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ABSTRACT 

 
 Williamsburg County, South Carolina has numerous examples of early vernacular 

architecture.  However, many of these structures are being lost to any number of 

circumstances.  Among these are demolitions by neglect, fire, being dismantled for their 

parts, or even being relocated to places outside of the county.  The lack of documentation 

makes these losses even worse.  This thesis has attempted to collect information on as 

many of the County’s pre-Civil War houses as possible.  Basic information was collected 

using the survey form used by the South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office.  

This information was then used to create a study of a vernacular form known as the I-

house, which is the most widespread type in the county.  The purpose of survey and study 

is to provide evidence of these houses for future generations to admire and study. 
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CHAPTER ONE 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
 

Williamsburg County’s historic houses are indicative of the county’s long and 

rich history in the state of South Carolina.  The Williamsburgh Township was created in 

the early eighteenth century as a frontier town to help provide a protective buffer around 

the state capitol and major port, Charleston.1  The area was settled mainly by the Scots-

Irish, whose hard work turned Williamsburg into one of the richest townships in the 

colony.  These early settlers crafted beautiful houses even during modest times using 

materials from their surroundings.  As the colony and wealth grew their descendents 

carried on and expanded on the building traditions of their forefathers.  After over a 

century of constructing houses in an established tradition, Williamsburg County contains 

numerous examples of local vernacular architecture.   

 The surviving houses can relate a great deal about the builders, their families, and 

the development of the county.  However, in recent times these historically rich structures 

have been disappearing at an alarming rate.  For several reasons, the economic downturn 

of the area being a major factor, houses that had stood for long over a hundred years are 

now no longer part of the landscape.  Several houses have been moved out of the county, 

some have been dismantled for their parts, others have been neglected and left to 

deteriorate, and still others were burned to remove them from the more valuable land or 

to avoid the financial burden of them.  Many of these historic houses that stood fifty 

                                                
1 Lewis P. Jones, South Carolina:  A Synoptic History for Laymen, (Orangeburg, SC:  Sandlapper 
Publishing Co., Inc., 1971), 53. 
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years ago now only exist in pictures and memories which are disappearing with the 

passing of time and generations. 

 In Williamsburg County there is also a lack of documentation of these historic 

houses, which increases the tragedy of their loss.  A few books exist that contain some of 

the better known houses, and only a small number of them are listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places.  There are local historians and some of the home owners that 

have an invaluable amount of information on the standing and destroyed houses.2  Many 

of the descendents of the builders and other citizens are proud of their lineage and 

history, and therefore have a strong tradition of oral history.  However, only a small 

portion of this information has been recorded and documented.  

 This thesis has been undertaken as part of an effort to document many of these 

historic houses so as to save them from obscurity by providing evidence of them for 

future generations to study and admire.  To accomplish this, a survey of the historic 

houses has been made using the South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office’s 

survey form.  A photographic survey was taken at the same time to enhance the survey 

forms.  Many of these photographs are not referenced in the text, but they are a valuable 

and necessary part of a more complete house documentation.  In addition to the survey, a 

study of the county’s most predominant type, the I-house, was completed to better 

understand the architectural type of the houses.  Prior to the Civil War the vast majority 

of Williamsburg houses were built on the I-house plan.  Together the survey and study 

                                                
2 Some of the local historians include Sammy Macintosh, Mac Jenkinson, Bubber Jenkinson, Ernie 
Atkinson, and Andy Chandler.  These individuals are very knowledgeable about the local history of 
Williamsburg County and are good resources. 
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provide a valuable resource for early Williamsburg County houses that can be used for 

future in-depth study. 

 The first chapter contains pertinent background information so as to better 

understand Williamsburg County and the circumstances which led to the construction of 

its houses.  In order to completely understand the focus of this thesis, the I-house study, 

one must first have a grasp on the history that surrounds these houses.  The first section 

of Chapter Two provides a general history of the county and its development.  After that, 

a section on the development and evolution of the houses in the county is included.  This 

section fills in the gaps between development of the county and the evolution of the 

houses.  It helps to explain why the houses were built, their origins, what has happened to 

them since their construction, and why many of them have disappeared.  Together these 

sections put the Williamsburg I-house into the context of the County to help better 

understand them. 

 Chapter Three is a study of the predominant housing type in Williamsburg: the I-

house.  This chapter defines the type, its origins, where else it is found, why it was a 

popular type.  The chapter also shows how the type evolved once established in the area.  

This is accomplished by studying the houses from the survey.  The survey forms of 

Williamsburg houses are found in the Appendix.   

 Several house descriptions can be found in Chapter Four.  These descriptions 

include a explanation of the exterior as well as the interior layout of the house.  The 

houses in this section are ones that were visited in person by the author to gain 

information on their interiors and exteriors.  The houses that are listed on the National 
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Register of Historical Places have descriptions located in their nomination forms, found 

in Appendix A. 

 The study of historic Williamsburg County houses provides a glimpse into the 

rich history of the area.  The fact that so many of these houses are disappearing and that 

there is little to no record of them makes this study even more important.  These houses 

are excellent examples of a vernacular form and how it was adopted to suit a certain area 

and its climate.  They are a quotation of their time, and with their disappearance 

Williamsburg County is losing an important part of its historic fabric. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

 
History of Williamsburg County, South Carolina 
 
 Williamsburg County is located in the north east region of South Carolina which 

is also known as the Pee Dee area (Plate 1).3  Throughout its history the county has been 

rurally settled and heavily reliant on the landscape for its economy.  The countryside 

varies from open fields and pine groves on the high ground to vast swamps containing 

hardwoods and cypresses around the rivers and creeks.  The landscape and development 

of the county is very important in that it provides a context for the historic houses, 

because these elements go “hand in hand with the integrity and significance of a historic 

house.”4  The county had a very humble beginning, being settled by European 

immigrants.  The economy, which was dominated by agriculture, grew and grew until the 

township became very prosperous.  However in recent decades with the downturn in 

agriculture the county has suffered.  This rise and fall in wealth can been seen in the 

houses built in Williamsburg County.  This county history serves as a backdrop to help 

better understand the houses and the reasons for which they were built.   

The colony of Carolina was granted to the eight Lords Proprietors by Charles II of 

England in 1665 with the capital of Charles Town established in 1670 with the arrival of 

Europeans in the colony.  Early in its existence the colony and capitol were under 

                                                
3 The name “Pee Dee” comes from the two major rivers in the area, the Pee Dee and the Little Pee Dee 
rivers.  This area encompasses parts of ten counties in the north west part of the state just off the coast.  See 
- Charles Kovacik and John J. Winberry, South Carolina:  The Making of a Landscape (Columbia, SC:  The 
University of South Carolina Press, 1989), 212. 
4 Peter Paravalos, Moving A House With Preservation In Mind (Lanham, MD:  AltaMira Press, 2006), 52. 
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constant threat of attack from both the Spanish and the Indians.  Therefore, due to a 

proposal from Governor Robert Johnson, the Board of Trade “authorized the surveying of 

eleven townships that would ring the settled areas of South Carolina, serving as a 

defensive perimeter against both Indians and Spaniards.”5  This idea was also seen as a 

way to “attract a variety of European immigrants to South Carolina.”6  The townships 

were located on the major rivers and were set up in the following manner:  “Each 

township was to contain twenty thousand acres and stretch nearly six miles on a side. 

Settlers would get fifty acres for every family member, and the Commons House of 

Assembly agreed to provide funds for tools, transportation and food.”7 

Williamsburg was the second township and “was laid out twenty miles square.”8  

The first settlers arrived in 1732; however the town was not laid out until 1737.  The 

town was laid out around a large white pine at the head of navigation of the Black River.  

This tree was significant because local tradition holds that sometime before 1730 an 

explorer in the area located and marked a white pine tree with an arrow similar to how 

New England trees that belong to the King of England were marked.9  The township was 

primarily settled by Irish and Scotch-Irish immigrants.10  Each of whom had, “a one-half 

acre lot in the proposed town and grant of land within the township.”11  Williamsburgh 

                                                
5 Walter Edgar, South Carolina:  A History, (Columbia, SC:  The University of South Carolina Press, 
1998), 52. 
6 Edgar, 52. 
7 Edgar, 53. 
8 Lewis P. Jones, South Carolina:  A Synoptic History for Laymen, (Orangeburg, SC:  Sandlapper 
Publishing Co., Inc., 1971), 54. 
9 William Willis Boddie, History of Williamsburg, (Spartanburg, SC:  The Reprint Company, 1923, 1999), 
8. 
10 Billy Kennedy, The Scots-Irish in the Carolinas, (Greenville, SC:  Causeway Press, 1997) 73. 
11 Boddie, 138. 
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Township soon became, “the most successful township.”12  However, the town itself was 

not developed, “except a cleared space whereon the Court House now stands, which was 

used as a parade and muster ground for the Colonial Militia.”13  This is because the 

settlers, “built their homes on their respective plantations in the township and paid 

practically no attention to their half-acre lots granted them within the town.”14  The town 

lots remained untouched until 1789 when the local commissioners threatened to sell off 

the unclaimed lots.  It was after this point that the town slowly started to grow.  This 

growth was aided by the addition of public highways leading to the township.  By the 

first quarter of the nineteenth century the town of Williamsburg contained several 

prominent households, stores, a post office (1810), and a court house designed by Robert 

Mills.15  Williamsburg continued to grow through the middle of the nineteenth century 

due in part to the Northeastern Railroad being built through the city.  This helped to bring 

workers and transport goods for the turpentine industry that was beginning to boom right 

after the Civil War.  The population of Williamsburg County, like most of the rest of the 

state, grew slowly and erratically.  Even with growth the county today remains rurally 

settled much like its earlier days.16   

When created, the Williamsburg Township was in Craven County, one of the four 

political divisions in South Carolina.17  When the lowcountry was divided into parishes 

