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INTRODUCTION 

The following documents comprise an historical ovcrviev.· of the life of Charles 
Pinckney and the histOJj' of Snee farm to accompany the Gencral!v1anagement Plan for 
Charles Pinckney National Historic Site. Initially, these docwnenLs will be lL'>ed to provide 
telll1 members ""ilh backgrotu1d information on Pinckney and the farm to assist them in the 
planning process. The reader will notice these docwnents are not a trrotise on Pinckney or the 
furm, and reflect research conducted by park srnifthmugh l'vfar{;h 1993. A bibliography for 
both docwnems can be found aL the end of the Snre Farm document. 

At the various team meelings that have been hdd concerning the development of the 
site, the Historical Overview has 0Cm reviewtd liS part of the process, lhrough these 
revie'.'<"S the need for a Pinckney biography \\"aS identified. Such a biography ""ill ans11r-er rhe 
following questions: 

I. The Pinckney F>liTlily at Snee Farm. 
2. The role Colonel Pinckney and Cbarles Pinckney played in Charleston society. 
3. The "Debo...,'s Commercial Review" article describing Snee Farm. 
4. Charles Pinckney's stay in Philadelphia after being exchangecl as a prisoner of war 

during the American Revolution. 
This document mey be ll'led as an outline in the development of arJ interpretive booklet, 

an incli;lth rhesis, or other site related publication. A surnrnary of this Historical Overview 
v.ill be included in lhe General Management Plan-

The reader will note iliree Charles Pinckneys appear in the following te.\1S: Charles 
Pinckney (subject of this document), Colonel Charles Pinckney (his father), ood General 
Cbarles Cotesworth Pinckney (a cousin). A gencology chart is provided. To assist the reader 
in clarifYing "'hich Pinckney is being referm:i to, Charlc<i Pinckney's father will be identified 
as "CoL Pinckney," and his COll'lin as "Gen. Pinckney" or "C.C. Pinckney." 

4 
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HiE LIFE 
OF 

CHARLES PINCKNEY 
(1757-1824) 

Charles Pinckney was born on Ocr abel: 26, 1757. He was lhc son of Charles Pinclrney 
and Frances Bm»ton., members of Charleston's and South Carolina's social elite. They. like 
other wealthy families of the South Carolina lowcountry viewed thelll5elvcs as similar in 
standing and re;ponsibility to British aristocracy. Their attitude towar-d politicaL social and 
economic leadership naturally lead them to participate fully in public affai~- Public scr•.:ice 
was considered not only an honor, but a duty as well. These factors destined Charles 
Pinckney to a career in public service which would last over forty years. 

Charles Pinckney's father, Colonel Pinclrney, v.ns one of the colony's leading attorneys . 
Among the numerous offices and posilioll.'l he held v.ns his service as commanding officer of 
the Charles Towne Militia, a member of the General Assembly, and in 1775, president of the 
South Carolina Provincial Congress. k. a symbol of position and wealth, Pinckney bought 
his f!rst planlalion, Snee Farm, in 1754. The furm remained in the family fOr over 60 years 
until 1817 when it v.ns sold to satisfY debts. 

Young Charles Pinckney y,-as tutored in Charleston in preparation !Or studying law in 
England. He received his education under the guidance of noted South Carolina scholar and 
author, Dr. David Oliphant. Dr. Oliphant had served in the Commons House of Assembly 
wilh Col. Pinckney and supplemented his physician's income by instn.tcting several young 
men of outstanding promise. Through Dr. Oliphant's tutelage Pinckney became well-versed in 
lhe classics, emphasizing his study of history, political science, and languages. 

In I n3, just short of his eighteenth birthday, he was scheduled to leave Charleston fOr 
law school; hov.-·ever, because of the growing urm:st betv.·een the colonies and Great Britain, 
his parents decided Charles should remain at home and study law in his father's oflice. 1 

The decision to keep their son in South Carolina was wise, for just two years later the 
Amerir.w. Revolution began. Despite the war Pinckney "'as able to continue his education in 
Owleston and by ear-ly 1779 his fonnaltrnining was completed. 

Thai year, Charles Pinckney celebrated his 21st birthday and beg:m his life of public 
service. After being admitted lo the South Carolina Bar, he \\laS elected to lhc State's Third 
General Assembly representing Christ Church Parish. Also in 1779, Pinckney roxived a 
commission as a lieutenant in the 1st Battalion of the Charles Tov.ne Militia, joining his 
father who served a~ the unit's commanding officer.l Service in the defense oflhc new nation 
would occupy most of his time for lhe next tv.·o years. 

During the fall of lhat year, a joint French-American force advanced on Savannah, 
attempting to reclaim the city which had fallen to the British in December 1778. The Charles 
TO\\ Tie Militia, one of the unit.~ included in the expedition. panicipated in the main attack on 
the British lines. Lieut. Pinckney received his baptism of combat in this assault and survived 
unharmed. H1 -ever_ an estimated 400 Amcri= and french, including his fir.>t cousin Jack 
Jones, were n1 ,o fortunate. lbis action ended the siege with the American forces rctwning 
to Charleston: 
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Shortly then:afier, the Briti~ initi:ned a campaign resulting in !he cap~ of Clwbton 
in 1'11ay 1780. Under the terms of the city's surrender, Pinckney and the other American 
officers were paroled. But this limited freedom lasted only a few days before the officers 
vrere arre>ted and placed on board prison ships in the harbor. Lieutenant Pinckney was 
confmed on !he PACK HORSE. 4 

. Also captured with the fall of Charleston Wll'S Olarlcs' father. Colonel Charles Pinckney. 
Before the wM Colonel Pinckney had been a leader in the lower house of the General 
Assembly and one of the colony's leading attorneys. Briti~ authorities realized the influence 
Pinckney, and other.> like him, possessed and v.orked to have them swear allegiance to the 
crown. The British threalened to imprison, hang, and/or confiscate the propert~,: of "trniton;" 
who did not publicly declare themselves Loyalists. Faced \vith these circumstances, Colonel 
Pinckney and over 160 others declared themselves a~ "loyal inhabitants of Charles Town." 
Pinckney's estal.e, v.hich included Snee Fann, was saved through this decision. When Colonel 
Pinckney died in 1782 Snee FIIITil was among those properties inherited by his son.5 

After spending most of the summer of 1781 as a prisoner of war, Lieuterwnt Pinckney 
Wll'S among a group of officers exchanged through a general agreement for the South Carolina 
militia Although records are not specific, the lieutenant Wll'S probably among the group taken 
to Philadelphia by ship and exchanged at !haL location. It is also unknov.n why he chose to 
remain in the North WJtil the end of the war and return to South Carolina in 1783.6 

Lieutenant Charles Pinckney -was not tainted by his faller's actiorn during the 
Revolutionary War. His service in the militia, his imprisoTlffif."flt by the British, and status as 
a "Parriot" strengthened the beginning of his a!IUT in slate and nal.ional government.' 

\Vhen he returned home he wa~ elected to the South Carolina General A<;semb1y, but 
his return to state politics was shon lived. Pinckney l'rrole 3 pamphlets on the nature of the 
Confederation and its weaknesses in 1783.8 Subsequently, he was selected as a delegate to 
represent South Carolina in the Fifth Continenlal Congress (1784-1787). Only 26 year:; of 
age, Pinckney was one of the youngest members to attend. "In Congress in mid-winter of 
1786 Charles Pinckney emerged as a major voice in the debates on the dire state of the 
Confederation. "9 

Pinckney quickly esl.ablished himself as one of the most active members of the Fifth 
Congress. Of greatest note v.ns his work on two imponant committees; the fust reported on 
the commcrcialtn:aty policy with foreign powers and the other concerned itself with 
negotiations with Spain over conflicting claims to navigation on the Mississippi River. 

By the winter of 1786-1787, it was apparent that Charles Pinckney, alre;u:ly very active, 
wa~ also among the most influential men of the Congress. Congressman Pinckney, along 
with other members, began to reali7.c the inherent weaknesses of the Articles of Confederation 
and he reccgnin'.(! the need for a slrong centrnl government. While he engaged in his varied 
duties of the Congress, Pinckney hegnn to concen!rnl.e his efforts toward resolving these 
pmhlem~. 10 

'!be flrst need was for an official forum for discussion. On February 21. 1787, after a 
prolonged debate on the subject the Congress voted approval for a general convention to be 
held in Philadelphia in May 1787 to address the problems facing the new nation. This 
convention would become kno\\'!1 as the Corntitutional Convention of 1787 and Pierce Butler, 
Charles Pinckney, Chmlcs Cotesworth Pinckney. and John Rutledge were appointed as South 
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Carolina's delegates. 
In Philadelphia, Pinckney be::am.e a familiar leader speaking more than one hundred 

times on nrious issues facing !he body. Of note were his suong beliefS in protecting 
property interests, and establishing a strong federal government with a clear separution of 
powers. Pinckney was concerned with forming a government that v.uuld represent the rights 
of the people. 11 

Among the many ideas Pinckney had aboul how the new nation should be ordered was 
his strong belief that religioU5 le>ting for public office was wrong. At the time, nine of the 
lhinWJ colonies maintained an established church \mich was either Anglican, Dut~h 
Reformed or Congregationalist. "How many thousands of subjects of Great Britain at this 
moment labor under civil disabilities merely on account of their religious persuasions!" 
Pinckney exclaimed in a speech to members of the Continental Congress. '2 The proposal 
passed easily and found itself in Clause 3 of Article 6 of the Constitulion. 13 

When the issue of slavery arose, Delegate Pinckney stood among his fellow southerners 
in defense of the instittuion. He openly questioned the assertion that slavery was wrong, 
stating: "if slave£)· be wrong, it is jll'>tified by the example of all the world. In all ages, one 
half of mankind have been slaves."L4 He also staled South Carolina would reject the 
Constitution if the docwnent prohibited slave importation. 

QJ. May 29, 1787, Pinckney presented his own drnft of the CO!l5titulion. Unfortunately 
this document was lost. A draft of the Pinckney Plan was found among the papers of James 
Wilson [Pennsylvania] which pemtincd constitutional scholars, J. Fr.mklin Jameson and 
Andrew C. McLaughlin to reconstruct Pinckney's P!an. 11 \Vhcn, in 1818, James !v!adison 
wrote the South Carolinian requesting a copy of this original draft, Pinckney did not have it 
and, thll'i, provided Madison with another copy he believed VrBS "substantial1y the same." 

This resulted in a major conlrov~y concerning Pinckney's contributions to the fmal 
draft of the Constitution. Nevertheless, scholars today anribute approximately 28 clauses to 
Pinckney. His major oontributions were: 

The eliminadon of religioll.'l testing as a qualification 1o office.'" 
The division of the Legislature into Holl.'le and Senare. 
The power of impeac!unent being grnnled only to the Ho\l'ie. 
The establishment of a ~ingle chief executive, who will be called President. 
The power of raising an army and navy being granted to Congress. 
The prohibition of Sial~ to enter into a treaty or to establish interfering duties. 
The regulation of interstate and foreign commerce bcin~ comrolled by the national 
government. (For a complete rostcr sec Appendix A)' 

Further contributions Pinckney made to the Convention and the Constitution rn:J)' never 
be knmm, but it is obvious he contributed significantly to the proceedings. earning the 
nickname "C=tirution Charlie". Afi.er the signing of the CO!l'ltitution in Septemtx:r 1787, 
Pinckney returned home, once again to become active in sl.llte politics. That same yeur the 
College of New Jersey (now Princeton University) conferred its Dxtorate of Lav.-s Degree to 
Pinckncv. 18 

In' !788. he represented Clu-ist Church Parish as a member of the state's convention to 
ratif)· the Constituti.>n. That same year, on April2.7, h~ married l'vtar)· Eleanor Llurens . 
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daughter of Henry and Eleanor Ball Laurens. Heruy Law-ens, who had served as president of 
the Second Continental Congres~, was a v:ealthy Charleston merchant and one of South 
Carolina's leading citizens. Like his older cousiru, General C. C. Pinckney and Thomas 
Pinckney, Cbar!es had married into a family of wealth, p::osition. and influence. Mary's 
wealth. combined with his own fonune, aided Pinckney's public service career and Iifestyle. 19 

Landholdings of Pinckney included property inherited from his falhcr and that 1.\'hich his 
wife O"'l!ed. Two plantations, Frankville and Hopton, were located flve miles from Columbia 
on the Congaree River. A plantation in Georgeloon included 560 acres of tidal swamp and 
600 =of high land. Pinckney also ovmed a 1200-ecre trocr. of land at Lynches Creek, 
815-acre Snee FarniG, a ho\l'le and 4-acre lot at Haddrell's Point called Shell Hall (given to 
him by his mother, Frnncis Bre"Wton), and a house and lot in Charleston on 16 Meeting Street. 
From his \\ife, l\1arj· Eleanor Laurens, Pinckney acquired a plantation called Wrights 
Savannah on the Carolina side of the Savannah River and a Inlet of land, including a rice mill 
and ferry, called Mount Tacirus.2 1 

Pinckney's tovmhouse on Meeting Street was the former Fenwick home, a thn:c-storied 
Palladian mansion which housed his 200,000 volume library. So posh was the home that in a 
letter dated 28 March 1789 to James r...fadison he bragged, "I think the house I have lately 
bought is not only a handsomer and better holl'le than any in Neo,.,· York (v.hich it miJht very 
easily be) but thmthe situaiion is as airy and the prospect as fine as any they have." 
Pinckney also expressed how in later years he wanted to be able, "to do and go where 1 
please if alive and well," to be, "my m:m master or rather the master cl.rm: illiD D-in 
other words to enjoy the Luxury cl.dcing .as 1 ~-" (emphasis Pinckney' sf 

The following year, in 1790, Pinckney served as p~ident of the Sourh Carolina State 
Constitutional Convention and while serving in the legislature wa'i elected governor. Ctwrles 
Pinckney would serve a total of four terms as South Carolina's governor, rhe only person to 
do so in state history. After completing his f!l51: term (1789-1791), he was immedi:ttely 
reelected and served from 1791-1792. 

At the end of his second term, the people of Christ Chi.IIl:h Parish once again returned 
Pinckney to the Genernl Assembly as their representative. He subsequently served the Parish 
through the Tenth, Eleventh, and Twelfth General Assemblies (1792-1797). During these 
formative years of the new nation, Charles and C. C. Pinckney, "''CfC leaders of the Federalist 
Party. However v.ith time, Pinckney's viel'r'S began to change. By 1795 he had ca~t his lot 
with the Democratic-Republican philosophies of Thomas JeiTerson and the rapidly-growing 
Carolina back-country24 W1th the rise of a new p::olitical party, Pinckney recognin:d the 
oppommity for advancement in a neo.>.' power base. The rest of his family remained loyal to 
the Federalist Party of the eastern aristocrocy. 

