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I.  Introduction

In 1997 historical and archaeological 
investigations began in earnest at the Johannes 
Kolb site, 38DA75. Since  that time we have 
printed three short reports, so much of the 
background information will be familiar to 
people with a long term interest in the project. 
Because of the way we are approaching the site 
our understanding is still developing, and in 
this report some mis-statements made earlier 
are corrected. Hopefully we will be able to 
summarize the results of the first six field seasons and point to future research questions. 

The Kolb site is located on a cutoff channel of the Great Pee Dee River in Darlington 
County, S.C (Figure 1, 8). This meander was cut off by a land owner in the 1870’s, not by natural 
forces (Ervin and Rudicil 1976?), so for most of its history it was on the main river channel. It’s 
dry sandy soils are just slightly higher than all but the worst of floods, yet it is not so far above 
the river as to make access difficult. For people living off the land it is an ideal spot, and it was 
revisited for thousands of years. The rich bottomland soils also drew historic period farmers, 
while the forests drew loggers, hunters and fishermen.

The site was was found and recorded in 1973 by a local high school student, Ernest 
“Chip” Helms. There is a 
good lesson here, because 
many people collect artifacts 
from sites, but few bother to 
properly record them with the 
State Archaeologist’s office. 
As a result, when the Great 
Pee Dee Heritage Preserve 
was obtained by the South 
Carolina Department of 
Natural Resources’ Heritage 
Trust Program (HTP) in 1992 
it was already known that 
several interesting sites were 
to be found there. Chip Helms 
approached HTP archaeologist 
Christopher Judge about 
conducting excavations at this 
and other sites on the preserve. 

Figure 1:  Locater Map

Figure 2:  USC Student Kristen Ferrara being interviewed by the 
local news.
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Since this was known to be 
the site of the 1730’s Johannes 
Kolb farm, and this is a time 
period and cultural setting 
with which the author has a 
great interest (Steen 1992; 
Steen et al 1995; Steen 2000) 
Chris Judge asked me to serve 
as Principal Investigator on 
this privately funded project.

 When sites are being 
destroyed every day by 
modern land use it is difficult 
to justify destroying one for 
pure research purposes by 
excavation - because even the 
most careful archaeological 
excavations do, in fact, 
destroy sites as we study 

them. Yet we still have much to learn about the archaeology of South Carolina, particularly in 
inland areas such as this that  have received little attention. Balancing these needs we chose to 
take a statistically valid sample of the site and all its resources, thus leaving well over 80% of it 
intact and available for future researchers. All excavations have been conducted by hand - not 
through the use of heavy equipment - so our destruction is limited to areas two meters on a side 
at the most.

Another important goal of the project was to provide a learning experience both for 
participants and visitors (Figure 2, 3). Students from University of South Carolina, College 
of Charleston, University of North Carolina, University of Memphis  and others have been 
encouraged to participate, and many have gone on to conduct graduate work and have careers 
in the field. Participation has been open to high school students and adult volunteers as well. 
Between 1997 and 2002 over 50?  individuals have participated, with x (CHRIS?) returning 
for each year, and   ?  for more than one year. 

Visitors from the local community and from around the nation have also joined us. From 
the first a staff member was designated as site tour guide, but by 1999 the need had grown til 
we were forced to hire someone full time just to explain the site to visitors. We have had the site 
open to visitors virtually every day that we have worked there, but our middle saturday public 
day has been the biggest draw, with as many as 500 people coming out to see the site, and watch 
demonstrations of pottery and stone tool making, and re-enactments of Native American and 
Colonial life. Chip Helms and our many friends in the community have put on a barbeque and 
provided music and entertainment each public day, insuring participation.

Figure 3:  Volunteers from the community and across the Southeast 
assist in our work.
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In our opinion our work at the Kolb site has been a resounding success. Our student 
and adult helpers have been enthusiastic, and we believe they have come away with a positive 
experience. Opportunities for the public to visit archaeological sites in South Carolina in 
general are few, but in the Pee Dee region this is the only place where kids and adults can 
see archaeology in action on a regular basis. So in terms of this being a positive, educational 
experience we feel that we have done a good job.

But the archaeology at the site has far exceeded our expectations. In the 1970’s the 
site was logged, and Chip Helms collected a variety of artifacts ranging from 19th century 
ceramics and glass to Native American ceramics and stone tools, so we knew to expect more 
than just Johannes Kolb (Figure 4). We did not realize then that the Johannes Kolb occupation 
was actually one of the least visible, archaeologically. In fact it is overshadowed by extensive 
prehistoric occupations ranging back over 12,000 years and capped by 19th and early 20th century 
occupations.  

Indeed, the site is such an embarrassment of riches that it is difficult to even approach 
writing a comprehensive report. Each occupation has its unique story to tell, yet due to the nature 
of the archaeological record their remains are all intermixed and interrelated. In the early 20th 
century the Edwards family had a farm and lumbering operation here. During the 19th century 
the slaves of the Williamson family lived here and worked the fields. Johannes Kolb and his 
family were among the first European settlers in the region, arriving soon after the remnants of 
the Pee Dee and Sara Indians had sold their “old fields” to an English trader in 1736. These are 
only four stories from the past 300 years. Beneath this an unbroken chain of human occupation 
stretches back over 12,000 years - hundreds of generations of humans, each as self aware and 
self important as we are today. Most of them would argue that their story should be told.

Figure 4:  Artifacts collected by Chip Helms in 1973. 
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Yet archaeology is poorly suited to telling detailed stories - it is more of a “generalizing” 
field. I cannot put it any better than the English archaeologist David Clarke (1973): 

“Archaeology in essence is the discipline with the theory and 
practice for the recovery of unobservable hominid behaviour 

patterns from indirect traces in bad samples.”

We can safely discuss large patterns of culture, like colonization or the development of 
industry, but the intimate details of an individual’s life are usually beyond our grasp. This is a 
result of many factors, most of which are tied to the fact that we cannot observe our subjects or 
ask them the meaning of an action. First, the things that make humans unique and individual 
are not likely to survive in the archaeological record. Personal traits like intelligence, a good 
speaking voice, leadership capabilities, and physical beauty are all lost. Perishable items like 
books of poetry, a favorite shirts and shoes, or a baseball bat would all rot away quickly. Even 
steel will rust away to dust in a hundred or so years. Anything precious or usable would likely 
be passed around the community after a person died or abandoned it. So for the most part all the 
evidence we find of an individual person is about the equivalent of the dishes in your kitchen that 
have been broken and lost in the course of a long and complex life. Certainly a favorite coffee 
mug has meaning, but compared to other areas like the love of family, religion, economics and 
politics, it’s significance in the greater scheme of things is minimal.

In light of these limitations it seems sometimes that we should simply limit ourselves to 
accurately describing and discussing the things we are sure of, the artifacts we have collected. 
This is, after all, an area in which South Carolina is still sadly lacking. Artifact typologies have 
been borrowed from other states, and most researchers work independently, in efforts driven by 
cultural resources legislation that stress quick completion, and little time for doing more than 
trying to fit things into established categories – right or wrong. Here at the Kolb site we have a 
wealth of artifacts from virtually all time periods. Students for years to come can adopt some 
aspect of the project or another for thesis and dissertation projects, and help address this problem.

But we cannot simply consider artifacts alone. Archaeology is a sub-discipline of 
anthropology, the study of humans. Though we can seldom put a face on our subjects, or even 
determine which of our artifacts came about as a result of any particular human’s actions, we can 
make inferences about behaviors based in ethnographic and documentary evidence. For instance, 
studying the census to learn about the population demographics and occupations and looking at 
photographs of lumber camps in North and South Carolina around the turn of the 20th century 
can help us to understand the sorts of people that lived there, how they dressed, what kind of 
work they did, how their actions affected the landscape, and thus the archaeological record, and 
more (see Figure 44). Talking to their descendants and reading old letters we can learn about 
the individuals who worked in the camps and assume that our subjects would be analogous in 
many ways. That is, the individuals in question would be different, but they would fit into a study 
group delineated by age, race, sex, occupation, economic status, and social standing that will 
allow us to safely generalize.
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Inferring the behavior of prehistoric people is more difficult, as there are no photographs 
or letters from them. Thanks to a very few men who thought to make sketches and write about 
the natives they encountered in the 15th to 18th centuries we have the most fleeting of glimpses of 
what their life was like before the arrival of Europeans. But, informed by the documentary record 
and anthropological studies of the Southeastern Indians (Hudson 1976; Swanton 1946) we can 
look at the ways that modern hunter-gatherers - people living off the land without agriculture 
or industry - cope with their lot and then infer that our prehistoric subjects had to cope with 
similar circumstances and adapt in similar ways. For example, say the spring run of spawning 
shad provides your family with 20% of its food for the year. The more you can harvest and store 
the better, because who knows whether the next major crop to ripen will succeed or fail? The 
simplest approach is to eat as much as possible and build up body fat, like a bear. With humans 
this approach has limits, so many groups preserve the surplus. An easy and nearly universal 
method for preserving fish is by drying and smoking them. So we can infer that people at the 
Kolb site, if they caught and preserved fish, probably dried and smoked them. 

But before that we have to determine that they actually caught fish, that they preserved 
them, and how important they were to their diet. Although assuming that the lives of the people 
who lived at the Kolb site are analogous to those of modern humans is informative, it is not 
necessarily accurate in every degree and we must take care not to assume too much, or be 
dogmatic about our interpretations. In a resource rich environment people might simply eat their 
fill and then move on. The shad run might be a bonus, but no big deal to people who sought 
red meat or fowl. Food taboos might prevent them from eating shad, or the salmon might be so 
plentiful that shad were only used for fertilizer, and so on. So we can’t necessarily infer specific 
behaviors or argue that people will universally react the same way to particular circumstances.

But we can look for more or less universal patterns of behavior. For most hunter gatherer 
societies the family is the most important social unit. Elders and children are cherished. Food and 
other necessary goods are shared. Men perform some tasks and women others (though the tasks 
may be reversed in some cases). Society’s rules are passed from generation to generation, as are 
the guides for living in one’s particular circumstances. A father might tell a son of a place where 
the deer gather in the winter, just as his father told him. A mother might show her daughter where 
to find a rare healing plant. At some point probably everyone asks why we are here, and how 
did we get here, and it is culture that helps us to answer these questions, and pass the knowledge 
along.

Archaeology should not be fiction, but neither should it be so dry as to be a mere catalog 
of material things. Any inference can be wrong, and no explanation can cover all cases. People 
visiting the Kolb site in 1900 had a much different story than the people there in 10,000BC, and 
both had attitudes and ways of living that would be ineffably strange to most modern observers. 
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So bearing in mind that any and all conclusions drawn from incomplete data can be wrong, an 
attempt will be made in this report to interpret the data in as meaningful and evocative a manner 
as possible without stepping over the line into pure fancy. Quoting David Clark (1973) again: 

“...we must not suppose that because we can display an 
archaeological relationship mathematically and analyse 

archaeological data scientifically that the discipline itself 
necessarily assumes a mathematical or scientific status. But equally 

neither may we assume that, because we describe archaeological 
observations in a literary form and interpret our data imaginatively, 

the discipline is a free creative art.”

So bearing this in mind the report will be structured as follows: first the environmental 
setting will be introduced. A soil scientist, Dr. David Leigh, has studied the geological history of 
the site, and his report will be included. Then a general context for the human occupation of the 
site will be presented. The historic period ownership of the site will subsequently be discussed. 
Following this will be chapters on the excavations, and the artifacts recovered thusfar. In the 
concluding chapter the different occupations will be summarized, and future directions will be 
discussed.

II. Environmental Setting

Introduction

We all live in a physical world that gives us opportunities and throws up road blocks 
to what can and cannot be done. Humans are more adaptable than cockroaches, and can live 
underwater, at the arctic, and even in outer space. But these require considerable effort and 
control of energy. Most humans have lived in places where survival is easier: in more temperate 
regions, like ours, where the most extreme changes in weather might require putting on more 
clothes or insulating the house 
better.

The people of the historic 
period and prehistoric Native 
Americans used the environment 
differently, but still had to develop 
strategies for coping. The Native 
Americans who lived here had 
limited use of agriculture only in 
the last few hundred years of their 
dominion, but for thousands of years 
they lived off the land. Even in a 
favorable place like this obtaining Figure 6:  The cut off branch of the Great Pee Dee River.
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every meal all year long from the woods and water would be a challenge. Virtually every aspect 
of being human follows from the manner in which subsistence is gained: for example hunters 
develop religions that help them find game; and farmers invent weapons to protect their crops. 
So understanding the local environment and how it may have changed over time is important for 
understanding the people who lived here.

38DA75, the Johannes Kolb site, is located on the bank of a channel cut off from the 
Great Pee Dee River in the late 19th century (Figure 6). The site is in the inner Atlantic Coastal 
Plain of South Carolina (Figure 7). The landform consists of the tip of an ancient sand bar that 
rises over three meters (11 feet) from the surrounding swamp floor (Figure 8). 

The site itself is located on a more or less flat topped ridge with relatively steep slopes 
and drainages at its edges. The top of this ridge has been used as a logging deck, a sawmill 
location, a farm and a plantation so it has seen considerable disturbance. In most cases this 
doesn’t extend any more than about 30cm below surface, but historic features large and small are 
common, often reaching well into the subsoil a meter or more below surface.
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Figure 7:  Physiographic Regions of the state.
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The soil on this ridge consists of coarse well drained sand that becomes finer with depth 
(Appendix A, Table B). This is in contrast to the soils in the surrounding river swamp, which 
consist of poorly drained alluvial clays and clay loam. Thus the site’s selling points for its 
prehistoric occupants are obvious. High land with well drained soils and easy access to a major 
river were highly attractive then, as they are today. If you had to get your daily sustenance from 
the woods around you it would be hard to find a better place. The river, of course, is full of fish, 
which automatically increases your chances of finding food. Then there are turtles, ducks and 
waterfowl, minks and beavers and numerous other aquatically adapted species. Further, the 
bottomlands in the swamp stay warmer during the winter because of the insulating tree canopy 
and decaying vegetation, so green plants can be found there through much of the year.

Biologists John Nelson (19   ) and John Barry (1980) have studied the natural 
environment of the state and made general descriptions of typical plant communities. (CHRIS 
- more from DNR?) These community descriptions only scratch the surface in terms of the sorts 
of plant and animal resources to be found in the greater catchment area. Ecological zones within 
a days walk of the site vary widely, to put it mildly. Within a five mile radius of the preserve one 
could take advantage of river swamps, the river itself, slope communities with forested ravines 
flowing with clear natural springs, and rolling uplands with zones of vegetation whose diversity 
and variability are dependent on soil moisture.

Varied resources were important to Native Americans in the Southeast, who used some 
450 known species of plant (Hudson 1976; Swanton 1946) and ate or somehow made use of 
every sort of animal from bugs to mammoths. The adjacent river would have produced fish, 
turtles, mussels and other marine and amphibian species. The swamp across the river, and 
the floodplains on the south side would yield a veritable cornucopia of leafy plants, grapes, 
berries and diverse wildlife. Hardwood stands in the uplands would produce hickory nuts and 
acorns, which in turn attracted deer. In short, the environment here was extremely advantageous 
for humans earning their subsistence directly from the land by hunting and gathering. But 
these resources are not spread uniformly – they are found in specific conditions and micro-
environments, and finding them would require a detailed knowledge of the land. This is 
knowledge that was passed along by human culture. 

