, and other Spanish explorers of
the Gulf Coast and southeastern states.

French Admiral Gaspand de Coligny, however, arranged with the King of
France and Catherine di Medici to plan a French settlement in the very area
that Villafane declared unsuitable.

In 1561, Admiral Coligny received permission from the French King to
colonize Spanish Florida, after having been driven out of Brazil by the
Portuguese. Coligny, being a Protestant, felt this would be an excellent
opportunity to plan a Huguenot colony. He hoped that the colony would be
strong enough to withstand any attempted attack by the Spanish. He chose
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the man he felt was most competent to oversee the development of the colony,
Jean Ribaut. Ribaut sailed on February 18, 1562, with two ships and sighted
the Florida coast on April 30. Ribaut landed on the shore of the St. Johns
River, named it the River of May, and erected a pillar, claiming the land

for France. Ribaut then sailed north to the Port Royal Sound area, where he
erected Charlesfort, a fortified house of wood and earth with four bastions
and eight cannons. During June, Ribaut set sail for France. He left behind
approximately 30 settlers, and promised to return with morxe settlers and
supplies within 6 months. Unfortunately, circumstances did not permit Ribaut
to return for almost two years.

By that time, the captain in command of Charlesfort had become an un-
bearable tyrant to the colonists and was killed by one of the settlers. The
Indians of the area had been extremely kind and provided food to the men.

The colonists decided they would no longer stay at Charlesfort. Apparently,
they planted no corn or other foodstuffs, so they were almost wholly dependent
on the Indians. The Indians helped the French as much as they could in hopes
they would leave. In particular, the Indians supplied the Frenchmen with
bark rope to rig a ship. The settlers gathered as much food and supplies as
possible with the Indians' help. When they were ready, they set sail leaving
one of their countrymen behind at his request.

In 1563, Philip II, King of Spain, ordered the Governor of Cuba to de-
stroy the French fort and its markers. The Governor commissioned Captain
Manrique De Rojas to accomplish the task. 1In 1564, De Rojas sailed to every
major river along the coast searching for the French. When he reached lati-
tude 32° 15', he met some Indians who informed him that a Frenchman had re-
mained behind. The Frenchman, Guillaume Rouffi (Rufin in the "Spanish origi-
nal"), 17, was closely questioned about the French presence in Spanish Florida.
Af ter the questioning, Rouffi led the Spanish to Charlesfort. The Spanish
burned the city and took the pillar Ribaut erected with them. Rouffi was
taken back to Cuba with Captain De Rojas.

Relief was finally sent to Charlesfort in 1564, but by then, the sur-
vivors from Charlesfort had sailed toward France, only to be rescued by the
English. Ribaut went to England, and Coligny chose one of Ribaut's lieute-
nants to return to Florida for another settlement attempt. Rene Laudonniere
was placed in command of the three ships chosen to make the voyage. Not
only were Coligny and the French Huguenots involved with this venture, but
both the French King and Catherine di Medici invested in this voyage also.
Laudonniere's instructions were to colonize without provoking the Spanish.
With 250 colonists, the tiny fleet set sail on April 22, 1564, reaching the
Florida coast on May 22. On May 25, Laudonniere landed at the mouth of the
River of May, found Ribaut's pillar, and, acknowledging the friendliness of
the natives, began constructing Fort Caroline (Fig. 1). Once again, the
colonists planted no crops, preferring to search for gold and silver. In
July, Laudonniére returned to France. Against orders from both Laudonnieére
and di Medici not to provoke the Spanish, a number of the colonists mutined,
taking several ships that the colony had constructed, and capturing Spanish
ships. The Governor of Jamaica was held for ransom. Upon Laudonniére's re-
turn to Fort Caroline, the mutineers were hung. The colonists became dis-
gruntled and began constructing a ship to returnm to France. Before they
completed the ship, however, four English ships were sighted under the com—
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mand of John Hawkins, who had been guided there by one of Ribaut's former
sailors. By this time, Fort Caroline was half dismantled in order to use
the lumber for the ship. Hawkins offered to take the French back to France,
but Landonniére declined the offer and traded his artillery for a ship and
supplies. Hawkins sailed and the colonists were left to finish outfitting
their ship.