In 1796, Pinckney sup!XJn:ed the Virginian for president, and did not supp::on: his 
Federnlisl cousin, Thomas Pinckney, ~>rho sought the vice-presidency. John Adams won the 
presidency with Jefferson a~ vice-president. Pinckney solidified his support of Thomas 
Jefferson during the Fifth Congress (1797-1799), became the founding father of the 
Democratic-Republican Party in South Carolina, an:! helped eslilblish it fumly on the national 
sccne.2

' These actions \\idened the gap broveen Pinckney, his Federalist family, and other 
csrahlished lowcountry families that had always controlled the SLate, politically and 
economically. 
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In 17%, after rejecting an offer to run for the U. S. Senate, Charles Pinckney ran for his 
third Lerm as governor, beating his Federalist brother-in-law, Hmy Lauren5, Jr. Upon 
completion of lhe two year term he \\115 returned to the General Assembly, representing Christ 
Church Parish. However. he could not accept the post as he had been appointed to flll an 
unexpired tC!D1 in the United Sllll:es Senalc on IJecember 6, !798. 

In lhe Presidential election of 1800, General C. C. Pinckney V.'3S on the Federalist's 
ticket for the office of vice-president. However, Charles Pinckney remained loyal to 
presidential candid:lte Thomas Jefirnon, serving as his campaign manager in South Carolina 
and helping to carry lhe state for Jefferson. 

In 180 I, President Thomas Jefferson offered Pinckney the post of Minister 
Plenipotentiary lO Spain. He accepted and subsequently resigned from his seat in the Scnare . 
Minister Pinckney served abrood from JBOI-1805. He attempted to smooth relation> between 
Spain and the Unitet:l States, particularly "'ith regard to problems which arose from the 
seizure and plundering committed by Spanish and Fn:nch vessels on American shipping. In 
addition, he made an unsuccessful, bu1 valiant attempt to win cession of the Fioridas to the 
United Stales. He also worked toward the lransfer of Louisiana from France to the United 
States in 1803.~ 

Charles Pinckney rerumed to Charleston in January 1806, and again took up the mantle 
of public service in the South Carolina General A5sembly. In Derem.ber of that year he was 
elected to his fourth and fmal term as governor. After completing his term a~ governor, 
Pinckney was rerumed to the General Assembly and served until 1813. 

Over the course of his service in stale politics Charles Pinckney worked tirelessly for 
South Carolina. He was the flfSI governor to advocate free schools. He supported legislative 
reapportionment to pruvidc better repre.ernarion lo the upcOLmtJy disuict~, and advocated 
universal white male suffiage. Pinckney favored the War of 1812, supported the elimination 
of primogeniture, and the abolition of political and civil disabilities on Jews. AJso of note 
during his first IC!D1 as governor lhe slate capitol moved from Charleston to Columbia, v.hich 
better reflected the growing political power and population of the mid-lands and mountainous 
upcountry. 

In 1814, nearly 56 years old, Charles Pinckney declined re-election to the legislature and 
retired from active political life. But he was still the recognized leader of the state's 
Democrutic-Republican Party and in 1816 actively supported James Monroe's successful 
presidential campaign. In 1818, Pinckney fean:d the Federalists would win the Chm"leston 
District seat in Congress. Convinced by friends Lhal he was the only one in his party l>r'ho 
could \\·in, he entm-.0 the rncc and won the s.e.at in the Sixteenth Congress (1819-1821). 

It was during this O:mgressional session that the Missouri Compromise was passed. 
Pinckney, and many other mcmbcn; of Congress, opposed the proposaL In his speech 
addressing the issue he presented Wl outline of the views of the frnrn~ at the Constitutional 
Convention concerning slavery, v.hich read in pan: 

The in/ention am to give Congress a power, qfter the year 1808, to prf!Wntthe 
import arion of slaves . it was an agreed point, a solemnly understood compact, tlwt, on the 
So!ilhem States consentmg to shut their porls against the imporlation of Africans. no pawer 
was to be delegated to Congress. nor were thq ever authorized 10 touch the question of 
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slavery; thntthe property of the Saulhem Stales in slaws wru to be ru sacredly preserved, 
and protected to them. as /hilt of land, or ony other hnd of property in the Easrem Stales 
were to be to their citizen.s. 27 

In this speech, Pinckney also surmised he was in a losing battle and declared that slavery was 
the only issue that could divide the Union. He lamented the horrors a civil war would create. 

Pinckney ~fused to accept renomination and retired from politics entirely in 1821. He 
spent his remaining years v.riting of his !r<lvels and his political life. 

On O:!ober 29, 1824, ClJarles Pinckney died in Owrleston.28 For over forty years he 
had served his community, st:ar:e, and nation. Descendant of one of South Carolina's follllding 
families, Pinckney became one of the State's most prominent political figures. His influence 
extended Lo narional politics wtd culminated in his contributions to the United Swtes 
CoT151irution. 
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APPENDIX A 

C1L\RLES PINCKNEY'S CON1RIBIIT10NS TO TilE CONSTITUilON 

I. The Legislatun: shall consist of a Holl'le and a Senru:e. 
2. Each branch (Holl.'le and Senate) v.ill select its O\lo'Jl pre;iding officers; its other officers; its 
own rule of proceedings; 
3. Neither branch ilia!! have the power to adjourn for more than a specified nwnber of days 
vrithout the consent of the other. 
4. Only the House will have the pov.cr of impeachment. 
5. The Legislature will have the power lo coin money. 
6. The Legis!alwe will have the power to establish post offices. 
7. The Legislature will have the IJO"''el" to call fonh the aid of the militia. 
8. No stale will keep troops or warships during peacetime; 
9. No stale will coin money. 
10. A single chief executive, called Presiden~ .....-ill be established . 
II. The President ilia!! inform the Legislature of the conditions of the nation (annual State of 
the Union addsess ). 
12. The President shall commission all officers. 
13. The President will serve as the commander in chief of the army; and serve as the 
commander in chief of the navy. 
14. The President will have the power to convene the Legislature under cxtroordinary 
conditions. 
15. The Pl:esident '-1111 have the pov.-er to discontinue a session of !he I..egislarure on certain 
occaswns. 
16. The Congress shall have !he pov.-er of raising an army; and a navy. 
17. The provision relating to the time of election for lower hou.~e member.>. 
18. Congress will establish !he slandan:l of weight!; and measun-s. 
19. No slllle Jro)' enlcr into a tremy. 
20. No state Jroy estab1i~h interfering duties. 
21. Full faith and credit bem.·een !he states shall be established. 
22. Privileges and immunities of citizens shall be established. 
23. Criminals shall be surrendered between jurisdictions. 
24. lnter5tate ami foreign commerce shall be regulated. 
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INTRODUCTION 

SNEEFARM 
HISTORY OF A LANDSCAPE 

Snee Farm is locaLed within Christ Cburch Parish, which is bounded on lhe north by the 
Wando River, on lhe west by the Cooper River, on the east by Awrndaw Creek, and on lhe south 
by the Atlantic Ocean. Known historically a'l the Wando Neck, the area is rich in cultural 
resoun:es lha!: shed light on the largely agrarian patterns of parish life from the late 17th century 
to the present. 

This paper inleifnets Sm:e Farm in lhe historiQI] context of Christ Church Parish, focusing 
on an overview of land uo;e from the 18th century to the present. An examination of documentary 
evidence, archoologiQI] findings, and the swviving cultural landscape provides a preliminary 
understanding of the evolving role Snee Farm played in the lives of the Pinckney.s and subsequent 
~. 

PRE-EUROPEAN SETTlEMENT u.NDSCAPE 
Flora and fawJa 

The Coaslal Plain region of South Carolina before Emopean conlac! was a region of broad, 
grassy plains with pine, oak and mixEd hardwood forests. Slash, loblolly, and longleaf pine 
predominated as part of vast swatlts of pindands su-etching from somheast Vrrginla to Texas. 
Her~:, natural fire eliminated competition and creau:d vast parklike settings consisting of loblolly 
pine and wiregrass liS a gmundmver. 1 

The coastal regioru; bowxled with a large array of animals. \Vhite-tailed deer browsed the 
canebrakes, savannahs, and grassy pinelands. Pn:dar:ors included panthers, bobcals and wolves? 
Black bear, roccoons, squim:ls, skunks and oposswns lived on dry land Vllhereas otters, mll'lkral:s, 
southern minks, ~Vt'P.!, and alligators inhabited wetlands. 

Coastal rivers \\"!:l"e teeming with fish-bmun, bass, catfish, and fushWllter eels along with 
herring, alewives, striped bass, sea trout, shad, smelt and flotmder lhaJ: swam inland selSOJ"Jally for 
spawnmg. Stwgeons from 3 to 6 feet swam in large nwnbers in tidewater rivm. Spanish 
mackerel, bonitos, red dn.uns and sea bass were abundant offshore.3 

Birds included cranes, herons, rngles, hawks, ospreys and a multitude of other small birds. 
Migratory fowl included ducks, g=, !1'.'-"!UlS, Carolina parakeets and hordes of passenger pigeons. 
Wild turkey, flocks of more than 200, inhabited the pinelands and maritime forests.• 

Natjye Americans 
Native Americans probably reached South Carolina approximalely 15,000 years ago.5 By 

the time of European contact they had developed into a diver.>ified culrun: !hat focused on 
agriculture {beans, com and squash), semi-sedentary village life, platform mo\Jllds, and ritual burial 
practices. Although they shortly disappeared following European conlact, these Mississippian 
peoples constiruted the height of Southeastern Indian prehistory.6 

Native American settlemmts varied through time, but the landscape of protohistoric and 
historic peoples often c.onsisted of old and new horticu\turu.l plots associated "ith scattered villages 
thar. were located on bluffs along tidal srreams and adjacent to maritime forest'>. Fire was used 
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1o clear new area>, revilalize existing plols, and to trap deer in the hunt. 7 Their alteraiions to the 
landscape resulted in open woodlands, wtedy old fields, pure pine stands on old sites, and 
blackened forests destroyt:d by wildfue.g 

Around the Cbarleston an:a, the Native Americans lived in settlements of two types: I) 
a large communal, round house or 2) a series or clust.er of small round cabins.9 These houses 
were cons1Juctl:d of wattle and daub with rooB of thatched palmetto leaves.10 

Ethnohistorical sources indicale !hal in 1600 approxirna1ely 15,000 Native Americans Jived 
in the ana we know today as South Cmu!ina. The Siouan-spe:lking lribes such as Catawba and 
subordinale lribes such as the Santee, Sewee, PeeDee, Wa!eree, and Congam: were !oca1ed in the 
north and eastern part of the state. (Figure I) The Iroquoian-speaking Cherokees, their entire 
rwt:ion consisting of approxima1ely 30,000, lived in the northwestern part. 11 

Some !, 750 native Ameri(aflS lived along a 100-mile strip of coastal an:a between the 
Santee and Savannah rivers. 11 Along the southern coasts many smaller lribes, collectively knov.n 
as Cusabos, and speaking Muskhogean, a common language of the Soolheast, were related to the 
powerful Creeks in Georgia and Alabama. The Yamasees, who did not settle in South Carolina 
until 1685, were lhe most well-known of this group.13 The Cusabos and Seewees occupied lhe 
coastal an:a in the 16th century, but by the 1715, only one See'l'lee village remained 14 

' ' 

INDlANS 
AT CONTACT 

c.l670 

'------- _,_ 
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Figure 1. Indians al tim: of conlad, c. 1670. {Reprinled wilh pennission. 

Map 4.2, Kovacik and Winberry, Sowh Carolina: 1M Mlki~~g of a Lnnd!cape, p. 60.) 
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FARLY COWNIAL PERIOD: 1526-1720 
Spanish 

Early explorers of the 16th century laid claim to the southeastern regions for France 
and Spain long before English settlers came to Jameslown in 1607. Giovanni da VerTa2Zl!OO, 
in 1524, explored the Atlwttic coast for France and Lucas Vasquez de Ayllon explored the 
eastern Carolinas for Spain in 1526. Hernando de Soto and Juan Pardo explored the Southeast 
in the 1540s, leading expeditions into the int~ar. Frt:nch IIItanpts ar settlement in the New 
World ended in abandonment or destruction. 

In 1565, the Spanish established strongholds aJ: St. Augustine and one year later a1 
Santa Elena The fon WJd mission ll= COI15tituted a formidable Spanish pre:;eru:e in Carolina 

Africans came to the Americas in these early expeditions as slaves. In 1526 free blacks 
as wdl as slaves accompanied Ayllon to a settlement near Cape Fear and \Iller when the 
senlemenr moved to aloogside the PeeDee River in the fall of thar: same year. Slaves were 
being irnj:mted to me West Indies as early as 1517, making way for slave trading over the next 
300 years. 

Injtial British Colonists 
The enonnous demand for manpower on West Indies sugar plantations gave rise to 

more involuntary recruitment of Africans. \Vhen Blllbados Vr'll5 sert.led in 1627, one out offour 
inhabitants was an African Negro.15 By 1670, approximalely 30,000 blacks and 20,00J whites 
inhabited me is!Wld. Land shonages, crop failures, epidemics, fires, and hurricanes, soon 
caused many planter.> to seek fortunes elsewhere. Thus, Bru:badians immigrants comprised the 
largest proportion of first permanent settlers to Carolina 16 

The ;irnt English settlement in Carolina Vr'll5 made on the Ashley River, bm the 
colonists moved ten yems laler to Oyster Point. The city of Otarles Tov.n was thw founded 31 
the confluence of the Ashley and Cooper Rivers. The Barbadians coming to the new settle­
ment were rewarded enonnoll'l granls of land through a land policy, or headright system A 
man traveling to the colony would be allowed ISO acres for each male he mmsported then:, 
including himself, 100 acres for (".fll:;h female, and 100 acres for each male under 16 yearn of 
age. This amount would IIIler be mluced to 50 aoes per person brought in to the province.17 

lnjtjal Industry and Agriculture 
Much of the initial work on me ]and involved clearing =ive trees and splitting logs 

in order to make huts or houses for slaves and squaring and sawing Jogs to make the houses 
for the freemen and their families. Three acres were expected to be cleared and cultivated 
annuai!(8 Senlers planted corn and tobacco during these early years and just barely eeked a 
living.1 

Several colonists tried to grow tropical fruits such as olives and citrus but were 
generally unsuccessfuL20 The single most profitable enterprise was raising livestock. Allowed 
to roam :freely and browse, canle became a source of protein for colonists early on. In 
addition to cattle, hogs became a commodity. By 1690, selling cattle, hogs, and com to 
newCQmers Vr'll5 well-established.1' 

Grazing had many advantages. It required little labor, fm:d up manpower for clewing 
the lWld, and provided a source of foOO and income. Grazing afforded the .·olonists with the 
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time and capital to plan for longer term economic growth. Money made from Hvestock 
enabled them to purchase slaves 3nrl servants. Z2 

Baneled pork and beef wen: the third largest export commodity. Most of these wen: 
exportod to the West Indies-1,963 barrels of beef and 1,241 barrels of pork in 1712.n 

Deerskins were another commodity quick to assist the English in their search for 
e:ooomic stability. Traders gave glass beads, doth, tools, knives, guns, powder and shot, rum 
and other rrwnufactured goods to Na1ive Americaru in return for hides. By the end of the 17th 
century, 50,000 deerskins were being shipp;:d annually from Charles Towne-'4 

A men:hant community quick.ly developed during the period 1705 to 1715. During this 
time the Native American trade dominaled commercial activity. The port became politically 
and ewnomically dominant in the colony and remained so throughout the colonial period?' 