When Europeans first came to the state they raved about the abundance of wildlife, 
describing clouds of ducks and geese, herds of deer and fearsome bears and alligators (Lederer  
; Lawson  ; ). For instance, a 1730’s traveler killed two wolves at “Bare Bluff” just a mile or 
so away (    ). The Natives they encountered were growing crops of corn, beans, squash and 
other garden plants, but still derived a good percentage of their sustenance from the natural 
environment – both in plant and animal resources. Hunting parties brought in fresh meat year 
around, while others gathered nuts, berries, and medicinal or otherwise useful plants seasonally.

The first of the Europeans to settle permanently in the colony after 1670 pursued similar 
lifestyles. Many trapped or hunted fur bearing animals or simply traded with the Indians for the 
skins and furs. Inland many small farms were established, and their occupants hunted and fished 
just like their Native American neighbors. Today hunting and fishing remain important activities, 
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though they are not as significant a part of our subsistence. But the world of the Europeans 
was changing, and they were pressured to produce goods for the market and to participate in 
an economic system that was radically different (see Lewis 1976; Braudel 1976). Subsistence 
farming was replaced by money crops like rice and indigo. Larger fields were cleared, and a 
larger workforce was imported. This in return led to deforestation as lumber for building and 
firewood was harvested, resulting in less diversity in plant life, and less in the animals that fed 
off the plants. To make a long story short, the end result was the environment we see around us 
today - one where untouched primeval forest exists only in a very few places.

Geology

South Carolina falls upon three (Figure 3) major physiographic units: the Mountains, 
Piedmont, and Coastal Plain (Kovacik and Winberry 1986). The first, the Mountain region is the 
oldest, geologically. The latter two were formed in part by its weathering over millions of years. 
The Piedmont region consists of lands formed both by primary volcanic activity and subsequent 
metamorphosis caused by weathering, erosion, and other natural forces. The Coastal Plain, on 
the other hand, consists of layers of sand and clay reworked by the rise and fall of sea level over 
the past 60-70 million years. The greater Atlantic Coastal Plain runs from Virginia to Mississippi, 
roughly.

These transgression-regression cycles left a series of ancient shorelines and coastal tidal 
flats that appear as distinct terraces bounded by sharp dropoffs, or escarpments (Colquhoun 
1966:3). Local conditions are not always as simple as this however, and the Great Pee Dee 
Heritage Preserve is a good example. Like modern shorelines, the ancient shores included 
tidal inlets, rivers, pools, marshes, shell banks, sand dunes, and so on, each of which results in 
unique formations. Further, the transgression-regression cycles are not simple rises and falls but 
rather encompass temporally localized cycles of sea level change which result in reworking and 
redeposition of older deposits. In other words, sea level may rise or drop gradually in the long 
run, but during shorter periods may rise and fall repeatedly, flooding a landform, then exposing 
it, then flooding it again ad infinitum, causing erosion and movement of existing soils.

The underlying geology of the site is interesting, but more important is the formation 
of the landform and the river valley surrounding it. While the soils in the upland are relatively 
stable and have been in place for the past 40-50 million years, the river valley is constantly 
changing, with the river moving back and forth across its floor, forming sand and gravel bars, 
cut off channels, and swamp floors. We hired a geologist from the University of Georgia who 
specializes in geomorphology and soils to study the Kolb Site. Looking at this and other sites 
in the region he believes the landform was laid down about 15,000 years ago, and that it hasn’t 
changed substantially since - except where humans have intervened. His report follows.
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Geomorphology of the Kolb Site

by
David S. Leigh, Ph.D.
University of Georgia

August 24, 2001

Introduction

This report discusses the results of geomorphic reconnaissance at the Kolb site, which is a multi-
component archeological site found along the banks of a cut-off paleochannel in the Great Pee Dee River 
valley (Figures 8 and 9).  The intent of this report is to provide a description of the landscape setting and some 
insights about site formation and processes that involve burial of artifacts.

Figure 8:  Southwest part of the Drake Quadrangle (USGS 7.5-minute series) showing the location of the 
Kolb Site on the outer bank (cutbank) of the Byrds Island paleochannel. The frame width is about 6.5 km
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Table 1.  Results of heavy mineral separations.

Sample % of Lights 
>0.25 mm

% of Heavies > 
0.25 mm

Profile 1 at 40-45 cm 86.7 19.5
Damon Dune Grab Sample 86.9 37.5
Approximate Boundary Between 
Fluvial and Eolian Sediment at 
87 % of Lights >0.25 mm for 
Comparative Purposes

87.0 37.0

Figure 9:  Part of a 1999 National Aerial Photograph Program (NAAP) color infrared photograph 
showing the location of the Kolb site in the same view frame as in figure 1.  The lobe of the Leaf fine sandy loam, 
upon which the site is found, is outlined in yellow.  The Frame width is about 6.5 km.
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Methods

Field reconnaissance was conducted on March 16-17, 2001.  Several auger holes and excavation 
units were observed and described.  Soil profiles were described according to the USDA Soil Survey Manual 
(Soil Survey Division Staff, 1993) using moist Munsell soil colors.  The soil descriptions are presented in 
Appendix A.  Relative age assessments of sediments, as expressed by soil characteristics, were made in a 
manner consistent with published soil chronosequences in the southeastern United States (Foss et al., 1981, 
Foss and Segovia, 1984; Leigh, 1996).  Locations of soil profiles were marked with a handheld Garmin 
12CX global positioning system in the UTM coordinate system using NAD27 as the horizontal reference.  
Particle size analysis was done by hydrometer and sieve methods (Gee and Bauder, 1986).  Heavy mineral 
separations were made in sodium polytungstate as specified by Leigh (2001). Radiocarbon dating was 
done at the University of Georgia Center for Applied Isotope Studies following a standard acid-alkali-acid 
pretreatment of samples in the Geomorphology Laboratory at the University of Georgia.  Topographic 
quadrangles were downloaded from www.gisdatadepot.com and were used as the reference (NAD 

Figure 10:  Close-up of the Drake Quadrangle (see Figure 1) showing the location of soil profiles examined 
on the site, which are described in Appendix A.
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27, UTM) for georeferencing  scanned images and maps, such as the National Aerial 
Photography Program photos and geologic maps.

Results

Geomorphic Setting and Chronology

The Kolb site occurs on sandy soils at the crest of the outer bank of a rather large 
meandering paleochannel of the Pee Dee River immediately north of Byrds Island (Figures 
8 and 972).  Soil maps (Colburn, 1957) indicate that the site is on a lobe of sandy overbank 

Figure 11:  Part of the geologic map of Owens (1989) showing the vicinity of the Kolb Site in the Pee Dee 
River valley.  The light blue curved areas illustrate prominent paleochannels that were superimposed onto the 
geologic map for this project.  The map units are as follows, from youngest to oldest: Qh-Holocene deposits; 
Qwa-Wando Formation (upper Pleistocene); Qs Socastee Formation (upper Pleistocene); Qph-Penholoway 
Formation (lower Pleistocene); Tb-Bear Bluff Formation (upper Pliocene); Td-Duplin Formation (lower 
Pliocene); Kb-Bladen Formation (upper Cretaceous);  Kth-Tar Heel Formation (upper Cretaceous).
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deposits.  This sandy lobe is mapped as the Leaf fine sandy loam series (Figure 10), and it  
is surrounded by the Wehadkee silt loam to the west and the Chewalka silt loam series to 
the east.   It appears that the sandy lobe of the Leaf series is an overbank deposit that was 
laid down on the outer bank of the paleochannel when it was the active channel, probably 
during the late Pleistocene. Soil profiles that were examined on the lobe also indicate that it 
is an overbank deposit, because it becomes thinner to the north and west with distance from 
the old river channel.  At soil profile 1 (Figure 11), near the proximal end of the sand lobe,  
the thickness of sand above gravel is 2.8 m.  In contrast, in profiles 2 and 3, at the distal 
end, silt loam is graded down to gravel at 1.8 m.  This indicates that the lobe becomes finer 
textured and thinner with distance away from the former channel, which is very suggestive 
of an overbank deposit.  Finally, sediment samples from the lobe of sand (profile #1) were 
subjected to particle size and heavy mineral analyses by the techniques specified by Leigh 
(2001), which ruled out the possibility of an eolian origin for the sand lobe.  The percent 
by weight of the >2 mm, and 
1-2 mm fractions (Appendix A 
Table B) was non-diagnostic, 
because the upper 100 cm 
of the profile satisfied the 
particle size criteria for eolian 
sand, but also could easily 
qualify as fluvial sand.  In 
other words, the sediment 
was not too coarse or too fine 
to eliminate an eolian origin.  
However, the total percent 
sand (Appendix A Table B) 
is less than 90 percent, which 
negates an eolian origin.  Also, 
heavy mineral fractionation of 
a sample (40-45 cm in profile 
1) eliminates the possibility of 
an eolian origin, because the 
proportion of heavy minerals 
larger than 0.25 mm is much 
too small to qualify as eolian 
(Table 1).  In contrast, a 
sample from a nearby dune 
(Damon dunes) that was 
measured for comparison 
falls within the range eolian 
sediment as expected.  Notice 
that while the percent fractions 
of light minerals >0.25 mm are 
similar, the fractions of heavy 
minerals are widely different 

Figure 12:   Photograph of soil profile 1 at site grid 
coordinates of 70E, 80N, which was subjected to particle size 
analysis reported in Appendix A.



ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

26

ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

27

between the two samples, reflecting their 
different modes of deposition.

 The lobe of sand actually is on a low terrace 
of the Pee Dee River, but there is a thin strip 
of flood plain land between the sand lobe and 
the abandoned  river channel of the Byrds 
Island meander bend.  The flood plain is at 
an average elevation of 55’ in this part of the 
valley, whereas the low terrace has and average 
elevation of about 60’ (Figure 8).  The flood 
plain deposits (profile 6, Appendix A) were 
probably deposited when the river re-occupied 
the Byrds Island paleochannel in the relatively 
recent past.  However, Byrds Island and the 
associated paleochannel probably originated as 
Pleistocene landforms.

 Several lines of evidence indicate a 
Pleistocene age for the Byrds Island 
paleochannel and the accompanying scroll 
bars and the overall terrace on which they 
occur.  The Byrds Island paleochannel is one of 
several paleochannels found in this reach of the 
river valley that is unusually large and that is 
characterized by distinctive scroll bars (Figure 
10).  Owens (1989) maps the low terrace with 
the large paleochannels and scroll bars as the 

fluvial facies of the Wando Formation (Qwa on Figure 10).    He states that “ridge-and-swale 
(scrollwork) topography is common” and that this map unit is “widespread in the Pee Dee 
River valley.”  Owens (1989) assigns an age of about 90,000 years to the Wando Formation 
based on uranium-disequilibrium dating studies on corals from the marine facies of this 
unit near Charleston, South Carolina (McCartan et al., 1982).  However, the date of 90,000 
years may be excessive, because there is a possibility that the fluvial facies are not directly 
(or correctly) correlated with the well dated marine facies.  No absolute age estimates are 
known for the fluvial facies of the Wando Formation.  The next youngest unit mapped by 
Owens is a Holocene deposit (Qh map unit), which has a maximum reported age of 7,270 
years B.P. based on radiocarbon dating of marine sediments and dunes (Owens, 1989).

An attempt to radiocarbon date the base of alluvium filling two prominent 
paleochannels in the vicinity of the site was made at the Damon and Mexico paleochannels 
(Figure 4), where hand probing and augering was done to try to yield dateable material 
from the base of the paleochannel fill.  Dating of the Byrds Island paleochannel was not 
attempted, because it was clear that it had been re-occupied during the late Holocene, 
whereas the Damon and Mexico paleochannels appear to have been isolated for a very 

50cm 1m 150cm 2m0

datum
Ground
Surface

Unit
Base

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

38DA75
The Johannes Kolb Site

Profile Drawing
40E 40N

South Wall

Feature 02-
08 extends
about 10cm
into the

west wall of
the unit.

I= Loose topsoil. Dark gray brown. 10YR2/2.
II= Intact midden layer. Dark gray. 10YR2/1
III= Feature 98-08-dark reddish gray sandy loam. Probably pit back fill. 7.5YR3/2.
IV= Zone II- Medium brown mottled sand. 10YR4/6.
V= Zone III- Lighter brown sand. 10YR5/6.
VI= Zone IV- light tan sand. 10YR7/6.
VII= Feature 02-08, Upper pit fill. 7.5YR3/4.
VIII= Feature 02-08, Inner pit fill. Few artifacts. 10YR4/4.
IX= Feature 02-08, Outer pit fill. 10YR3/4.
X= Feature 02-08, Pocket of light sand. 10YR4/6
XI= Feature 02-08, Dark fill lens. 10YR3/3.
XII= Feature 02-08, Mottled area. 10YR3/4 & 5/6.
XIII= Feature 02-08, Mottled area like XII. 10YR3/4 & 5/6.
XIV= Feature 02-08, Dark lense. 10YR2/1.
XV= Feature 02-08, Mottled lighter lense. 10YR 4/6 & 6/8.
XVI= Feature 02-08, Dark lense stained by XIV. 10YR3/4.
XVII= Feature 02-08, Basal zone. Slightly grayer than Zone IV (#VI). 10YR4/6 & 4/4.

IX

X

XI

XII XIII

XIV

XV XVI

XVII

Figure 13:   Photograph of a soil profile containing 
a buried midden or buried A horizon at site grid 
coordinates 57N, 64E. (Not sent 40E 40N substituted by 
editor)
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long period of time.  Unfortunately, no suitable material was found from the Mexico site, 
which contained grey silty clay over sand and very fine gravel at about 240 cm.  Peat 
deposits were noted at the surface down to 115 cm at the Damon site, and a sample of peat 
from 110 cm yielded a date of 7,920 +/- 63 14C years B. P. (UGA-9527).  If anything, this 
sample is older than that date, because it was impossible to remove all of the very fine 
rootlets that permeated the sample and thus produced a younger than actual date.  The 
peat at the Damon site was underlain by greenish grey silty clay.  The base of the Damon 
paleochannel was deeper than 325 cm, but lack of extension rods prohibited determination 
of a basal depth.  If a sedimentation rate of 0.5 mm/year and a basal depth of 330 cm were 
assumed, then that would add 4,400 years to the 110 cm depth, making the initiation of 
channel sedimentation start prior to 12,320 14C years B.P.  This assumed sedimentation rate 
of 0.5 mm/year provides a relatively rapid estimate of paleochannel sedimentation rates, 
based on the dating of basal alluvium in paleochannels of the Ogeechee River of southeast 
Georgia by Leigh and Feeney (1995), which suggests sedimentation rates of 0.2 to 0.3 
mm/year.  Thus, the date of Damon paleochannel abandonment probably occurred  prior to 
12,000 years ago.  This suggests that the fluvial facies of the Wando Formation as mapped 
by Owens (1989) is in fact late Pleistocene in age, but that the age estimate of 90,000 years 
may be excessive.  Finally, this chronology indicates that the lobe of sand containing the 
Kolb site was deposited primarily during the late Pleistocene as sediment-laden waters 
surged over the banks during large floods.

Additional evidence that suggests a Pleistocene age for the Wando terrace is the fact 
that parabolic dunes have completely reshaped (and reversed) the sandy scroll bars within 
some of the meander bends on the terrace.  A prime example is found on Witherspoon 
Island.  Here both the topographic map and the 1999 NAPP color infrared aerial photos 
show parabolic dunes on that surface that have rubbed-out the scroll bars.  A Pleistocene 
age is indicated by the parabolic dunes, because Ivester et al. (2001) indicate that the most 
recent phase of dune migration occurred circa 15,000 calendar years ago and that only 
minor reworking of dunes occurred during the terminal Pleistocene and Holocene.  In 
contrast to Witherspoon Island, the scroll bar topography is still intact on Byrds Island 
(Figure 9), indicating that eolian reworking has not occurred there.