Admiral Coligny offered command once again to Ribaut omn his return from
England. With 7 ships and 300 colonists, Ribaut set sail on the May 10, 1565.
He arrived at Fort Caroline the same day that Laudonnilre was ready to
set sail, August 28th. Unfortunately, three days earlier, the Spanish had
been sighted off the coast of Florida. On September 4, 1565, the Spanish
commander, Pedro Menéndez D'Avil&s, opened fire on the French fleet. The
French fleet, grossly undermanned with the majority ashore, was barely able
to escape the Spanish. Menéndez turned his fleet south, looking for a natural
harbor to land his men and supplies. When the French ships returned, Ribaut
commanded all the sailors and a majority of the soldier/colonists to board
the ships in order to chase the Spanish fleet. Ribaut set sail on September
10, leaving Laudonniere in command of the garrison to protect the women and
children.

Menéndez had, by this time, found the harbor he was looking for and
claimed the land for Philip II of Spain. He ordered some of his men to begin
construction of St. Augustine, the first permanent European settlement in
North America (Fig. 1). Menéndez also decided that the majority of the
French would be at sea searching for his base of operations and would not
expect a land attack. After consulting with the natives and several French
deserters, Menéndez set out overland in search of Fort Caroline with 500
men. Despite heavy rains and swollen creeks, they were able to make the
march in three days, completely surprising the garrison. Menéndez and his
men kllled 132 of the Frenchmen before they could organize any resistance.
Laudonniére and about 50 others escaped.

While Fort Caroline was attacked by Menéndez, the French fleet, under
Ribaut, was having weather problems and most of his fleet was shlpwrecked
within 10 miles of St. Augustine. Menéndez searched for the French, and upon
finding them, persuaded the French to surrender, whereupon he promptly had
them all killed. According to witnesses, Menéndez killed about 800 French-
men between September 20th and October 12th. Ribaut was among those killed.

It was six months later by the time the French King Charles IX and
Catherine di Medici heard of the murders of their colonists; however, they
decided not to take any strong action against the Spanish. There was one
man, however, who had enough hatred for the Spanish to take it upon himself
to gather the men and supplies to attack the Spanish in St. Augustine. He
was the French Catholic, Dominique de Gourgues. With 3 ships and 180 men,
he reached the Florida coast in April 1568. Gourgues was able to gain the
Indians as allies in the attack on the Spanish by using one of Laudonniére's
trumpeters as an interpreter. In the year and a half since the massacre,
Menéndez had rebuilt Fort Caroline renaming it San Mateo, and had built two
other small forts. Gourgues, with the help of his Indian allies, was able
to capture San Mateo as well as the two other small forts. Those not killed




in the fighting were taken to the same spot and hung where Menéndez had

hung the Huguenots. Gourgues then set sail for France commiting several acts
of piracy along the way. The French King, while officially displeased with
the acts of Gourgues, was unofficially pleased with what he had accomplished
(Wenhold 1959; Bennett 1964; Bennett 1974; Ribaut 1964).

Pardo Expeditions

Santa Elena was probably named by Ayllon in 1526, but it was not occu-
pied until 1566. In 1566, Menéndez sailed up the coast of Guale making
treaties with the Indians and trying to Christianize them. After completing
a treaty with the local chief in the Santa Elena Harbor area, he chose a
location free from immediate Indian contact and constructed a small fort
named Fort San Felipe. In June of 1566, Philip II sent Menéndez 1500 men
and 18 ships to help keep the French out of Spanish North America (Ross
1925). With some of these new troops, Menéndez ordered Juan Pardo to com—
plete preparations and to begin his expedition into the interior of the new
land from Santa Elena by November, 1566. The three major goals of the ex-
pedition were to "seek alliance with the natives, spread the Gospel...and
open a borderland trail all the way from Santa Elena to Zacatecas'" (Ross
1930: 269). Fifty leagues from Santa Elena in a west by north route, Pardo
found the Cofitachique visited by De Soto in 1540. Pardo pushed on into
North Carolina to the Indian town of Xualla, where he built a fort and
garrisoned it with 30 men, leaving Sergeant Hernando Boyano in command.
Pardo continued to the town of Guatari, leaving four soldiers to instruct
the natives in Christianity. Pardo received word that the French were
preparing to strike Santa Elena and he retraced his trail leaving the forts
manned. Pardo was kept in Santa Elena until September 1567.