Williamsburg was reassigned to Prince George Winyaw Parish.  By 1743 the area 

                                                
12 Jones, 54. 
13 Boddie, 137. 
14 Boddie, 137. 
15 John M. Bryan, America’s First Architect:  Robert Mills, (New York, NY:  Princeton Architectural Press, 
2001) 158-159. Williamsburg became a circuit court district in 1804. 
16 Kovacik, 134-142. 
17 Edgar, 89. 
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became Prince Frederick’s Parish, which, “was taken off from Prince George Winyaw, 

by Act of Assembly, April 9, 1743.”18  Then on March 12, 1785 Williamsburg District 

was officially created by the General Assembly.19  The township would later be named 

Kingstree for the white pine on which the town was centered.  In 1868 the South Carolina 

constitutional convention changed Districts to Counties, and Florence County was 

created, which took some northern territory from Williamsburg.20 

The early economy in Williamsburg was based on agriculture, both farming and 

livestock.  The major crops cultivated were corn, flax, and indigo, after its introduction in 

the 1740s.  From early on, “the men produced an abundance of corn.”21  Indigo was the 

crop with the biggest impact of all crops on the township.  With the introduction of 

indigo, a labor intensive crop, slavery gained importance.  As a result, large plantations 

with indigo vats and relatively simple houses were built.  It was not long until “the most 

successful of townships was exporting corn and soon was exporting indigo out via 

Georgetown, a “port of embarkation” laid out also in the 1730s.”22    

In addition to these crops, livestock comprised a large part of the economy, not 

only for Williamsburg but for the whole colony.  Barreled beef “constituted the third 

major export commodity for the young colony.”23  In Williamsburg, cattle have been “the 

thing which has given hope to the people of this section, when everything else seemed 

                                                
18 Frederick Dalcho, An Historical Account Of The Protestant Episcopal Church In South Carolina:  From 
The First Settlement Of The Province To The War Of The Revolution, (Charleston, SC:  E. Thayer, 1820) 
319. 
19 George C. Rodgers, ed., “Archives News.”  South Carolina Historical Magazine LXIX (1968): 154-57. 
20 Edgar, 387. 
21 Boddie, 40. 
22 Jones, 54. 
23 Kovacik, 71. 
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wanting.”24  The combination of every two families among the earlier settlers being given 

a cow and calf and the abundant grazing land made growing livestock very popular 

among settlers.25 

Livestock is still a major source of income in the county at the present.  The major 

cash crop, however, has changed.  Soon after the Civil War the turpentine industry 

became a staple of the economy, creating larger fortunes.  This, however, died out and 

most farmers fell back on cultivating crops once again.  Cotton was the primary cash crop 

until the arrival of the boll weevil around 1920, which caused heavy devastation to the 

crop. 26  It was around this time that tobacco cultivation became the dominant crop 

cultivated, and still is today.  The county’s natural resources were also utilized to boost 

the economy.  It was during the 1920s and 1930s the county became noted for its hunting 

and fishing areas.  During this time Bernard Baruch establish a retreat named Little 

Hobcaw outside of Kingstree, which was named after his other plantation, Hobcaw, near 

Georgetown, SC.  The area of Little Hobcaw was known to have some of the best quail 

hunting in the country.  After 1957 when Mr. Baruch sold Hobcaw Plantation in 

Georgetown to his daughter Belle, Little Hobcaw became the base of his operations.27  

Today the county has little industry and the economy still relies on agriculture. 

Even though Williamsburg started as a prosperous township, it is “today one of 

the state’s lowest-income counties” and has one of the state’s lowest per capita 

                                                
24 Boddie, 40. 
25 Boddie, 40. 
26 Kovacik, 162.  
27 Margaret L. Coit, Mr. Baruch, (Cambridge, MA:  The Riverside Press, 1957) 647-648. 
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incomes.28  This decline cannot be blamed on any one factor, but two major contributors 

were the failure to industrialize and the deterioration of crop production.  All these 

conditions have had a drastic effect on the plight of the historic houses.  Even though the 

county is still rurally settled, and the economy based on agriculture, many of these 

historic houses are not used as farm houses and are in such disrepair that few can afford 

to restore and save them. 

 
Evolution of Williamsburg County Housing 
 
 The progress and evolution of early Williamsburg houses have closely reflected 

the development and history of the county.  By looking back at the history one can 

explain the changes that took place in the construction and evolution of the housing type.  

One can also see why many of the houses have been destroyed in recent years while 

others have been restored and saved. 

 The first residents of Williamsburg County, the Scots-Irish, built small, simple 

houses that reflected their status as frontier settlers.  These people were not wealthy and 

built the first houses simply for shelter to last them until they acquired more wealth so 

that more substantial, prominent houses could be built.    It is difficult to delineate a 

housing type pattern or types that these first houses would have followed because so few 

survive today.  A couple of the earliest houses, the Epps House and the Rearden House 

(Figure 4-2), seem to suggest that many of these houses were built following the hall-

and-parlor type, which was a linear plan used by early English colonists.29  It was a 

                                                
28 Jones, 54. 
29 The Epps House burned down in 2006. 
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“traditional British Folk form” that was typically “a 1 ½ story, 1-room-deep structure on 

a raised foundation with large stepped chimneys centered on each gabled end.”30  The 

simple plan consists of two rooms, the hall and the parlor that were divided by a partition.  

The hall was “the larger of the two rooms,” and “served as dining room, work room and 

kitchen if there was no separate kitchen structure.”31  This vernacular type would have 

been very familiar to the Scots-Irish settlers, and was spread by the diffusion of British 

culture.32 

 Another early residence that suggests how the first dwellings would have 

appeared is the Gamble House (Figure 5-2).  The original portion of this structure is not 

wood framed, but rather was constructed like a log cabin.  It was a very simple one room 

house whose walls were made of large planks stacked on top of each other, pegged 

together (Figure 5-9), and dovetailed on the ends (Figure 5-7).  In subsequent years, as 

more room was needed, the house was enlarged by constructing framed rooms around the 

central log cabin, which has given the house a unique and interesting form. 

 Within a short period the township gained wealth and was attracting more and 

more new settlers.  Research has shown that these settlers did not develop the actual town 

itself.  Rather, groups of families formed small communities around the township along 

the major highways and rivers.  These were communities such as Mouzon, Black Mingo, 

Indiantown, Cades, Cedar Swamp, Millwood, Willtown, and White Oak, among others.  

                                                
30 Virginia McAlester and Lee McAlester, A Field Guide to American Houses (New York:  Alfred A. 
Knopf, Inc., 2004), 94. and Gerald Foster, American Houses:  A Field Guide to the Architecture of the 
Home (Boston, MA:  Houghton Mifflin Company, 2004), 90.  
31Morrison, 140 and Foster, 92. 
32 Henry Glassie, Folk Housing in Middle Virginia (Knoxville, TN:  The University of Tennessee Press, 
1975), 75. 
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Most of these communities were within a day’s travel, ten to fifteen miles, of the 

township where the settlers conducted their business.  The majority of the historic houses 

in Williamsburg County can be found in pockets around these communities since that is 

where the families built their residences (Plate 3). 

 With the accumulation of wealth before and after the American Revolution, the 

prominent families began building bigger houses.  It was during this time that the most 

common housing type was adopted, the I-house.  Once introduced, this form became the 

most popular and standard way to construct a house until the time of the Civil War.   

However, this did not mean that the hall-and-parlor variety died out.  The hall-and-parlor 

house became the dwelling choice of the less wealthy and prominent.  It was a popular 

form for tenant housing and for share croppers after the war. 

 Even though the I-house was the principal type, around 1830 other varieties began 

to appear.  These less popular housing types were not built in large numbers, and most of 

them are the only examples of their housing form built in the area.  Among these unique 

houses were the Dr. William Brockinton House (Figure 11-2), the Daniel Epps House 

(Figure 22-1), and the Evans House (Figure 23-1).  The most interesting of these is the 

Dr. William Brockinton House.  The central four-room linear form in the house, 

consisting of a larger and smaller room on either side of a central hall, could possibly be 

interpreted as two hall-and-parlor houses placed on either side of a hall, or as a central 

hall house with the addition of a flanking room on either side(Figure 11-1)  .33  This 

expanded type had still other additions that were of local tradition.  One of these was the 

                                                
33This central hall type was essentially the same as the hall-and-parlor that was created simply by adding a 
second partition to the Hall-and-Parlor plan, thus walling off a corridor. 
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front porch.  Due to the warm climate, an innovation in the southern folk house was “the 

full-width, shed-roof front porch, which provided a cool shelter in the summer from 

scorching sun and frequent sudden thunderstorms.”34  The other regional variant was the 

addition of shed rooms on the rear of the house with a porch running between them.  The 

Brockinton House appears to be an expansion of hall-and-parlor form with the addition of 

the local tradition of full-width porches and shed room expansions.   

 After the Civil War many things changed in Williamsburg County, but one 

remained the same, which was the reliance on agriculture.  This was the reason that many 

houses survived, only to be later destroyed for the same reason.  These residences 

survived until recently due to the fact that a predominantly agrarian society had a 

continuing use for them.  The ones that continue to exist in the best condition are still 

being used as single family residences.  However, it requires a great deal of expense to 

maintain an historic house.  For this and other reasons these older dwellings were 

abandoned for newer more cost effective residences.  These historic houses were still 

useful to farmers for other reasons.  Around the same time that these dwellings were 

vacated, tobacco became a staple crop of the area.  Many of the houses found a new uses 

as tobacco barns.  This meant they were still maintained and cared for, albeit not as well 

as if they were lived in.   