Potential for Buried Artifacts

Geomorphic reconnaissance suggests that the lobe of sand, which contains the Kolb 
site, was deposited during the late Pleistocene when floods overtopped the cutbank and 
deposited sand in the area of the present sand lobe.  If all of the sand lobe were deposited 
during the late Pleistocene, then there would be no possibility of sedimentary burial of 
artifacts and all buried artifacts would have to be interpreted as having been bioturbated 
into the subsurface.  The soil profile development (A-Bt-BC-C horizons) is consistent 
with a Pleistocene age, because it would be unlikely for such a Bt horizon (Figure 13, 
Appendix A) to form since the early Holocene; and particle size data (Appendix B) are 
not indicative of renewed sedimentation during the Holocene.  However, there is some 
evidence indicating that the lobe of sand continued to receive limited overbank sediment 
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during the Holocene.  That is, there is a distinct buried A horizon, or buried midden, found 
in some of the test excavation units (Figure 12) suggesting that 20 to 30 cm of Holocene 
sediment was deposited in some places.  This may suggest that some extreme floods during 
the Holocene added small increments of sediment to the surface in some places. The 
largest flood on record (Appendix C) for the period from 1939 to 2000 from the gage at 
Peedee (about 25 km downstream) occurred on September 9, 1945 with a peak discharge 
of 220,000 cubic feet per second and a gage height of 33.3 feet.  The largest flood during 
the 1990s occurred on October 30, 1990 with a peak discharge of 51,600 cubic feet per 
second and a gage height of 26.73 feet.  Given these data and the fact that the Kolb terrace 
is only about 5 feet above [Editor’s Note: it is about 10’ above the flodplain] the prevailing 
floodplain, then it is reasonable to think that the site does flood occasionally and that it may 
have experienced some overbank deposition during the Holocene.  However, it is almost 
certain that bioturbation is moving artifacts into the subsoil (below the A and Ab horizons) 
due to the sandy nature of the soil, but limited sedimentation may explain artifact burial at 
depths less than 40 to 50 cm.

Summary of Landscape Evolution and Site Formation Processes

The lobe of sand upon which the Kolb site is found was primarily deposited as 
an overbank sheet of sand when the Byrds Island paleochannel was active during the 
Late Pleistocene (circa 90,000 to 12,000 years ago).  At some time during the terminal 
Pleistocene the Byrds Island paleochannel was cut-off and abandoned.  Later, during the 
Holocene, the cut-off channel became reconnected to the active channel and may have 
delivered additional overbank sediment to the site during extreme flood events.  As a result, 
prehistoric artifacts may have been shallowly buried by Holocene sedimentation in patchy 
areas of the site.  However, the sandy texture of the soil easily lends itself to bioturbation, 
and many artifacts could have descended into the soil profile by that process.

Conclusions

The Kolb site is found on a sandy Pleistocene deposit formed by overbank flooding of the Byrds 
Island paleochannel.  Artifacts that were dropped on this surface have been subject to, and buried by, 
bioturbation. In addition, some places on the site have received small increments of Holocene overbank flood 
deposits that resulted in shallow burial of artifacts.
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Climate History

An appreciation of past climatic conditions is important for understanding the reasons 
that humans visited, or failed to visit a site. The Earth’s climate is ever-changing, both broadly 
in long term processes, and narrowly, in terms of time and area. The effects of the El Nino and 
La Nina phenomena we have experienced in South Carolina over the past ten years are a good 
example of the latter. In 2000 - 2001 it hardly rained a drop. In 2003 it rained record amounts. 
If your family relied on the corn you grew for 75% of their diet, the environment might quickly 
become uninhabitable and as we saw in the US during the 1920’s, people might desrt the land for 
more favorable conditions. 

The effects of climate can take many forms. Dry weather stretching on for several months 
might make herds of animals move away, with their hunters following. If it lasted for five years 
they might end up hundreds of miles away. But plants and animals thrive in relatively wet 
conditions, and several years of rainy weather might attract new people and cause those already 
here to stay put, as everything they needed was close at hand.

In broader terms, the Earth is in the process of warming up at present, and has been for 
about 25,000 years. Over time, as the very makeup of South Carolina’s Coastal Plain landscape 
demonstrates, global temperatures have warmed and cooled a number of times on roughly 

Figure 14:  Paleoindian hunters lived in a much different environment.



ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

30

ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

31

100,000 year cycles (Adovasio 2002). As recently as 30,000 years ago glacial ice sheets miles 
thick spread as far south as Ohio and Pennsylvania – only 500 or so miles from the site. As 
one might imagine, it was considerably colder here at that time, and the vegetation was much 
different. Cold weather adapted plants like spruce and hemlock were more common than pines. 
Grasslands were more prevalent, because much of the water on the planet was tied up in the ice 
sheets. For the same reason the sea coast was as much as 60 miles further east, and sea level is 
thought to have been hundreds of feet lower than it is today.

Serious global warming began between 20 and 30,000 years ago, and the modern 
environment began to take shape. Geologists refer to the last period of glaciation as the 
Pleistocene, and to the modern era as the Holocene. The end of the Pleistocene saw the extinction 
of many animals like mammoths and mastodons, camels, horses, extra - large versions of  bison, 
and large flesh eaters like sabre toothed cats, direwolves and short nosed bears. By 10,000 years 
ago most of these species were gone.

During the period between 10 and 20,000 years ago humans began to arrive in North 
America. Some researchers believe they were responsible for these extinctions, though 
considering their small number and the formidable nature of the prey (Figure 14), this seems 
far fetched. By 9-10,000 years ago an environment had taken shape that we would have little 
difficulty in recognizing today. Oaks, Hickory and Pine dominated the forest. More rain fell, and 
understory plants thrived, adding considerable diversity. This is not to say that conditions have 
been the same for the entire period, as major climatic events like volcanic eruptions have resulted 
in short term cooling episodes. These are- short in geological terms, but span decades in human 
terms and may have resulted in widespread defoliation (Gunn 1996). 

Other evidence for short term, but significan climatic change can be seen in the level of 
the sea. During the period between 5,000 and 2,500 years ago, for instance, sea level rose and 
fell as much as twelve feet in a series of transgression - regression events (Depratter and Howard 
1976).  Imagine how much beach we would have the sea fell twelve feet! Or how little if it rose 
twelve feet... In another case archaeological stratigraphy at Sandstone Ledge Rockshelter in 
the Sandhills of Lexington County shows clearly that a major buildup of sterile sand took place 
between 5000 and 2500 years ago, and then again between about 1500 and 1000 years ago (Steen 
et al 1994). The formation of clay lenses called lamellae indicate that this was a result of heavy 
rainfall. People seem to have nearly deserted the Piedmont of South Carolina after about 5,000 
years ago in favor of the swamps and marshes of the Coastal Plain. Could wetter conditions 
make obtaining subsistence easier, and attract more people?

No matter how unpleasantly rainy or cool it may have been at times, there has probably 
never been any extended period when humans could not adapt to the local conditions. Today 
people live and thrive in the Arctic and the Amazon, which are about as diverse as one can 
imagine. Even at the height of the glaciation weather conditions were not so bad that people 
couldn’t cope with them. Evidence from Meadowcroft Rockshelter in Pennsylvania, which was 
occupied when the glaciers were about a hundred miles to the north and west, showed that plants 
and animals were abundant. James Adovasio argues convincingly that people then, as now, were 
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happy to live in the shadows of glaciers (Adovasio 2002). Here in South Carolina, another 500 
miles south, conditions were probably never too extreme.

Soils and Growing Conditions

Agriculture came late to South Carolina. Indeed, field crops have only been grown during 
the past 1,100 or so years (Wagner 1995). Large agriculturally based societies developed in the 
Midwest and the Deep South along the Mississippi and its drainages, but the Pee Dee River 
drainage was about the most far-flung outpost of this Mississippian society. Other groups to the 
north adopted maize and additional garden crops, but not the full complement of Mississippian 
lifeways. For them the Kolb site would 
have been ideally located, as the soils of 
the rich bottomlands would have easily 
produced good crops. However, the Kolb 
site was not extensively occupied during 
this period, suggesting both a lack of 
local population and the aggregation of 
such groups elsewhere. On a frontier such 
as this there is safety in numbers.

When Johannes Kolb and other 
Europeans came to the area they sought 
out similar lands. Indeed, in 1735 an 
Indian trader bought all of the “old fields” 
of the Indians along this stretch of the 
Pee Dee for sale to the new settlers. One 
is seen in Figure 15, for instance. This is 
aa plat of lands he claimed in 1737. For the 
most part these bottomland soils are rich 
clayey loams which with proper drainage 
can be used for a variety of crops including 
corn, wheat cotton, and indigo (Rice and 
Taylor 1902: 2). 

Before the clearing of the upland 
forests flooding was less of a problem, but 
as the 19th century progressed it worsened. 
As farm production industrialized in the 
19th century extensive drainage and flood 
control projects were undertaken in the 
swamps here (Figure 16). Large farms 
organized under the plantation system 
thrived. With the end of slavery many 
of the more labor intensive fields were Figure 16:  1902 soil survey of project area.

Figure 15:  1742 Plat of Causeway Neck, showing an 
“Old Field.”
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abandoned. The heirs of Thomas C. 
Williamson, owner from 1849 to 1874, 
gave up and traded their farm for a 
store and a house in town (Williamson 
in Ervin and Rudicill 1976).  
Agriculture did not by any means 
cease in Darlington County, but the 
focus of the market brought different 
environments to the fore, and the 
bottomlands were of lesser importance.

 By the 1880s and 1890s the huge 
trees of the river swamps were being 
harvested, and with the help of steam 
powered railways removed by the 
thousands (Figure 17). At the Kolb site 
this was undertaken by the Edwards 
family, and the area of the preserve 
came to be known as Edwards swamp. 
Today only two small areas of the 
preserve are thought to contain stands 
of pristine uncut trees (CHRIS?). 
Logging doubtlessly continued in 

patchwork fashion over 
the years, but the Kolb site 
itself became a logging 
station again in the 1970’s, 
at which time the landform 
was cleared, grubbed, 
plowed. Fast growing 
loblolly pines were planted 
in neat rows reflecting the 
silviculture practices of the 
day.

Figure 18:  1914 plat of Riverdale, showing”Old Log Road” which leads 
to the “logging railway”

Figure 17:  Mills Atlas, 1826, showing levees in the river 
swamp above the site
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Bioturbation and Soils

Each period of occupation has contributed to the transformation of the Kolb site from 
an untouched, pristine natural area to a thoroughly altered human occupation site. For the 
archaeologist understanding both the natural and cultural history of the site is essential for 
interpreting the remains. Some researchers (Schiffer 1975) sort out natural factors (N-transforms) 
from humanly induced changes (C-Transforms) while others argue that they are all “natural” 
(Binford 1978?). Either way it is absolutely essential that we understand the nature of the soils 
and their history, the sorts of plants and trees that grew here and the types of disturbances 
that have taken place. To some degree or another all of the humans that have lived here have 
disturbed older remains or altered the landscape in some way. But while something as serious 
as digging a grave alters the landscape it pales in comparison to the effects of clearing the land, 
dragging the trees away and then leveling and furrowing to plant pines.

We have developed ways of accounting for these transfomations, of course, but they are 
imperfect, and try as we might, sometimes imperfectly applied. We make every effort to sort out 
each different type of soil and artifact deposit in our excavations including natural disturbances 
like tree roots and erosion gullies, as well as human alterations like graves, post holes for houses, 
and storage pits for food. 

Our excavations have shown us that most of the recent logging disturbance is restricted 
to the top 20 to 30cm of soil. Generally the topsoil layer consists of a loose, disturbed upper zone 
and a more compact and less disturbed  lower zone. We have usually excavated an opening level 
of 10 - 20 cm to get through the disturbed upper zone and then excavated arbitrary 10cm levels 
below that. In some cases 5cm levels have been used. Historic midden deposits usually disappear 
after about the upper 30cm of soil is removed. Historic features can vary widely, but most extend 
no more than about 60cm below surface. Occasional large features extend over a meter deep and 
into the subsoil, however.

Prehistoric features begin in the topsoil and usually terminate before 60cm below surface. 
The exception to this is the numerous large pits that extend to the subsoil. A general description 
of the soil profiles would show that the dark topsoil is about 30cm thick, and below that a 
mottled, root disturbed zone another 30cm thick is found. The soils between 60cm and about 
110cm below surface are more uniform in color fading with depth to a gray brown sand, yet they 
still contain artifacts in apparent clusters by depth, suggesting that they were all deposited at 
about the same time - on what some archaeologists would call a living floor. That is, they would 
argue that the artifacts were deposited on a surface, and that soils built up over them.

Living floors could be buried in several ways. First, they could have been buried by 
flood deposits. Since neither David Leigh’s analysis or our field observations saw any significant 
evidence of this we can rule flooding and overbank deposition out as a major contributor. 
Conversely, we can argue that soil built up through Aeolian processes:  wind blown sand from 
the intermittently wet river valley. This is more likely, as Joel Gunn (1995) has demonstrated. 
The presence of Byrd Island, Witherpoon Island and similar dune formations stand as evidence 
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that this is an ongoing process. 

 But David Leigh argues 
that this is not the case here. The 
artifact deposits at this site are only 
slightly deeper than at other Coastal 
Plain sites - extending to about 
110cm below surface as opposed 
to about 100cm at other sites. So 
soil buildup does not seem to be 
extreme. Another explanation is that 
the growth of trees and vegetation, 
and the dropping of limbs and 
leaves contributes to the buildup. 
Yet again, the buildup is never 
tremendous, even here.

 Instead, following the lead 
of James L. Michie (1980?) I 
would argue that natural processes 
are at fault. A basic assumption 
in archaeology and geology - 
uniformitarianism - is that items 
found further below surface are 
older, unless some other factor 
like erosion, flooding, or humanly 
induced disturbance intervenes. 

 Work in the South Carolina 
Coastal Plain over the past 30 
years has shown this only to be 

partially true. Sure enough the oldest artifacts are most often found in the deepest levels of our 
excavations. Yet nearly as often the oldest artifacts are found together (in context) with artifacts 
thousands of years their junior. In fact the most common context for finding the oldest known 
artifacts in the state - fluted points - is on top of the ground. Examples from buried contexts are 
rare.

An alternative explanation was put forth in 1980 by Marion native James L. Michie. Jim 
believed that artifacts were deposited on a fairly stable surface, and then sank into the soil as 
gravity and normal biological processes took place around them: trees and roots grew and died, 
worms, insects, moles, snakes, rodents and other animals tunneled beneath them, and so on. If 
you have ever noticed the way brick edging for a flower bed will go out of shape in the course of 
a few years you’ll get the picture. Jim Michie referred to the process as bioturbation. 

Figure 19:  The profile of EU 106E 82N shows a typical 
progression of soil zones. Artifacts were found as deep as Level 12.
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Thus the twist on this interpretation is not that artifacts weren’t more or less deposited on 
a living floor at the same time, but that they were deposited at the same time and “sank” at the 
same rate. This is a process that incorporates both chance and the accumulation of probability 
over the years. That is, a burnt out pine tree tap root might provide a quick route downward for 
the artifacts in its path, but over the long run the other artifacts in the area should find their way 
to about the same level as an accumulation of less intense events takes place. 