Boyano, meanwhile, was having problems with a mountain chieftain
named Chisca (Ross 1930: 277). Boyano requested permission to attack the
Indians. By the time Pardo sent Boyano permission to advance against the
rebellious Indians, Boyano had another challenge after defeating Chisca.
Again, Boyano carried the attack to the Indians, completely surprising
them. Accounts state that as a result of the two battles, 2,500 Indians
were killed while the Spanish suffered no casualties. Boyano was near the
the headwaters of the Little Tennessee River when he received Pardo's ap-
proval. He proceeded to the Indian town of Chiaha in Georgia where Patdo
caught up with him. Pardo led the expedition to Chalaume where his alche-
mists declared was a hill of silver. Unfriendly Indians kept Pardo from
continuing further, but his interpreter had made it to Coosa and back. Juan
de Ribas, the interpreter, declared that Coosa was the largest town on the

trail and that there was evidence that other Spaniards had passed through
Coosa.

Pardo retraced his steps to Santa Elena. Along the way, he built forti-
fications and garrisoned them with Spanish soldiers at Chiaha, Carichi (wes-
tern North Carolina) and Guatari. Unfortunately for the Spanish, interest
in the back country forts waned and the forts were soon abandoned from lack
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of support. The exploits of Parde and Boyano grew, however, with each
telling stories of gold, silver and diamonds (Lowery 1959b; Ross 1925, 1930;
Salley 1925). 1In 1925, Johnson (1925) verified the existence of Spanish
mining operationsg in North Carolina, Tennessee and Georgia. None of this
"evidence" can now be confirmed without an extensive survey of the region.
It seems that those reports are somewhat "colorful."

Three forts were built at Santa Elena: San Felipe I and II and San
Marcos (South 1979, 1980). Research is still continuing both through the
Institute of Archeology and Anthropology and the National Geographic Society.

The abandonment of Santa Elena and Fort San Marcos in 1587 did not
herald the end of Spanish activity in South Carolina. Several times, the
Yamassee Indians revolted against the Spanish priests. With the final aban-
domment of Santa Elena, Jesuit missions were still active among several
tribes in South Carolina and Georgia. There are some accounts of Spanish
priests in the area until the early 1700s, Most accounts of English ex-
plorers in the Santa Elena area in the 1600s found no evidence of Spanish
priests. However, they did find evidence of their crosses (Hilton 1884;
Quattlebaum 1956).

French Incursions on Georgia and South Caroling Coasts

From 1560 to 1605, the Spanish secured the coasts of Georgia and
South Carolina against incursions of the French. Between 1577 and 1580,
two French corsairs kept the Spanish quite busy:

Led by Nicolas Estrozi...and Gilberto Gil...a motley

band of French corsairs moved northward out of the
Caribbean, and between the years 1577 and 1580 entrenched
themselves in a third French fortification on the Atlantic
coast, entered into a design with the Georgia-Carolina
natives, and planned for the destruction of the Spanish
establishments at San Augustin and Santa FElena (Ross 1923:
252).

Spanish governor Pedro Menéndez de Marqués captured the French fort
and ended the French threat by Estrozi in 1579. In July, 1580, however,
a French ship arrived in Santa Elena Harbor and traded with the Indians
only 12 leagues from San Marcos. Marques, sailing from San Augustin with
two ships, met and engaged in battle with Gilberto Gil, the French captain,
with a final Spanish victory.

The natives of Guale reported 20 French vessels off the coast of
Georgia in 1580, several of which belonged to Estrozi. Seeking revenge for
the destruction of his fort and ship, Estrozi conspired with the Indians to
attack and capture Santa Elena. Marqués, however, learned of the plan in
time to suppress the French threat (Ross 1923).




The Frenchmen returned in 1605.

On February 3, 1605, an unidentified craft appeared
off the bar of San Augustin and sounded the entrance...
At the bar of San Pedro (Cumberland Sound) the tres-
passers repeated their maneuvers...But there was an
alert friar on Cumberland Island. Faithful to his
civil as well as his religious duties, the watchful
missionary sent some of his neophytes to examine and
interview the strange boat. The Indians discovered
that the intruders numbered eight men, and that they
belonged to a large French ship that was coasting
north toward Santa Elena (Ross 1924: 184).

The friar sent word to the governor immediately. The small boat continued
up the coast into the Guale province. The Guale chief, figuring to profit
from the French venture, enticed the French ashore and killed the French
captain and pilot; four others escaped. The Spanish governor, Abarra, sent
a small fleet of piraguas to overtake the small French boat and destroy it.
Ybarra then learned that the larger French vessel was in the Savannah River
trading with the Indians. He sent out a small ship with 20 soldiers to
capture it. A Spanish frigate then entered the San Augustin harbor and
Ybarra refitted the ship and sent 30 soldiers, commanded by Captain Ecija,
to destroy the French. As the frigate was about to cross the bar, another
Spanish frigate arrived from Havana. The three Spanish vessels gathered at
the Savannah River mouth and surprised the French. Once the battle started,
the French realized they could not win and set fire to their ship. The
Spaniards put out the fire and towed their prize back to San Augustin.