With the decline in agriculture and changing farming practices the historic houses 

are in a unfortunate situation.  They are no longer useful to farmers that cannot afford to 

restore them and who value the land the houses sit on much more than the houses 

                                                
34 McAlester, 82. 
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themselves.  For this reason many of the houses are subject to demolition by neglect or to 

arson.  Historically significant houses, such as the Mouzon-Frierson House, are left to fall 

apart (Figure 12-1).  In many cases an added element of the situation is that owners who 

are not farmers do not want to give up their land to sell the house.  One solution to solve 

this problem has been to move the house from its original site to restore and save them.35  

The problem with this is when a house is moved it loses a large contributing factor of its 

significance and in many circumstances is no longer eligible for the National Register of 

Historic Places.  It also means that much needed tax credits are not available to help 

alleviate the cost of moving and restoring the houses since to be eligible for the tax 

credits a house needs to be at least eligible for the National Register.36  If this were not 

the case more houses may have survived, instead many have fallen victim to demolition 

by neglect. 

For all these reasons the number of historic houses in Williamsburg County has 

greatly declined.  The numbers of houses that survive today are just a small sampling of 

houses that once stood in the county.  The “Mills Atlas” of the county, created in 1825, 

makes note of around 150 named farms and plantations (Plate 4).37  Even in more recent 

times old farmers remember “old houses being about one every mile.”38  They contribute 

the loss of houses to the fact that farming is dying out.  As children they remember 

everyone was farming, but nowadays the small farms have consolidated into large farm 

                                                
35 The Fleming-Jenkinson House, Thorntree, Witherspoon-Shuler House, Cooper-Jenkinson House, Dr. 
Brockinton House (currently being prepared to move), Rearden House, Gambrel House. 
36 Jayne F. Boyle, Stuart Ginsberg, and Sally G. Oldham, A Guide to Tax-Advantaged Rehabilitation 
(Washington, D.C.: National Trust for Historic Preservation, 1994) 2-3. 
37 Mills Atlas of South Carolina.  Lexington, SC:  The Sandlapper Store, Inc., 1979.  
38 Anecdote from interview with several house owners. 
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operated by one family.  The old farmers see the loss of houses correlate with the decline 

in farming.    

Currently some of Williamsburg County’s historic houses are well cared for and 

are in good shape, while others are neglected and falling apart.  The ones that survive 

today are only a fraction of the number that stood fifty years ago.  With each one that 

disappears, a portion of the history of the township and the family that built it ebbs away.   
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CHAPTER THREE 

THE I-HOUSES OF WILLIAMSBURG 

Typology 
 
 Early Williamsburg housing exemplifies a strong building tradition within the 

area and its settlers.  This building tradition is made evident by the I-house, which shows 

a pattern and evolution.  Within Williamsburg County, “with the exception of a few 

houses, all homes built before the War Between the States were of the I-plan or 

modifications of the I-plan.”39  The I-plan, more commonly known as the I-house, was a 

popular vernacular building type for frontier settlers.  Its proliferation and dominance in 

the area is a strong statement about the inhabitants and merits further study. 

 There are two ways in which the physical form of a building can be studied; style 

and type.  Style can be defined as “a visual organizer, a conventional background, or 

matrix for more explicit architectural expression,”40 while type can be defined as, “a 

group of objects having certain traits or features in common.”41  These two forms are 

used to study and gather information on the built environment.  The style changed from 

period to period, whereas the type never did.  The Williamsburg I-house progressed from 

Georgian to Federal, to Greek Revival in style, albeit, style never played a major role in 

the construction or stylistic detailing of the houses.  They were much more vernacular in 

appearance with the style being apparent in only a few elements of the structure.  The 

houses were more easily identified by their form than by the style they exhibited.  In 
                                                
39 Jenkinson, 54. This statement refers to the larger, more substantial farm and plantation houses built. 
40 Dell Upton, Architecture in the United States (New York:  Oxford University Press, 1998), 258. 
41 Thomas Carter, and Elizabeth Collins Cromley, Invitation To Vernacular Architecture:  A Guide to the 
Study of Ordinary Buildings and Landscapes (Knoxville, TN:  The University of Tennessee Press, 2005), 
57. 
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other areas houses could be classified by their style: a Georgian house, a Federal house, a 

Greek-Revival house, or even a Victorian house.  However, in Williamsburg the house 

type is more commonly used to classify the house.  This is due to the I-house’s 

popularity, and the lack of stylistic detailing normally used to identify and classify a 

house.      

 The “I” house was a British form that was wide spread in vernacular architecture.  

The form was, “always a full 2-story, 1-room-deep rectangular block of 3 or 5 bays.”42  

The length and height are at least twice the depth.  It was covered by a gable roof with a 

chimney at either end.  The basic plan consisted of two rooms on each floor separated by 

a partition, however later floor plans included a center passage separating the two rooms.  

The original plan was asymmetrical, “but came to be built with a central hall after the 

Georgian fashion.”43  The I-house is very similar to the other housing type found in 

Williamsburg County, the hall-and-parlor, which was also English in origin.  The early I-

houses without a central hall could be seen as a two-story hall-and-parlor house.  The 

essence of the I-house is its façade, which almost always faces a roadway regardless of 

solar orientation.  The four rooms are arranged so as to maximize its profile.  This 

arrangement is very striking and formidable when compared to a shotgun house, for 

instance. 

It is not certain how the name I-house, which has only recently emerged, was 

coined.  It is possible that the name, “may refer to its relatively tall, thin profiles as seen 

                                                
42 Foster, 72. 
43 Henry Glassie, Pattern in the Material Folk Culture of the Eastern United States (Philadelphia, PA:  
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1968), 67. 
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from the end or to the long narrow floor plan – or,  it is also suggested, to the three states 

where the I-houses proliferated:  Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa.”44  The I-house form was 

very popular throughout the eastern United States to the Midwest as suggested by one 

possibility of the name’s origin mentioned above.  The I-house is “perhaps the most 

common folk type in the eastern United States.”45  It first appeared in some regions as 

early as the late seventeenth century and could be found up into the twentieth century.46  

In the South the I-house became the standard dwelling of successful farmers.  The 

arrangement and layout of the house was very suitable for the climate.  The house’s one 

room depth “allowed for ample ventilation and well suited the form to this region’s 

summers.”47  Due to the milder Southern winters there was less emphasis on enlarging 

the early linear forms to create more interior space.  In the North the linear plans were 

added onto to create true massed plans (more than one room deep) due to their harsh 

winters.  In addition to providing good ventilation, the short spans also made the house 

simple to build.  It is not hard to see how the prominent looking, simple to construct, well 

ventilated I-house became very popular among successful farmers. 

Unfortunately, it is impossible to follow the exact progression of the 

Williamsburg County I-house due to considerable gaps in the dates of construction for 

the surviving houses.  For example, there is only a handful surviving houses from the 

period of 1800-1830.  However, the periods before and after that span contain excellent 

examples of I-houses.  The surviving structures show consistent construction practices, 
                                                
44 Foster, 73-74. 
45 Doug Swaim, “North Carolina Folk Housing” In Carolina Dwelling (Raleigh, NC:  North Carolina State 
University Press, 1978), 38. 
46 Foster, 74. 
47 Swaim, 39. 
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but the large gap makes it difficult to delineate the evolution.  There is no way of 

knowing the exact progression of the I-house between 1800 and 1830.  There is, 

however, enough evidence remaining to show a general progression in form. 

As stated previously, the I-house was not the first type built in the county.  The 

first structures were simple built primarily for shelter.  After a decade or so the successful 

farmers began building grander, more permanent structures to better shelter their family 

and to exhibit their wealth. Among these early I-houses are Thorntree (Figure 1-3), the 

Fleming-Jenkinson House (Figure 3-2), and the William Cooper House (Figure 2-2).  

These houses were all built between 1750 and 1775 and exhibit very similar construction 

patterns.  Overall these early I-houses were laid out like other early I-houses found in 

different areas.  They were two stories, three to five bays, with the length and height 

being twice the depth.  A chimney was located on both ends of the gabled roof.  The 

exteriors also contained full length porches on both the front and back.  These porches, 

especially the back one, were often filled in after construction to add extra rooms.  The 

floor plans consisted of a larger hall room and a smaller parlor.  The stairs were built into 

the partition between the two rooms with a storage closet located beneath them.  The 

staircases were dog-legged, with the first flight rising the majority of the way to the 

second floor.  The stairs had small runs with high rises due to the space constraints, 

which made negotiating them difficult and almost treacherous.  The second floor varied 

from house to house.  It appeared that the family that built the house divided the second 

floor to best suit their needs.  In most cases the stairs led to a center passage between two 

rooms with one of the rooms having a smaller second room cut out of it that would have 
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been a nursery of some sort.48  In Thorntree, the second floor consisted of a fireplace 

heated master bedroom and a nursery on one side on the center passage and two equal 

size rooms on the other side with only one of them having a fireplace (Figures 1-2 and 1-

2). 

These early I-house are similar in overall form to other I-house in middle Virginia 

built by the Scots-Irish.49  However, the Williamsburg I-houses are different in several 

ways.  The room arrangement was the same, but the stair placements are different.  In all 

of Williamsburg’s early I-houses the stairs were built into the partition wall between the 

hall and parlor.  Virgina’s I-houses are more erratic have sometimes have staircases that 

start on the back wall, make a turn, and travel up the partition wall.  Over all 

Williamsburg I-houses show a much more continuous pattern and not as much variety of 

the I-house of middle Virginia. 

Even though these early I-house were modest in their size and simple in their 

layout some of them contained exquisite wood work.  For example, in the Cooper House 

the hall contains a very decorative mantle, over mantle, and cornice (Figure 2-5) along 

with two built in corner cabinets (Figure 2-7).  Thorntree, as well, contains wonderful 

wood work (Figures 1-14 to 1-21), even in the master bedroom upstairs (Figures 1-20 and 

1-21).  Since on the outside all the I-houses appear roughly the same, details such as these 

were a possible means of differentiating one’s house as well as a display of wealth. 