Examining soil profiles in the Coastal Plain it seems clear that bioturbation is most 
intense in the upper 30cm of soil (Figure 19, 20). This topsoil level is usually dense with 
organic material and when seen on archaeological sites, dense with artifacts. If a site has been 
plowed or its topsoil has otherwise been disturbed - as is the case with the Kolb site - there is a 
strong tendency for artifacts to be concentrated at the base of the zone and the top level of the 
underlying soil. 

The soils between about 30 and 60cm are usually less organically stained, and show 
signs of less intense root action and animal burrowing. Tree roots tend to be larger, but fewer in 
number. There seems to be a cutoff at about 60cm below surface where the only roots visible are 
pine tree tap roots and the main stems of hardwood trees. Burrowing animals in South Carolina 
tend to work in the topsoil, and few examples of deep disturbance of this sort are seen.

Figure 20:  North profile of the 40E 40N unit, showing a normal progression of soil zones. See Figure 13 
for contrast.
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At the Kolb site we have made every effort to control for bioturbation and study its 
effects. We carefully sort out as many soil anomalies as we can, as early in the excavation 
process as we can. These are excavated in 5 or 10cm levels with the rest of the unit. These are 
often called “potential features” initially, but most either fade away quickly or become obvious 
trees. Why is this important? Because most sandy upland sites don’t have any features remaining 
at all, other than the most recent tree roots. By controlling the excavations in such a way as 
to simulate the results of arbitrary level excavations patterns can be examined and compared, 
providing potential explanations for their occurrence in upland contexts where feature outlines 
have been leached out.

Our approach to the excavations will allow us to consider data in two lights. First, we 
can take an averaging approach, and pretend this is a typical Coastal Plain site and compare raw 
numbers by level to other sites. Thus a researcher elsewhere faced with an anomalous artifact 
might find an explanation for its occurrence. In other words, one or two Morrow Mountain points 
amongst an otherwise earlier deposit doesn’t necessarily mean that the entire deposit is later, 
despite the apparent terminus post quem.. Second, we can consider only the undisturbed matrix 
soils to get a true idea of how bioturbation works in the long run without the effects of relatively 
catastrophic causes like tap root growth, humanly dug pits and the like. These are themes that 
will be explored further in unit discussions and discussions of artifacts.

Figure 21:  North of profile of the 57E 63N EU, showing the effects of a small recent pine tree.
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III. Culture History

Native Americans

Humans surely entered North America at the end of the last Ice Age, though there are 
some researchers who believe that earlier waves of immigrants may have entered this hemisphere 
as much as 35,000 years ago (Guidon 1989). While this may well be true - 
after all, humans were somehow able to get to places like Australia as early as 
50,000 years ago -  evidence for occupations dating before about 17,000 years 
ago is equivocal (Adovasio et al 1990; Adovasio 2002). 

The earliest humans in South Carolina, called Paleoindians, are thought 
to have practiced a lifestyle that carried them far and wide in search of large 
game species that became extinct as the modern environment took form. 
Mastodons, bison, sloths, species of camel, horse and tapir were present at that 
time. 

The problem with identifying sites occupied by these Paleoindians lies 
in their low numbers, and highly mobile lifestyle. One assumes that a group 
constantly on the move would not accumulate excess baggage, and it follows 
that they would be parsimonious with the things they did carry. When they 
stopped, they didn’t leave much of anything behind. Evidence from submerged 
sites (Milanich 1996) shows that a variety of things like textiles, wood, and 
bone tools were used by Paleoindians and Native Americans from all time 
periods. But on land sites about the only things that have survived the ravages 
of time are pottery, stone tools and the flakes produced in making them. For 
this reason archaeologists tend to go on at great length about pottery and stone.

The most common type of Paleoindian sites are those 
where a single point, lost or broken most likely, is found on the 
surface. Where intact Paleoindian remains have been excavated 
common tool types include blades, scrapers and fluted and unfluted 
lanceolate points of the Clovis, Suwannee, and Simpson types 
(Daniel 199?). These seem to date between about 11,000 and 
13,000 years ago (Goodyear et al 1993:23) though dates are few. 
Further, the points are spread widely, suggesting a longer period of 
use. 

The Hardaway and Dalton types date a little later -
11,500 to 10,000 years ago. Although these point types are 
clearly different, they are found in direct association and seem to 

Figure 22:  
A Clovis fluted 
lanceolate point.

Figure 23:  Hardaway point 
from the Kolb site.
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represent an evolution of 
form. Most researchers 
consider the Hardaway/
Dalton complex to be 
Late Paleoindian or 
transitional to the Early 
Archaic. There is a clear 
difference between side 
notched Hardaway and 
the lanceolate Paleoindian 
points, however: they 
are much more common, 
suggesting a larger population. They are found throughout 

the Great Pee Dee drainage, including the Kolb site. In fact, 
the Hardaway “type” site, where the type was first defined is 
located in the Upper Pee Dee drainage. This was excavated 
by Joffre Coe of UNC in the 1950’s and re-examined by 
Dr.  Randy Daniel (1998). Recent research on the coast near 
Conway (Steen and Legg 1997) has also yielded Hardaway 
points demonstrating their presence from Coast to Mountains 
and beyond. Although Paleoindian points have been found in 
the same areas, they occur in relatively low numbers. 

 With the appearance of Hardaway/Dalton points humans 
had taken a firm hold on life in the Southeast. Between about 
7,500 and 10,000 years ago the Hardaway type evolves into 

the Palmer and Kirk types. 
Stemmed points with 
notching on the sides or 
corners of the base become 
the norm. During this 
time human populations 
were growing, and with 
more mouths to feed, their 
approach to gaining their 
subsistence is thought to 
have become less focused: 
they gathered more plants, 
and killed many different 
kinds of game instead of 
following herd animals. This 
is referred to as the Early 
Archaic Period. 

Figure 27:  Florida artist Dean Quigley shows wetland adapted Native Americans.

Figure 26:   Middle Archaic 
point types, not common at the Kolb 
site.

Figure 25:  Square stemmed 
Archaic point – Stanly typeFigure 24:  Corner notched point 

- Kirk type.
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In constructing chronologies for prehistoric 
development, archaeologists have imposed an element 
of time on cultural period names like “Early Archaic, 
Middle Archaic, Late Archaic” and so on. While these 
are valuable in a broad sense there is a tendency to use 
the terms incorrectly. Not only will many researchers 
attach cultural attributes - assuming, for instance, that 
all “Middle Archaic” people had a similar lifestyle, 
belief systems and social organization - but they will 
also attach finite temporal parameters to these periods, 
thus assuming that everyone living during a given 
period of time shared the same lifeways, religion, and 
so on.

At European contact groups practicing a variety of lifeways were documented in the 
Eastern United States (Swanton 1946). In studying the human past in a particular area it might 
be valid to consider Group A representative of the Middle Archaic and Group B representative 
of the Middle Woodland, but assuming that everyone alive at a given time in the entire region 
shared the same cultural adaptations is incorrect. This tendency to pigeonhole has led to some of 
the confusion we face in trying to sort out the culture history of South Carolina.

Instead of arguing for hard and fast differences that can be placed firmly into their correct 
slot, a more harmonious way of interpreting these changes is to take a longer, and more organic 
view of culture change. We can trace a gradual trajectory of change through the entire human 
occupation of South Carolina--right up to European contact, at which time things changed 
abruptly. 

Elsewhere the Woodland Period is characterized by the adoption of active horticulture, 
and later, corn agriculture. Groups settled in villages, and began to store excess production. 
Populations grew, and cultures became more complex to allow 
people to live together. In the Mississippi valley elaborate 
religions evolved, and some groups began to build earthen 
mounds. Some were monumental, like the effigy mounds of 
the Mississippi Valley. Others were  for burying the dead. 
This influence seems to have reached across the Appalachian 
Mountains into North Carolina and Georgia, but Woodland 
Period burial mounds are not common in South Carolina. In 
fact, except for a brief period between about 4,500 and 3700 
years ago, when the coastal shell rings were constructed, mound 
construction seems not to have occurred before the entrance of 
the Mississippian groups around 900 AD. 

The ethnobotanical record does not support an argument 
for intensive agriculture in South Carolina before about AD 

Figure 29:  Square stemmed 
Woodland Period point.

Figure 28:  Square stemmed Savannah 
River type point, about 4-6,000 years old.
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900. During the period between the introduction of pottery and 
the Mississippian intrusion people seem to have continued to hunt 
and gather in fairly large areas. There were doubtlessly territories, 
frontiers, and boundaries during this time, as argued by David 
Anderson (1999) and others, but seen in the long view, they were 
also doubtlessly fluid, and probably changed more quickly than the 
present level of archaeological research can track – that is, much 
more research is needed. 

 The combination of fluid boundaries, staggered culture 
change, and an incomplete data base, has resulted in a somewhat 
muddled view of life during the Woodland Period. Was there a 
difference between Archaic lifeways and Woodland lifeways? 
Territories may have differed, and technology changed when 

the bow and arrow were introduced, but the lifestyle, wide ranging foraging activities tied to a 
central location, seems to have remained the same. Recent research on the upper coastal region in 
Horry County (Steen 1997; Cable et al 1997; Southerlin 1997) has produced artifacts of the same 
time periods as we have found at 38DA75, but in numbers suggesting the sites were only brief 
camps. Even Mississippian and post-contact groups practiced some of these behaviors. As late 
as the 1730’s, a Williamsburg County settler wrote:  “When they came to hunt in the spring they 
were in great numbers in all places, like the Egyptian locusts” (in Merrens 1977:127). So making 
sweeping statements about prehistory is not as safe as they might seem. 

Figure 31:  “Eared” Yadkin 
type point

Figure 30:  Life in a Woodland camp by the Savannah River, by Martin Pate.
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Humans have been present in South Carolina for as long as they have anywhere in the 
Southeast. There seems, in general to be a long, gradual change in lifestyles from hunting and 
gathering in territories on a regional scale to more localization. If there is a major difference 
in Archaic and Woodland it appears to be this, but even that is not a hard and fast rule. The 
Catawba, Tuscarora and Seneca of 18th century South Carolina all came from the far north and 
Canada during the Woodland Period, and maintained relations (not always friendly) with the 
tribes there (Merrill 19??). 

Savannah River type points, broad bladed, square stemmed, large knife like tools are 
found from South Carolina to the Great Lakes (   ;). In the Mid-Atlantic this is referred to as the 
Broad Spear tradition (Wesler 1985:223; Custer 1985). They are associated with Stallings Island 
and Thoms Creek pottery when ceramics are first introduced (Sassaman 1993). These pottery 
types move northward in small numbers (see Phelps 1985; Egloff and Potter 1985) after about 
2,400 BC. 

When pottery making crosses the Pee Dee something interesting happens. As early as 
about 1,500 BC groups in North Carolina produced pottery with distinctively different surface 
treatments - fabric marking (Figure   : Hargrove 1996?). The Badin type, defined by Joffre Coe 
at the Doerschuck site, dates to around 1,000BC. It comes into use at the end of the period 
when Thoms Creek was made in South Carolina. It 
is described by Coe as being identical and the North 
Carolina equivalent except in it’s decoration (Coe 
1995:154). In Coe’s typology the Yadkin type follows 
Badin, and it too features mostly textured surfaces, 
but with the addition of crushed quartz tempering and 
some check stamping. 

To the south, where Stallings and Thoms 
Creek wares developed, a different trajectory of 
change was occurring. The early decorations were 
applied by hand as incising and punctation. With 
Deptford wares, which developed after about 
700BC, decorations using carved paddles to make 
simple linear marks, geometrically precise check 
stamped designs and later, complicated stamped designs were 
introduced. Sites dating to the same time period on the coast of 
South Carolina (Espenshade et al) as the Doerschuck site (Coe 
1964) will produce similar ceramic assemblages, but with the 
numbers of check stamped and textured surface wares reversed. 
This indicates shared cultural practices that lead to the need for 
pottery vessels, and enough interaction that at least some ideas 
are transmitted, but also suggests the beginnings of territoriality 
that can be measured at first on a regional scale, and later in 
tightly bounded territories.

Figure 32:  Large triangular point 
– Badin type

Figure 33:  Medium 
triangular point – an arrow point.
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Figure 34:  Typical South Carolina Pottery decorations.
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Figure 35:  Town Creek Indian Mound, a state historic site near Mt. Gilead, N.C.
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The problem with measuring change in these areas is that groups north and south adopt 
various types of textured surface finishes. Many other variables are introduced as well, like 
tempering and body clay mixes, vessel morphology. It is believed that distinct, locally significant 
pottery types exist. However, we have been hobbled by a tendency to adopt the types defined in 
neighboring states, and have not looked for the distinctive local variants. This might lead us to 
think that a site producing pottery tempered with sand and decorated with cord marking is the 
same as the pottery that Coe defined as the Badin type, when in fact it is five hundred years later.

Beginning about AD 900 groups from the south and west brought a new way of life 
into South Carolina. These people had an elaborate social organization, with hereditary rulers, 
merchants, craftsmen and a working class. They built community structures, and supported full 
time priests. This is thought of as Mississippian culture, as it flows from practices developed 
earlier in the Mississippi Valley. The people of the Mississippian brought with them a distinctive 
type of pottery decoration: complicated stamping. The most visible evidence of their passage 
are ceremonial complexes with earthen mounds as much as 90 feet tall. A ceremonial center and 
mound from this period is located at Town Creek, about 50 miles upriver on a tributary in North 
Carolina (Figure  ). 

Mississippian period sites are common along the Pee Dee, but mound building doe not 
seem to have been practiced in the Pee Dee drainage, except at Town Creek.  This underscores 
its role as a boundary region, and suggests that differences seen in pottery making throughout the 

Figure 36:  A Mississippian Village on the Savannah River, by Martin Pate.
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Woodland Period reflect this as well. But the idea of a boundary is actually pretty vague here, as 
there was no one to enforce it and no way to define it other than by consensus. Thus the idea of 
a boundary region where people from both sides intermingle and move back and forth is better 
than that of a firm boundary line.

Joffre Coe argued that the people who built the mound at Town Creek moved northward 
from the Savannah River drainage, and that when they abandoned the mound complex around 
1450AD, they moved back to the coastal region of South Carolina. He believes that in the 
historic period they emerged as the Pee Dee tribe. Some researchers point to a reference in 16th 
century Spanish accounts to the “Vehidi” tribe in this area as the earliest mention of a group 
whose name could be construed as “Pee Dee” (Schohn 1996; Hudson 1976).

Historic Summary

The transition of the site from a camp for native Americans to a farm operated by South 
Carolina settlers is one that is of obvious importance. Earlier we described a gradual trajectory 
of change for Native American populations that was terminated by abrupt change. The entry of 
the first Spanish explorers in the region in the early 16th century led to widespread destruction 
of existing Indian cultures (Smith 1985). Spanish explorers passed through the region in the 
1520’s and 1540’s and settlements were established by the French and Spanish on the coast near 
Beaufort in the 1560’s (South 1992?). Englishmen lived on Roanoke Island, on the NC coast in 
the 1580’s before settling permanently in Virginia in the first decade of the 17th century (Quinn 
19??). Within the century,  European settlements covered the Atlantic coast from Florida to Nova 
Scotia. The Indians who lived in the area were ravaged by disease and warfare. Whole towns 
died. They were literally decimated - cut to a tenth - or worse. 