Ybarra questionéd the French prisoners and found they knew as much
about the coastal region as he did, and sent them to friendly chiefs for
imprisonment. He wrote to the Spanish King requesting permission to explore
and conquer the interior to prevent further French incursions.

As a preliminary step the coast must be reconnoitered
as far as Cape Roman (Cape Fear) and a way of approach
into the interior determined upon. At the same time,
all stray Frenchmen must be sought out and removed.
For this purpose Captain Ecija was again called into
service,

Taking twenty-three trustworthy assistants,...boarded
the frigate Asuncion and sailed north on August 2, 1605.
He carried instructions to sound the principal harbors,
to take descriptions of port entrances, to investigate
the most pﬁomising waterways into the interior, and to
capture any interloper who might bhe found loitering on
the coast (Ross 1924: 190). ' '

Captain Ecija léarned of a French vessel when he was sounding the
Charleston Harbor area and was in immediate pursuit. He could not find
the ship, but did find evidence of the French trading (axes, hoes, knives,
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and other iron tools). The Indians had killed two of five Frenchmen after
their mother ship had been blown out to sea in a storm; the others were
taken prisoner. Ecija obtained two of the captives, learned that the
Charleston Harbor fitted the governor's plans, and returned to San Augustin
(Ross 1924). For the next 55 years, the coast would be relatively trouble-
free for the Spanish until the arrival of the English.
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THE EARLY ENGLISH AND SOUTH CAROLINA

Charles I, King of England, using Cabot's voyage along the eastern
coast of North America in 1497, granted to Sir Robert Heath on October 30,
1629, a charter to all of America between the latitudes of 36° and 31° from
sea to sea naming it "Carolina." This charter was leased to French Huguenot
refugees in England to settle a portion of that area. In 1630, the Huguenots
sailed from England on the Mayflower bound for Carolina. Instead, the ship
was forced to land in Virginia (Wallace 1934: 56-57). Heath's charter was
declared forfeit by the King when he granted a new charter to the Lords
Proprietors in 1663. It was not until 1663 that another charter was granted
by Charles II to the Lords Proprietors.

William Hilton was employed by wealthy Barbadians to find a suitable
location for colonization. Hilton, on the ship Adventure, sailed from
Barbados in August, 1663. Sailing into the South Edisto River on September
3, friendly Indians informed them of Englishmen in the area. While they were
trying to secure the release of the English from the Indians, they found the
ruins of an old fort that Hilton thought to be Charles Fort, which was prob-
ably Fort San Marcos. They gathered information from the Indians about the
land and the rivers and alsc learned that Spanish soldiers and priests were
in the area. They then continued to sail the coast looking for a place to
colonize. Apparently, they could find no suitable harbor until they reached
the Cape Fear River where they sailed about 14 leagues and anchored. Hilton
then took a longboat and explored the river for about 50 leagues (Hilton
1884). They were greatly impressed by what they found.

In May, 1664, a group from Barbados established a colony on the Cape
Fear River that they called the 'Charles River" and the colony 'Charles
Town." Robert Horne wrote a pamphlet in 1666 entitled A Brief Description
of the Province of Carolina. He discussed the attributes of the new English
plantation on the "Charles River." Horne related that the colony was engaged
in making brick from lime for building purposes, that they produced two crops
of Indian corn a year, and that the fruit trees brought with them were doing
very well. The plants and trees they brought included indigo, tobacco, apple,
pear, lime, lemon, and orange. The new colony offered freedom of religion,
freedom to choose their own governors and assembly, and land to each man,
woman, child and servant brought over (Salley 1911: 66-73).

The Lords Proprietors selected John Yeamans as Governmor of the new
colony and he was instructed to locate another site for a colony south of
Cape Romain. Governor Yeamans found the Charles Town Colony in October 1665
to be in such a poor condition that he sent to Barbados for food and supplies.
Upon his return, Governor Yeamans ordered Robert Sandford to explore the
lower coast of Carolina. '