                                                
48 A nursery room off of the master bedroom shows up in several of the houses, including Thorntree, The 
Witherspoon-Shuler House, and the Dr. William Brockinton House. 
49 Henry Glassie, Folk Housing in Middle Virginia (Knoxville, TN:  The University of Tennessee Press, 
1975), 75. 
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It is difficult to tell how this early I-house form progressed in Williamsburg 

County.  There is evidence in other areas to show that this early asymmetrical layout was 

altered during the Georgian Period by adding a center passage to make it symmetrical.50 

This was not the case for the early I-houses in Williamsburg that were built during the 

Georgian time period and could be explained by the frontier nature of the township.51  

Changing building practices and styles took longer to reach the backcountry and even 

longer to take hold.  Houses such as the Witherspoon-Shuler House give evidence that 

the asymmetrical plan was still being used in the first decade of the nineteenth century 

(Figure 6-1).  Although the exact construction date of this house is not known, it is 

thought to have been built some time just before 1810.52  These houses were built in the 

same manner as the early Pre-Revolutionary I-houses.  The overall size, room 

dimensions, and layouts were all very similar. The Witherspoon-Shuler House does show 

some progression from the early type in the incorporation of a shed-roofed extra room, 

which was heated, on the south-east corner of the house (Figure 6-5).  This auxiliary 

room was incorporated with the back porch (Figure 6-1).  This type of rearward room 

addition to the two-room first floor becomes very common in later I-houses. 

Despite the gaps in evidence, it is evident that between the late eighteenth century 

and early to mid nineteenth century there was some overlap between traditional 

asymmetrical I-houses and center passage I-houses.  Some of the houses built during this 

                                                
50 Henry Glassie, Pattern in the Material Folk Culture of the Eastern United States (Philadelphia, PA:  
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1968), 67. 
51 It was common for rural settlements, like Williamsburg, to be a few years behind the urban areas when in 
comes to style and fashion.  Just like America was behind England and France in style during the same 
period.  This lapse was due to slow communication and travel.  It took much longer for the latest fashions 
to travel from one place to another. 
52 Jenkinson, 31. 
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time had the traditional asymmetrical layout, while some were built with a center passage 

to make them symmetrical.  Another early-nineteenth-century house, Burrows Hall, ca. 

1800 (Figure 7-1), illustrates evidence of the change over to the central hall.  The house 

was similar in overall size and proportion to other houses built around the same time, 

however the layout was different.  The main floor plan consisted of two larger rooms 

separated by a narrow central passage along with two flanker, shed-roofed rooms on the 

rear.53  This house contained both a central hall and additional rooms that were to become 

common in later houses.  After these early-nineteenth-century houses there is a 

considerable gap in time before the next house, the Watson-Jenkinson House (Figure 10-

1), which was built in 1827.  This house provides a very interesting comparison between 

the early-nineteenth-century houses and the houses built after the Watson-Jenkinson 

House.  The house compares more closely to houses built two decades before than to 

houses built in the decade immediately after.  The Watson-Jenkinson house is similar in 

size and proportion, and has the traditional two rooms over two rooms layout of early 

Williamsburg I-houses.  It is perhaps the last I-house to be built in the asymmetrical 

fashion in Williamsburg County.  All surviving houses built after this are larger in size 

and proportion and incorporate center passages. 

For the time period after 1830 there is relatively a large number of surviving 

houses that provides a good sampling which gives evidence of progression and evolution.  

In the decades prior to the Civil War, the I-houses in Williamsburg grew in overall size, 

the rooms were enlarged, and additional rooms were added, however, the basic I-house 

                                                
53 Jenkinson, 39. 
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form remained the same.  The houses were two stories, contained a basic plan of two over 

two rooms, and were three to five bays wide.   

This growth in the size of houses coincided with, and was probably due to, the 

most prosperous time in Williamsburg County.  The time period from 1830 to 1860 was 

described as a time when “Williamsburg cupboards were full and its woodsheds 

overflowing.”54  Naturally the citizens built larger houses to display this wealth.  For the 

most part, the I-house form was still the standard house type to use.  The houses got 

longer and wider due to the increase in room size.  Typical houses of this period, like the 

Scott House (Figure 16-2) and the Bishop House (Figure 21-2), were symmetrical in 

outward appearance and the room layout inside.  The front centered doorway opened into 

a ten to fifteen foot center passage that divided the house in two.  On either side of the 

center passage were two rooms of equal size.  These rooms were even larger than the hall 

room in the asymmetrical plan.  The stairs leading to the second floor were located in the 

center passage.  In most cases the stair began on the right hand wall of the passage.  They 

then rose to a landing on the back wall where they turned and continued up to the second 

floor.  Normally the second floor was the same as the first; two rooms of equal size 

flanking a center passage.  Instead of dividing the upstairs rooms as in early I-houses, 

these later houses incorporated additions onto the rear of the house.55  In the south, “one-

story shed extensions were typically added to the rear of both one- and two-story, linear 

                                                
54 Boddie, 304. 
55 The early I-houses probably divided the upstairs rooms because that was an easier and cheaper means of 
adding rooms than to build additional rooms to the rear of the house. 
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plan houses as more space was needed.”56  The additions were one story and their shape 

varied from house to house.  In many cases, such as the Mouzon-Frierson House (Figure 

12-4), the back porch area became the space for shed-roofed rooms that sometimes had a 

porch running between two rooms.  A different example comes from the Scott House.  

Here two additional rooms were placed in a line out of the north-east corner creating an 

L-shaped foot print (Figure 16-1).  Many of these rear additions have been obscured or 

replaced by later additions to many of the houses. 

During the period from 1830 until the years before the Civil War not only were 

the rooms and overall size of the I-house getting proportionally bigger, but the invention 

of the “rain porch” during this period changed the overall proportions drastically.  The 

rain porch, as discussed later in this chapter, was an innovation that occurred between ca. 

1820 to ca 1860, which consisted of a porch roof with freestanding supports extended 

beyond a pier-supported, balustraded deck (Figure 18-7).57  This porch system greatly 

increased the size of the front porch and significantly changed the proportions between 

the porch and the house.  The elongated roof supports created an optical illusion of 

additional height.  Some of the houses, such as Burrows Hall, the Mouzon-Fierson 

House, and the Salters Plantation House, had stuccoed brick column roof supports that 

made the porch appear disproportionally large compared to the house (Figures 7.1, 12.5, 

14.6 respectively).  This rain porch innovation help add an appearance of grandeur to I-

houses of the period. 

                                                
56 Virginia McAlester and Lee McAlester, A Field Guide to American Houses (New York:  Alfred A. 
Knopf, Inc., 2004), 82. 
57 Walter Edgar, ed., The South Carolina Encyclopedia (Columbia, SC:  The University of South Carolina 
Press, 2006) 771. 
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The layout of Williamsburg I-houses changed over time, but some elements of the 

houses remained the same.  These were small elements that were local preferences that 

stayed popular through time.  One such element was chamfered posts with a decorative 

chamfer stop called a lamb’s tongue.58  This detail can be found on numerous houses 

from the earliest, Thorntree (Figure 1-12), to one of the latest, the Bishop House (Figure 

21-12).  In most cases this decorative element could be found on porch posts, but in the 

Bishop House it is found on the newel posts.  Another element that stayed the same from 

house to house over time was the use of wood paneling for interior sheathing.  All the 

walls were paneled before plaster began being used in the 1820s – ‘30s, but even after 

plaster’s introduction the center passages were still wood paneled.59  Another variation 

that appears occasionally was flush siding below the shed roof of the front porch.  This 

variation can be seen on the Fleming-Jenkinson House, the Witherspoon-Shuler House, 

and even the Scott House. 

The evolution of I-houses built prior to the Civil War in Williamsburg County can 

easily be seen by comparing early and late houses.  Simply by looking at the exterior of 

the houses one can see that early I-house were smaller, more slender and compact.  The 

later houses are larger and more elongated in length and width.  Of course some of the 

                                                
58 A chamfer is, “a bevel of oblique surface formed by cutting off a square edge.  If the chamfer does not 
continue the full length of the edge but is terminated, it is called a chamfer stop.  In the early South, the 
sharp edges of exposed framing members such as posts, joists, and girders were often chamfered.  
Following traditional English custom, early colonial carpenters often carved elaborate stops, a practice that 
gradually gave way in the 18th century to ones of simple shape.” from Carl Lounsbury, ed., An Illustrated 
Glossary of Early Southern Architecture and Landscape (Charlottesville, VA:  University Press of Virginia, 
1994), pg 71. 
59 Evidence of this can be seen in the Bishop House and the Dr. William Brockinton House.  All of the 
rooms in these houses were plastered while the center passages were wood paneled. 
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size and setup of the house was dictated by the wealth and needs of the builder, but a 

clear progression can be seen by looking at the houses through time. 

 

 
The Carolina Rain Porch 
 
 Large porches are an integral part of southern architecture, especially rural 

vernacular architecture.  By the late eighteenth century the full width, shed-roofed front 

porch, “was becoming universal in the southern folk house.”60  The climate in this area 

almost necessitates large porches.  The porch served as a shelter from scorching heat and 

frequent rain storms.  In the time before air-conditioning the full length porch was as 

important to keeping a house cool in the summer as good ventilation.   

 Front porches could be found on all of Williamsburg’s early houses.  The earliest 

I-houses in Williamsburg incorporated full width, one-story, shed roofed porches on both 

the front and the rear of the house.  In addition to sheltering the inhabitants from the sun 

and rain, the porches shaded the lower half of the house which kept it cooler. 