The English established permanent settlements on the Albemarle Sound in North Carolina 
by the 1660’s, and a large settlement was established at Charleston in 1670 (Wallace 1951). The 
incoming Europeans wanted two things: treasure and land. They didn’t find any gold (though 
there are substantial deposits of gold in the state) so they turned to trade and agriculture (Clowse 
1971). In the main English settlement on the coast around Charleston it was discovered by the 
1680’s that rice was a valuable crop perfectly suited to the land and climate (Heyward 1934). 
Rice growing requires intense labor conducted in difficult conditions. The immigrants from 
Britain were not amenable if they could help it. The settlers arriving from established colonies 
brought with them a tradition of using slave labor and a supply of African workers(Clowse 
1971). 

Between 1670 and about 1720 one of the most important aspects of the colonial economy 
was the Indian trade (Clowse 1971; Sellars 19??). One of the first, and most significant aspects of 
the Indian trade was the trade in human flesh (    ). Groups were encouraged to make war against 
their neighbors: to capture them and send them into slavery (Moore 1992?). This was profitable 
for all concerned, as a slave brought its owner a horse, saddle, gun and blanket in return. 

If disease ravaged the Indians, trade with Europeans added fuel to the fire. The traders 
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played one group off the other, both in 
taking slaves, and general trade (Ward 
and Davis   ). Internal conflict was 
encouraged, and the result was that 
groups already decimated by disease were 
further pressured by their neighbors and 
the encroaching Europeans. Indian groups 
joined distant cousins and related clans 
hundreds of miles away (Merrell 199?). 
The Tuscarora, for instance, moved from 
North Carolina to New York. The Sara, 
of southern Virginia retreated into North 
Carolina, and then into South Carolina 
at Cheraw, on the Pee Dee. Small groups 
from all across the Southeast joined the 
Catawba, near Rock Hill.

 The Tuscarora War of 1712, and the 
Yemassee War of 1715 were the last gasps 
of Native American hopes for continued 
control of their traditional home lands. 
They were defeated definitively by the 
settlers (Wallace 1951). Those who 
continued to oppose the colonists were 
killed or pushed out. Groups like the 
Cherokee and Creeks were located far 
away on the frontier and managed to 
survive until they were “expelled” in 
the early 19th century (    ). Not quite all 
of the Southern Indians were expelled. 
Some groups, often consisting of only a 
few families, continued to live in their 

home lands among the encroaching settlers (Taukchiray and Kasakoff 1992). In South Carolina 
only the Catawba and Cherokee maintained enough coherence during the 18th century to retain 
tribal status in the eyes of the state. Groups like the Pee Dee, Edisto (Kusso-Natchez), and others 
have maintained a degree of internal coherence. Many live within a few miles of areas that may 
have been the homes of their ancestors for untold generations (Taukchiray and Kasakoff 1992). 
Most of the people calling themselves Pee Dee today live in Marlboro County (Taukchiray and 
Kasakoff 1992).

By the 1720’s the core of the Lowcountry of South Carolina was densely populated. 
Settlement began in Charleston and spread outward. In the 1710’s through 1730’s rice plantations 
were established on the Combahee, Edisto, and Black Rivers. Around 1730 the Waccamaw Neck, 
at the mouth of the Great Pee Dee at Georgetown, began a growth spurt that would make it the 
richest area, per capita, in the nation by the 1850’s (Rogers 1970). 

Figure 37:  The 1733 Mosely map, showing the Sara and 
Pee Dee Indian Towns.
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These settlers faced two dangers. The strong Indian tribes of the west were increasingly 
alarmed at the incursion of the settlers, and were often unhappy with the treatment they received 
from European traders. International politics led some to ally themselves with the French and 
Spanish, and threaten the frontier settlements (Crane     ). The other danger came from within. 
Rice plantations require many hands. White labor was scarce, and early on the colonists chose to 
rely on slave labor. As late as 1730 Indians made up over a quarter of the slave population. But 
as early as 1708 the enslaved made up the majority of the population of the colony (Wood 1974). 
After 1730 Indian and African slaves were counted without differentiation, so it is not possible to 
say how many of each group was present. This reflects the creole society that was developing.  

Slave revolts in the 1720’s and 1730’s convinced the colonial government to encourage 
the immigration of Europeans - Protestant Europeans, that is - to help balance the numbers. 
In response nine “Townships” were established in the interior of the state, providing a buffer 
between the frontier and the core of the Lowcountry. The historian Robert Meriwether (1940) has 
studied the township system in detail. He generalizes that the townships south and west of the 

Figure 38:  South Carolina’s Townships
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Santee were inhabited largely by German speaking immigrants, while those north and east of the 
Santee were peopled by English speakers. 

Purrysburg and New Windsor, on the Savannah River, were settled largely by German/
Swiss, as were Orangeburg and Saxe Gotha, on the Edisto and Congaree Rivers. The Prince 
Frederick and Amelia Townships on the Wateree and Santee Rivers respectively, were settled by 
English and Scotch-Irish. Williamsburg, centered at Kingstree, was established by Scotch-Irish 
Protestants. 

We should remember though that this refers only to the core group, the populations were 
always mixed. The presence of  the townships also encouraged people to make their own way to 
the newly settled lands. The Townships were more like reserves than outright grants--one could 
claim land, but it had to be used and improved to retain ownership. Nonetheless, speculators 
came to own more land in some of the townships than immigrants.

Queensborough and Kingston were contiguous. Kingston was centered at Conway. 
Queensboro straddles the Great Pee Dee. By the time they were settled,  however, people were 
already filtering into the area. The town anchoring Queensboro never actually developed, and the 
founder, James Gordon, had his overseer plant the ground reserved for it (Meriwether 1940:90).  
In 1736 a group of Welsh Baptists then living in Pennsylvania  received a grant from  the state 
legislature for 10,000 acres of the Queensboro Township, and all of the lands for eight miles on 
either side of  the Great Pee Dee all the way to its first major branch - which is Little River, some 
70 miles upstream. 

The Welsh Tract was not officially a township. This raises an important point, because 
obviously this is more land than all the Baptists in Wales, much less the Welsh Baptists in 
Pennsylvania, could settle at one time. The Townships and other large land grants were not 
strictly reserved for immigrants, though the immigrants received the greatest encouragement to 
settle there. Much of the land was grabbed by Charleston speculators and sold to people moving 
inland from the coast , and down from North Carolina and the Mid Atlantic – like Johannes Kolb. 
These settlers were mostly British groups, including English, Scots, Scotch-Irish, and Welsh, 
as well as French, German, and Swiss groups. The lines dividing ethnic groups on the colonial 
frontiers were fluid, and the immigrants faced many challenges that helped them to forge a new 
self-identification as Americans, and as South Carolinians (Steen et al 1996). 

For a brief period in the 1730’s and 1740’s however, the core of the population in 
the area was Welsh and many of today’s families are their descendants. The Welsh Baptists 
established a church at a bend in the river known as “Welsh Neck” in 1738 (Rudisill 1986). This 
was in Marlboro County across the river from Society Hill, but a second church was later built 
downstream at Cashaway Neck by 1756 (Ervin and Rudisill 1964:139).

This area has a settlement and land use history generalizable to much of the state. 
Before the 1730’s it was more or less a wild frontier, with scattered Native American families 
and European and African settlers, cattle raisers, and Indian traders. In the 1730’s the state 
encouraged settlement by groups of whites by granting them land in the Townships. As these 
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people moved in, other 
immigrants came also - 
one being Johannes Kolb. 

Once established 
the population grew 
steadily, as the land 
was good, and crops 
prospered. In the 
years leading up to the 
American Revolution 
farms turned into 
plantations as slaves 
were purchased and 
more marketable crops 
were grown. This 
transition from frontier 
to plantation has been 
examined by many 
researchers including 
Kenneth Lewis (1976), 
George Smith (1999) and 
Rachel Klein (1989), and 
it is clearly expressed 
among the Pee Dee 
settlers. Johannes Kolbs’ 
grandson Benjamin Kolb, 
for instance, owned 23 
slaves in 1790 according 
to the first federal census. 
Entries in Evan Pugh’s diary give evidence that local farmers were taking up indigo cultivation 
in the 1760’s and 70’s. For instance, on March 22, 1776 he wrote: “Went to Martin Kolb’s with 
my indico.”(Rudisill 1993: 155). 

During this same period the seat of government for South Carolina was in Charleston, 
and all legal business had to be transacted there (Meriwether 1940). Thus to record a deed or 
charge a criminal one was forced to travel over a hundred miles. Roving bands of criminals 
terrorized the countryside at times, robbing houses and stealing horses and cattle. In response 
vigilante groups were formed in the Backcountry of North and South Carolina. One group led 
by a free Black man named Gideon Gibson came to blows with the colonial government near 
Mars Bluff in 1766 (   ). One member of the government posse was killed, and others captured 
and “cruelly  whipped” (Wallace 1951:226). The local militia was called up, but refused to 
side against their neighbors. This led to the formation in 1768 of Backcountry court districts. A 
courthouse was built at Long Bluff in 1772 to serve the newly formed “Cheraw District.” (Gregg 
1867:93).

Figure 39:  Detail of the Eastern Townships. From Meriwether 1940.
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The settlers of the Great Pee Dee were staunchly in favor of the revolutionary movement 
of the 1760’s and 1770’s, probably fueled by the indifference of the British Colonial government 
in Charleston. Militiamen for both sides came from the area, but the battles of the American 
Revolution were fought elsewhere, for the most part (Gregg 1867). When the British occupied 
South Carolina in 1780 their strategy was to establish frontier fortifications, and recruit what they 
thought was a secretly loyal populace (see Lumpkin 1981). Indeed, well over 300 men joined the 
British garrison at Cheraw ( ), but on the whole the response was not overwhelming. 

This far flung post was abandoned, when an army of some 6,000 American troops under 
General Gates approached. The British troops at Cheraw suffered greatly in the Carolina climate. 
Sickness was rampant, and as the British evacuated Cheraw the commander decided to lighten 
his load by sending a flotilla of boats loaded with sick troops, captured slaves and property 
down the Pee Dee to Georgetown. Quickly throwing up an earthen fort and mounting it with 
logs painted to look like cannons a group of American militiamen under Major  Tristam Thomas 
forced the surrender of the entire flotilla at Hunts Bluff, a few miles upstream from Cashaway 
Neck . In addition a supply ship from Georgetown blundered on the scene and was also captured 
(Gregg 1867:316-319). This vessel had to have passed within rock throwing distance of 38DA75. 

Figure 40:  Detail of “Culp’s Neck” from the 1770 James Cook map.
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Johannes Kolb’s 
son Abel served as a militia 
Colonel. In 1781 he was 
killed by Tories at his home 
across the river from Society 
Hill (Gregg 1867:360-
363).  Evan Pugh suggests 
that he was present at his 
father Peter Kolb’s place on 
Hurricane Creek after his 
death in 1780. The militia  
under Francis Marion was 
active throughout the area 
so any number of times the 
site may have been visited 
by soldiers. We have not 
found good archaeological 
evidence for this however.

In the years after 
the Revolution the colony 
was reorganized to reflect 
the newly adopted ideals 
of democracy (Wallace 
1951). The Cheraw 
District was split into 
three counties in 1785: 
Darlington, Marlborough, 
and Chesterfield (Kovacik 
and Winberry 1986). 
Efforts were made to have 
the courthouse and county 
seat at Mechanicsville, 
but as a compromise, an 
entirely new town was 
established at Darlington 
(Cook   ). During the 19th 
century,  Darlington County 
was mostly agricultural. 
Farms and plantations produced rice, cotton, corn and a variety of other crops (Census   ). In the 
Mechanicsville area there was a mix of large and small plantations employing as many as 110 
hands in 1850. Most were smaller.

Many of the men of Darlington County fought in the Civil War. L. E. Williamson, heir 

Figure 41:  The 1775 Henry Mouzon map, showing the site in relation to 
Charleston.
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to the farm on Kolb’s Neck, 
received a pension for 
instance (   ). But Darlington 
was not the site of any major 
battles. 

 Before the Civil 
War a large part of the 
population consisted of 
enslaved African-Americans 
employed in agriculture – in 
1850 this amounted to about 
60% (1850 Census). After 
the Civil War they were 
freed, but many freed slaves 
remained on or near their 
home lands, and continued 
to work the fields as tenants, 
share croppers, or hired 
labor. This is discussed in 
more detail below, but the 

L. E. Williamson case is a good illustration. In the 1870 Census his is the only white family on 
the enumeration sheet. He is a farmer, the surrounding Blacks are called farm laborers. So the 
economic organization of the system changed, but the occupational; hierarchy remained the 
same. By the turn of the 20th century technology was forcing people off the farm, and many 
African Americans, facing racial prejudice in the South, moved to the large cities of the North to 
find work in industry. 

Despite the changes in society at large - a general trend toward urbanization and 
participation in industry and the capitalist economy, rather than farming and bartering – even 
today Darlington County is still largely rural, and over 50% of its land is taken up by farms  
(Kovacik and Winberry 1987:144, 160). 

Kolb Site Documentary History

The preceding section has established a general historical context for the Kolb site. 
Knowing as specifically as possible who may have lived at the site will allow the archaeological 
finds to be better understood and interpreted. With this knowledge we can more fully appreciate 
past land use and interpret the archaeological features that are present in every excavation unit 
we dig. 

The Great Pee Dee River in this area was occupied by the Sara and Pee Dee Indians 
early in the 18th century, but the archaeological evidence of an occupation during this period is 
slim. Johannes Kolb, a German immigrant, moved here in the 1730’s. He died in about 1760, 

Figure 42:  The 1825 Mills Atlas map – composite of Marlboro and 
Darlington Counties - , showing the site area.
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and apparently passed the property along to his children. An 1806 court house fire resulted in 
the loss of most early land records, and it cannot be said exactly how this happened, but during 
the first half of the 19th century the property passed into the hands of Bright Williamson. He 
participated fully in the Southern plantation system and used slave labor to farm the place. In 
1850 he gave the property to his son, Thomas C. Williamson, also a slave owner and plantation 
operator. Thomas died in 1855, leaving only minor children. In 1874 the Williamson heirs sold 
the property to Darlington attorney Berryman Edwards, who passed it along to his son George H. 
Edwards. During this period renters, tenants and / or share croppers probably continued to farm 
the established fields. In 1914 a plat was drawn which showed several abandoned agricultural 
fields, and one of about 30 acres that was still under cultivation (Figure 43). Drainage would be a 
problem in this area that could only be solved by the application of labor, an expense that would 
outweigh the value of the limited crops that could be grown. Changing crops, increased flooding, 
mechanized farming and improved fertilizers caused a shift from the naturally rich bottomlands 
to larger upland fields early in the 20th century. After this point the property was used for timber 
and as a hunt club (Figure 44). 

That, in a nutshell, is the history of the site. This allows us to establish broad temporal 
and functional contexts for the site. These overlap in time a bit, reflecting gradual transitions 
from mode to mode, and multiple uses of the property. For instance, logging or “naval stores” 
production and farming were probably always done in tandem, but farming only began to drop 
off after the turn of the 20th century.

I - The Frontier Period - 1730’s to 1760’s - Johannes Kolb occupation
II – Early Plantation Period  - 1760’s to 1800 - Kolb family occupation
III – Later Plantation Period - 1800 - 1865 - Williamson family ownership, slave occupation
IV - Tenancy Period - 1865 - 1915 (?) - African American tenant farmers, declining in number to 
one or two families in 1914.
V - Timber Production Period - 1880’s to 1991 - As farming declined timber production became 
one of the few uses for the land. Probably no permanent settlement.
VI - Conservation Period - 1991 - ? - Heritage Trust ownership - Seasonal occupation by 
archaeologists causing ground disturbance and artifact removal. 