Sandford set out on June 14, 1666 and returned within a month. He

sent a report to the Lords Proprietors entitled A Relatieon of a Voyage in
the Province of Carolina, 1666, By Robert Sandford. Sandford sailed as far
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south as Port Royal and explored some distance inland. A local Indian Chief
offered his sister's son to Sandford for education in the English ways, and
Sandford consented. The ship's surgeon, Dr. Henry Woodward, requested that
he be left among the Indians to learn their ways (Salley 1911: 82-108). The
Spanish, hearing of Woodward's presence at Port Royal, captured him and
brought him to San Augustin. The English buccaneer, Robert Searle, raided
the town and released all the English prisoners. Dr. Woodward was taken to
the Leeward Islands where he boarded a privateer. Unfortunately, it wrecked
on the island of Nevis in August 1669. The Lords Proprietor's fleet stopped
there in December, 1669, and Dr. Woodward was allowed to join (Salley 1911:
127). The Lords Proprietor's fleet, led by Joseph West, first settled on
the Ashley River at Albermarle Point, then moved to Charles Towne. This
was the first serious attempt at English colonization. Despite many early
hardships, some of which-caused the move to Charles Towne, the new English
colony flourished from the beginning.
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COLONIAL SOUTH CAROLINA

Cattle Raising in South Carolina

The first cattle in South Carolina were used at the Spanish colony at
Santa Elena in the late 16th century but did not initiate the cattle indus-
try in South Carolina. South Carolina, according to the Lords Proprietors,
was to become the agricultural center for the English Colonies and would
establish a new market for English finished products. With plantation
management, the colony was to grow crops beneficial to England's growth.
Crops such as mulberry plants for silk production were to help England be-
come self-sufficient and not dependent upon imports from continental Europe..
However, it was soon learned that the products most important to England
could not be grown satisfactorily in South Carolina because both climate and
soil were not suitable for those crops. Climate was ideal for raising cattle
and pigs. Within 30 years from the start of the colony, beef, pork, and deer-
skins were the leading exports.

The first English colonists landed at Charles Towne in April of 1670
without any livestock. Sometime during the summer of 1670, Sir John
Yeamans purchased 100 head of Virginia cattle (Carroll 1897: 348). Joseph
West wrote letters in early September 1670 mentioning that cattle from
Virginia had arrived (Carroll 1897: 180, 203). Because the governor and his
council were disappointed with the small size of the Virginia cattle, inqui-
ries were made as to the feasibility of the Lords Proprietors shipping Bermuda
cattle to Carolina in an attempt to breed larger cattle (Carroll 1897: 180).
In a letter dated November 23, 1670, Thomas Colleton wrote Sir Peter Colleton:

I believe that New Yorke will be a better place for
Cattle and Horses than Virginia for that wee may buy
Cattle their at about 50s per head and Horses much
more reasonable than in Virginia and boath them and
Cattle much larger (Carroll 1897: 242)...

Stephen Bull wrote a similar letter to Lord Ashley dated Maxch 2, 1671,
after an extremely cold winter:

....our cattell and hoggs are in ffarr better case
all the winter heere than in Virginia heere is a
good duck grasse in the summer and fegg in the winter
that cattell wilbee broad fed and dept att very easy
rates (Carroll 1897: 275)...

More cattle were requested from the Lords Proprietors because of the ease
with which cattle in South Carolina could weather the winter,

v...Governor West wrote to the Lords Proprietors on March 21, 1671:
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Our stock doth thrive very well especially Hoggs
which doe increase very fast, being somewhat
troubled with them this yeare by reason wee have

not time to fence in our planted grounds. The 4
cows I kept for yve use of yr owne Plantation, one

of them hath calved, and another is ready to calve,
but they are very small Breed, and wilbe but little
profitt, except onley for stock., I am informed that
there is in New Yorke a very large Breed of Cattell,
and yt one Cow will give 2 gallons or more at a meal
halfe a dozen such cowes would be a great helpe to
our family (Carroll 1897: 297-298).

As seen above, the first Carolina colonists recognized the commercial
possibilities of raising cattle. Unfortunately, the Lords Proprietors did
not understand their requests and protested, sending only enough cattle for
their own consumption. There did not appear to be much more written about
cattle for stock breeding in Carolina until 1674. It was apparent in a
letter from the Lords Proprietors to the Council, dated May 18, 1674, that
they were upset with the colonies' requests for more cattle:

In your letters you have been frequent in the mention
of a Stock of Cattle, you say it will enable you to

pay your Debts but do you not think if wee bring cattle
thither wee who doe not want ground cannot keep them §
make the profitt of our charge and Venture as well as
others especially it being our designe to have Planters
there and not Graziers for if our Intentions were to
stock Carolina att that Rate wee could doe better by
Baylife and Servants of our own, who would be more
observant of our orders than you have been, plant in
Townes where we direct Take up noe more lands than
what they had use for nor by a scattered Settlement

and large tracts of ground taken up and not like to bee
planted these many years excludes others from coming
neare them and yet complaine for want of Neighbors
(Saunders 1886: 222).