 In the early nineteenth century a unique innovation in porch building was 

developed.  This new porch type became known as a “rain porch,” and is found in the 

South Carolina counties located north of the Santee River and east of the Wateree and 

Catawba Rivers.61  Isolated examples can also be found in other parts of South Carolina, 

as well as in parts of other states along the Gulf Coast.  In this design the porch “consists 

of a roof structure with freestanding supports, in an anterior arrangement to a pier-

                                                
60 McAlester, pg 82. 
61 Edgar, 771. 
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supported, balustraded deck.”62  The reasons why or where this type of porch was 

developed is not entirely clear.  Some architectural historians believe the porch has West 

Indian origins, while others speculate indigenous origins.63  It is likely that the porch 

emerged in South Carolina from assimilated building traditions, and as a means to 

preserve a highly used outdoor living space from exposure to the weather.64  Many 

porches would have had problems with rot.  The humid air and constant showers would 

have been very conducive for rot to occur.  This problem would have been the greatest 

around the porch area where the most water would have collected.  The roof of the rain 

porch provides better protection from rain and run off since it extends a couple of feet 

past the porch floor (Figure 18-7).  Another benefit, although probably not as important, 

is that the extended porch roof provides more shade using less material which would have 

been beneficial for cooling the house. 

 After conducting the survey of early Williamsburg houses and taking notice of the 

porches a theory of the origins of “rain porch” was developed.  Several of the houses that 

had a traditional porch contained an extra projection of the porch roof that covered the 

steps.  This projection would have protected the steps from rain and thus from rot.  This 

projection, although no longer extant, was probably part of the original porch for the 

Rearden House, which is one of the earliest houses in the county (Figure 4-18).65  A 

similar projection can be seen in an old photograph of the Watson-Jenkinson House 

(Figure 10-4).  The Evans House also has a roof projection over the porch steps (Figure 
                                                
62 Edgar, 771. 
63 Edgar, 771. 
64 Edgar, 771. 
65 Notches can be seen in the porch posts next to the stairs that would have been for the projecting arms that 
would have supported the projection roof. 
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23-1), however it is part of a “rain porch.”  It is not difficult to see how an early carpenter 

would have developed the idea of projecting the entire porch roof around the porch to 

help better protect it just like the projection over the porch steps better protects them.  

This theory is difficult to prove due to lack of surviving evidence.  Evidences for porch 

roof projections can be found, but are rare.  This is due to the fact that rot does destroy 

many porches, especially the traditional type.  The fact that many of the porches were 

rebuilt after the “rain porch” was developed and in later renovations compounds the 

problem of finding surviving evidence. 

 It is not known exactly when the “rain porch” first appeared.  Several houses built 

around the 1820s, including New Market (Figure 9-1), make use of it.  However, it does 

not become common practice until the 1830s – ‘40s.  Once the “rain porch” became 

popular and widespread, earlier houses built with traditional porches updated their 

porches, such as Burrows Hall (Figure 7-1).  The common practice of building “rain 

porches” died out sometime around the Civil War for unknown reasons.66   

The “rain porch” has become a distinctive feature of houses in the Pee Dee 

Region.  This unique porch is predominantly found in this area.  It is no doubt the 

innovation of local carpenters resulting from ingenuity and necessity.  This uncommon 

porch has distinguished itself from one of the most common features in Southern folk 

housing. 

 

 

                                                
66 Edgar, 771. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

SELECTED HOUSE DESCRIPTIONS 

 This sections contains brief descriptions of certain houses that formed part of this 

survey.  These descriptions include an overview of their exterior appearance as well as 

the interior layout.  Additional descriptions of the houses that are listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places can be found in their nomination forms in Appendix A. 

 

Thorntree 

Thorntree, the plantation house of James Witherspoon (1700-1768), was built 

about six miles south of the Williamsburgh Township in 1749.67  It was built in the I-

house form and is an excellent example of this early housing type in the county.  The 

dwelling survived in good condition and relatively untouched until 1969 when the 

Williamsburg Historical Society moved it from its original site in an effort to save and 

preserve it (Plate 5).  Today the building is listed on the National Register of Historical 

Places and is open to the public as an historic house museum. 

 The structure is a traditional I-house with a full two-stories, five bays wide, and 

only one room deep (Figures 1-1 and 1-2).  It is raised three to four feet on brick piers 

and contains two chimneys placed at both ends of the cypress shingled, gable roof.  The 

house is sheathed in beaded weatherboards and incorporates a full-length, one story, and 

shed roofed porch on both the front and back.  The porch posts are chamfered with a 

                                                
67 Jenkinson, 13. 
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simple lamb’s tongue chamfer stop.  The windows are sash windows with a smaller six 

pane sash over a larger nine pane sash. 

 The first floor has the two-room layout of early I-houses.  It is a simple hall-and-

parlor layout with a larger and a smaller room divided by a partition with a dog-leg 

staircase built into it.  On the second floor the stairs come up to a central stair hall.  This 

floor is divided into three bedrooms with a nursery connected to the master bedroom.  

There are two bedrooms on the right hand side of the house.  On the other side of the stair 

hall is the master bedroom.  The nursery is connected to this room.  On the opposite side 

of the main stair case there is a narrow, steep staircase that leads to the attic space which 

was left unfinished. 

 Even though this dwelling built on the frontier had a simple design, it contains 

very decorative wood work in both the great hall and the master bedroom.  Both of these 

rooms contain detailed cornice work along with elaborated mantels and over mantles.  

This would have been a very fine house for the area and time. 

 On December 2, 1969, the house was relocated to the Fluitt-Nelson Memorial 

Park in Kingstree, SC by the Williamsburg Historical Society who purchased the building 

earlier.68  The house has had some renovations but the core remains untouched and 

unharmed.69   

 
 
 
                                                
68 Jenkinson, 22. 
69 It was necessary to move the house in order to save it.  The house was moved to its current site where it 
was restored to its original appearance.  Due to its significance the house is listed on the National Register 
of Historical Places even though it was moved.  Today the house is open on select days and by 
appointment. 
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The William Cooper House 
 

The William Cooper House, circa 1760, is located about two miles west of the 

Indiantown community (Plate 6).  It is an early I-house with the traditional asymmetrical 

plan.  The building itself is located just off the highway on a small hill overlooking the 

pastures that surround it.  The entire residence was built using native materials and the 

nails were even made in a blacksmiths shop there on the plantation.70  Currently the 

dwelling is in good condition and continues to function as a single family farmhouse. 

 The original structure is a traditional I-house with two-stories, five bays, and is 

one room deep (Figure 2-1).  It is raised about three feet on brick piers and contains two 

chimneys, one placed at each end of the gable roof.  The chimney on the south side of the 

house is original, but the one on the right had to be rebuilt after the earthquake of 1886.71  

The house is sheathed in weatherboards that look to be replacement siding installed when 

the rear addition was added.72  The windows are sash windows with a smaller six pane 

sash over a larger nine pane sash, which was common for the early houses of 

Williamsburg.  Originally there would have been two full-length porches, one on the 

front and back.  The one on the rear was replaced by the later addition, while the front 

porch remained but has been modified into a screen porch. 

 Like other I-houses from the same period, the house has the simple, two room 

asymmetrical layout on the first floor.  It is a simple hall-and-parlor layout with a larger 

and a smaller room divided by a partition.  The original staircase was removed and 
                                                
70 James McBride Dabbs and Carl Julien, Pee Dee Panorama (Columbia, SC:  The University of South 
Carolina Press, 1951) pg 112. 
71 A high magnitude earthquake hit the Charleston area in 1886, which caused widespread damage 
throughout the state. 
72 The current owner provided information on the evolution of the house. 
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replaced by a new one in the later addition.  The great hall is one of the finest early 

interiors of the area.  The mantle, over mantle, and the cornice exhibit very fine wood 

working.  The room also includes two built in corner cabinets.  This would have been 

very rare for the area and time, and would have been a luxury.   

 The current owner, Braxton Lovett, is a descendent of the builder William 

Cooper.  He and his wife live in the house and continue to farm the surrounding area. 

 
 
The Fleming-Jenkinson House 
 

The Fleming-Jenkinson House is another good example of an early I-house in 

Williamsburg County (Plate 7).  The date of construction is estimated between the years 

of 1750 – 1775.73  The residence, which now sits on Academy Street in the town of 

Kingstree, was moved from its original location near Boggy Swamp about five miles east 

of town in the 1970s.  The dwelling has since been restored and lived in. 

 The house is very similar in size and construction to other eighteenth-century I-

houses in the area like the William Cooper House and Thorntree.  Like the other I-

houses, the structure has two stories, five bays, and one room deep.  The two chimneys 

are located at the ends of the gable roof, which would have originally been covered with 

cypress shingles.  The windows on the first floor are nine over nine sash windows while 

the second floor windows are six over nine sash windows, which is the same as other I-

house of the same period.  Originally the house would have had matching one-story, 

shed-roofed, full-width porches on the front and back.  The front porch was changed to a 

                                                
73 Jenkinson, 24. 
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two-story porch sometime in the last half of the nineteenth century.  The back porch was 

filled in sometime after construction to create more interior space, which was a common 

addition for I-houses in the area.  The house is sheathed in weatherboard with the 

sheathing under the front porch being shiplap. 

 The first floor layout is the traditional hall-and-parlor plan (Figure 3-1).  A 

partition with a dog-leg staircase built into it separates the larger room, the hall, from the 

smaller room, the parlor.  On the second floor the stair come to a center passage between 

two bedrooms of equal size. 

 In 1975 the present owners, Bubber and Peggy Jenkinson, bought the house for 

$500 and prepared to move it.  In order to move the house the roof and second floor were 

numbered and dismantled, the chimneys were taken apart, and the porches had to be 

removed.  The first floor of the house was moved as a whole.  The owners moved the 

house to a lot inside the town of Kingstree where they restored it and constructed an 

addition to the rear of the structure.  The chimneys were rebuilt using the original brick 

and the front porch was rebuilt the way it was originally.  Today the residence is well 

maintained by the Jenkinson’s.  