Tunber quickly bel;:;ame another industry to develop in the early settlement period. The 
local need for ho~ing sustained a constant demand In addition, intense cultivation ofland in 
the West Indies for sugar cane had left the islands devoid of any wood products. Carolinians 
quickly began providing Barbados and other islands with wood for cane boiling fireS and 
staves for barrels to ship roolasses. Beef, pork, com, and lumber products were also shipperi 
in large quantities. It was through these industries that Carolinians got a start in the New 
World.:'_~ 

Given the hardships of starting a new life with different resources, the first farms and 
plantlltions in the Charles To'Mle are3 were actually frontier farms seeking economic stability 
through the use of a few slaves. Typical farms needed laborerll able to tend cattle, clear land, 
fence off the land for pas~. build peru for calves and shelters for hogs. Other types of work 
included butchering, barrel-making, salt gathering, packing and loading meat for eX]XJrt. These 
small timns wen: the pro::urwrs to large cash crop plantlltiol\5 emerging in the mid to late 18th 
century.ll 

Navai stores were ano!her industry to find success from the vast narural resol.lllXS of 
Carolina Although it developed slowly due to a )liCk of processing knowledge and a shortage 
of labor, the industry peaked in 1720 with 40,000 barrels of tar and pitch exported to 
England.23 

Carolina became a major producer of naval stores in the American colonies. Earnings 
financed more land acquisition and slaves. The success of the industry caused a flood of 
products at1d a resulting decrease in prices. However, mten England later turned to the Baltics 
for their supply, demand dmpped. In addition, Parliament reduced i15 subsidies to the industry 
in Carolina and eventually allowed them to exp~. By the end of the colonial period, the 
naval 5trn:s indll'ltry had fallered.29 

Native Americans 
Most Native Americans were willing to lrade with the colonists and creat.e for 

themselves a more secure environment. They hunl 
ted animals that were traded for hoes, kertles, knives, jewelry, and axes. Such items increased 
their prestige within the tribe and made their lives e:!Sier.J<l 

The Sewee:s, one of the local tribes, allied themselves and providro food for the 
English. They and other local Native American groups also assisted the English during raids 
by the Spanish.31 The Kiawahs v•ere known to have shown the English where to senle their 
colony at Charles Town Landing . .12 
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Having formed alliances with the English, IllBllY Narive Americans were more than 
willing to capture their enemies and exchange them far goods. Native AmeriCBn slaves v.'ere 

shipped to Europe and the northern colonies in mum for cattle, black slaves, or white servants. 
However, concern over reprisals from fu:; tribes and lhn::als to the fur trade influenced colonists 
to look e\se-.W!.ere for their labor supply.JJ 

CX!e such incident was the Yanasee War in 1715. As deer and other animals became 
scart:e, the Y anw:sees became more and more in debt and feared enslavement themselves. 
Shady troding practices of the English traders further increased the distrust Yernassees held for 
the ..,hlte man. The resulting war pushed the southern frontier l:w;k to Charles Town. 

Old world diseases v.uuld be disastroll'l for the local tribes. Having no resistance, 
many would die wilhin a few days after the arriwl of European traders. Diseases such 115 

smallpox, measles, inflru:n:za, and typhll'l took enormoll'l tolls on Narive American 
populations.J4 

Natives closest to the shores suffered most resulting in drnmatic declines in populations. 
The Sewees gradually moved away from UJe Charleston area having lost large numbers to 
srnallrsx and other diseases. Their population of 800 in 1600 had declined to only 62 by 
1716. 5 Of the approximately 10,000 Native Americans living in the Piedmont and Coastal 
Plains of South Carolina in 1685, only approxinwle!y 7500 remained 15 years later. Disease, 
Wllf, and slavery continued to ruiuce this population to a mere 300 by the end of the 19th 
a:ntury.36 

African-American ~ence 
Although white labor was common in the form of indentured servants, many settlers 

preferred the slavery system. It was not :m uncommon way of life as many who initially 
imported slaves had come from West Indies planlalions where slavery was aln:ady 
institutionaliu:d. During the early colonial period d!ere were no diplonwic or strategic 
problems or fears of reprisals as there were with Native American slaves. It was ch~ to 
import blacks from the islands than bring in labor from Engl:md. In addition, there were 
Wllimired terms, a UJllS1m1t source, and no reprisals for harsh tn:annentY 

Demand for labor increased with the clearing of land for pasture, lhe development of 
lhe timber industry, including naval stores, and the production of mrol.. During the fim 25 
years after initial settlement, blw::.ks were on equal footing with Nalive American slaves and 
indennm:d servants. :r-...fany worked complimentary wsk.s side-by-side "'ith their masters. As a 
result, blacks became involved with a diversity of jobs: driving cattle, hewing logs, coopering, 
and fishing. Blacks were good parhfmdcrs in lhe wilderness as fewer Natives remained. Many 
served as guides and tmnslators for fur trnders.38 Others became gOIXl boatmen or were sought 
for their skills as sawyers.19 

Shared difficulties allOWEI:i for unified forces on lhe homefront. Hostilities with the 
Spanish in the south, constantly shifting relatiorn with Native Arru:riC!UlS, and fear of Ailantic 
piral.es urged white.> and blacks to wori.: together for security. Also wilhin the colony was the 
concern with daily prcr~~isions, threa1s to livestock, and building bridges. These were all 
commonly done by black males for benefit of the whole.41l 

Blacks participated in the defense of white settlers in the Yemasee War of 1715. Some 
were given their freedom in exchange for defending the colonies. Most slaves, however, 
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probably had no choice in the matter. Ac.counts list as many as 400 blacks joining v.t:rire forces 
in response to the Native American thn:ats.41 

During lhe height of the naval stores industry, blacks excelled in the skills needed to 
extract turpentine from pitch pines. Others had a hand in the fur trade, collecting skins from 
Native Americans, and trimming, weighing wtd pa.:king lhe pelts for shipment to England.41 

By the end of lhe 1720s, a larger portion of the labor forre was devoted to naval stores wtd 
meat production than to rice.'l 

Population figures for blacks and whites indicate the black population exceerled that of 
whiles as early as 1708. Figures show 4,080 free and indentum:l v.t:rites, 4,100 black slaves 
and 1,400 Nalive American slaves. By 1"720, !hose figures had grown to roughly 6,500 v.t:riles 
wtd 12,000 blacks. In 1720, Christ 01.1lrch Parish, east of the Wando River, had 637 slaves 
wtd 535 free whites. (Approximar:ely 49 px~ple per lllx!lble acre with 54 penxnt of the total 
population being black.) St. Philip's Parish, including the city of Charles Towne, had 1,390 
slaves and 1,415 free whiles. (23 per taxable acre and 50 percent of the total populal.ion being 
black.)44 

The introduction of new varieties of rice brought incre:;sing interest in the crop by the 
end of the 17th centuJy. Historian Peter Woo:l states that the knowledge of West Africans in 
the cultival.ion of rice in their homeland, was the key to the "discovery" that: the crop does well 
under floo:l conditions. Planting and covering the seeds, hoeing in unison to work songs, and 
the pattern of cultivation were an retained from West African f=bears.ol.l 

Black slave labor was heavily n:lied upon for the production of rice. The sheer 
physical Slmlgth needed to clear swamp land, plant, hoe, harv!.>st, and transport to market was 
enormous. Africans also ~ed a partial immunity to certain lowland diseases v.t:rich 
inm:ased the landowners' preference for slaves. Yellow fever and malaria~ common 
diseases in Africa Acquired immunity and particular genetic changes through the sickle cell 
trait gave Africans an advantage over Europeans when exposed to these diseases."" 47 

Rice emerged as the staple commodity during the f!rSI 50 years of settlement. It was 
e;.gx>rted w Gn:aJ. Britain, to the northern colonies, to the West Indies, and, after 1730, to 
southern Europe. By 1715 more than 8,000 barrels wen: shipped annually from Charles 
Towne. The cultivation of rice spread along the coast north and souili of the city wtd exports 
=hed almoot 40,000 barrels per year by the 1730s. 

Settlement patterns 
Carolina's tidal rivers and streams made transportation easier and !his affi:cted the 

general settlement patterns. ENly settlement had concet1trated around 01arles Tov.ne wilh 
slow growth of a population dependent upon trade with Nru:ive Americans, canle, and forest 
industries. Colonists selected plantaJ.ion sites based upon several locational factors, but the 
most important during initial settlement was acre>s wmer tmnsporta!ion. The 1685 Thomton­
Morden map (Figure 2) shom clusters of plantations along major wate~V~ays. The Wando 
and Hobcmv Creds also shOYr" some settlement. By 1715, naval stores and the developing 
rice indll'ltry grew along with a population increasing to 16,000 (6,000 whites and 10,000 
blacks) Settlement5 were concentrated along the Cooper, Ashley and Edisto Rivers with a few 
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ciU5ters near Beaufort and along the Sant~. At this time 90 perrcn! of the population \~a~ 
Jiving within 30 miles of Charles ToY.'Ilc.48 

Christ Church Parish and Snee Farm· 1706-1744 
Christ Church Parish, kno\\11 historicall) as Lhc Wando Necl vr:IS crearcd in 1706. the 

results of the Church Act of 1706 which established ten church p;lrishcs outside of 
Charleston.49 Most of the pari.>hiom:rs of Christ Chw-ch were very poor fanners and 
mechanics. :;o They kept caule, mostly free--ranging, and n::gu!arly bumt:d the woods to 
enlumce grazing areas. Some people were involved in the Native American trnde, selling hides 
and deerskins in Cflarles Tov.n Many inhabitants blU1ted the abundant wild game to supply 
food for their farnilie;. Native American shell mounds v.ere used to produce lime and make 
mortar for building, whitev.'l!Sh, and crude bricks. Clay deposits folU1d in the parish pruvided a 
source for bricks. Many worked to produce turpentine, rosin, L"lr. and lwnbcr. 

By 1721 there were 107 families living in the parish-400 ...mites and 637 slaves. In 
1724 the parish gocw to include 470 whites and 700 slaves.51 

Some of the parishionen; listed in the Parish included Benjamin Law. elected church 
,.,.11rden in 1727. Joseph Llw is listed as a parishioner in 1732 along v.ith JfiiTll:s Allen. In 
addition. William Pinckney. Charles Pinckney's grandfather. is listed as a new member in 
1740.'! 'llese three family names are associatt:d with trnct of land which we know today as 
Snee h. 1. 
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Sncc Farm is bounded on the north by Long Point Rood. This rood, referenced as early 
a~ 1707 as rhe "Seawee Broad Path", connected Governor Sir Nathaniel Johnson·~ lands on the 
Sewcc Bay with Bermuda To.,n. Christ Church Parish historillrl, Anne King Gregorid1 in her 
foomote cites a 1707 Assembly act which ordcro:l the widening of the path to 16 feel. LJng 
}'oint Road extended from Belvue-Bermuda plantalion west of Boone Hall to Christ Church at 
present day U.S. Highway 17. The establishment in 1719 of Long Point plantation, situated 
north of Bermuda plantation, apparently was responsible for the renaming of the road. 

Today Snee Farm oonsist of28 acres of what v.-as originally a 500 acre land grant to 
Richard Butler in the late 17th century. The Thorton-Morden map of 1685 shows a Butler in 
the vicinity of rhe site (Figure 3). A 1733 Memorial to Benjamin Law, in Charleston, slates 
that the grant to Richard Buller W3'S made on Ih:ember 5, 1696.54 Sometime betwern. 1696 
and 1730, however, Butler oonvcyed the 500 acres to John Givens for in 1730, Givens left the 
pru-cel of land to Benjamin Law.l' (See Chain of Title in Appendix A) 

.. 
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Enlargement of the llmmton-Morrlen Map of 1685. 
CourtC') of the Charleswn Museum, Charle51Dn, South ~111m. 
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The land was described as "situate in Berkeley County buning and bounding on land of 
Thomas Boone to lhe Northeast and Up:ln the land of l\1ary and Sarah Sims to the Southwest. . 
, "

56 In 1738, 615 acres were sold to John Allen. 1he plar p~ that year shows only 
property boundaries .,i!h Captain Thomas Boone's property on the north (Figure 4). 

Allen increased the size of the farm by purchasing the 100 acres owned by James and 
Sarah White (formerly Sarah Sims) in 1744. This consolidated the farm into 715 acres. 

MIDDLE AND LATE COlDNIAL PERIOD 
Rk< 

The switch from inland swamp rice cultivation to tidal rice in the 1750s created great 
demands for slave labor. The slave p:~pulation in South Carolina jumped to 52.000 in thel760s 
and almost doubled to ]00,000 by the Revolutionary War." Tidal rice technology .involved a 
system of ditches, dikes. canals, and rrunk5 \vhich diverted tidal waters from rivers and streams 
onto the rice fields. Tidewater rice cultivation was practiced along rhe tidal portion of the 
Savannah, Ogeechee, Combahec, A>hepoo, Edisto. and Cooper River.>. 

lndjgo 
Indigo was another major commercial crop in coastal Carolina. Charles Pinckney's 

great aunt, Eliz:J. Luca~ Pinckney, along with the help of Frrnch Huguenots, successfully 
reintrCK.!uced rhe crop in the mid-18th century. During rhe French and Indian Wlli, l!.\p.Jr1s 
exceeded 0.5 million pounds annually. However, by the mid-J770s the crop peaked at over I 
million p:~unds.~ 

The higher lands behind rice flelds were ideal for indigo cultivation. large acreages 
occurred along the coast and in rhe back country. Contemporary estimates of a typical 
lowcounlry plaruarion in 1755 include 60 acres of indigo, 25 am:s of rice, and 32 slaves. 
Cattle, hogs, shoxp and poultry wen: also part ofrhe agricultural scenew 

Afiican-Amerjcans 
Racial tensions had bern felt early in the colonial period. Acts to restrict negroes 

appeared as early as 1712, and in 1721 a citizens' watch V."llS fonned in the city ofChiJI!es 
Towne.60J By 1730, fear of insurrections in the province had promptt:ri churchgoers of Christ 
Chw-ch parish to carry gLmS to serviccs.61 

Fears of uprisings fOrced slaves into more menial tasks, and as the colony became more 
stable with it~ rice·based agriculrure, white control over the economy tightened. Blacks began 
ftnding themselves restricted more and more to servile p:~sitioll.'i, and pushed out of p:~sition8 
that had before provided them contact and equal footing wirh Vr"h.itcs. More and more blacks 
were being confmed to agricultural labor such a~ hauling and loading rice, cultivating and 
processing indigo, collecting and disposing refuse, building roads. and cutting canal passages.<ll 

Still, the transition \Hts gradual. Even after 1720, there remained a high demand tOr 
skilled black5. During the decades following 1720, many were sold with rheir tools of trade. 
Advertisements sought drivers, blacks with knowledge of planting, coopers, cooks., 
scarmtresses. housew-enches. washeJ'I.I,'OffiC!l, "waiting men", boatmen, flshennen, blacksmiths, 
and ploughmcn.63 
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Pm;lulalions 
Forty thousand black slaves and twenty thoU'lal1d free '>'tt!itcs live.l in Carolina by 1740. 