This ban against serious cattle raising lasted until about 1680. It is
unfortunate that the Lords Proprietors could not foresee the future course
of economic events in the colony:

That the commodities that became the principal staples

in the early decades of the Ashley River settlement

were not comtemplated in the original plans. These
commodities were barrelled beef and pork; tar, turpentine,
and other timber products; and furs obtained from the
Indian trade (Gray 1958: 55).

As evidenced in their instructions to Mr. Andrew Percivall dated May 23,

1674, the Lords Proprietors were not against sending cattle for family
use, such as beef and milk:
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3. You are to enquire the price of cattle at Bermudoes
and what number of cattle fit to be transported is to be
had there...

5. If you see it convenient you may carry with you some
grown Cattle from Bermudoes to Carolina for a present
supplye of the family with Milke (Carroll 1897: 441).

Apparently the cattle and hogs were to roam free as instruction 12
includes:

If there be any cleare ground fit for it or in
cleareing grounds for provisions and you are to
fence in that ground soe as may preserve it from
Hogs or Catle (Carroll 1897: 441-442).

By 1680, restrictions against cattle raising had been relaxed out of
necessity. Because of the mild winters and abundance of forage, cattle
had rapidly increased with each new land acquisition. Many contemporary
writers in Carolina recognized the many benefits for cattle raising that
were available in Carolina. Maurice Mathews wrote a pamphlet entitled
A Contemporary View of Carolina in 1680:

The first 5 or 6 years I cannot readily say wee liked,
for wee wer in continuall want, few in number, few
cattle, and what is worst of all, ignorant what to doe
but these four last years wee have had such plenty of
provisions that it is to be admired rather than
beleeved.

Ther are few except some new comers who want (lack)
cattle, There being severall Thousands in the countrey.
Wee have no other trouble with them Summer or Winter
than to take care that they come home every night that
we may have the milk and keep them from running wild.
Wee have great store of hogs, having sent to Barbadoes
this last winter foure tuns of pork. The wolfe, tygar,
and wild catt doe often share with us. However, having
plenty of corn wee in two or three year got into a stock,
so that the wild beasts dare seldome tutch any of them.
Sheep and goats doe Extradinary well here. And its
observed that they have no Incident distemper, however,
they must be continually watched because of the wolves
(Mathews 1954: 157).

The cattle at this time were apparently being watched over by a person
specifically detailed for the job, as shepherds watched over sheep and,
more specifically, just before and during round-up. The cattle were kept
for dairy and beef production for the colonies' use, as were the sheep.
Shortly after this time, beef and pork exportation became one of the
largest industries in the colony. By 1691 the Council was placing strict
regulations on the type of pork and beef to be shipped, size of barrels
and packaging. The Statutes at Large of South Carolina, Volume II, Acts
number 64, 94, 120, 148, 170, 212, and 245, provided the specifics of
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these regulations. The Acts were generally entitled "An Act for the
Ascertaining the Gauge of Barrells, and for Avoiding Deceipts in selling
and Buying Beef & pork, Pitch & Tar." The acts started in 1691 and appa-
rently ended with the 1705 act, as volumes III and IV contained further
regulating acts.

Thomas Ashe, in 1682, parroted Mathews' observations adding further
information concerning winter cattle forage. Ashe's pamphlet entitled
Carolina, or a Description of the Present State of that Country, described
the condition of cattle raising. In another pamphlet, entitled An Account .
of the Province of Carolina (1682), Samuel Wilson described the ease by
which cattle were raised in Carolina. He was the first to note that Caro-

lina cattle were a readily marketable item at a price that competing colonies

were unable to match:

many Judicious Persons think that Carolina will be
able to sea to supply those Northern Collony, with
salted Beef or their shipping, cheaper than they
themselves with what is bred amongst them; for,
considering that all the Woods in Carolina afford
good Pasturage, and the small Rent that is paid to
the Lords Proprietors for Land, an Ox is raised at
almost as little expence in Carolina, as a Hen is
in England. And it hath by experience been found
that Beef will take salt at Ashley-River any Month
in the Year, and save very well. (Salley 1911: 171-172).