 
The Rearden House 
 

The Rearden House is a hall-and-parlor type dwelling.  It is simply a one-and-a-

half story I-house, and like the I-house, it is a popular early English vernacular type.  The 

exact date of construction is not known but it is clear that the house was built before the 

American Revolution.  This evidence comes from the mark of the crown on the hinges 

that are on the doors (Figure 4-14).  This mark signifies that the taxes on the metal were 



 34 

paid to the king of England.  On many of the hinges this mark is punched out, which was 

probably done after America gained her independence from England. 

 The age and type of this house makes it very important.  This type would have 

been popular among early settlers because it was small and easy to build.  However, very, 

very few of them exist today.  There are only a handful of them left in the entire county.  

A building that was of the same age and type was the victim of arson two years ago.  This 

house, built by a member of the Epps family, was located about two miles south of the 

present day location of the Rearden House.  It is fortunate that the Rearden House 

survives and is well maintained. 

 The structure is one-and-a-half stories tall and one-and-a-half units deep.  The 

exterior is sheathed in weatherboards and the gable roof is covered with cypress shingles.  

There are two chimneys located at the gable ends of the roof.  A shed-roof porch projects 

off the front along with a shed-roofed room addition on the rear.  Notches on the porch 

posts next to the stairs indicate that there would have been a roof projection over the 

stairs originally.  The back porch is not original and was added by the current owner.  

There are a total of six dormers; three on the front and three on the back.  However, only 

four of them are original.  The center dormers on both the front and back were added by 

the current owner when he moved the house. 

 The main portion of the dwelling is a simple two-room linear plan (Figure 4-1).  

The asymmetrical layout includes a larger room and smaller room separated by a 

partition.  The dog-leg staircase begins past the doorway in the partition separating the 

rooms.  The second floor consists of two equal sized rooms separated by a central stair 
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passage.  The mantle in the right hand bedroom coming from the stairs was salvaged out 

of the Nelson House (Figure 4-16).  The mantle in the east bedroom was also salvaged 

from another residence.  It came from the Sheriff Brockinton House (Figure 4-15). 

 The owner believes that the Rearden House has been moved twice in its 200+ 

year history.  It was first moved not long after it was constructed between 1750 and 

1770.74  The move was not very far.  Both locations were in the area known as the “Little 

Savannah.”  The reasons for this first move are not clear.  The house was moved a second 

time in recent times in an effort to save it from demolition by neglect (Plate 8).  If the 

house had not been moved it would no longer exist today.  The roof of the house had 

been dismantled and the house was exposed to the elements for a long period of time.  

The current owner moved the house about five miles to its present site, where it was 

restored. 

 
The Witherspoon-Shuler House 
 

The Witherspoon-Shuler House was built around 1800 on a tract of land on the 

Black River about seven miles southeast of Kingstree, SC.75  Although it was built some 

time after the American Revolution, the building closely resembles the I-houses built 

before the war.  In recent times the residence has been moved from its original location 

and placed on a tract of land three miles west of Kingstree (Plate 10).  After the move the 

dwelling was fully restored by its current owners Duane and Glenda Shuler. 

                                                
74 Information provided by the current owner. 
75 Jenkinson, 31 
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 The house is similar in size, layout, and overall appearance to the earlier I-houses 

of Williamsburg County.  The building is two stories high, one room deep, and three bays 

wide (Figure 6-1).  I-houses can be three bays wide, but this is different than the earlier I-

houses in the area which were five bays.  This probably reflects the wealth or preference 

of the family that built the house and not an overall change in the way I-houses were 

built.  The windows are six over six sash windows, which is a change from the earlier six 

over nine sash windows.  The building is clad in weatherboards and the gable roof would 

have originally been covered with cypress shingles.  Two chimneys are located at the 

gable ends of the roof.  The dwelling includes the standard full length front porch with 

chamfered porch posts with lamb’s tongue chamfer stops.  However, the back porch was 

not originally full length.76  The house was built with a heated shed-roofed room addition 

on the southeast corner of the house.  This projection was incorporated with the porch 

and simply took up about one third of the porch.   

 The layout was the traditional two room asymmetrical I-house layout.  However, 

the partition was set to make the hall proportionally bigger than those in earlier I-houses.  

Again this was probably the preference of the builder and does not represent an overall 

trend.  The door was also shifted off center to allow better access into the hall.  The 

second floor contained two bedrooms separated by a central hall with the addition of a 

third nursery room cut into one of the bedrooms. 

 The current owners, Duane and Glenda Shuler, bought the house in the early 

1980’s and moved it to a plantation that had had been in Glenda’s family.  The residence 

                                                
76 Information provided by the current house owner. 
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was then restored and an addition added to the rear with Duane doing much of the work 

himself.  The Shulers still reside there and take good care of the house. 

Burrows Hall 
 

Burrows Hall, circa 1800, was located in the Nesmith area of Williamsburg 

County (Plate 11).  This area is about ten to fifteen miles east of Kingstree near the 

Georgetown county line.  Unfortunately the house burned down on Mother’s Day, 

1957.77  What is known of the building comes from pictures and descriptions of 

residence. 

 The exterior appearance was like those of earlier I-houses.  The dwelling was two 

stories tall, five bays, clad in weatherboards and had a chimney at either end of the 

cypress shingled gable roof. The six over six sash windows were like those of the 

Witherspoon-Shuler House that was built around the same time.  The porch was a “rain 

porch” that wrapped around the sides of the building and the roof was supported by 

stuccoed brick columns that did not have capitals or bases.  This porch is similar to later 

houses like the Salters and Mouzon Houses, which seems to suggest that the porch was 

reconfigured in the 1830s. 

 The interior was described as consisting of “four rooms separated by a narrow 

hall.”78  An early picture of the house shows a third smaller chimney on the back left 

side.  This suggests that like the Witherspoon-Shuler House, there was a shed-roofed 

room addition where the back porch would have been.  Judging from the description and 

this picture, the interior was probably arranged with two main rooms separated by the 

                                                
77 Jenkinson, 38. 
78 Jenkinson, 39. 
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narrow center passage with two shed roofed addition rooms off the rear.  The second 

floor was described as containing two rooms, which is consistent with the I-house layout.  

It is a shame that this house no longer exists because it was probably one of the 

earliest examples of the transition to the center passage I-House.  It would have been 

helpful to study the form and layout of this house to see how the I-houses in 

Williamsburg County transformed from the asymmetrical plan to the center passage plan.  

However, the evidence that does remain helps show the progression of early I-houses in 

Williamsburg. 

 
LeBlue 
 

The LeBlue house was moved to Williamsburg County from an area near 

Summerville, SC called Stallsville.  The structure, circa 1810, is an I-house, but is 

different from the I-houses found in Williamsburg.  Although this residence is not a 

native I-house, it is worth examining because provides a great comparison to I-houses of 

the county. 

 LeBlue is a typical I-house with two stories, five bays, and primarily one unit 

deep.  It is clad in weatherboards, covered by a gable roof, and contains nine over nine 

sash windows.  The front of the building originally had a full-width front porch and the 

back had a shed-roofed addition.79  The house is much larger than the I-houses built in 

Williamsburg during the same time period.  The plan of the dwelling is more similar to 

later I-houses built in Williamsburg.  The first floor has five rooms; two primary rooms 

                                                
79 The current owner reconfigured the porch to make it a “rain porch” which is common in Williamsburg 
County. 
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separated by a center passage and three shed-roofed rooms along the back of the house 

(Figure 8-1).  The second floor plan is two bedrooms on either side of the central stair 

hall.  Another difference is that the gable roof has a much steeper pitch and the chimneys 

are not located one the gable ends of the building.  Instead, the house has interior 

chimneys that service both the four main rooms and the shed-roofed rooms on the rear of 

the house.  Even though LeBlue more closely resembles the I-houses built in the 1840s 

and 1850s its features, such as the roof pitch and interior chimneys, make it noticeably 

different. 

 When LeBlue was moved to Williamsburg County it was located on the exact 

place and orientated the same way as an I-house that had been destroyed (Plate 12).  The 

site is on a slight rise in the land that is in the best place to catch the summer breezes.  

This location goes to show how much thought went into the placement of houses.80   

 
The Watson-Jenkinson House 
 

The Watson-Jenkinson House was built in 1827 about nine miles east of 

Kingstree, SC on Thorntree Swamp near the village of Lane (Plate 14).81  This dwelling 

provides a very interesting comparison between the early-nineteenth-century I-houses 

and the ones built after it.  The building compares more closely to residences built two 

decades before than to houses built in the decade immediately after.  The Watson-

Jenkinson house is similar in size and proportion, and has the traditional two-rooms-over-

two-rooms layout of early Williamsburg I-houses.  It is perhaps the last I-house to be 

                                                
80 Information provided by the current house owner. 
81 Jenkinson, 59. 
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built in this fashion in Williamsburg County.  All surviving I-houses built after this are 

larger in size and proportion and incorporate center passages. 

The Watson-Jenkinson House takes the typical I-house form of two stories, one 

unit deep, and three bays wide.  It is clad in weatherboards and covered with a cypress 

shingled gable roof.  Two chimneys are located on the gabled ends of the building.  The 

window on the first floor are nine over nine sash windows, while on the second floor they 

are six over nine sash windows like those of early I-houses.  An old photograph of the 

residence shows that the original porch was the full-width, shed roofed porch and 

included a projection to shelter the stairs.  It is possible that projections like this 

developed into the “rain porch” that became popular around this time.  The layout is the 

same as the asymmetrical layout of early I-houses.  The first floor consists of a hall and 

parlor separated by a partition with a stair case built into it.  The second floor plan has 

two bedrooms separated by the stair hall. 

In the early 1980s the current owners, Salley and Billy Jenkinson, aquired the 

dwelling and moved it to its present location on Brooks Street in the town of Kingstree.  

There they meticulously restored it and added an addition to the rear. 