Huge increases in slave importation oa:umd after 1725 coinciding ..,ith the rise in rice and 
indigo production.64 The British Surveyor General William DeBraharn estimated then: ·were 
35,000 free mutes in the city and country and SO,OOO slaves betv.'een 1751 and 1771.65 

The white popul&ion tripled during the period 1730-I7(fJ with Germans, Irish 
Protestanl.S, Welsh Baptists from Pennsylvania, Scotch-Irish, and Swi~ Protestants settling in 
townships, homesteads and areas of the frontier."' 

.Eronomv 
Many factors contributed to the rise of Charles Towne's Golden Age. Beginning in 

I 730, business activity flourished around the success of rice and indigo production. Charles 
Tov.ne merchants also e>tablished enterprises within the interior along river IO\\TIShips to bring 
'>'tt!eal.., indigo, tobacco and com to market. A southern port on the Gulf Stream and an ideal 
stopping point to and from the West Indies, Charles Tov.ne rapidly grew to be a major seaport 
on the eastern seaboard. Some 300 to 400 ships made stops there annually, sailing on to 
England, Holland, the West Indies, and the northern colonies. F:<ports rose 600 percent from 
60,000 pounds sterling in 1720 to over 400,000 pounds sterling in 1769.67 

Canle were still very common to the coastal areas. Mcrrens611 \\lites that an estimared 
800,000 cattle filled coastal cov.pens, swamps, and plantm' lands in 1751. 

I andg;ape patterns 
Architecrural historian, Roger G. Kennedy, has traced the architectural styles from the 

West Indies planters to the colonial Carolina lowcountry, and provides a view of the early 18th 
Charleston lando;cape. Kennedy notes that the successors of the West Indian plantm did not 
live on their plantations but rather they " ... created a little London in Charleston, from which 
they paid state visits to the ovC~:.eers of their rice, indigo, and cotton plantations." Although 
the colonial genii)' possessed great v.ealth, it did not often result in "large and elegant countcy 
houses." lfl 

By the late colonial penod plantation houses begin to appear oriented towards 
roadways as these lr.lnsportation routes became important vrith wa!crv.ays. By 1751. severn! 
roads, bridges, privare roads to plantmions, landings, and several causew·ays across JJ1ar.;hes 
had been built. This infra<;uucture was important in the eslablislunent of palish systems and 
iliowed a general movement of populations into the interior regions. Plantations \Vere widely 
dispersed as indicated in the Faden !vlap of 1780 (Flgure 5). The d'1spersed settlement pattern 
oominued into the 19th century in Christ Chur-ch Parish as seen in the Mills Atlas of 1825, 
Charleston District (Figure 6). 

Transportation to Charleston during the 18th and 19th century was by boat, and public 
and private landings can be found on numerous early plats and maps of the area. llle 1818 
plat of Snee Fann (Figure 7) indicates an "old causevray" leading in a northwesterly direction 
to Boone Hall Creek and suggests the use of a landing there during Pinckney's time. 
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FiJ,'Ure 6 Mills Atlas, Charleston District, 1825. 
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Reyolutjomu:y War 
The war cn:ared many physical changes in the landscape of Char!C'S Towne and the Wando 
Neck. Fortifications vrere completed at Haddrell's Point in 1775 and at Fon Johnson. Fort 
Mouh:rie, on Sullivan's Island, was also built. 
The panisan war also m:ated much conflict, death, and destruction in the colony. Chun:hes, 
plantarions. and crops v.ere burned and approximately 30,000 slaves v.nc lost from having run 
away, having died, or from having been stolen.w Property Vr'3S seizl:d, looted, and forth(;: most 
part devasmted. 
Afiican-Americans played important roles in the construction of defense works throughout the 
Charleston area Indeed, Charles Pinckney acknowledged their part in a speech quoted in 
Gordon71

: 

They .wre, as they still are, ar valuable a J.Urt of OIU population to the Llnion ar OJ"ryJ other 
equal rrumber of inhi:Jbitants. They were in numerous instances the pior12ers and, in all, the 
laborers afyo!U armies. To their hnnds WE're awing the erection of the greatest part of the 
fortijimtions mised for the protection of DIU counh)·: some of which, particularly Fort 
MJultrie, gave atthnt early period of the inexperience and untried valor of OIU citizens. 
immortality to American anns; and, in the northern states numerou.s bodies of them were 
e!1Fol/ed irUo and fought by the sides of the whiles, the battles of the Revolution. 

Christ Church Pari~h and Snee fann· 1754-!817 (Pinckmq' Period) 
In 1748, John Allen died and his v/tdov.. Anne Scott Allen, married John Savage. Savage sold 
Snee Fwm in 1754 to Charles Pinckney II (1731-1782), a member of the Jov.mlU'Jtry gentry, 
and a Vr"eilthy Charleston anumey, public servanL and planter. Colonel Pinckney acquired 
Snee Fwm soon after his marriage to Francis Brewton, sister of :Miles Bre'M.on7l. A late 18th 
C.."nlury plat (copy not ;-q;roduciblc) of the estate shows only two houses on the property; one 
on the northern boundary and one on the south along the "Public Road to the Chun;h Su-eet".T.I 
The house located on the northcrn edge appears to be in the same location as cruciform-shllpcd 
area drnv.n on an 1818 plat drav.n for the subsequent owner, Francis G. Ddiesseline (Figure 
7). The house on the northern boundar)· may have been standing when Colonel Pinckney 
pun:hased the land. To dar:e, archeological investigations have yet to locate the site of this 
structun:. 
Colonel Charles Pinckney died in 1782. The probate inventory of 1787 indicaies he had 40 
SliiVes at Snce Farm including a driver, sav.yer, a wheeh\oT'ight, a cooper, a gardener, an 
oarsman, 3 carpenters, and 5 field hands." The use of an oarsman is n:inforced by the 
acknowledgement of a landing and boathouse located nonh of Pinckney bridge. In a court 
case concerning a land dispute betv.-·een William Mathe-.-vs and John Horlbeck in 1844, 
descriptions of the property provide the fo!lowing: 

- . About lhree chams below the [Pinckney] bridse are to l:r seen the marks of an old causev.a), and ... the 
tr.~ces of an old road leading to tt. The old boot house of Snee Farm, ..tlen it was held by Charles Pinckney a!ld 
Governor Pinckney, stood just below the old causeway, and the boallanding v.a> immedi"tely belov. the house." 
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Colonel Pinckney specifically stated in his v.ill lhar. Snee Farm, along with Drainfield and 
Fee Farm at A5hepoo, be ~taincd \Vh.ile oilier properties of his be sold to pay his debts. This 
,uuld indicate that Sne~;: Farm was a profitable and, perhaps, favorite place. His son, Olarles 
Pinckney Ill (1757-1824), inherited the property following his farher's death in 1782.16 

Archeological investigatiofl5 oonducted aJ. Sne~;: Farm have revealed the locarion of 
extensive !8th Blld 19th century brick foundations, some of\Vh.ich date 10 the Pinckney period 
of occupation. Recent arclieology suggests !hat the farm during CPU's ov,nership was quite 
aaive. Discoveries of wine bonlc seals with the Pinckney name and a silver sp:xm with 
initials of Colonel Pinckney and his ,ife are strong evidence of the family's residency. 

It is known !hat Colonel Pinckney spent Christmas Eve and Christmas day of 1775 at 
Snee Fann.71 Given the apparent activity and use of the farm by Omrles Pinckne)'s parents, 
it is believed that Snc:e Farm played a prominent pari in his youth. Further n:search may 
reveal how the Pinckneys spent their time at Snee Farm. 

Yoi.Ulg Charles Pinckney inherited Snee Farm from his father's estate. Snee Farm was 
knov.n as his counuy esmte, but he also owned severe! plantations in lhe lowcountry and one 
on the Congaree River near Colwnbia He maintained an elegant lhn:e-storied brick residence 
flanked by a carriage house and stable buildings at 16 Meeting Street in OJ.arleston. The 
townhouse was probably his principal residrnce after his marriage to E!e.'lllor Laurens in 
1788.7g South Carolina historian Dr.George C. Rogers stated that Charleston was at her peal 
in 1788 and that all the Pindrneys (Charles, Charles Col.esworth, and Thomas) had ftne 
residences in town.19 

A review of the 1790 Federal Census provided no infommtion on Charles Pinckney's 
residence. The records simply r=<led that he owned 14 slaves in St. Phi!Hp & St. Michael, 
52 slaves in St. Bartholomev.•, and 45 slaves in the Orangeburg District. Slave laborers and 
skilled slaves at Snee Farm may have been managed by an overseer at this time.80 

During his second term as Governor of South Carolina Charles Pinckney mote to 
George Washington offering Snee Farm for a rest stop on his tour to Olarleston in 1791. In 
lhe invira.Lion he requested the President "to make a stage ru. a little farm of mine in Christ 
OtltrCh .... I must apologize for asking you to cal! ru: a place so indifferently furnished and 
where your fare will be entirely that of a farm" .81 President Washington recorded in his diary 
after his breakfast at Snee Farm on 2l"vlay 1791: "Breakfasted at the Country seat of 
Governor J>inckney abeut 18 miles from our lodging place and then came to the fen}' at 
Haddrell's Point. .. "11 Historian Waller Edgar notes that Washington's use of the ,.'OJ"tl 
"seat" in his description of Snee Farm emphasizes the important status of Pinckney's country 
estate. In England country seals were considenxl much more than men: fanns. He further 
comments that 18th century etiquette would have requirt:d the use of more modest terms 
when describing one's o,n property. Hence the use of "farm" by Pinckney in his lctlcr to 
Washington. 83 Pinckney was, by this time, not spending much time at Snee farm nrui by 1795 
he had leased it to Samuel Cripps.~>~ 

Pinckney qualifted as executor of his father's estate on April 16, 1798. sixteen years 
after his filther's death. 85 ·nus lengthy period suggests some legal difficulties may have been 
associated with the Colonel's csmte. l'ethaps further research into CQunty records may reveal 
something about the activitie; on the farm between 1782 and 1798. 
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An examination of the 1800 Federn.l Census shows that Charles Pinckney was listed as 
a resident of the City of Charleston, but no members of his family or slaves were counted. 
His name also appe;:!!"OO in the list of slave O\.\oTlers in Christ Church Parish. Pinckney's name 
appears next to the names of William Dunlap (19 slaves) and Deliesseline (23 slaves) 
suggesting these men were acting as his representatives, land agenl.'i, or overseers. The 
census record does not slate the locaJion of the slaves bU! it is probable that the 42 slaves 
wen: at Snee Farm. 116 

Again, in the 1810 Federal Census Mr. Pinckney .,-as listed in Charleston and no 
household members were enumerored, but he was listed as the ov.ner of 58 slaves in Christ 
Cbu:rch Parish.31 The number of slaves is similar to the number of slaves Pinclrney inherited 
from his father's estate. Based on the evidence, it is reasorrnble to assume that slave life and 
labor at Snee Farm had not changed since the American Revolution. 

Because no family papers or Snee Farm plantation rerords an: known, '1.\'e have no 
description of lhe farm other than t\-vo survey plats from 1783 and 1818. One Charleston 
County m;:ord rep<Jrtcd that Charles Pinckney's Snee Farm and several other properties '-"= 
'\!Jlolly W1productive" and some of the propcrties were "in periiliing condition the houses 
going to roin and daily diminishing in value."88 

Walter Edgar's A Ih:umenJary History of Snee Farm p~ for the Friends of 
Historic Snee Farm in 1991 contains the following an excerpt from an 1817 advertisement in 
the Charleston City Gazelle and Daily Advertiser, 21 February 1817. Snee Farm planlalion 
was described as: " ... containing about 800 acres with the n=sary buildings well suited for 
supplying the Cbarleston markoo. Also, about 60 hClld of cattle v.hich may be seen on the 
farm." "The 1818 plar presents a grophic picture of rice cultivation, land ll'lC, and a preswncd 

""""· 
The Pinckney Gardens at Snee Farm 

Wealthy planters who had been to England were lrnown to hare spent the time and 
money to erect stately gardens!\>. Henry Laurens, Eliza Lucas Pinclrney, and Charles Drayton, 
who were contemporaries of Colonel Pinclrney, fashioned their gardens from English models 
of the time. They were charru:teri=l by geomeuic planting beds with straight walkways and 
enclosed with fences or hedgero,.'S. The fashion of the day encouraged the mixing of 
vegetables, fruits and flowers in a decorative style. The combination of "dcccrative" with 
"productive" illustrared a new gardening style known as the "lbme omee''.00 

A~ Colonel Pinckney was educated in England and kept close economic and social tics 
with the mother country, then: is a strong likelihood thar he installed elaborate gardens ar 
Snee Farm. His v.ife, Frances Brewton, was also a member of one of the wealthiest 
Charleston families and ~e may have played a role in the development of Snee Farm.9 ' The 
fact that CoL Pinckney's probate inventmy of 17871istcd a ganlener leads us to believe that 
lhis skilled slave was needed for special gardening taSks. Obviously, the slave gardener had 
tasks unlike those of the slave field hands. 