Working back from the present is the most effective way of discussing the site’s 
ownership. In 1991 the Great Pee Dee Heritage Preserve was purchased from the Kimberly Clark 
Conservation Foundation. At that time it was a 2800 acre tract that included all of the old “Culp’s 
Neck” (see Figure 39). They had purchased it from the Vestal Lumber and Manufacturing 
Company in 1971, who bought it from the Hoffman Lumber Company in 1945. The legal 
description at that time reads:

All that certain piece parcel or tract of land, situate, lying and 
being on the waters of the Great Pee Dee River in the county of 
Darlington, State of South Carolina, and containing 2,800 acres, 
more or less, and being bounded on the North side by lands now 
or formerly of the Estate of Bright Williamson and the Great Pee 
Dee River; on the east by said Great Pee Dee River; on the south 
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by said Great Pee Dee River (or Old River), lands now or formerly 
owned by Paul Whipple and by lands now or formerly of Max 
Moses and of others; and on the west by lands now or formerly of 
Moses, of Edwards Company, of E. F. Stevenson, and formerly of 
the Estate of Bright Williamson, being the same lands shown on 
a plat of Riverdale Plantation, recorded in the office of the Clerk 
of Court for Darlington County in Plat Book 4, at Page 66 [Figure 
43], as lying east and northeast of the line E and D as prolonged 
and shown on the above said plat. Together with all and singular 
the right of way from the above described premises to the old 
Georgetown Road as is more particularly described in the deed of 
George W. Edwards and Edwards Company to John C. McNeil, 
Trustee, dated February 29, 1932, and recorded in the aforesaid 
Clerk’s Office in Book 180, at page 419. Subject, however, to the 
reservations and exceptions likewise in said deed contained; Being 
the identical premises and property rights heretofore conveyed to 
the grantor by W. W. McCall, by his deed dated August 3, 1941 
and recorded in the Office of the R.M.C. in book 216 at page 407;

This differs only slightly from the 1932 deed (180:419) made when George Edwards sold 
the property, and is referred to in all subsequent deeds.

The 1902 Soil Survey (Figure ), calls Mechanicsville  “Riverdale.” Two land plats were 
made of George H. Edwards’ Riverdale Plantation in 1914 (Figure ). One may be an alteration to 
reflect a land sale, as the site of the Williamson house was cut off. Because of the poor legibility 
of the original the major lines and notes have been copied in an Autocad map  and the cut off 

segment has been included (Figure  
). 

 Col. Berryman W. Edwards 
obtained two tracts of 2,680 and 
180 acres from the estate of Thomas 
C. Williamson in March of 1874 
(DCDB LL: 193). In the 1870 
Census B. W. Edwards, born in 
Virginia, was 46 years old. At that 
time they lived in the Whittemore 
Township in the town of Darlington. 
In 1880 Berryman W. Edwards had 
a son George H., aged 13, among 
his nine children. They lived in 
Darlington at that time. Other 
historical records confirm that they 
lived in Darlington, not at Riverdale 
(see Ervin and Rudicill 1976: 230, Figure 43:  The McCall Tract, purchased by  the Heritage Trust 

Program.
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349). 

B. W. Edwards was a lawyer, and the county land records list dozens of transactions in his 

Figure 44:  Riverdale, 1914 plat
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name. George H. Edwards was a lawyer as well. Like his father he was an active land speculator 
and a trustee or executor of many estates. Literally pages of entries in the county deed index 
books are under his name. He was listed as a farm owner in the 1930 Census, though whether 
the farm in question was at his Riverdale Plantation (which he sold in 1932) or elsewhere is not 
known. At that time he was 63 years old, living in Darlington.

It does not appear that either of the Edward’s was an active resident of the property. Ethel 
Williamson stated that her “father, L. W. Williamson, at one time farmed the Edwards Place, 
as it was then called” and that she was born in the Thomas C. Williamson house. (in Ervin and 
Rudicill 1976: 143). Thus they were renters or tenants of the farm, but not living at the Kolb 
site itself. Under the Edwards ownership the old fields were abandoned and lumbering seems to 
have become the primary use for the land. The reasons for this have been discussed elsewhere, 
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but in short, extensive field and forest clearing in the river swamps and adjacent uplands led to 
increased flooding (Rice and Taylor 1902). Extensive dikes and drainage canals were needed to 
alleviate the problem, but few farmers were willing or able to pay the cost of hiring the necessary 
labor, and instead moved to the upland fields. One observer noted that after the Civil War tenant 
farmers, and share croppers especially were unwilling to plant the lowland fields because losing 
“one crop in four or five” was financially devastating to people barely breaking even to begin 
with (see Milling in Ervin and Rudicill 1976: 149). In 1902 soil scientists Rice and Taylor 
estimated floods carried away one crop in three.

A quick sampling of the federal census for the area during the Edwards ownership 
shows the Mechanicsville enumeration district to have a population consisting mostly of 
African American farm laborers. In fact, of the first 400 people enumerated in 1900, only ten 
were white. Unfortunately without a known datum point to use for correlation, it is difficult to 
say specifically who may have lived back in Edwards Swamp during this time. In fact, the first 
question one might ask is where the enumerator began and ended his work. 

All of the 38 enumeration sheets for the Mechanicsville enumeration district or 
“township”  were examined for basic information like race, occupation and land ownership. 
In the first 21 pages nearly everyone was involved in agriculture. Two millers and three men 
working in shingle production were the only exceptions.

On the 27th page of the district’s enumeration a sawmill community is encountered. 
Over the next several pages related occupations like saw mill hand, plane mill hand, yard man, 
saw filing man, engine man, night fireman, woods rider, log cutter, watchman, machinists, 
black smith, and carpenter are listed. A train road master and siding hand were listed as well. 
Page 30 and 31 encounter a substantial settlement that includes two boarding houses, the 
home of the head sawyer, clerks and book keepers, the General Superintendent of the saw mill 
- Earnest Baltzer, a German from New York - and the “Partner in the Mill” D. McKeithan. On 
the following page eight remaining boarding house residents are listed. They were white. The 
remainder of the page (each page has 50 lines total) consists of black “woods hands (cutting).” 
They lived in households consisting mostly of two to four unrelated men, though families were 
present as well. 

This is “Lumber,” a long defunct community on Lumber Road near Mont Clare 
Plantation (Figure ). Horace Rudicill (1986: 182-185) published a short discussion of Lumber 
and the McKeithan Lumber Company. The company was in business under various names 
between 1890 and 1921. At its peak in 1910 nearly a thousand people lived in the community 
(Rudicill 1986: 182). In 1900 the population was about 300.

 The following page, 33, shows that the enumerator left the mill community and entered 
a farm managed by a white man, Henry Mozingo and inhabited by Black families. Over the 
next five pages the enumerator traveled through the countryside visiting farm after farm. In our 
sample there were 366 households. Of these 64 (18%) families were white. Only 320 (10%) of 
the 3255 individuals enumerated were white. It is striking that of the 366 households visited, 
only 25 (7%) were occupied by their owners. Only two (9%) of these were owned by Black 
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families: Anthony Lide and Elias Bacot. Nearly 65% of the white families were non-owners. 
About 27% (17) of the white families were in Lumber. Of the remainder all but a few were 
farmers.

It isn’t clear why the enumerator, W. D. Fountain, did this, but it appears that he waited 
until the end to list nine of  the 
wealthiest White landowners. 
On page 37 places owned by J__ 
Hane, Ben Williamson, __ Lucas, 
Paul Whipple, Hugh Dargan, 
M__ Moody, William Isgett, and 
[illegible] were listed. On the last 
page the enumerator himself - a 
farm owner - is listed.

 The 1900 census was 
examined with the hope of 
identifying the residents of 
38DA75. This was not possible. 
Future researchers may expand 
the search and find clues by 
looking at continuities in other 
enumeration years. Correlating 

Figure 47:  The Thomas C. Williamson House, from Ervin and 
Rudicill 1976

Figure 46:  Lumber, from Ervin and Rudicill 1976.



ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

58

ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

59

the few owned farms through deed research could also be done, allowing neighbors to be 

Figure 48:  The 1849 Thomas C. Williamson plat.
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identified by bracketing. But for now it is necessary to move on to other issues. What the Census 
shows is that at the turn of the 20th century when the latest occupation is seen at 38DA75 the 
population of the area was over 90% black, working in farm labor or the timber industry. Whites 
were most common where skilled wage jobs were involved - at the saw mill and at the crossroads 
town of Mechanicsville. Thus the latest full time occupation at the Kolb site was probably a 
Black tenant farmer, followed by temporary lumber camps, hunters and fishermen. 

The Later Plantation Period

When a new country is first settled there is a period of seasoning. Even on a frontier 
as safe and prosperous as the Pee Dee it would still take years to clear fields and make a 
farm prosperous. The old Indian fields were settled first, but the clearings there were small 
(see Figure  ). At first times were probably hard, but Johannes Kolb raised a large family and 
prospered. Initially he probably relied upon his sons and hired help for labor. Though there is 
no documentary evidence to prove it, it would not be surprising if by the end of his life in about 
1760 he owned slaves. In 1790 his grandson Benjamin Kolb owned 23, suggesting a long term 
investment that probably began with his grandfather. The reliance upon slave labor is the main 
difference between a plantation and a farm (see Kovacik and Winberry 1986:89-92; Orser 1989). 
At 38DA75 we have two periods of plantation occupation. As discussed below, the documentary 

Figure 49:  The Thomas C. Williamson House, by Chip Helms.
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evidence is lacking but Benjamin, Peter and / or Martin Kolb may have lived at the Kolb site 
with and without slave labor. 

Thomas Charles Williamson, the mid-19th century owner, did not live on the Kolb 
site (Figure 44). During his brief ownership it served as an isolated quarter and was probably 
occupied entirely by slaves. In 1850 Thomas C.  Williamson owned 62 slaves. His name is 
preceded by that of an overseer in the Census schedule. His home, called Oakdale Hall (ervin 
and Rudicill 1976:  ), was on the old Georgetown Road in Mechanicsville - at the west end of 
the 1914 plat (Figure 43). It was standing until 1979 (Figure 45). Fortunately it was extensively 
documented by Chip Helms before it was destroyed (Figure 46).

Figure 50:  Plat of Bright Williamson II’s lands adjoining the project tract.
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Figure 51:  A later plat showing the extent of Bright Williamson II’s land.
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A quick look at the 1850 Census shows that Thomas C. Williamson was a wealthy 
plantation owner, but not one of the wealthiest people in the area. However, he was only 28 
years old at the time. At $11,500 his estate was the fourth most valuable of the 20 examined. He 
owned 62 slaves - 44 men and 19 women. Of these 12 were male children and nine were female. 
Darlington County as a whole that year had a population of 16,833, 60% of which was enslaved. 
Free “people of color” amounted to only 39 individuals.

Thomas C. Williamson died in 1855 at the age of 33. He left five children between “2/
12ths” and seven years old: Jane, Lowndes, Lawrence, Robert, and the unnamed infant. Two 
other children, Eveline and Wiggin Garner were staying there as well. Obviously his wife, Anne 
Stuart Wilson preceded him in death, possibly dying in childbirth. This was apparently in 1850 as 
the infant “2/12ths” of a year old is listed in the census. In 1861 his son Laurens E. Williamson 
was staying at Mont Clare, with his grandmother (Ervin and Rudisill 1976: 83). In all likelihood 
all of the children probably stayed there with their grandparents or with other family members, 
and the plantation on the Pee Dee continued to be operated by slaves and overseers.

The Williamson’s have been in Darlington County since the 18th century, with a strong 
presence even today. Thomas and William (Sr. and Jr.) Williamson were listed in the 1790 
Census. This is probably the Thomas Williamson that served as a Captain in the St David’s 
Militia during the Revolution (Gregg 1925: 246) and voted in the Legislature in 1769 (Gregg 
1925: 173).  A Thomas Williamson and his son, Thomas Jr. are found in the 1800 Census, 
along with the two Williams and Shadrack Williamson Sr and Jr. As discussed by genealogists 
everywhere, naming practices and incomplete records make it difficult to keep track of who 
begat whom (see Coggeshall 1988: 231) and precisely what relation they are to one another, if 
any. Our example is mercifully easy in this case.

Bright Williamson, born in 1778 shows up as a head of household in 1810. A second 
Bright Williamson was born in 1861. Grandson of the first Bright, he was the son of Benjamin 
Franklin (Frank) Williamson, and survived into the 20th century. He also was a large landowner 
and active speculator owning huge properties bounded by our tract (see Figure 49 below), but 
never owning it. 

In 1798 the first Bright Williamson built a house and started a mercantile business on 
Black Creek, at Williamson’s Bridge.  He was a great success, and “soon made a large fortune”  
(Cook 1926: 443). Cook summarizes several acquisitions, beginning on Black Creek at Oaklyn 
. But in 1822 Bright Williamson was apparently living at Mont Clare (Cook 1926: 443). He 
had been living “two or three miles south” when it was built in 1812 or 1814, and bought it 
“soon after” according to B. F. Williamson Jr. (in Ervin and Rudicill 1976:386).  The first 
Bright Williamson accumulated more than 20,000 acres of land along the Pee Dee stretching 
from Robins Neck to Kolb’s Neck (Figure 47 ).  His son was Thomas C. Williamson, who in 
1849 had a plat made of the property on which the Kolb site is situated. He recorded a deed in 
1850 (DCDB ?:?) for some 2,500 acres, which he received from his father. As stated above, the 
county land records from the period before 1806 were lost to fire. How the property mapped 
in 1849 passed from the Kolbs to the Williamsons is not known. An examination of post 1806 
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land records has not yielded a plat or deed describing the 2,500 acre tract transferred to T.C. 
Williamson, nor are there any transfers listed directly from the Kolbs to the Williamsons. So it 
apparently either occurred before 1806, or came to him through a party under a different name in 
a deed which has not been closely examined.

One possibility that was pursued was that it came to them through Lemuel Benton, as his 
name is on the 1849 plat within the outlines of the land being conveyed. Also, referring to a 50 
acre tract directly across the river from the Johannes Kolb home site, a note on the T. E. Wilson 
reconstruction of Causeway Neck (see Figure 54 below) stated that “John Kolb sold to Martin 
1756 and his son George Kolb sold to Lemuel Benton 1783 and he sold to Ben Rogers in 1817.” 
This adds more support to the idea that Benton obtained the lands on the other side of the river. 
No direct evidence was found, so this seems to be incorrect, but it is worth discussing for its 
value as a learning tool, and for illustrating how the transfer could have been made..

Johannes Kolb had four daughters, all of whom married local boys and had families of 
their own. According to Bishop Gregg (1867: 90): 

“John Kimbrough ... married Hannah Kolb, and had a daughter, Elizabeth, who 
married Lemuel Benton....Lemuel Benton emigrated from Granville County NC, 
to Pedee. He settled in the neighborhood of Major Kimbrough and soon after 
married his daughter, an only child. The fruits of this marriage were four sons 
- John, Lemuel, Buckley and Alfred. The daughters were Clarrissa, who married 
William L. Thomas; Charlotte, who married Laurence Prince; Gilly, who married 
Isaiah DuBose; and Elizabeth, who married George Bruce. Of the sons, John 
and Alfred died young. Lemuel also came to an untimely end.  Buckley reared a 
family. The father, afterwards known as Colonel Benton, was a man of strongly 
marked character, and will appear prominently hereafter.” 