The 1690s not only saw the regulation of beef and pork exportation,
but also the enactment of several acts entitled "An Act for destroying of
Wild and unmarked Cattle" (Cooper 1837: 62, 73, 106-108). Unfortunately,
the first two acts, numbered 69 and 79, were either missing or illegible
in the original so that the reasons for them are unknown. Two years after
these acts went into effect, an act numbered ITI entitled "An Act for making
sufficient Fences, and keeping the same in repair," dated June 20, 1694,
indicated how important cattle raising had become as opposed to crops:

Whereas, divers of the inhabitants of this province,

by keeping low and ill fences, where corn and other
provisions are planted, have enticed horses, neat

cattle and other stock, their coming into the said

corn and other provisions, which said inhabitants

being evilly minded, do set canes, and other dangerous
and indirect means, which have destroyed many horses

and cattle for the prevention whereas....That all
planters and others of the inhabitants of this province,
who do plant corn or other provisions, or any other thing
which they would have secured from damage or damages of
horses, neat cattle, or any other stock, shall make, have
and keep a good strong and sufficient Fence six feet high,
about all sorts of provisions, and shall from time to
time go maintain and keep the same (Cooper 1837: 81-82).
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The act provided that no canes or stakes that may injure horses or cattle
were allowed in the enclosures. The owner of the horses or cattle would

pay a planter for damages if the stock broke through a sufficient fence.

It must be remembered that the population at this time was probably less
than 5,000, which distributed sparsely along the coast. Cattle were left

to roam free most of the year, except for milk cows, which were milked each
night. It was obviously easier to femce in a few acres of corn than several
hundred acres of woods and savannas needed for cattle grazing. More than
likely, cattle outnumbered the population by 2 to 1 or greater.

Apparently, during late 1695, a severe hurricane struck South Carolina
and an act entitled "An Act for the destroying of Unmarked Cattle" numbered
127 was passed on March 16, 1696. The act stated that a large number of
trees were blown down by the hurricane making the woods almost impassable;
thus, cattle owners were prevented from bringing their cattle to their re-
spective pens and marking them, increasing the number of unmarked cattle.
Various people were destroying a large number of these ummarked cattle. To
stop this, a certificate had to be obtained to kill ummarked cattle; the
certificate could not be sold. Both ears had to be brought in as proof that
marked cattle were not killed. At this time, cattle and hogs were marked or
branded on the ear (see Salley 1912a and 1912b). This act was in effect for
two years to ensure that all marked and potentially markable cattle were
branded (Cooper 1837: 106-108).

During this period, horses were a scarce commodity and highly valued,
not necessarily for riding, but for racing. Thomas Newe, in a letter to his
father dated 1682, stated that the majority of South Carolina's horses came
from New England (Salley 1911: 184). These horses were mainly from Rhode
Island and were known as Narragansett Pacers. This trade with Rhode Island
for these Pacers continued from 1682 to at least 1740 (Fairfax 1931: 171).
Other horses, used mainly as work horses, were brought into Carolina by
emigrants from Virginia (Fairfax 1931: 172). By 1701 the Council passed an
act entitled "An Act to prevent Horses being brought by land from the
Northern Settlements into this Govermment,'" number 177 (Cooper 1837: 164-
165). This act was passed because the horses from Virginia were of an in-
ferior type, and the council wanted to encourage the breeding of a more
serviceable horse in Carolina.

Another act was passed in 1703 entitled "An Act for Taking up and
killing Wild, unmarked and out-lying cattle.”" This act, number 213, was
initiated to stop wild cattle from drawing tame cattle from their range
and destroying the winter forage. Commissioners were appointed, and under
them, one man for each 100 head of cattle. They were to round up the cat-
tle, return them, destroy unmarked cattle, and return marked animals to
their owners (Cooper 1837: 220-222).

An act entitled "An Act to prevent Stealing of Horses and Neat Cattle"
was passed on February 17, 1704. This act stated that all horses and
cattle were to be tolled by a justice before a sale and that a fine of 5
pounds would be leveled for neglect (Cooper 1837: 261).

Thomas Nairn (1718: 12) reiterated the promising outlook of the colony
to prospective colonists as had the letters and pamphlets in 1682. Cattle

19




and hogs at this time were still one of the major exports of the colony.
According to Nairm, beef and pork were packed and shipped mainly to the
Carribean area:

From Jamaica, St. Thomas's, Currasso, Barbadoes,

‘and the Leward Islands we have Sugar, Rum, Molasses,
Cotton, Chocolate made up, Cocoa-Nuts, Negroes, and
Money. In return whereof we send Beef, Pork, Butter,
Candles, Soap, Tallow, Myrtle-Wax Candles, Rice, some
Pitch and Tar, Cedar and Pine-Boards, Shingles, Hoop-
Staves, and Heads for Barrels (Nairn 1718).