 
The Dr. William Brockinton House 
 

The Brockinton House is an early-nineteenth-century vernacular structure that 

was built about eight miles west-northwest or Kingstree, SC (Plate 15).  The one-and-a-

half story building is raised on brick piers and is one-and-a-half units deep and seven 

bays wide.    The structure is covered by a gable-on-hip roof and clad with beaded 

weatherboard.  The entrance opens into a central hall with a staircase to one side and two 
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large primary rooms on either side that are accessed by doorways at the end of the hall.  

Flanking these larger, primary rooms are two smaller secondary rooms with attachment 

rooms to the rear (Figure 11-1).  The pairs of rooms on either side of the central hall are 

both serviced by interior double chimneys, which “is one of the earliest examples of an 

interior chimney in the District [Williamsburg].”82 A front porch spans the entire length 

of the building with the back porch running between the two half units on the rear.   

 The Brockinton House appears similar to the hall-and-parlor type and the Center 

Passage House, which was essentially the same as the hall-and-parlor that was “created 

simply by adding a second partition to the Hall-and-Parlor plan, thus walling off a 

corridor.”83  The main improvement of this central hall addition was that it “took full 

advantage of the cross-ventilation gained by locating chimneys at the ends.”84   

 The Brockinton House is much larger than either of these two house types, 

however it appears that the house developed from these simpler forms.  The builder 

seems to have taken one or both of these forms, expanded them into something grander, 

and added regional variances to create an almost truly unique type.85     

 There are several explanations of how this uncommon, if not unique, house type 

came about.  It is believed that “in a particular place, much of the vernacular building of 

the past may be marked by a balance between two formal properties.”86  The formal 

properties are “typological repetition from building to building,” and “variation within 

                                                
82 Jenkinson, 54. 
83 Foster, 94. 
84 Morrison, 140. 
85 Research from a county wide survey held at the South Carolina Department of Archives and History 
shows several hall-and-parlor and central hall types, but none as large are the Brockinton-Jenkinson house. 
86 Howard Davis, “Explicit Rules, Implicit Rules, and Formal Variation in Vernacular Building,”  
Perspectives in Vernacular Architecture IV (1991):  53. 
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the type or subtype itself.” 87 The hall-and-parlor and center hall house types can be seen 

repeated throughout the county with some amount of variation among them.  It is 

possible that the Brockinton House is simply a larger variant of this repeated type.  The 

builder/designer took existing known forms to create the house type.  This seems to be 

the best explanations because “folk designers solve design problems by relying on past 

precedent.”88  They do not copy old forms but “generate design ideas by disassembling or 

decomposing existing forms and composing new forms out of the abstracted ideas of bits 

and pieces of existing forms.”89  This is due to the fact that the designer “could not do 

what he did not know how to do.”90 

 This expansion of simple forms was more than likely motivated by function.  The 

builder, William Screven Brockinton, had a wife and five children at the time of the 

construction of the Brockinton House.  The house he built needed to be large enough to 

accommodate his family and run his plantation.  Perhaps Dr. Brockinton did not care for 

the common “I” house that was popular in Williamsburg during the time, however he still 

needed a house of its size.  To solve his problem he took another type of house and 

expanded it to fit the function that he needed. 

 There exists a strong connection between the Brockinton House and the other 

houses built before and after it in Williamsburg. This connection can be seen in the porch 

and shed room additions of the structure.  These additions were traditional in the area that 

                                                
87 Davis, 53. 
88 Davis, 53. 
89 Thomas Hubka, “Just Folks Designing:  Vernacular Designers and the Generation of From,” Common 
Places:  Readings in American Vernacular Architecture, (Athens, GA:  The University of Georgia Press, 
1986), 430. 
90 Henry Glassie, Folk Housing in Middle Virginia (Knoxville, TN:  The University of Tennessee Press, 
1975), 114. 
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came from variants derived to fill needs for the area.  Even though William Brockinton 

used an uncommon type for the construction of his house it still reflects the cultural 

tradition of the area. 

The Mouzon-Frierson House 
 

The Mouzon-Frierson House was built between 1830 and 1840 on a tract of land 

located eight miles west on Kingstree, SC on Pudding Swamp.91  The residence was built 

to replace an earlier dwelling that burned in 1780 and was sited on the same place (Plate 

16).  It was a transitional I-house that was a prelude to later I-houses in Williamsburg 

County. 

 The Mouzon-Frierson House is two stories, five bays wide, and primarily one unit 

deep.  The structure is sheathed in weatherboards and the gable roof is covered with 

cypress shingles.  The front of the building had a “rain porch” supported by stuccoed 

brick columns, while the back had a shed-roofed addition.  There are a total of four 

chimneys; two located at the gables ends of the house that served the four principal 

rooms, and two smaller chimneys that heated the rooms in the shed-roofed addition.  The 

windows on both stories are six over six sash windows. 

 The plan of the first floor consists of a center passage with a stair case and two 

equal sized rooms on either side of it.  The center passage I-house plan was modified by 

adding the shed-roofed addition to the rear, which added three smaller rooms (Figure 12-

4).  The upstairs floor plan mirrored that of the first with two rooms separated by the 

center stair passage. 

                                                
91 Jenkinson, 70. 
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 The Mouzon-Frierson House is longer than the early I-houses because of the 

central passage.  However, it is not as large as the I-houses that follow it, which not only 

increase in length but also width.  The residence does make use of the “rain porch” and 

rear shed-roofed additions that start to become popular around this time.  This I-house 

could be seen as a bridge between the old and the new. 

 Currently the building is not occupied and has not been for twenty years.  

However, it is maintained by the current owner, who is a descendent of the builder.  The 

porch that appears today is a replacement of the original porch that collapsed in the “big 

snow” of February, 1973.  The roof on a portion of the back addition has also collapsed 

in recent years.  Other than that, the house remains in relatively fair shape. 

 
The Bishop House 
 

The Bishop House is one of the grandest I-houses in Williamsburg County.  The 

dwelling was built in the 1850s about eight miles east of Kingstree, SC off Highway 261 

(Plate 25).  The overall size and appearance have changed due to an early-20th-century 

renovation, but the core I-house remains intact. 

 The original I-house is two stories tall, five bays wide and one unit deep.  It is 

clad in weatherboards and would have most likely had a gabled roof.  Like all the other I-

houses, the Bishop House has two original chimneys at either end of the structure.  The 

windows are very tall six over six sash windows the run from the floor to the ceiling.  

The ones on the front of the house were made to allow access to the two story porch.  The 

upper porch is supported on brick columns and the lower porch is recessed so that it 

forms something of a rain porch.  It is likely that the second floor porch would have been 
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covered by a shed roof that connected to the gable roof; however that configuration was 

replaced by a new roof that covered the entire house when the addition was added to the 

rear. 

 A set of large double doors opens into a relatively large center passage with a 

dog-leg staircase on the right hand wall.  To the right of the center passage is a smaller 

room with a larger room on the other side of the passage (Figure 21-1).  This arrangement 

reflects the hierarchy of rooms in the early asymmetrical plan.  The upstairs plan consists 

of two similar sized bedrooms on either side of the central stair passage.  In the early 20th 

century a large addition was added to the rear of the house.  It is possible that this 

addition replaced original shed-roofed rear rooms, but this is impossible to tell.  Even 

though this dwelling is very different from the early I-houses built a century earlier, it 

nevertheless has a common decorative feature.  The stair posts in the Bishop House have 

the same chamfered edges and lamb’s tongue chamfer stop as Thorntree and other early 

I-houses. 

 The Bishop House has been handed down through the generations and is owned 

and lived in by direct descendents of the builder.   
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CHAPTER FIVE 

CONCLUSION 

The surviving historic houses and knowledgeable citizens of Williamsburg 

County are indicative of its long and rich history.  When the township was first founded 

in the 1730s many of the first settlers came with little or nothing in the way of wealth and 

worldly goods.  Through determination and hard work these settlers used agriculture to 

make the township into one of the wealthiest in South Carolina.  Many used iconic 

architecture, such as the formidable appearing I-house, to display their hard earned 

wealth.  These houses were status symbols for the families who built them.  Many of 

these well built houses have survived to today and continue to make a statement about 

their era and the families who built them.  However, many more of these houses have 

been lost to the ravages of time and the ruin of neglect.  This documentation and study of 

these early Williamsburg houses will go a long way to preserve the history of a once 

great township. 

 The evolution of Williamsburg’s early houses is closely tied to the development 

of the county.  The houses were a reflection of how the county grew and prospered.  

Understandably the first houses were built simply to provide shelter.  It is not clear what 

form these earliest houses took because so few survive today.  They were built as 

temporary shelters and as such many of them have not endured.  Some of the earliest 

surviving houses suggest a simple hall-and-parlor, like the Rearden House, or even a log 

cabin type, such as the Gamble House. 
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 As the settlers and farmers became prosperous many built new, bigger houses to 

reflect their success.  The I-house was the popular choice and soon became the way to 

symbolize a successful farmer.  This type was very well suited for the climate of the area 

and the intent to impress of the settlers.  The I-house type came from an English 

vernacular form that would have been very familiar to the Scots-Irish settlers of 

Williamsburg County.  The two-story, one unit deep house made it simple to build, 

allowed for good ventilation, and created an imposing appearance from the front.  Once 

established early on, the I-house became “the house” of Williamsburg County. 

 Up until the Civil War the vast majority of houses that were built in the county 

were I-houses.  Through time the I-house form evolved in the county due to the 

increasing wealth of the families.  The earliest houses had a very simple asymmetrical 

linear plan with two rooms per floor.  Sometimes the second floor was divided up 

depending on the needs of the family.  As time progressed and the wealth grew, so did 

the houses.  Sometime in the first quarter of the nineteenth century a center passage 

began to be incorporated into floor plan to make the house more symmetrical.  This made 

the I-house longer than its predecessors.  Then in the second quarter of the nineteenth 

century the room sizes increased, which made the house wider, giving it a more grand 

appearance.  This progression makes it easy to distinguish the early I-houses from later 

ones simply looking at their proportions.   