Details found on an 1818 plat (Sec Figure 7) indicare a rectangular cruciform pattern 
and may represent a garden or garden plot~ I~JC<~tcd nC<lr the northern property lxlundary 
adjacent to Long Point Road. Two tightly cro!'.> hatched rectangles on the south and ea~t 
edges of the pattern may represent a dwelling house and an associated structure. 
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Evidence for a garden is found again on a later plat, probably related to an 1844 court 
suit "l\.1athe">VS vs. Horlbeck" (Boone Hall lands). The plat bears the identification of g:u-dens 
in a section labeled "Park and Garden of Mr. }..1a[hews." Although details of the gardens are 
not drnv.n, lhe area indicated '>'laS in the same area vrhere the earlier 1818 plat indicated a 
cruciform-shaped garden north of lhe resider!ce. Intriguing, also, is a quote by lhc lawyer 
representing l'<Iathe">VS vrhen the case against Horlbeck '>'laS appealed: 

Upon this ua::t there has bet:n ronlinuous p:lSSoeMion since the conveyance to Charles Pinckney 
and perl!aps long before, and a handsarre gan:lcn and adjoining pleasure srounds besides hou.o;es 
and fields have long existed on it and been can:fully tended and embellished by Charles 
Pinckney, Governor Pinckney and the Plaintiff"' 

finally, one bit of informmion published in 1866 provides a fuscinating view of the 
past cultural landscape at Snee Farm. Defuw's Revie-.r published an intriguing article in April 
1866 Vr"hich stated lhat Charles Pinckney v;a.s "fond of nrrnbling over his farm" in Christ 
Church Pari~. The author, W. S. Elliott was a Pinckney descendent. Despite his reminiscent 
and rather florid description of "Sncc Farm" as the site of a "villa" with foUJltains, ilirubbery, 
an artificial lake, and fish ponds, Elliot offrn; the possibility of embellished g;mlens existing 
during the Pinckney period.'ll His description of"An avenue a mile long, with a grove of 
luxuriant oaks, [Vr"hich]led the way to the rustic residence .. .'' comlates with the entrance 
"avenue" found on other plat maps.'l-1 

Soee Fann Dwing the Revolution 
Colonel Charles Pinckney may have spared devastation to Snee Farm v.hcn he 

abandoned the American call')e in order to protect his property.'~~ William Moultrie and 
Charles Cote;;wonh Pinckney were paroled !l!ld kept quarters at Snec Farm in !780. It was 
during that time that Moultrie reported that lhe "quartrn were excellent at Mr. Pinckney's 
place c.alled Snee farm". 96 1his indicmion that lhe farm was in good condition is further 
supported by the fact that Frances Brewton Pinckney, wife of Colonel Charles Pinckney, 
wrote after the war that she intended to spend more time m Snee Farm.91 Unfortunately, 
Christ Church did not fare as well. The church Yr"!IS burned by the British in 1782 and rebuilt 
in 1788.98 

OVERVIEW OF THE CHRIST CHURGI PARISH LANDSCAPE: 1785-1860 
At the end of the 18th century, colonial impint.s still existed on the agrarian landscape 

of the parish. Rice remained a cash crop and plantrn were flnding enormous success v.ith 
Sea Island Cotton. However, general fanning and lhe production of provision crops for the 
Chatleston market dominated this section of the parish. Although plantation ov.nrn generally 
maintained fme residences in lhe City, lhey found Christ Church Parish plantations convenient 
due to the short distance lo the city, across the Cooper River. Plantation lands in the pari~ 
hru.l been selected not only !Or convenience, but for the suitability of the soils, available forest 
lands, inland and tidal swamps. access to water transportation, and interior roods. The 
Charleston countryside '>'laS viewed as a pl~ant place for retn:at.s and holidays at counlr}' 
farms and plantations or houses in the village of Mount Pleasant. 
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Recent historical and archeological research suggests a diversity of human activities 
took place within lhe agrarian landscape of the parish. The archeological remains of boat 
landings, ship building or ship yards, tar kilns, Civil War earthworks., and brick yards have 
been =rded from sites along Hobcaw ~k and the south side of the Wando River"". 
Historians are now examining lhe history and cultural life of the former village of MotuJt 
Pleasant.loo 

Commonly, in lhe early 19th century s!aveholding planters and farmers of Christ 
Church Parish sent ri!X. vegettlbles, cotton, and livestock to the City of Charleston by boats 
just as they had in the )ale 18th century. Whenever the prices for rice and cotton increased, 
planters sought to increas~: !heir land holdings and purchased roore slaves to c!CJr and 
cultivare neYr· fields. 

South Carolina lov.t:auntry historian, Charles Joyner slates that "From !8l» to 1808, 
at least 200 ships unloaded upwards of 40,000 black slaves at Charleston". It should be noted 
that most of these slaves were destined for upcourmy cotton planlarions at this period in time. 
Although slave importar:ion was abolished in 1808 by 1810, eight of every ten people in the 
lowcountry \'>'ere black The lowcountry had the highest proportion of Africans than in any 
othcr region of North America. WI Cotton and rice were the staple crops cultivated hy slave 
laboms in the countryside around Charleston by the 1820s. 

Snee Farm was probably representative of the type of landholding in the area. 
Historic plat maps between 1818 and 1848 show tidal rice cultivation along a tidal creek at 
Snee Farm. The plats drawn for post-Pinckney land ov.ners show lx!nks, canals, ditches, and 
field divisions common to the tidal form of rice cultivation'""· 

Twical of plantations near major watcmays, Snee Farm had primary approaches frum 
both the river side, Horlbeck Cm:k, and the land side, to the King's Highway [U.S.l7J. 1 ~3 

The agrarian landscape of the farm can be reconstructed .from several historic plats which 
depict the cultivated fields, !)peS of land, spatial arrangement of buildings (slave quarters and 
main holl'le complexes), avenues or streets, swamps, ]Xlnds, woodlands, roads, boundaries, 
witness trees, bridge;, causew.~.ys, and adjacent hmdov.ners.' 00 

Settlement Panems and Plantation l.a>·outs 
Robert Mills' 1825 map of the Charleston District provides a view of the general 

settlement patlem of the Christ Church Parish (See Figure 6). The names of landowners who 
subscribed to his publication are indicaled bm his map does not show the boundaries of the 
landholdings. The owner ofSnee Farm (Deliesseline) was not shown. The u-ansponation 
system (roads, ferries, and boat landings), the Christ Church, !Ilan;hes, islands, forts, and the 
antebellum village of Mount Pleasant arc illll'lnated 

Recently, historical archeologist, Linda France Stein presented data on a shift in the 
settlement patterns of lowcountry plantations in Charleston County from the !ale 18th to early 
19th century and has suggested !hEll this transition was related to the emergence of cotton as a 
staple crop in the counll)'Side around Charleston. 'Q' This hypothesis of settlement pattern 
change v.a~ based upon cartographic analysis of a series of historic maps of the county anl is 
relevant to our understanding of the evolution of the landscape at Snee Farm. "I11rtt historic 
plantation patterns or layouts were identified by the Charle.ton County study. Plantation 
complexes along road~ were arranged in a linear manner, showing a centrnl drive with a large 
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house at the end with smaller buildings (perhaps slave quarters) lining each side of the 
driveway or slave street Two other typ:S of plantation setllement patterns, a linear duster 
and a mon: ar~c, non-lineJr group associa1ed with rice plamalions were documented from 
historic maps.1 

A number of historic maps of Snee Fann have been examined and found to exhibit 
charnaeristics of the fm;t planta!ion layout type. A plat attributed to surveyor Joseph Purcell 
(circa 1783) sho~ only 2 buildings, one= the present day Long Point Road and one near 
present day U.S. 17. A review of early to mid-19th century plats of the fann sho~ that the 
main house v.as located near pn:sent day Long Poinr. Road. Although the spatial arrangement 
of 18th century buildings at the farm has not been determined with certainty, IICCheological 
investigations have yielded lll"Chitectural remains and historic features dating lo the 18th 
century in the same location as those of the 19th century (Brodcingwn 1987, 1989, King 
1991, Keel1991-1992). 

Whether or not the archeological resources correlare with the historic plats remains to 
be shown in the fmal archeological n:tXJft. However, the historic plats do indica1e that by the 
1840s a main house complex and slave quartm were arranged in a linear pattern. A long 
snaight avenue leads south to north to the main house and a line of slave houses was located 
off this main llVenue forming an L-shape. It appears that this spatial arrangement did not 
change untill863. 

A map prepared for the Civil War Atlas shows a new location for four structures, 
presumed slave houses, along Long Point Road and east of Horllxck Cm:k. It is possible 
that the Civil War era map did not delineate all structures on the plantation.101 

19th Centuzy BuildiniS and Structures 
Most of the residences built in Otarleston County fium 1800 to I 860 were built in 

rural amtS because of the slave-based staple crop plantation economy. Planter's houses of 
this periOO were generally tv."O story adaptal.ions of the Greek Revival and Neoclassical styles. 
Even the dwel!ings of ovmern; were commonly of two--story frame construction. 

"Small farmers houses may have been similar to the simplest planter's residences. 
Typically, cottages of one or one-and-one-half stories, on a raised foundation, these had a 
single-story porch across the facade; two ridgepole or rear chirrmeys in the lateral gable roof; 
and sometimes dormcrs." 108 The prevailing vernacular house type in Charleston County 
associated with farms and villages was a central-hall f~ouse with a full-facade porch. A 
recent survey of extant vernacular f~uses in the county found that these housetypes often 
include ornamentation. possibly the result of the availability of locally-sawn and milled trim. 
These central-hall plan houses, which prevailed prior to 1900, contained four principal rooms 
with shed room or a detached kitchen commonly added to the rear. 

Slave cabins w= small wood frame one story structures with a single gable and 
exterior chirrmey. The brick slave cabins at Boone Hall plantation (adjacent to Snee Farm), 
are an exception due to the fuct that the Horlbeck family -was a brick manufacli.JJ"el".1lll Other 
buildings commonly found on a 19th century lowcountry plantation were: detached kitchens, 
meat houses or smoke houses, dairy houses, rice barns, rice mills, barns, storage buildings, 
special U';e winnowing houses, and cotton gins. Specialized structures such as indigo 
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processing facilities, tar kilns, cooper shops, blacksmith shops, boar docks, boat Janding:s, and 
bridges were also found on lowcountry plam.mions. 

Mt. Pleasant· Antebellum Summer Vmage 
A swnmer village existed at Haddrell's Point on the east side of the Cooper River in 

the 1780s bm it was not until 1837 that the to.,.n of l\11ount Pl=t ·.vas officially laid out. It 
had ~ged significantly by the middle of the 19!h century. A resident slated thar. "In place 
of b<:mg a small isolw:ed Village, with a few slraggling houses, the Sllffilllf.'r resort of lhe 
neighboring farmers, it is now intimately a:mm:cled .,...j!h the City of O!arleston, by a Steam 
Boar: Ferry; handsome dwellings have sprung up, a fme Hotel, and Shops and Factories have 
been established, it is an incorporaled town ... "110 

19th Centuzy Agriculture 
Agriculturul census data provides some clues about the crops and livestock at Snee 

FII!TI1. This data available for 1850 to 1880 supplemerus the historic plat maps of the 1840s. 
This information might also be used to infer that similar crops !TUI)' have been grown at Snee 
Farm in the early 19th cenrury v.hen Charle; Pinckney OVrTled lhe land. The 1860 agricultw-al 
census recorded a livestock opernlion Ill Snee Farm. Com, peas, and beans were also grown. 
An inten:sting fact is that in 1860, Snee Farm produced 58 bales of ginned conon and 100 
pollllds of wool. The owncr of the farm, Lod;wood Allison McCantS, WliS also listed in the 
Industrial Schedule as a cotton gin operaror. 

In 1860, Christ Clnm:h Parish recorded a drastic drop (81.3%) in rice production. 
Since rice planters in the parish could not effectively compete with the tidal rice plantations 
in the other parishes of the Charleston and Georgeto\\'!1 Dislricl~ they may have drained the 
old rice fields and converted them to cotton fields or provision crops. Based on the census 
datJ it appears that Snce Farm was a mixed farming operation in the 1860s. A.s the Civil 
WrJI approached, parish plant~ were supplying livestock, cotton, and vegetables for the 
Charleston market. 111 

TilE CIVIL WAR ERA 
Limited Civil War military actions occurred in this section of the parish. In January 

of 1861 the Rev. Mr. Fell of Christ Church reportfd that a company of Confederate soldiers 
Mo vrere encamped nearby attended church services. During the following winter, residents 
of the "village" arolllld Christ Chucch sought refuge in the upper part of the swe. Palmeno 
Banery was constructed as part of the defenses of Charleston and delineated on the 1863 M!Jp 
Qf Charleston And Its Defenses. (Figure 8) The remains of the eanhwork are located east of 
US 17 ncar Christ Church and terminate at the edge of Copahee Bay. 112 

In her history of Christ Church, historian Anne King Gregory reportOO that: "Mt. 
Pleasant WliS not damaged by the guns of the enemy, and Christ Church WliS completely out 
of mnge .. .In September J865 .. .Negro troops were stationed in the parish. A company of 
Negro cavalry ll'led Christ Church as a stable, and the church was wreckerl"m Grtgory 
stated that plantation ovmers fled the parish during the war and !hat in 1866 only tv.o v.hite 
families had" ... returned to their plantation homes in the parish, but in the chaotic conditions 
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of the time, they were regal'rled by their friends as foolhardy, for ruin was on every side, and 
most of the planters preferred to remain in their summer homes in Mount Pleasant". 1'4 

1863 Cjyil War Map 
The rrwp entitled Charleston And Its DJftnses, November 28, 1863 provides a glimpse 

of the landholdings and landowners from Christ Churdl to Mount Pleasant. The rrwp clearly 
show.; the mmer's name, Ml::Can15, at the location of Snee Farm (Figure 8). Christ Church is 
shown a1 the intersecrion ofthn:c roads; two were named: Long Point Road and the 
Georgetown Road The third road tcnninales at the western end of the Confederate Battery on 
the lands of Horlbeck (now Boone Hall). Generally, this map depicts widely separated or 
dispersed plantaLions on the south side of the Wando River. The mile long plantation avenue 
which transects 11cCants' Snee Farm may have existed since the rolonial period; however, 
rhere is no indication of a main house at Snee Farm. This Civil War map is an excellent 
overall view of the area's settlement pattern. 

Snee Farm and the Parish: 1865-1880 
Following the Civil War the social slructure, IXOnomy, and labor of Charleston County 

was disrupted and subsequently changed. Fn:e African-Americans adapted to changing 
circumslances. Some Charleston County planters had to sell olf their land or pieces of it and 
white men '.Vith money hired wage I~ on a yearly contract or monthly, weekly, or daily 
basis. 111 In Ou-ist Chun:h Parish the fust private sale to blacks WBS Woodville Planation, 
north of the Wando River. "In December 1863 it was divided into 6 to 18 acre farms, and 
220 blacks bought and settled them.""6 

The Cultural Resource Survey of MJ. PleasanJ, conduaed in 1988, also identified 
black ov.ncrship trends in the an:a. "The present day African-American community of 
Snov.Uen, located on the north side of Long Point Road, appealS to have developed between 
the 1870s and the [tr.;t decade of the 20th century when ru least thn:e large tracts were 
subdivided into small farms." 117 in Christ Chun:h Parish the number of farrits inC!eiiSed from 
61 in 1860 to 517 in 1870.m White and black landov,.ncrs, tenant farmers, and farm laborers 
produced cotton, rice, com, sv.oeet polaloes, and livestock \Vhile other residents found 
employment in the fishing, timber, and the phospha1e indll'ltries. 