Apparently night raiders were a problem during 1712 because an act,
number 322, entitled "An Act to prevent the malicious Burning of Houses,
Stacks of Corn and Hay, and Killing or maiming Cattle," was passed. Punish-
ment for the offense was severe. The felon would be banished for seven
yvears. If the offender returned before that time, he would be sentenced to
death and no person could be punished twice for the offense. Triple damages
were collected in cases of cattle maiming (Cooper 1837: 521-522).

As the population increased and planters needed more land for crops,
the cattlemen had to move further inland. The Yamassee War of 1715 tem-
porarily paralyzed this expansion; however, when Fort Moore was built
about 1715~1716, the area along the Savannah River opened up for settlement.
The fort, along with the rangers who patrolled the Savannah River, gave new
frontier settlers relative safety from Indian attack. Act 433, partially
entitled "...for the Better settling the Frontiers of this province,'" was
passed in 1721. It mentioned the Three Rums area of the Savannah River
and stated that no person was to raise cattle on the western side of the
Savannah. This was enacted so that South Carolina would become better set-
tled and so that settlers on the Georgia side could not readily join forces
for their mutual defense at Savanno Town/Fort Moore (Cooper 1838: 122-126).

Peter Purry wrote in his pamphlet of 1731, entitled 4 Deseription of
the Province of South Carolina, that the planters did not have time to
look after everything and that, '"the last Winter being very Severe, about
10,000 horned Cattle died" (Carroll 1897: 132). 1In 1743, at least five
similar acts were enacted entitled generally, "An Act to prevent stealing
of Horses and Neat Cattle, and for the more effective discovery and punish-
ment of such persons as shall unlawfully brand, mark, or kill the same (Act
numbers 700, May 7, 1743; 924, May 29, 1762; 963, April 12, 1768; 1224, March
26, 1784). Act 700 states that a justice of the peace may act as the toll
master, and that strays are to be advertised for and sold at public auction
if not claimed within a year. The penalty was 20 pounds and jail until it
was paid. Finally, no slaves were to brand cattle without a white person
present (Cooper 1838a: 603-606). Act 924 was basically the same except that
horse stealing was made a felony and that strays would be auctioned after
six months (Cooper 1838b: 177-179). 1In Act 963 the penalties for theft
changed from loss of an ear and public whipping to 39 lashes for the first
offense and death for the second offense. Act 1224 further stiffened the
penalty for the first offense to death without benefit of clergy.
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Cattle distemper became a very serious problem by 1744, Act 721, "An
Act to prevent the further spreading of the Infectious Distemper amongst
the Cattle in the Province,' was passed, dated March 22, 1744:

distemper--which for some time past, has so violently
raged amongst the cattle is in divers parts of this
province, still continues, and that same, if not
timely prevented, will spread and communicate itself
through the whole province (Cooper 1838a: 643).

The act ordered that all sick cattle were to be penned separately from
healthy cattle; dead cattle were to be burned. Further portions of the act
controlled movement of cattle within the state, particularly not allowing
cattle to be transported across the Santee River to the southern portion of
the state. On March 22, 1745, the council passed act 725, which was the
same as 721, but the former act continued for two years the ban on trans-

porting cattle within the province, especially to the islands (Cooper 1838a:
647-650) .

Many inducements were offered to prospective colonists to persuade
them to immigrate to South Carolina. '"In 1739 the Council assigned each
settler on the 'Welch tract' on the upper Pedee tools, livestock, food for
one season, and exemption from surveyor's fees on fifty acres"(Gray 1958:
89). An anonymous ''Description of the Province of South Carolina" in 1763
stated that "Black cattle are extremely plentiful, many gentlemen owning
from five hundred to fifteen hundred head; the beef is best about Christmas"
(Carroll 1836: 482). These '"Descriptions' of South Carolina were on the
whole produced by the council to induce settlers from the northern colonies
and the British Isles to come to South Carolina. Many notable families
emigrated from Virginia at this time. The family of Tarleton Brown settled
on Brier Creek opposite Burton's Ferry. Tarleton Brown wrote in his memoirs:

The range for cattle was excellent; it was a very
common thing to see two hundred in a gang in the
large ponds. In any month in the year beeves in
the finest order for butchering might be obtained
from the forest. It was customary then to have
large pens or enclosures for cattle under the par-
ticular charge or direction of some person or per-
sons; I was informed by one of those who kept a
pen at King 