Benton’s children were Johannes Kolb’s great grandchildren. John Kimbrough operated 
a mill on Hurricane Creek and Kimbrough Creek, at his Stony Hill plantattion. This passed into 
Benton’s hands, and he accumulated several thousand additional acres. Except for the note on 
the Wilson plat all of the properties examined thusfar have been north of the project area, though 
they did abut both Bright and T.C. Williamson’s properties. Later the second Bright Williamson 
acquired their land. 

Johannes Kolb had five sons and four daughters. They in turn had families of their 
own. Then as now Darlington County was a fairly large area with a relatively small population 
of “eligible” mates. The Kolb children and grandchildren married their neighbors. Mehatibel 
married Charles Irby, Hannah married John Kimbrough, Sarah married Robert Lide, and Mary 
married James King (Cook 1926: 94). The Lide family owned land west of Hurricane Creek, 
obtained by grant in 1770 (State Grants Vol. 10, pg 274, Vol 11, Pg 320). This land bordered on 
Bright and Thomas Williamson in 1849. Lemuel Benton’s land was also adjoining the tract. Thus 
it seems possible that Sarah or Hannah may have received her father’s home site as part of his 
estate settlement.
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But again, the documentation of the succession is apparently non-existent. A search of the 
county land records - both Grantee and Grantor indexes - found no transfers from the Kolbs to 
Bright Williamson, and no Bright Williamson transactions that show him receiving the land from 
the Kolbs. It is possible that if one of the daughters’ husbands made the sale it could have been 
missed. Not every deed was examined, but all pertinent land plats under Williamson’s name were 
checked, without success. Privately held papers may be discovered in the future which clarify 
this issue, but until then our arguments must be somewhat inferential and speculative. It is clear 
from the archaeological evidence that the site was occupied in the late 18th century after Johannes 
Kolb’s death. 

In the archaeological record there seems to be a slight gap, and then the occupation 
picks up again in the 1820’s to 1830’s under the Bright Williamson ownership. Because of 
health reasons it is likely that the site was occupied by slaves and possibly an overseer rather 
than the landowners after the Kolb family ownership. Bright Williamson lived at Mont Clare. 
Ethel Williamson mentions a Thomas C.  Williamson house in the summer town of Springville 
(in Ervin and Rudicill 1976: 143). The 1850 Census suggests that even the overseer, George 
Huggins, stayed on the high ground next door to Thomas C.  Williamson rather than down in the 
swamp at the Kolb site.

Figure 52:  The 1749 John Ouldfield plat.
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The Frontier and Early Plantation Period: From Kolb to Williamson

According to the family genealogies, Johannes Kolb was born in1682 in Wolfshein, 
Blies, Pfaltz in the German Palatinate (Rhineland-Pfalz) region (Moore 1996). He moved to 
Germantown Pennsylvania with his brothers Martin, Jacob and Henry in 1707 and to Skippack in 
1709. Their brother Dielman came over in 1721 (Cassell 1895: 564). In Pennsylvania the Kolb’s 
were identified as weavers (Strassburger 1922:394). Many Germans in that area produced linen 
made from flax, and also wove wool. The soils and climate in South Carolina were not suited 
for flax agriculture or sheep herding however, and most early farms along the Pee Dee produced 
corn, grains, and livestock (Rice and Taylor 1902). 

His father and four brothers were ministers in the Mennonite Church, a communal 
Protestant sect from Germany similar to the Moravians and Amish. Johannes Kolb may have left 
the sect, as he was not active in the church in Pennsylvania (Strassburger 1922: 394) and is not 
identified as a Mennonite in South Carolina. Though he was not listed as a founding member, 
his children joined the Welsh Baptists and were eventually associated with Cashua Neck Church 

Figure 53:  Martin Kolb’s plat for 100 acres on Hurricane Creek. John Kolb, neighbor.

Figure 54:  Martin Kolb’s plat for 68 acres, adjoining the 100 acrre tract and John Ouldfield.
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(Cook 1926: 163). Whether this is the result of 
religious differences with his family, or lack of 
opportunity we may never know, but it is not 
uncommon for frontier settlers to adapt their 
religious beliefs to local standards.

When, precisely, Johannes Kolb came 
to South Carolina is not known. He arrived in 
Pennsylvania in 1707, and sold his land there 
in 1734. In 1736 Harmon and Tilman Kolb 
applied for a land grant on the Pee Dee river 
in Queensborough Township. They may not be 
related to Johannes. The name Dielman and its 
variant spellings Telman, and Tilman is common 
in both branches, but Harmon is not found in 
the Pennsylvania branch (Cassell 1895 ; Strassburger 1922; Moore 1996). On the other hand, 
Johannes had sons named Dielman and Henry, who would have been in their mid-20’s at that 
time. They may have preceded the family and fallen victim to the indifferent spelling standards 
of the Colonial government.

 In 1737 Johannes Kolb received a grant for 650 acres that included all of Cashua Neck 
- later Byrd Island (Figure 50). This was platted and recorded in 1742. In 1740 he applied for a 
grant from the state Township fund to build a corn mill. Six years later he reported that it was of  
“great public utility.” He received a L200 gratuity from the fund (Johnson 1997: 23).

In 1751 a John Ouldfield said in his will that John Kolb was to receive the 250 acres 
“whereon the said Kolb now lives on his debt due to me by bond” (WB 7: 53-54). John 
Ouldfield was a surveyor for the state who recorded numerous transactions in the Purrysburg and 
Queensborough Townships. He and his son John Jr received grants for several hundred acres on 
the Pee Dee and many thousands of acres statewide. In 1749 he recorded a plat for the 250 acre 
tract (Figure 51) bounded by the Pee Dee River, vacant land and lands owned by John Perkins 
and Richard Keithley. From the course of the river it appears to be the site of 38DA75, or at least 
an adjacent tract. In 1770 he was a neighbor to the 68 acre tract granted to Martin Kolb ((Figure 
53, 54; SG Vol 11: 431), suggesting that he had taken the 250 acres from one of his larger grants 
(1735 - 630 acres, 1736 - 467 acres, etc - Vol. 1: 439; Vol. 2: 620; Vol 3: 475 ). He did, however, 
receive a grant for 250 acres in 1737 (Vol. 4: 227). Thus it is possible that Johannes Kolb settled 
there before 1740 -1736 or 1737- and neglected to register his ownership. This is: a mistake 
made by one of his neighbors (Cook 1926: 65). Likewise he may have claimed the land, not 
knowing a previous grant had been made, or he may even have been mistaken about the location 
of the land he legitimately owned. He may also have been indebted to Ouldfield, perhaps 
purchasing the land from him on a long term mortgage. However, if Kolb ever received legal title 
to this land the evidence has been lost, because the only mention is in the Will.

During Kolb’s lifetime the middle Pee Dee was not densely settled. Isolated farmsteads 
supported families who raised most of their own subsistence, and a little for market (Johnson 

Figure 56:  Martin Kolbs plat for 100 acres on 
the Pee Dee.
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1998). Families grew and children married, settling farms and plantations of their own. 
Within about 20 years there were sufficient people  for two Welsh Baptist churches and other 
denominations to establish churches in the area. The Cashua Neck Church, about two miles from 
the Kolb site, was established in 1756 (Gregg ).

The date of Johannes Kolb’s death is not known for sure. Early geneaologists put it at 
about 1765 (Cassell 1895), but some more recent researchers seem confident that he died in 1759 
(Bill King, web site 2003). The last mention of him found (to date) in the documentary record 
is in a 1757 land grant to son Martin. He is never mentioned in the diaries of Evan Pugh, which 
begin in 1762. 

Johannes Kolb had five sons and four daughters. Sons Peter and Martin accumulated land  
on Kolbs Neck along Hurricane Creek so they seem most likely to have kept their father’s home 
site occupied and under cultivation. Considering their father’s age - he would have been 57 in 
1740 - one or more of them may have lived with him (or vice versa) and worked the farm until 
he died. But land records are lacking - both sons received state grants (Figure 53, and 54 for two 
examples), which survived, but many local records were lost, and in a period when recording a 
deed meant a trip on horseback all the way to Charleston, proper paperwork may not always have 
been produced, especially for deals between family members and neighbors. No will survived for 
Johannes Kolb, and no estate settlement clarified which heirs received what lands.

Clues from the Diaries of Evan Pugh

Evan Pugh was a Baptist minister and plantation owner who was a neighbor of the Kolbs 
from 1762 until his death in 1801. He lived at a plantation called Pugh’s Field, about three 
miles northwest of the Kolb site (Figure 49). His diaries were transcribed by Darlington County 
historian Horace Rudisill and published in 1993. They are not tremendously detailed, but do 
provide a combination of solid data about a variety of subjects- crops mentioned, births and 
deaths, earthquakes, floods and hurricanes. They give us a few, mostly ambiguous clues about 
the occupation of the Kolb site. 

First, Johannes Kolb is never mentioned by name, though a “Mr. Kulp” is recorded. So 
he may have been dead by then, not 1765 as early genealogists thought. During this period Pugh 
mentions visiting a Mrs. Kolb, but this is not clearly Sarah, Johannes’ wife. His sons Peter and 
Martin are mentioned regularly. Peter died in 1779, and Martin in 1780. Peter’s sons Abel and 
Benjamin are also mentioned, but Martin Kolb’s children were never mentioned.

The diary entries were scanned for clues as to who lived at our site. The results were 
ambiguous, but usually the taciturn Reverend Pugh would mention the families he visited by 
name: “Went to Kimbrough’s, Harts, Lide’s, and Kolb’s.” Evan Pugh’s home was at Pugh 
Field, a couple of miles north west of the Kolb site. John Kimbrough, who married Johannes 
Kolb’s daughter Hannah, lived at Stoney Hill plantation, where Hurricane Creek fell from the 
uplands into the swamp. Later Lemuel Benton married Elizabeth, John’s daughter, and took up 
residence there. By all accounts a larger than life figure, he too is frequently mentioned. Robert 
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Lide and Arthur Hart owned land adjacent to the site, and abutting Martin and Peter Kolb’s land. 
Figure 55:  Johannes Kolb’s plat for Causeway Neck, ordered in 1737, completed in 1742.
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Adjoining landowner James Hollaway is mentioned too. Hollaway field is a landmark known to 
this day. 

So in short, the Kolbs and their neighbors are mentioned frequently, and clues regarding 
the occupation of the site are to be found. For reasons discussed below, the clues do not point to 
an obvious answer, but Pugh’s diary is interesting for the help it gives in understanding life in the 
area at the time. An annotated edition of the diary would be a life’s work, but worthwhile.

A Few Entries from Evan Pugh’s Diaries
(original spelling retained)

November 1, 1762 - Set out for Chrstown. Lodged at Mr Kulp’s. Tierd my Creature
November 2, 1762 - got a horse of Mr. Kulp. Went from home to Britain Neck. Loged at Mr. Dunham’s.
July 3, 1766 - Went to Loyds and Peter Kolb’s.
November 11, 1766 - to Kimbrough’s, Lide’s and Kolb’s
September 15, 1767 - went to Martin Kolb’s. Wrote his will.
July 19, 1770 - went to ye red Bluff and bought two potts
November 3, 1770 - Went to Martin Kolb’s, Kimbro & c. up to Jehue Williams.
June 12, 1771 - Married Benjamin Kolb to Elizabeth Murfee.
July 12, 1771 - Went to ye Hurrican & Mrs. Pugh - to look at our place.
October 17, 1771 - sent Beney after my mair and went to Lides, a yellow man came after me, came home and 
married him – James Fenney to Anne Goin.
March 26-27, 1772 - Went to see Mr. P. Kolb who is very sick...was almost all day at P. Kolbs drawing his will & co.
March 23, 1774 - went to Mrs. Kolbs to see Mr. Robert Thomson, who is very sick. [he “preached his funeral 
sermon” (Job 3:17) on the 27th

December 14, 1775 - Married James Colman to Rachel Kolb
February 3, 1776 - went to P. Kolbs and home
March 2, 1776 - went to Harts, P. Kolb, Keeth’s and home
March 28, 1778 - met ye commity at Kolbs Ferry then home by ye doctor
December 2-3, 1778 - went to see P. Kolb his wife dead...preached 2 Timothy 1:10 Mrs Kolbs funeral
March 21, 1779 - wet day went to P. Kolb. Married P.K. to Sarah Edwards
October 28, 1779 - went to Peter Kolb’s funeral. Did not preach. 
October 31, 1779 - I  preach on Jno. 6:49 Peter Kolbs funeral.
December 11, 1779 - went to see Colo. Kolb on ye Haricane. Sharlot very bad.
March 28, 1780 - went to Col. Kolbs and Keeths
July 10, 1780 - went to see Martin Kolb die
July 11, 1780 - preached at Cashua a funeral for Kolb 2 Tim 4:7,8.
August 17, 1780 - at Cashua to a funeral at B. Kolb
April 8, 1781 - Went to bleed Mark Hollaway - then to Mrs. Kolbs - Webbs - ye mill and Lides
April 28, 1781 - went to ye mill. Col. Kolb is killed & 6 or 7 men, by ye Tories. Malan Meeting
November 23, 1781 - Went to Harican to see Benj. Kolb - moved there
December 27, 1781 - Went up to Lowther’s, Williamson’s, Griffins, Lides and home. About Hoges.
March 22, 1786 - went to Benj. Kolb and home
May 12, 1791 - Sent 3 hands to Kolbs to role loggs.
August 12, 1795 - Jemey and Betsey to Williamsons store
June 29, 1797 - Went to Quarter, dined at J. Kolb’s, then home
August 3, 1797 - Hands came from ye river to make a tar kill
November 18, 1797 - went with G. Kolb to look at land
January 18, 1798 - Went to Mrs. Kolb’s and home

The 1849 plat shows Lides and Harts along the road to the Kolb site, east of Hurricane 
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Creek, and the Keiths had land at the end of Kolb’s Neck. These families had received the lands 
in the 18th century. In 1766 he visited “Loyd’s and Peter Kolb’s.” This is of interest because a 
1921 plat of land on Hurricane Creek is bounded by Kolb Branch and Loyd Branch (Figure 
55 ; DCPB ?). The two creeks are not shown on modern maps unfortunately, but based on the 
southwesterly path of Hurricane Creek it would have to be a good distance away, as the creek 
runs almost due north from the river for about a mile. This is probably where Jehu Kolb is 
shown on Mills Atlas (Figure 56) near Springville. Two houses with outbuildings are shown. 
This was attributed to Dora Williamson, Bright’s Granddaughter. The “Loyd” here may be a 
misrepresentation of Lide. Lide, a Welsh name, was pronounced as Lloyd (Gregg 1925: 77, 78). 
The spelling challenged Reverend Pugh used “Lloyd, Loyd, Loid and Lide.” This is the only 
reference found for a “Loyd,” Lide or Kolb Branch. 

After Peter Kolb’s death in 1779 his son Col. Abel Kolb apparently took up at least part 
time residence at the place on “Haricane” Creek, as Pugh spells it. He visited Col. Kolb and 
“Keeths” as well as “Harts, P. Kolb and Keeths” on another occasion. At this time Abel had a 
plantation and ferry on Welch Neck, across from Society Hill, so the place on Hurricane Creek 
was probably run by an overseer and slaves. According to Pugh, after Abel Kolb was killed by 
Tories in April of 1781 (see Gregg 1925: 360), Benjamin Kolb, another of Peter’s sons “moved 
there.” 