In 1870 the ov.ncr of Snee Farm produc.ed less !han half the amoW'lt of conan B.'i 

before the war and Indian com, pe3.'l, and beans nearly equaled the prewar levels. Only t\1'0 

horses and ~mules were recorded in the Censll'l of Agriculture. The absence of livestock 
and the reduced conan production probably refle:l;;ts the post-war ro:momy. By 1882 the 
truck (vegetable) farms south of the Wando River were producing potatoes and cabbages for 
shipment to the city markets. "9 

In 1870, 68 percent of the county's tolal population of 88,863 was black and by 1880, 
the ratio of blacks to whites had not changed, but the population had increa.serl to 102,800. 
There was a general population decline which lasted v•ell alter the rum of the century. ' 2~ 
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SUBSEQUENT LAND 0\VNERS OF SNFJ;: FARM 
frnncis Gottjer Peliessdine: 0v.ner of Snee Fann 1817-1828 

Pinckney's farm was sold by the l\.1aster In Equity to Francis G. Deliesseline in 1817 
for the amount of $11,380.00. 121 On April 18, 1818, surveyor William Brailsford dre\.v a plat 
(See Figure 7) of Snee Farm with 767 112 acres situaled in the district of Charleston Christ 
Church Parish on the waters of the Wando River for Fmncis G. Delie.>seline. 122 This plat of 
Snee Farm is an excellent sow-tt of information since it shovis the details of the rn!IJ1;b and 
rice field swamps along the tidal creek (knov.n today as Boone Hall C~). The surveyor 
dn:w cross-hatched fteld panem5 to represent rice cultivation and a system of ditches, dikes, 
and canals. Two ditches nm nonh-south from boundary line to bolllldary line. A lhird ditch 
runs east to southwest wtd then nonh into the tidal =k. The road bisects the property on a 
N-S line, beginning at the "5 mile post" and terminating near "BuJlers CaU5(C'I~I' on Long 
Point Rood. It is likely diat rhis is the mile long avenue which Ellion described in the 
De&ws RI?View anicle. 

This plat also illustrule<i the rectangular cruciform panem of a prden as discussed 
previously in the section entitled "Pinckney Gardens". Two dwelling houses may be 
n:pre:;ented in the tightly cross-hatched rectangles in the southern and eastern edges of the 
garden. No slave quarters were shown on rhis plat v.flich seems odd because all of the later 
platS show quarters. It should be noted dJ3I: nearly two-thirds of the land area was identified 
as woodland in 1818. Ill 

Ikliessclinc's land was bounded on the nonh by lhat of William llorllx:ck (formerly 
Capt. Boone), on !he south by that of William \\lhitesides and Captain Hibberu, on the west 
by lands grnnted to George Wolf, and on the nonhwest by Rutledge land. "Butlers 
Causeway", across the tidal marsh, on Long Point Road is indicated on the nonhwest portion 
of the plat. The location of the chw-ch (Christ Cbw-ch) at the six mile post \\"aS drawn as a 
fiiied roctangie. At this time the Ck.orgetown Road was known as the "Church Road to 
Hibbens Ferry." This public road actually ran through the southern section of Snee Farm. 

Scant information is available about Dellesseline. It has been fo/lrted that he was the 
sheriff of Charleston Courny and no doubt additional resean:h would prove useful. 1~ Census 
data for 1820 indicated that he Ol'ttled 25 slaves in Christ Cburch Parish. 125 He appears as a 
resident of the City of Charleston which suggests thlll. Snee Farm was not his primary 
residence. A biogr<~phical sketch ofFruncis Gottier Deliesseline states that, "some time after 
1826, he evidently fOUlld himself in poor f~nancial and/or political saaits. Unable to resolve 
his problems, he, without his family, abandoned his property to his creditors 3Jld moved to St. 
Mary's, Georgia a self-imposed exile."126 Apparently he was unable to meet the terms of the 
Snec Farm mortgage since by I 828 the property was conveyed by the l\.1aster in Equity to 
WilliEII!l Mathews.127 

William Mathews: <N.ner of Snee Farm I 828 to 1853 
Mathew<; purchased Sncc Farm in 1828 for $3,150. 128 The sale price was Jess than th~ 

price Dellesseline had paid in 1817 ($4,380). It is not kno\\TI whether the main house at Snee 
farm plantation was constructed at rhis time or whether it was constructed at an earller date 
by Ddiesseline. 
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In 1830, lhc Census takers recorded Mathews as the owner of forty-one slaves in 
Christ Church Parish in 1830: twenty-nine male slaves and 12 female slaves. 129 No ho=hold 
or family members were enumerated in lhe population schedule. 

Architectural investigations of the present dwelling house at Snee F:mn wmmissioncd 
by lhe Friends of Historic Snee Farm concluded that the structure dates to lhe period around 
1820. The IU'"Chitecturol researchers were impressed by the "remru"kably intact condition of the 
dwelling house at Snee." The an:hitectural inve>tigalors, Buchanan, Herman, Ridout, Tolson, 
and Wenger staled lha!: 

Very linlc has cc:orred here in the ""Y of changes that compromise the historic cham:ter of 
the 511'\lctUre Onre part of an e:<tensive pl:unation di<lrict, !his property IS one of !he fevo 
surviving remnants still capable of evoking that agr:iculturnlland.<cape and the w.ty of life it 
sustained. 

The house itself is a rille and import:lllt e:<llrnple of the Caaslal Co!13ge, a prominent element in 
the cultwal histmy of the Carolina louroumry and !he COOS!al region of lhe upP"f 50Uth dunng 
lhe late colonial and early FedemJ P"""iods.'"' 

T\.\10 recent an:hitectural surveys conducterl in Cbarleston Cowtty and lhe town of 
Mount Pleasant contained an historical overview and dala on exumt historic strucuues in the 
ana The reviev.· of lhe Historical and An:hitectural Survey Cbarleslon County, Scruth 
Carolina, 1992 survey dma suggest !hat the extant holl'ie (coastal cottage) at the Omrles 
Pinckney National Historic Site is apparently typical of a small planlds residence or an 
over.;eer's house.'1

' The one and-one-half-story wood frame double pile, gable roofud holl'ie 
with dO!llkTS, represents a type of dwelling which was typical of the small planter's 
residences in Charleston County. 112 

The Historic American Buildings Survey t= prepared a historical narrntive v.hich 
accompanied the measured drawings of the Snee F:mn house, r=rrlcd in the sununer of 
1990. The description from lhe W..BS report follows: 

The plantation dwelling house is a wr:o::l /Tame vernacular cortage-style struc~ that is a rnre 
sW\'ivor of a from that '"'"familiar to the l!!th and 19111 renrury South Carolina rural 
lanrl=pe but has largely disappeared in this cenrury. The rto~j·-and-a half gable roofed house 
with donners JeSt.<; UJXm brick piers. On the Interior the princifl"l rooms lie on either side of a 
fully paneled centnll hall with .tairs rising from the north or back .00 of the haiL In 19361lle 
t>oU willgs were arlded. The house is built of nalive pine and cypress and the interior 
omamenlltlion is a vernacular inrcrpretatioo of Federnl s~j-le carving 

llte H<\BS l!lciritecturnl historian noted: "It seems most likely that either Deliesseline 
or l\1alhews built the existing holl'ie." Historical information related to the Mathews period of 
owner.;hip provides insight into land ll'ie at Snee Farm plantation and establishes lhe fact that 
ll.1at:hews principal residence v.-as on Charlotte Street in Charleston. The HABS 
documentation states: 

Wil!iam Mathews dcscnbeJ himself. in his last: will and leStamCnl as a planter. lnde.:d. it 
api"""S lllat hemmed considCr.l.ble proper!). His will, ,.f,ich lea•es his real estate 10 his MO 
surviving daughters, lists f"• "plan tat tons" mcludmg Sn"" Farm. t>oo other tracts of land. a "lot 
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of land with !he buildings thereon" in Ma2yckbornugh and a "wharf lot" in the same, a "Ferry 
place" and Ferry, as "elias "my house and lot in Charlene Srreet where I no" re5lde ... "(Will 
K:l99). l-\Js estate included 352 slave5 Menticm IS made in an equity prca:cd.ng following 
his de:uh of a sloop "for the tronsport of his (1\>.'11 crors to maJ'I(el." It "'wid appear from lh1s 
document thai. Snee Farm was n01 his primary residence. Reference is made, ho~cr, to 
"cerrain other Ell"'icles of fum1\Ure at Snee Farm" which were Mathey,-;' privole proper~)·- This 
would seem to indicale llun it WBS a place "'here he 'P""' some tirne.m 

The HABS docurnenl.lltion also provided ~me inforrnarion about the productivit}' of 
!he plantation based up:m equity cow1 proceedings, Charleston Chancery Records, Bill 59, 6 
December 1848, p. 7-8: 

Snee Farm ... devised to (!'&thews daughter) Mrs. Hun~ runLaining about 700 acres of land and 
serried by a gang of aOOut forly-eight negroes, ir., as }'UUr Orator has ~n informed an 
unprcxluotive place· Thai the testator (William Mathews) bought it wili1 the inrcmion of making 
com and hay here for the use of Miltoo Ferr)'; d1at over and aOOvc the provisions used on the 
place i!Self, Snee Farm has scarcely done more ... liwl to furnish bread for the hand< at the 
Ferry. v.;th hay for !he ""'rk-mulcs and horses at (the) live!)'. 

It should be noted that the historic records show !hat the number of acres for the 
plantation vary through time. This may be due lo errors by surveyors given the nature of the 
wetland~ or it may be thar additional lands were acquired by the subsequent owners. The 
equity proceeding quoted above says !hat Snee Farm comain about 700 acres, but the 1841 
plat map shCM'S 915.24 acres. Four plats of Snee Farm associated with William l\.1arhe\'.'S' 
pcriOO of ovmership c:<!llJlined for !his srudy are similar.134 A main house complex or "Mr. 
Mathews se/1/ement' and a slave quarter, are illustrated. All of these buildings V.'ere arranged 
in a line31' manner. William l\.1athev.-s v.as cultivating 365 acres rice land, swamp, and 
ra:laimed marsh in the western sectioo of !he 915 acres tract. The increase from 767 to 915 
acres is unexplained, but a series of plals v.ocn: dravm for a land dispute between l\.1athe»rs 
and Horlbeck (landowner on !he north). The 1841 plat ~ov.'S that Mathev.-·s claimed 
woodlands in the northern comer of Snee Farm.u5 (Figure 9) Also shO\\TI are the :m:as of 
clear-ed high land and provision land. The amount of wetlands, rice land, and reclaimed marsh 
were illustrolcd Witness trees, indiC31ors of the nature! vegetation included: live ook, pine, 
dogwood, gwn, tupelo, red ook, chinquepin, \vhitc ook, and hickory. The plantation road or 
"avenue" 'Which appeared on the e.vly 1818 plar still existed. 

A second plat, McCrady Plat 5559, drawn for a land dispute between l\.1arhev~S and 
Horlbeck (ov.Tier of Boone Hall Planllltion) ~OV.'S the locations of Butler's Bridge and 
Pinckney's Bridge on the road/causeway crossing the tidal cro;ks in the northwest comer of 
Snee Farm. The plat was drawn in 1848 and depicts the remains of an "old settlement" in the 
s-outhwestern section of Snce Farm neur the Georgetown Road.u6 

McCrady Plat No. 923 is undated but was probably related to an 1844 court suit 
"Mathews vs. Horlbeck" (Boone Hall lands). The plat bears the lb!lo\\ing identification: 
"Snce Farm Lands of Wm. Mathev.-·s_" The Sun'eyor showed the lOU!lion of"Pinckney 
Bridge" on the "Road from Georgetm~n to Libbey's Point" and previous sllfl.-·eyor's lines and 
measw-cments along the northcrn boundary of Snee farm. The map also shtm·ed an important 
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featun: labeled ''Park and Gar-den of fvlr. Mathe'.''S, diseu>sed in the previous section entitled 
"Pinckney Gar-dens." (see also an 1844 plat by Edward B. White, surveyor.1l') 

lbc Federal Census of 1840 listed William Ma!hews in Christ Chmch Parish. 
Mathews died in 1848ieaving Snee Fann to his daughter Susan (wife of Benjamin F. Hunt) 
and the v.ill was probaled in July 184-S.Ils After his dea!h there were disputes over the 
distribution of lvlalhews estate. Appan:ntly a suit was flillllly settled by the South Carolina 
Supreme Court and Snec Farm was sold to pay debts. 119 

No biographical material for William Mathews was found and the census taker simply 
m;ordcd that the Estate of William 1'>1alhcws o\\Tled 54 slaves in 1850. 1...., The 1850 
agricultural schedules should be examined for crops and livestock infonnation. 

Wimam McCants· O.mer ofSnee Faun 1853 to 1859 
The HABS repon stated that William McCants described himself as a plantcr of Christ 

Church ParistL "He mainLalned a 'house and lot in Mount Plcnsant' as well aq Snee F1111T1, 
possibly dividing his time lJerv.=l the two depending on the season."1

'
1 Pro'oote records 

document that the farm was inherited by Lockwood Allison McCants in 1859. 141 

Lockwood Allison McCants· Cfi.ner ofSnee Farm 1859 to 1879 
In Figun: 8, A Map of the Defenses of Charleston, the names of lando\\oTJ~ and the 

overall settlement pattern of lhe area are cle31"1y depicted. The Union map, shows "McCants" 
a~ the landov.ner for the Snee Farm location. If this map is come! then there was a 
significant change in the number and arrangement of buildings on the farm between 1848 and 
1863. No main house is indicated and only four buildings are sho,.,n on this map compared 
to the II buildings on the Mathews plats. It is intcre;ting to note that the old plamlll:ion · 
"avenue" appeared unchanged from Lhe earlier plm m~ps. 

The McCants pllllltation also differs from the other plantations in the immediate area 
OO:ause all the buildings (presumed slave quarters) an: lined up along Long Point Road. 
Perhaps :1 switch from rice to other crops ll1l'IY have necessitated the removal of the slllve 
quarters to make way for new crop.-;. L.A. McCants VrBS =rdcd in the 18ffi Federnl Census 
as the O\\oTler of 34 female and 36 ll1l'lle slaves. His name also appears as a n:prcsemative for 
the slaves of J.B. Lamb. 

The 1860 Census, Agricultural Schedule shows that L.A. McCants wa~ farming 400 
am:s of improved land for a total of 880 acres. The cash value of his farm was $15,000.00. 
He O\med 5 horses, 7 asst:S or mules, 10 milk cows, 3 working oxen, ffi canle, 20 sheq>, and 
60 swine worth $3,000.00. He grew 1200 bll'lhcls oflndhln com and girmed 58 bales of 
conan. He produced 100 pounds ofwoo1, 100 bushels of peas and beans, and 1500 bushels 
of sweet pota!oes. No rice was ~rted which suggests that the old rice fields had been 
abandoned, converted to dry cultivation for cotton or converted livestock pastiMe. 

In 1870.the federnl Census enumerators estimar.ed the value of Lockwood A. 
McCants real estate at $15.000 and his personal estate at $1,500 and the 35 year old McCanLS 
identified himself as a !'Ianter. His household included his wife 1\-fary (age 38), Anna (age 
13), Harriet D. (age 11). Thomas G. (age 2), Loch'>"IXXI A (8 months), and ll 70 year old 
woman named Sarah McCants (his mother?). 143 The 1870 Industrial Schedule repurted that 
McCants was the O\\m:r of a cotton ginning facili<)' at .Snee farm and lhe agricultural 
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schedule indicated only 27 bales of cotton were produced (150 pounds per bale). His 
livestock was limited to a couple of h= and a few mules. He producal 800 bushels of 
Indian com and 100 bll'lhels of peas and beans. The value of all farm products a~ recorded in 
lhe 1870 census V.'ilS $7650.00 and lhe cash value of the farm was $15,000. Only 400 acres 
was considered improved land and the remainder was listed as wcodlands. Lockwood A 
McCantS, like other white landCJV>Tiers in the parish during Reconstru,:tion v.as t'aced v.ith 
social upheaval, racial tension, high taxes, and debts. And like other Jandov.ners he may 
have hin:d Fm:.dmen as farm laborers or to operw:e the cotton gin. Some of the land may 
have been rented to terumts. Deed records indicate that the farm WIIS sold to William Jervey, 
trustee for the eslale of Francis Cordes in 1870, but the land reverted back to McCants, 
probably because of a default on the payments.1"" 

The 1880 Agricultuml schedule rwJrded Lockwood A McCants as a fanner who once 
again was producing cotton. Eighty-five acres yielded 50 bales ofCQnon. He had 30 acn:s of 
Indian com, 31 acres of Irish pota1oes, and 4 acres of SYr'l:el potatoes. His land was valued at 
only $5,000.00 (dov.n from the 1860 value of £15,000). 11cC.anls also paid mtgcs to 
African-American fatgrm laborers in the amount of$3,000.00. 1 ~5 The farm also contained 
9CKJ acJl!:S of land classified as permanent meadow or pasture and 200 acres of unimproved 
woodland and fon:st. Apparently, his livestock only included a couple of cows and some 
working horses and rrrules. He produced some poultry and eggs. His total acreage was 1300 
acres, which obviously included more land than the Snee Farm tract in 1880. By 19CKJ the 
McCants es\B1e sold Snee Farm to Thomas J. Hamlin (lt should be noted that the Hamlins had 
settled lands to the southeast of Snee Farm during the colonial period and their descendants 
presently live in the parish). 

POSTBELLUM AND CONTEMPORARY LANDSCAPE 
Settlement Patterns 

The nt:'-'>•labor system oftenancy, emerging after the Civil War, remained into the 
20th century. Senlement patterns reflecta:l this change from the clusters of buildings in the 
interior of a plantation lo a series of houses scattered alongside roadways. Tenants now lived 
on the land they worked and average holdings wm: about 44 acres per family in 1910.140 

Seventy percent of the South Carolina's tenants in 1920 v•ere black and tenants opt:rnt.ed 65 
percent of the farms. 1" Fencing, to enclose livestock, was also a new fearure found in the 
early 20th century South Carolina landscape. 

Agriculture 
Cotton and com dominated the agricultUTal landscape; however, by 194{1. soil erosion 

and declining soil fertilil)' prompted the cultivation of cotton lo move from inner coastal and 
lower Piedmont areas into the upper Piedmont region. DeprtSscd prices, devastation from the 
OOJI \veevil, and acute shortages of labor made growing cotton very difficult. l\.1any converted 
over to subsistence crops. 14s 

Rice never recupcrotcd after the Civil War. Hurricane strikes between 1883 and 1913 
damaged fields, levees, and trunk systems. By 1910 the S!llte had produced only 0.5 million 
pounds. 1~9 
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Low property values and povert)· conlributed to lhe sale of several rice plantations in 
lhc area. Attrncted to lhe rice fields for duck hunting, northern industrialists acquired old 
plantations and converted lhe l:mds into hunting retreals. Plantation homes were m~ovated. 
However, on occasion, the residences were destroyed. For example, lhe Boone Hall residence 
\\'aS replared by a building mort: appropriate for eruertainin~. New houses m!re constructed 
for those employees needed to manage the hunting grounds. 50 

Other crops besides cotton produced in lhe coa~tal regions included com, S\1-'ect 
potatoes, tobacco, and soy~. In 1933, New Deal programs servro to increase prices as 
less land was cultivated in tobacco and cotton. As a result, the tenancy system shrank 
between 1930 aru:li940. 151 

Tomatoes and cucumbers quickly replaced cotton as lhc principal crop in lhe coastal 
counties of Charleston and Beaufort. Truck fanning, begun as early as 1868, grew out oflhc 
need to !I"3CISport vegelables to a ready market. Cabbage and potatoes were initially planted 
but lru:er replaced by cucumbers, peas, beans, and lettuce. The collapse of Sea Island cotton 
left land to be farmed in vegelables and by 1940 tomatoes ba:ame a major crop. 152 

Most of the labor in truck farming came from black residents of lhe Snowdon and 
Hamlin Beach communities. Long Point, Palmetto Grove and O:lpahee were some of lhe 
parish's plantations to rely heavily on rruck farming. 15l 

Experimentation in less labor-intrnsive crops at lhe tum of lhe century included 
commercial pecan groves. By 1899, there were 9959 pecan trees in the slate, 307 ohm.ich 
were in Otarleston O:lunty.154 JohnS. Horlbeck, owner of Boone Hall on Long Point Rood 
owned, in 1907, a 600-acre grove and [W() smaller ones on his farm just north ofSnee 
Farm.155 

The 20th cemusy also saw lhe rise in the production of sea gruss baskets sold as 
household items and to tourists. lvfany of the .....-eavers from lhe Hamlin Beach are::1 sold their 
cruf.s through Clarence LegeJton'~ St:<~ Gra>s Basket Company (later renamed Seagrassco) up 
through lhe 1940s. Entrepreneurs later took advantage of lhe highway uade by setting up 
stands along U.S. Highway 17, a principal tourist mute to Florida in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The tradition became prosperous as numerous stands lined the roadside and sales provided a 
st=ly income for lhe black conununity. 

Transpottation: 
U.S. Highway 17, the South Atlantic Coasml Highway, was one of several fcdernlly 

designated national highways that eros~ the state. Paved in 1930, this high.,oay was a major 
mad of lhe New York to Florida tourist route in lhe 1930s, and as travel increased, motels, 
courts, restaumnls would soon appear alongside it. The opening oflhc Jolm P. Gr.n:e 
Memorial Bridge in 1929 C<lnnected Mount Pleasant lo Charleston by road for lhc first 
time. 156 

Long Point Road \\"as not paved untill966, and in 1988, the section of Long Point 
Road from 'Whipple Road lo U.S. Highway 17 \\laS desi~ed a state scenic highway. 

Population· 
Blacks dropped below majoricy during the period from 1870 to 1940, from 59 percent 

to 43 ~rcent of the state's tom! population. 151 Fickm reports that by 1930, wh.ites were a 
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majority 'With 54.3 pen:ent of the total population. The demographic change was due largely 
to heavy outmigration of blacks moving to northern industrial cities. 

Although lhe Piedmont and upper coastal regions experienced much of the change in 
popul:nion, lov.muntry areas ·were affected ElS welL 191 Ctwrleston CoWJty population ftgurcs 
were 87,%5 (31 percent white, 69 prn:ent black) in 1900. However in 1910, although lhe 
population total had not changed much, rntios changed to 37 percent white and 63 percent 
black. Again by 1920, lhe raJ.io was 41 prn:ent while and 59 percent h!ack. 1t:<l 

Betv.ttn 1950 :md 1980, South Carolina's cities began experiencing population growth. 
Charleston County's population increased dr.mwically due to coastal development projccts. 161 

Much of lhe growth OCCtJm'.d in suburban areas such as Mount Pleasant, Hanahan, North 
Olarleston and Goose Creek. 1112 Mount Pleasant's population rose from 1,857 in I 950 to 
13,838 in 1980, with much of the ropid suburbanization occurring \Vil.hin the last 15 years.1r.J 

By 1990, the city's population had grown to 31,000.164 

The community of Snowden developed during the late 19th centur}' into the early 
20th. l..ocaled on the north side of Long Point Road, lhe area v.-as established \men three 
large Inlets of land were sulxlivided into small farms. !"vfany of lhe inhabilams were black 
who worked al Long Point and &rrn.uda plantatiorn.11>l 

!ndustzy!economic development 
Important industries in Charleston CoWlty today include fishing, commerce, farming, 

and tourism. Corrunercial shrimping became viable in 1924 in Charleston County and Shem 
Creek got il.'l first commercial dock in 1946. Compelition for commercial and residential 
development continues to l.hreaten remaining culrurnl and natuml resources in lhe Hrea. 

Snee Farm Owners and I and<;f.1Jli: 
In 1900, Thomas J. Ha:- .in bought Snee Farm and kept it for 36 years. Kollock's 

Property !>.1ap of Charleston, 1932-34, indicates that the part of Snee Farm on lhe east side of 
Highway 17 belonged to the Horllx:cks. (Figure 10) \Vhen this transaction took place is not 
presently known. 

Julia Welch Hamlin, Thomas Hamlin's daughter-in-13\\-·, living at Snee Farm until 1935 
spoke of a three acre oak and magnolia grove on lhe northeast side of the house as being the 
most beautiful part of the fann.' 61 A 1933 news article in The News and Courier stales that 
the grove was nearly desrroycd in a forest ftre. 161 No date is given for the ftre. Mrs. Hamlin 
also thought the avenue of oaks exteuding from the front of the house to the highway was 
part of the belJ.utiful grounds which disappeared. 

In 1936 the property was sold to Thomas Ewing. Ewing's daughter and son-in-IIIW 
bought Boone Hall across Long Point Road about the same time. The Ewings enlarged the 
house at Snee Farm by adding flanklng v•ing-; and making a fe-w interior changes. They left 
Snee Farm to their daughter and son-in-law, 1">1r. and Mrs. Thomas Stone. Ellen Stone, 
daughter of Thomas Stone remembers the orit,>in of the existing flmvcring shrubs at Snee 
Farm: "I ... helped my mother =te the lovely camcllia-azale.a gardern around the house 
and in the grove. \Vhen my paren!S left Holland they wt:re presented with 100 flol'.-ering 
shrubs by Queen Julianna. Most of these \vent to Sncc Farm and were planted by mother and 
me".168 



' 
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Figure 10. Kollock's Prop;rty Map ofChork-s!on County, 193:'-34_ 
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A 1941 aerial photo shows lhc existence of several ombuildings at Snee Fann 
including the Stone/Ewing library, a large structure opposite the existing enlr}' drive from the 
library (a bam?), a caretakcr's house (Jomled south and west of the main house). and several 
smaller buildings. The library was located northwest of the main house and housed the many 
books of Mr. Ewing.'09 Today this structure is called lhe caretaker's house. 

Landscape features include fields and pastll:r'es, woodlands and canals along the upper 
n::nches of Boone Hall Creek. The !ov.'!!r porrion of the ernry drive from U.S. Highway 17 is 
lined v.ith trees, but the upper section leading alllhe way to the hoU5e no longer appears to 
be used. No tn:cs line this part of the drive. 

These landsCBpe fe::tture:s are evident in a 1959 USGS map of the area (Figun: II) 
The darkened an:as on the map indicate trees or woodlands. Eight buildings are located, as 
well as the entry drive, marshes and cleared fields. 

Joyce Ho!lov.'C!J110 SLaJ:es that the existing cedar trees lining the entry drive from the 
south were already planted when she and her husband Guilds Hollowell obtained the property 
in 1968. They initially purchased 7 llrn.'S, including the house and outbuildings, and bought 
lhe remaining 21 acres a few years later. The rest of lhe farm Wll5 sold to developers. Today 
approximalely 685 acres oflhe original Snee Fann has been convened into a golf col.l!'3e and 
residential sulxlivisions. 

Few changes were made to the landscape during the Hollol>rl;\l's 18 year sra:--. The 4-
sta\1 bam Wll5 enlarged to the present I 0--slall structtm: in order to boan:l horses and the 
caretaker's house, located soulh>>rest of the main house, was removed. 

In 1986, lhe Ho!lowells sold their 28 acres to C and G Inwstmems. Friends of 
Historic Snee Farm purchased the 29 acres in 1988 and lhe farm was ~ired by the 
Department of lhe Interior/National Park Service in 1990. 
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Eighleenth Century (Colonial Williamsburg FOUlldation, 1985) for articles by George C. 
Rogers, Jr. ("Gardens and landscapes in Eighteenth Century South Carolina") an:! Wllliam A 
Brogden ("The Ferrne Omec and Changing Attitudes to Agriculturol Improvement"). 

91 Her brother Miles Bll:\\1011 built a grnnd house on King Srreet in Charleston in 
1765. Miles Brnvton's town house had elaborate gardens. She inherited a house near 
Haddrells Point after her brother's death in 1770. Charles Pinckney may have inherited some 
of his weallh and property through his mother or his uncle, Mles Brev.ton. 

<nWilliam Mathev.'S vs. Henry Horlbeck et. al., 7 April, 1844. Charleston Court of 
Appeals. 1844-1845: 197-200. 

93 Elliot err.; in his assumption that "Snee Farm" was a conupted version of "Fee 
Farm." Fee Farm ""as a Pinckney plan!alion on the Ashepoo River. Elliot also suggests Snee 
Farm as lhe site of South Carolina's first liberty pole, as well as lhe location of a fumily 
cemetery. These implic.ru:ions will neerl further research. 

"" South Carolina Department of Archives and History. Plat maps from 1754, 1783(?) 
and 181 !I contain the only image of the farm vohich could be correlated with Pinckney 
ownership. 

9o; Paul E. Brockington, A Culrure Resource Slll'Ve)-' at Snee Fann. Charleston County. 
South Carolina (Charleston: Historic Cbarleston Foundation, 1987) 24. 

96 Walter B. Edgar, Historic Snee Far711: A Ikocumentary Record (Prepared for the 
Board of Directors of the Friends of Historic Snee Farm, 1991 ), 7. 

rn Edgar, 7. 

98 Town of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina. Cultural Resource Sllniey (Charleston: 
Preservation Consu!Umls, Inc., 1988). 19. 
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"' Linda Stine, Revealing Historic Landscapes Jn Charleston Co/Qify: Archaeological 
!rrvenJoT}'. Cant&ls, and Managemml. Pn:pared for rhe County of Charleston Planning 
Department and the South Carolina Department of Archives and History (Columbia:l992), 74-
84. 

l(l) Mount Pleasant has =ived. funds from the National Endol>r7Ilcnt for lhe Arts to 
~nduct history seminom;. 

101 Charles Joyn::r, "One People·. Creating an lntegraJ.ed Culture in a Segn:g:lted 
Society: 1526-1990," in Il:Nid R O.estnut and Clyde N. WJ!son, eeL, The Meaning of Sowh 
Carolina History: Essays in Ho110r of George R Ragen, Jr. (Columbia: 1991), 218. 

1m For an e.xplanation ofvarioll.'l cypes of rice cultivation, see the following: David 
Ib!r, Rice and Rice P/anling in the Soulh Carolina Low CoiUllry. Contributions from the 
Charleston Museum, VoL VIII, 1936 (1970) and Sam B. Hilliartl, "Antebellum tide~"'l!ter rice 
cultivation in South Carolina and Georgia" in James R Gibson, Europer:m SeU!emenJ and 
Llri!wlopment in Nonh America: Essays in honnr and memory of Andrew Hill Clark 
(Toronto:l978), 91-115. 