Figure 57:  T. E. Wilson’s reconstruction of the Causeway Neck ownership.
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 Benjamin Kolb 
applied for a ferry permit 
in 1784, presumably 
hoping to reopen his 
brother’s operation at 
Society Hill. Pugh does 
not mention him by name 
after 1786, though he 
says he went to “Kolbs 
and Bentons” in 1789 and 
“Mrs. Kolbs” in 1797. 
Hannah and Betsy Kolb 
visited Pugh in 1800, not 
long before he died. The 
reduction in mentions 
suggests the Kolbs 
were living elsewhere. 
Benjamin is found in the 
1790 Census, but not 
afterwards. A 1795 land 
sale reported by T. E. 
Wilson (Figure ) is the 
latest date associated with 
the name. Geneaologists 
say that this is the same 
Benjamin that died in 
Sumter County in 1832 
(Moore 1996) but again, 
no mention is found of 
him on Kolb’s Neck or 
Cashua Neck after 1795.

 The problem with 
choosing one itinerary 
over another is that the 
families are all found on 
Kolb’s Neck in early land 
records. They are also 
all present on Cashua 
Neck- which became 
Byrd’s Island. So it is 
difficult to arrive at a 
firm conclusion based 
on name proxemics. The 

placement of Peter Kolb’s 
Figure 58:  Darlington County Historical Society’s Fall Tour maps, 1957 
and 1959, showing eastern Darlington County from Witherspoon Island to 
Society Hill.
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farm on Hurricane Creek is 
compelling. But when Martin 
Kolb, who also had land on 
Hurricane Creek, is visited 
the Lide’s, and Hart’s are also 
visited. Both had land along 
the road to the Kolb site. 
At the same time Peter and 
Martin both owned land on 
Cashua Neck, as did the Lides, 
and Harts, so was the road he 
followed on the other side of 
the river? 

So we can’t say 
precisely whether Peter or 
his brother Martin lived 
at the site based on Pugh’s diary. But it can be argued that the elder son, Martin received the 
family home place and his brother settled a new farm on family lands close by when he married. 
Martin Kolb owned a 50 acre tract directly across the river from “Old Mr. Kolb’s House” in T.E. 
Wilson’s reconstruction of Cashua Neck, adding support for this. In addition, in 1757 Martin 
owned land that abutted “John” Kolb (SG # ). This is the last mention found of Johannes Kolb in 
the documentary record.

In 1790 only Benjamin and Jehu Kolb were named in the Census. In 1800 neither  was 
present, though Evan Pugh did not mention that either had died. In fact, Benjamin was not 
mentioned by him after 1786. Jehu re-appeared in 1810 - 1840 Censuses and is shown on Mills 
Atlas.

Benjamin Kolb sold land on Cashua Neck in 1795, but is not found in the few remaining 
county records after that. Since he is not found in the 1800 Census we might infer that he died 
before then. During the early 19th century the Kolb family name disappears from Darlington 
County. In the 1840 Census Jehu Kolb, aged between 80 and 90, was the only head of household 
listed. In 1850 there were none. But the Kolb’s did not simply disappear, one branch lived in 
Sumter County, another near Spartanburg, and numerous descendants made their way west after 
the American Revolution, settling in Georgia, Alabama, and the other western states (Coggeshall 
2001). Likewise the Kolb women married into numerous local families, and their descendants 
are legion (Moore 1996). As Chapman Milling (in Ervin and Rudicill 1976: 147) put it, “Most 
familes... could trace their descent   from James James, the Welsh leader, from Johannes Kolb, 
the Palatine, from Pierre Bacot, the Huguenot, or from all three.”

Contact Period Native Americans

In 1739 trader John Thompson testified before the state legislature that he had, in 1736, 

Figure 59:  “Old Field” on the 1742 Johannes Kolb plat.
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purchased all of the lands of the Sara and Pee Dee Indian lying on the east side of the river, 
opening the middle Pee Dee to settlement (        ). A perusal of the state land grant records show 
that grants on the Great Pee Dee river begin to be seen in the early 1730’s. A a burst in their 
occurrence is seen in 1734, with the establishment of the Queensborough Township. By 1736 
grants were becoming common above the township. 

Some time between 1734 and 1740 Johannes Kolb took up residence at the site, 
apparently without registering a deed or grant. His 1742 plat of Causeway Neck shows an 
“old field” on the north side. The Kolb site seems like a perfect candidate for a contact period 
farm stead, and limited evidence of historic period Native Americans has been found. But this 
evidence has not been so extensive as to suggest a permanent or even long term occupation. 

The site is located about half way between the early 18th century Sara and Pee Dee 
towns.  The Pee Dee are thought to have been in the area earlier (Schohn 1996), possibly being 
descendants of the people at Town Creek Indian Mound (Coe 1995) but the Sara are known to 
have migrated here in the 1690’s (Wilson 1982). In all likelihood they settled far enough away 
from their nearest neighbors to give both plenty of elbow room without causing unnecessary 
conflicts. As a result this section of the river may not have been used heavily, forming a 
buffer zone. As the population shrank and the groups coalesced they probably fell back to the 
immediate vicinity of one town or the other. 

The Native Americans of the Coastal Plain suffered greatly as the European settlements 
grew. During the Tuscarora War of 1712 the Pee Dee and Sara fought on the side of the 
Europeans, providing eighteen and 42 men respectively (Schohn 1996). Although the Pee Dee 
sided with the Europeans again in the Yemassee War of 1715, it was reported that they, like other 
small tribes of the Coastal Plain including the Congaree, and Santee were completely eliminated. 
The survivors returned however, and seem to have joined the Sara (or Cheraws) and became 
more closely associated with the Catawba. They continued to live along the Pee Dee, but in 
1732 a group moved to the Santee, and in 1738 a reservation was established for them in the 
Lowcountry near Coachman’s Corners, in Dorchester County. 

According to Michelle Schohn’s research several Pee Dee groups were spread across 
the state, but during the American Revolution Captain John Allston recruited a company of 
rangers that consisted entirely of Pee Dees living near the Great Pee Dee River, demonstrating 
their continued, if quiet occupation of the area. Evan Pugh noted in 1771 that he had married 
a “yellow man” named James Fenney to Anne Goins. The latter is a common Indian name in 
North and South Carolina. Fenney may have been part black – thus the “yellow”- or a Native 
American.  A 19th century plat of Bright Williamson’s land shows an adjoining property owned 
by “Mrs. Fenny” (Figure  ) so their descendants were apparently able to stay free.

During the 19th century Native Americans continued to live , as Wes Taukchiray 
suggested, tucked away at the end of a long dirt road by the edge of the swamp (Taukchiray and 
Kasakoff 19  : 74) In 1850 some 39 “Free People of Color” were enumerated in the Census. 
Whether any of the people who lived at the site after the 1730’s were Native Americans or not 
is something that may never be known. Native Americans are known to have participated in the 
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forest industries - lumbering and turpentining - so they may at least have made an appearance.

An Archaeological Perspective

While studying the documentary history of the area and site is important for interpreting 
the remains we uncover, it is also important on a completely different level. Each of the 
occupation periods discussed above has left a unique signature in the archaeological record. 
Understanding the nature of past land use is essential to properly interpreting the information 
recovered as it relates to the people under study (Johannes Kolb, for instance) and the other 
occupants of the site (1970’s loggers, for instance).

When Johannes Kolb applied for a grant to build a mill he was proposing putting into 
action more concentrated energy than all of its previous inhabitants combined probably. Having 
no machines or draft animals Native Americans could only harness the energy of an individual. 
A water powered mill of the early 18th century might harness the equivalent of ten horses’ energy 
- 10 horse power. According to the University of North Carolina school of engineering’s website 

“a horsepower (hp) is a unit of power representing the power exerted by a 
horse in pulling. The horsepower was defined by James Watt (1736-1819), the 

Figure 60:  Detail of the site in 1914.
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inventor of the steam engine, who determined after careful measurements that 
a horse is typically capable of a power rate of 550 foot-pounds per second. This 
means that a horse, harnessed to an appropriate machine, can lift 550 pounds at 
the rate of 1 foot per second. Today the SI unit of power is named for Watt, and 
one horsepower is equal to approximately 745.6999 watts. (Slightly different 
values have been used in certain industries.) Outside the U.S., the English word 
“horsepower” is often used to mean the metric horsepower, a slightly smaller unit.
horsepower hour (hp hr) a unit of work or energy equal to the work done at the rate 
of 1 horsepower for 1 hour. The horsepower hour equals 1 980 000 foot pounds or 
approximately 2.685 megajoules, 2545 Btu, 641.1 (large) Calories, or 745.7 watt hours. 
(http://www.unc.edu/~rowlett/units/)

Pedaling a bicycle attached to a generator a human can produce about 100 watts per 
hour. Thus even one horse is can yield seven times as much energy as a single human. Since the 
1730’s technology has allowed humans to capture energy in amounts previously unimaginable. 
As a result the actions of some of the latest people at the site have resulted in some of the most 
extensive alteration to the landscape. The site was logged, cleared, grubbed and replanted in the 
1970’s using heavy equipment hundreds of times more powerful than Johannes Kolb’s mill. 

A sawmill was set up earlier in the 20th century, apparently. Ground disturbance from 
these occupations is extensive, often resulting in damage to the subsoil and midden layers, 
leaving relatively uninteresting but difficult features to deal with. Although logging and the 
growth of industry are interesting from a historical, economic, and technological standpoint, 
remains of the tree removal and replanting process are of minimal value for research purposes 
The remains of the workers’ occupations can yield interesting information about the changes in 
society at the time, however, and the organization of work areas would be an important aspect of 
any such study. Likewise, to an industrial archaeologist the saw mill itself would be of interest so 
these components cannot be ignored entirely.

During its early years the site was occupied by the Kolb family, and perhaps by the time 
of his death in 1760, a family or two of enslaved African Americans. Most of the day to day 
activities would use human and horse power. Clearing land was done by chopping trees down 
with an axe and dragging them out with horses or oxen. Drainage ditches might be dug, and 
fences might be built, but plowing was rudimentary and most working of the soil was probably 
done with a hoe. Damage to the site by this kind of activity would not be extensive. Likewise 
the houses would have been built either as log cabin style structures or post in ground buildings. 
The former would nothing more than a few cypress logs to serve as footings (Figure ) and might 
not produce any subsurface disturbance or features. The latter would have been a wood frame 
structure built on stout posts sunk deep in the ground (Figure ).  The yard might be partitioned 
off with fences, but it would not be necessary to dig a well or privy (Figure ). So all in all the 
damage from the sites occupants during the Kolb period would probably be minimal. 

Likewise they were living in an isolated area, far from the nearest town. Their material 
culture would consist of things that could be made at home, supplemented by a few store bought 
goods and luxury items. Since Bright Williamson owned one such store we might expect his 



ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

76

ARCHAEOLOGY ON THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER

THE JOHANNES KOLB SITE

77

Figure 61:  Site plan of the Clifts Plantation, in Virginia, showing the extent of subsurface disturbance in a 
17th century house lot. (from Neiman 1986 in Carson and Vlach 1986)

Figure 62:  A Root Cellar at the Kolb site.
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dependents to have access to the 
more up-to-date material goods. 
As the century progressed and the 
settlement became more established, 
these goods should increase in 
number. As the economic status of 
the family grew the quality of the 
goods should increase as well. 

 The Williamson occupation 
may have been more intensive 
in terms of the human energy 
harnessed here, and in terms of 
material culture. The technological 
advances of the 18th century 
came into fruition in the early 
19th century: 1810 is usually 
considered a pivotal point in the 
industrialization of the United States 
(Myers 198?). By mid century 
items previously unattainable were 
commonplace as steam powered 
ships and trains carried them 
across the countryside. Thomas C. 
Williamson had 62 slaves in 1850 
so we assume that a number of 
them lived here, by the fields. They 
would have participated actively in 
buying material goods and would 
have received them as issued from 
the plantation storehouses.

 The structures may not have 
changed much. Large structural 
posts from this period are still 
seen. At least three “root cellars” 

have been found. Usually these are found one to a house, directly in front of the fireplace, so a 
minimum of three houses is suggested. In Virginia they are often found in slave cabins (Kelso 
1985?), and that appears to be the case here. Thus an archaeological question is: how is the 
ethnicity of the occupants seen in the archaeological record? How does it differ from that of the 
earlier Kolb era? Are the same kinds of differences or similarities present in other occupations?

During the Williamson period exceptionally large and deep post holes were dug in places, 
and one feature that appears to be a cellar was dug nearby. This reflects the intensification of 
their efforts here, just as plantations throughout the South intensified their efforts in the 1840’s to 

Figure 63:  Example of an earthfast or  post-in-ground building 
common in the Mid-Atlantic in the early 18th century. (from Carson 
et al 1991)
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Figure 64:  A large, deep post form the Kolb site - 19th century.

Figure 65:  Smaller posts from the Kolb site, from the 18th century structure thought to be Johannes Kolb’s 
dwelling.
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50’s. Recent historians have argued that slavery was a form of labor organization that was past 
its prime already by 1860, regardless of what its defenders and opponents said, and that it would 
have died off on its own even without the Civil War (see Coclanis 1993). We might ask of the 
archaeological record specifically how this intensification is reflected. Does the material culture 
show that slaves were being treated better, as valuable investments? Or were they being worked 
harder and treated poorly as the owners tried to get more work out of them?

Historical archaeology works at different levels. On one level what we do is a kind of 
family history that is as intimate as the most dedicated genealogist. The historical research we 
do is more focused than most historians, since we concentrate on the occupants of a single site, 
or neighborhood rather than a county or region. The research we do in the field with our shovels 
and trowels is more “particularistic” than the most obsessive of local historians. The activities we 
track are all one of a kind: performances, if you will.

For many sites no documentation exists at all, so on another level we use the evidence 
found at our sites to gain insight into broader processes of cultural change and development.   
Understanding the broad patterns of culture and human behavior have been a focus of 
anthropologists, historians and archaeologists as long as the fields have been in existence. 

By adding a reasonably good appreciation of the cultural context of the activities we 
see in the archaeological record we can make better inferences about the behavior reflected 
by occupants from other periods. For instance, we might be able to discover that more recent 
people tended to have assigned areas for certain types of activities, like doing woodworking. We 
might ask what kinds of tools they used, and what kinds of detritus they left behind? Did they do 
anything that might result in ground disturbance and the formation of subsurface features? Are 
similar types of artifacts and features found on older, undocumented occupations?

In summary, the historic period occupations begin with contact period Native Americans 
who were supplanted by a German settler, Johannes Kolb, and his family. During their 
occupation the place changed from a farm to a plantation. The next known owners were the 
Williamson family, but in all likelihood the people actually living at the site were African-
American slaves. After the Civil War the people living at the site were probably still African 
Americans, though when the sawmill was in operation some of the workers may have been 
white. During the 20th century timber was harvested, and hunters and fisherman used a shelter at 
the site, but no one stayed more than a few days at a time.

 The latest seasonal visitors to the site - the archaeologists - are causing an impact of their 
own. We have dug a 50cm square a meter deep every five meters. We have excavated two meter 
square units all across the site. We have cut down trees, and cleared briers. We have left steel 
nails and pieces of rebar to mark our grid. We have been good, though doubtlessly imperfect 
about not leaving other evidence of our passage in the form of trash and litter. But the damage 
we do is not wanton, and this report will show that it is well documented.