M National Park Service, Historic American Buildings Survey, Snee Farm. 1991, I. 

l()l Informarion from deeds, wills, plaJ.s, and census records was researched. Other types 
of public rerord5 such as judgement rolls have not btxn intensively searched. Copies of dreds 
should be obtained. 

Ill! J.W. Joseph, "Building To CJr<w,-: Agrurian Adaprarions to South Carolina's Hismric 
Landscape" in Linda F. Stine, et al. "An Archaeological Synthesis of South Carolina, Volume 
II: Historic Landscapes of South Carolina." (South Carolina Archives and History, draft: 1992), 
84-85. 

1[11 Linda F. Stine. Revealing Historic Landscapes Jn Charleston County: 
Archeological Inventory, Co111exts, and Manageme111 Report prepared for the County of 
Charleston Planning Department :md the South Carolina Department of Archives and History. 
1992, page 79-80. 

"'' Personal communic&ion with Ed Tolson, architectural historian, South Carolina 
Stale Historic Prescrvation Office. 

1011 Preservation Consultants, Inc., Charleston Countv Historical and Architectural 
S1U"'.'e)l. Prepared for the South Carolina Division of Archives and History (Columbia: 1992) 9. 

1® Preservation Consultants., Inc .. !992, 18. 

IIG Henry D. Lcsene quoted in Anne King Gregorie, Christ Church 1706-1959: A 
Plantation Parish of th£ Sowh Coroli11l1 Establishme111 (Charleston: 1%1) 105-\06. 

111 Brockington, ct al., Rural settlement in the Charleston Bay Area: Eighteenth and 
Nineteenth Cell/W}" Sites in the Mark Clark Erpres:rv.'Q)' Corridor (1985),41. Preservation 
Consui!aflt.s, Inc., 1992. Stine, 1992. 
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112 Christopher E.'lpenshade and :&ic Poplin, Archeological S!U\.'iry and Testing. 
Palmeuo Fort Tract, Charleston Cormry, S01dh Carolina Brockington And Associates 
(Atlanta: 1988). 

111 ArmeKingGregorie,ChristChurch, 17()6...1959, lll-112. 

"' fugorie, 112. 

111 Stine, Revealing Historic Landscapes, 1992, p.90. 

116 Preservation Consultants, rnc., 1992, p38. 
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m Preservation Consultanls, Inc.. , Tmm of Mo101t Plea..ant, So111h Carolina: Cultural 

1 Resourr:e S1uvcy, (Cbarleston:i988) 10-J L 

11s Preservadon Consultants. 1992, 38. 

119 Preservation Consultants, 1992, 39. 

JE Stine, Revealing Historic Landscapes, 1992, 90. 

121 Charleston County Deed Book X-8: 78-81. 

IZI South Carolina Department of Archives and History, Records of the Secretary• of 
Stale, Surveyor General, Stale Plats, Recorded Copies. Charle>ton Series. VoL 39, p. 78. 
Reproduced by permission of the South Carolina Division of Archives and Histocy. Courtesy 
of Charles Lesser, Senior Historian. 

1:c1 McCrady Plat 2354. A rract of land containing 777 112 acres situate in the District 
of Charleston Christ Chucch Parish on the Waters or lhe Wando River,[for Francis G. 
Deli~line), 21 Aprill8l8. 

Il-l Jorunhan Poston, Historic Oiarlcston Foundation, personal communicalion, 25 
January 1993. 

m Bw-eau of the Census, Schedule of Free inhabitant 1820, Charleston County, 
Charles Pinckney was listed in the City of Owrleston. 

116 N. Louise Bailey and Elizabeth lvey Cooper. 1981, p.l81 

m Cllllrlcston County Conveyance Book N-10:278-80. 

1~ Charleston County Deed Book N-10, page 278-280. 

129 Bureau of the Census, Schedule of Slave Inhabitants, 1830 Microfilm M19, Roll 
170, page I 97. Slaves: 
5 males under JO years, 9 male; betv.~n 10-24 years, 10 males between 24-36 yeacs, 5 males 
l:Jet1.\.·ecn 55-100 years, 6 fi!ITlales under lO veacs, 2 females between 10-24 vears, and 4 
females bet\ltecn 36-55 years. · • 
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130 Buchanan, P., B. Herman, 0. Rideout V, E. Tolson, and M Wenger. An:hitecrural 
Investigation At Snee Farm. Prepared for IDe Friends of Snee farm, l\.1an:h 1991. See also 
National Park Service Mernornndum from E. Blaine Cliver dated July 30, 1990 on results of:>.:­
roy analysis of nails and visual inspection of Snee Farm dwelling holl'le. 

Bl Preservru:ion Cornultams Inc., 1992, 18-23. 

Ill fu:servalion Consultants Inc., !992, 18-23. 

m A=dingto historian, Anne King Gn:gorie, most of the residents of the parish resided 
in Mollllt Pleasant during the summer and "sickly months." Additional bibliographical research 
may confirm that }.ofathews also mainLained a residence in Mi. Ple!Sant. 

I:Jo! See :McCrady Plats 6049, 6151, 5559, 923, and archeological reports by 
Brockington and kisociates, (!987), Dr. Linda F. Stine (1988) and Julia King.Ph.D.(I992) 
which revealed site spcdftc dal.a on the location and spatial arrangemeru of structwes and 
activity areas Ill Snee Farm for the late 18th and early 19th century. Dr. Stine reported on dal.a 
m:;overy in a slave quaners area indicated on the 1841 plat of Willi11m l\1alhews land Dr. 
King's archeologkal testing at IDe site of the extant house confirmed the fmdings of the 
architectural historians \\lhich concluded that the extant house \\'aS constructed between 1820 
and !830. "The house was probably constructed by William l\1athews, v.ho purchased the 
propeny in 1828. The principal dwelling of the Pinckneys appears to have been located on or 
adja.:ent lo the site of the standing dwelling. and this 18th century dwelling house may have 
been similar in appe311l11ce to the post 1820s replacement" (King 1992:165 National Park 
Service archeologists, working under the dJreCtion of Dr. Benny Keel, have 1,,cu.~ed their 
investigations on locming the foWJda1ions of the Pinckney dwelling house 11nd the spatial 
~UTa£~gement of plantation buildings. 

m South Carolina Department of An:hive:s and History, McCrady !']at of Snee Farm 
property of William. Mathe\\'S, Esq. silllllted in O!rist Chw-ch Parish Charleston District, State 
of South Carolina, Containing Fields of pasture, 365 acres of rice, reclaimed marsh 65 acres, 
WOCK! 485.24 acres, total9l5.2 acres, surveyed in April 1841. R.Q. Pinckney [surveyor]. 

136 The outcome of the case of Mathews vs. Horlbeck should be examined because 
additional information may be contained in the l\1ay term 1848 court records. 

m An additional plat from a survey by Edward B. White, dated l'Jarch 1844 was 
reviewed in a document VrTitten by James A Turner. Mr. Turner mote A History of Snee 
Fann Plantation in 1969, a copy of v.hich was locmed in the ftles of the Institute of 
An:heology and Anthropology at the University of South Carolina Mr. Turner's history was 
largely based upon a reference kno\\-n as the Snee Farm Monograph, Historic Cbarleston 
FoWJdation, Charleston, S.C. and accompanied an archeologiod report. The archeological 
report focused on IDe discovery of mastodon and other fossil remains along Horlbeck Cra:k 
within the area of the golf course being developed by Joe Grifllth Realty of Charleston. 

IJS Charleston County Will Book K (1845-51) page 199. 
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IJ9 HABS, 1990, 10. 

140 lhis was confmned by examining the order of the names on the Census and 
comparing them with those of adjacent landowners on the 1841 plru: map. B=u of the 
Census, 1850 Slave Schedule, Microfilm 432, Roll 862. 

141 HABS, IL 

141 Charleston County Wills, Vol. 48, Book A (1856-1858), page; 378-382. It is 
notable that a "McCants" appears in the 1850 Censll'l of Agriculture in Ouist Church Parish, 
p.335, yet the sale of the farm from 11athe\.V5 Estate to WiHiam McCants did not take place 
urnill853. It is possible lhar. Wm. McCants was living at Snee Farm prior to the purchase. 

t4J Burnru of Cenrus 1870 Schedule 1, Inhabitanls in Christ Church Parish, 
OJarlcston County, page \09. National Archives Center, Eastpoint, Georgia. The clergyman, 
Rev. Thomas F. Gadsden of Christ Churcll, and Richard Venning were his neighbors. 
Microfilm M 593, Rol\1488-1489. 

144 Charleston Cotmty Deed Book Q-15:71. LA McCanLS V.'l!S apparently a member 
of the Christ Church congregation after he ~old Snc:e Farm since he attended a meeting of the 
congregation on March 8, 1874. It has not been determined v.flethcr or not he o,.,ned other 
property in the parish aJ: this period. 

Hl Bureau of Census, 1880 Agricultural Schedule. l\.-fcCants him:l "colored pc:.ople" 
for 50 weeks during the year,according to the 1880 census. 

'" Kovacik and Wmberry, 106. 

'" Kovacik and Winberry, 108. 

"" Kovacik and Winberry, Ill. 

'" Kovacik and Winberry, Ill. 

,. Pre;ervation Consul1a11ts, Inc., 1992, 42. 

'" Kovacik and Wmbcrry, 127. 

'" Kovacik and Winberry, 174. 

'" Preservation Consul1a11L~, 1988, 8. 

·~ R T. Morrison, "The FoW1der of McC!e!lanvH!e," in The Visible Village: A 
McClellanville Scrapbook, /860-1945, William P. Baldwin, (Privately primed, 1984), 16-17. 

~>s "Boone Hall Had l..arge>t Grove," Ne\.\'5 and Courier, 3 October 1933. 

,.., Pre;ervation Consultants, 1992, 52. 

111 Kovacik and Winberry, 122. 
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m Preservarion Consultants, 1992, 53. 

11\l Kovacik and Winberry, 122-23. 

J(j) Preservation Consultams, 1992, 53. 

101 Kovacik and Winberry, 136. 

161 Kovacik and Wmberry, 144. 

IM Kovacik and Wmberry, Table 8.3, 145. 

,~,~ Tmm of MJun1 Pleasanl Master Plan, Table One, (Redman/Johnson Associates, 
1992), 5. 

1ot Pn:servalion Consulwnts, 1988, 10-11. 

lfu Betty Lee Johnson, As I Remember ft. and Oral History of the East Cooper Area, 
Comments of Julia Welch Hamlin !I"aaiSCribed by Johnson, 1987, as .foW1d in HABS/Snec 
Farm, 19. 

167. Petron.a Royall f\.1clver, "Snee Farm, Near Mt. Pleasant, Colonel Pinclmey's 
Place", Charleston New:s and Couner, April ___j 1933, as found in HABSISnee Farm, 19-20. 

1611 Mrs. T. Joseph Devine (Ellen Stone) lo David Moflley, 5 October 1988, 
Charlestan Historical Society, Charleston SC. 

16'! Joyce Hollowell, Interview by Susan Han, 7 October 1992. 

no Hollowell, 7 October 1992. 
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APPENDIX A 

CHAIN OF TITLES 
SNEE FARM" 

1696 500 acre land grant to Richard Butler. 1733 memorial for Benjamin Law states the 
grant v..-115 made on December 5, 1696. However, he could have been rhere earlier. The 
1685 Thorten-Morden map shows a Butler in the vicinity. (See Figure 2) No mher 
deeds or land patents have been found for Snee Farm at this time.** 

?'! Richard Butler to John Qi ... ens.** 

1730 John Gi"Vens to Benjamin Law (1733 Memorial to Benjamin Law)** 

1738 Benjamin Law to John Allen. Charleston County Conveyance Book !viM: 284 and 
Deed Book 00: 690-96. 

1753 John and Ann Savage to William Soon. Release in fee. Charleston County 
Conveyance Book Mr\.1: 314. 

1753 Wil!illfil Scott to John Savage. Charleston County Conveyance Book !viM: 319-320. 

1754 John and Ann Savage Lo Charles Pinckney II. 

I 
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I n2 Charles Pinckney Il to Charles Pinckney III. Will dated 2 October, I 772, probated 10 
November, 17S4. ll.ecorded in Will Book A, 1783-86:431. I 

1815 Charles Pinckney lll to Simon Magwood, Charles Kershaw, HaseJJ Gibbcs, and Robert 

1 Y. Hayne. Conveyance in Trust. Omrleston County Conveyance Book Q8: 111. 

1817 Master in Equity to Francis G. Delicsseline. Charleston Counry Miscellaneous 
Records, Book X-8: 78-81. 

*Unless otherwise iro:Jicared infomJation l.aken from HABS Rep:Jn, No. SC-87: 4-6. 
••Julia King, 1'.192: 5-7. 
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1828 Francis G. Deliesse!ine to William Gibbes, Master in Equity (Deliesseline failed to 
ma:t terms of mortg<~ge). Charleston District Conveyance>, Book N- 10: 278-80. 

1828 William Gibbes, }..bstcr in Equity, to William l\.1alhews. Charleston CoW'!ty 
Conveyances, Book N-10: 278-80. 

1848 William Mathews to Susan B. Hunt. Will dated 21 January, 1848 and probated 24, I July, 1848. 

I. 
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1853 Estate of William Malhe\\15 to William McCants. Charleston County Conveyances, 
Book V-12: 25-26. 

1859 William McCaniS to Lockwook Allison McCants. Will dared 7 September, 1858 and 
probated 18 December, 1858. O!arleslon County Record of Wills, Vol. 48, Book A: 

378-382. 

1870 Lockwood A McCaniS to William Jervey (trustee for the estate of francis Cordes). 
Charleston County Deed Book Q-15: 71. 

1900 Mary McCanls era!., to Frederick Weiters. Charleston County Conveyances, BookY-
22: 597. 

1900 Frederick Weiters to Thomas J. Hamlin. Charleston Cowtty Conveyances, Book U-25: 
179. 

?? (No will ro::orded for T. J. Hamlin). Thomas J. Hamlin to Osgood Ihrby Hamlin. 

1936 Mrs. Osgood D. Hamlin (Julia Welch) to Thomas E\\ing (newspaper I!Iticles) De:ed 
and title not located aJ Registry of Mesne Conveyance. 

1943 1'-frs. Thomas Ewing to Mr. and Mrs. Thomas Stone. Letter from Ellen Stone Devine 
to David Moffiey (See References). 

1968 Esrare of Alexandra Ewing Stone to S. Guilds and Joyce Hollowell. Charleston 
County Conveyances, Book V-89: 275. 

1986 S. Guilds and Joyce Hollowell to Creekside Mobil I lome Park (C and G lnvestmems). 
Charleston County Conveyances, Book S..i56: 386. 

1988 C and G Investments to Friends of Historic Snee Farm, Inc. Charleston CoW"Jty 
Conveyances, Book 176: 35. 

1990 Friends of llistoric Sncc Farm, Inc. to the National Park Service. 
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