 In addition to the progression of the I-house form, the I-houses in Williamsburg 

exhibit regional and local variances.  One of these regional variances was shed-roofed 

additions to the rear of the house.  In the early houses when more interior space was 
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needed, the back porch was filled in.  Later houses included these additions when the 

house was originally built.  Another regional element incorporated into the I-house was 

the full-width porch.  Due to the hot, humid climate and frequent rain storms full-width 

porches became a common feature on all southern housing.  The I-houses in the 

Williamsburg area developed a local variant on the full-width porch known as the “rain 

porch.”  This type of porch, which can only be found in the Pee Dee area, was built by 

extending the porch roof a couple of feet past the porch floor and supporting it on its own 

set of posts.  This arrangement was probably developed to help prevent rot, which would 

have been a common problem in this climate.  The local and regional variance help 

distinguish the I-houses in Williamsburg County from those found all over the east coast. 

 The early houses of Williamsburg County represent an important part of its 

history and much can be learned from them.  However, many of them are disappearing 

without leaving behind any form of documentation.  In recent times countless historic 

houses have been lost due to the fact they no longer serve a purpose.  For a period of time 

the vacant historic houses found use as barns and pack houses for agriculture.  With the 

decline of farming since the Civil War, these houses were once again abandoned and had 

no use.  They had been neglected and poorly maintained for so long that they were no 

longer suitable for habitation without substantial renovations.  These houses are currently 

being left to fall apart because so few can afford to rehabilitate them.   

This study and survey is of great importance because many of the surviving 

structures are disappearing rapidly.  This thesis has sought to provide a basic survey and 

documentation of as many of these historic houses as possible.  The survey and study lay 
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the ground work for future research.  They provide basic information on the houses and 

type so that further study is possible.  Given the number of houses that have disappeared 

in the last fifty years, it is likely that several of the houses surveyed will not last another 

fifty.  The houses that are lived in are well maintained, and barring some disaster, will 

continue to survive for years to come.  This thesis serves as documentation for these 

houses so that this important part of Williamsburg’s built history is saved for future 

generation to study and admire. 
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Plate 1:  Williamsburg County 
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Plate 2:  Williamsburg County Highway Map 
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Plate 3:  Historic House Locations 
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Plate 4:  The Mills’ Atlas of Williamsburgh District 
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Plate 5:  Thorntree 
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Thorntree Images 
(Plans courtesy of SC Department of Archives and History) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-1:  First Floor Plan 
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Thorntree Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-2:  Second Floor Plan 
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Thorntree Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-3:  Front Facade 

 
Fig 1-4:  Front-Left Oblique 
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Thorntree Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 1-5:  Left Facade 

 
Fig 1-6:  Back-Left Oblique 
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Thorntree Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 1-7:  Back Facade 

 
Fig 1-8:  Back-Right Oblique 
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Thorntree Images 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 1-9:  Right Facade 

 
Fig 1-10:  Front-Right Oblique 
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Thorntree Images 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 1-11:  Front Porch 

 
Fig 1-12: Porch Post Detail 
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Thorntree Images 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-13:  Thorntree before Move and 
Restoration 
- Williamsburg County, SC:  A Pictorial History (Dallas,  
TX:  Taylor Publishing Company, 1991), 97. 

 
Fig. 1-14:  The Great Hall 
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Thorntree Images 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-15: The Mantle and Over Mantle in Great Hall 

 
Fig. 1-16:  The Staircase 
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Thorntree Images 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-17: Cornice Molding from Great Hall 

 
Fig. 1-18:  The Parlor 
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Thorntree Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 1-19:  Master Bedroom 

 
Fig. 1-20:  Molding Detail from Master Bedroom 
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Thorntree Images 

 
Fig. 1-21:  Mantle and Over Mantle Detail from Master Bedroom 
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Plate 6:  The William Cooper House 
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The William Cooper House Images 

 
Fig. 2-1:  Original Floor Plan 
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The William Cooper House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 2-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 2-3:  Right-Front Oblique 
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The William Cooper House Images 

 

 
Fig. 2-4:  Left Facade 
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The William Cooper House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 2-5:  Mantle and Over Mantle in Great Hall 

 
Fig. 2-6:  Front Door Detail 



 73 

The William Cooper House Images 

 

 
Fig. 2-7:  Built-in Corner Cabinet in Great Hall 
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Plate 7:  The Fleming Jenkinson House 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 

 

 
Fig. 3-1:  Original Floor Plans 



 76 

The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-2: Front Facade 

 
Fig. 3-3:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-4:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 3-5:  Left Facade 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 3-6:  Front-Left Oblique 

 
Fig. 3-7:  The Great Hall 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 

 

 
Fig.  3-8:  The Staircase 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-9:  The Parlor 

 
Fig. 3-10:  Ceiling Detail from Upstairs Bedroom 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-11:  The House Prior to Move 

 
Fig. 3-12:  Back of House Prior to Move 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-13:  Right Side of House Prior to Move 

 
Fig. 3-14:  Interior Showing Tobacco Leaves 
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The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-15:  House Being Moved 

 
Fig. 3-16:  House Being Restored After Mover 



 84 

The Fleming-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 3-17:  Cypress Shingles Being Made  
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Plate 8:  The Rearden House 
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The Rearden House Images 

 

 
Fig. 4-1:  Original Floor Plans 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-2:  Front Facade 

 
Figure 4-3:  Front Right Oblique 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-4:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 4-5:  Back-Right Oblique 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-6:  Back Facade 

 
Fig. 4-7:  Back-Left Oblique 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-8:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 4-9:  Front-Left Oblique 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-10:  The Great Hall 

 
Fig. 4-11:  The Staircase  
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The Rearden House Images 

 

 
Fig. 4-12:  Mantle and Over Mantle Detail from Great Hall 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-13:  The Parlor 

 
Fig. 4-14:  Detail of Hinge with the Mark of the Crown from Parlor  
Room 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-15:  Left Side Upstairs Bedroom 

 
Fig. 4-16: Right Side Upstairs Bedroom 
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The Rearden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 4-17:  Stair Case 

 
Fig. 4-18: Detail of porch 
posts with notches for roof 
extension over steps. 
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Plate 9:  The Gamble House 
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The Gable House Images 

 
 

 
Fig. 5-1:  Floor Plans 
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The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 5-2:  Front-Left Oblique 

 
Fig. 5-3:  Front Right Oblique 
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The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 5-4:  Back-Right Oblique 

 
Fig. 5-5:  Back Facade 



 100 

The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 5-6:  Back-Left Oblique 

 
Fig. 5-7:  Interior detail showing corner of log cabin construction 
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The Gamble House Images 

 

 
Fig. 5-8:  Detail of front door jam and the wood planks for walls 
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The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 5-9:  Detail showing the peg holding two planks of the wall 
together. 

Fig. 5-10:  Front Façade 
-Image courtesy of South Carolina Department of Archives and History 

 



 103 

The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 5-11:  Front-Left Oblique 
- Image courtesy of South Carolina Department of Archives and History 
 

 

 
Fig. 5-12:  Back Façade 
- Image courtesy of South Carolina Department of Archives and History 
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The Gamble House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 5-13:  Back-Right Oblique 
- Image courtesy of South Carolina Department of Archives and History 
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Plate 10:  The Witherspoon-Shuler House 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 

 
Fig. 6-1:  Original Floor Plans 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 6-3:  Front-Left Oblique 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-4:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 6-5:  Back-Left Oblique 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-6:  Back-Right Oblique 

 
Fig. 6-7:  Right Facade 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-8:  Front Porch Detail 

 
Fig. 6-9:  Front Porch Post Detail 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-10:  The Great Hall 

 
Fig. 6-11:  Staircase in Great Hall 
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The Witherspoon-Shuler House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 6-12:  Staircase and closet from Parlor 

 
Fig 6-13:  Mantle in Parlor (from the Nelson House) 



 113 

Plate 11:  Burrows Hall 
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Burrows Hall Image 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 7-1:  Burrows Hall (now destroyed) 
Williamsburg County, SC:  A Pictorial History (Dallas, TX:  Taylor Publishing Company, 
1991), 104. 
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Plate 12:  LeBlue 
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LeBlue Images 

 
Fig. 8-1:  Original Floor Plans 
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LeBlue Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 8-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 8-3:  Front-Right Oblique 
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LeBlue Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 8-4:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 8-5:  Staircase in Center Passage 
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LeBlue Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 8-6:  Interior Chimney 
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Plate 13:  New Market Plantation 
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New Market Plantation Images 
(Photographs courtesy of SC Department of Archives and History) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 9-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 9-2:  Right Facade 
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New Market Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 9-3:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 9-4:  Back Facade 
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New Market Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 9-5:  Front Porch Details 
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Plate 14:  The Watson-Jenkinson House 
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The Watson-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 10-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 10-2:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Watson-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 10-3:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 10-4:  Photograph of house from circa 1890 
- Bubber Jenkinson, A History of the Homes and People of Williamsburgh District, 
(Charleston, SC:  The History Press, 2007), 60. 
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Plate 15:  The Dr. William Brockinton House 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 

 

 
Fig. 11-1:  Original Plan (Drawn by Author) 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 11-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 11-3:  Front-Right Oblique 



 130 

The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 11-4:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 11-5:  Back-Right Oblique 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 11-6:  Back Facade 

 
Fig. 11-7:  Front-Left Oblique 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 11-8:  Inscription on interior wall.  Reads, “J F B – 1838.”  John 
F Brockinton was a son of the builder. 

 
Fig. 11-9:  Center Passage with ghost marks of staircase. 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 11-10:  View from Center Passage into Great Hall on the right 
side of the house. 

 
Fig. 11-11:  View into Parlor 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 11-12:  View into bedroom and rear addition room 

 
Fig. 11-13:  View from one rear room across porch to the other 



 135 

The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig:  11-14:  The House under preparation to be moved. 

 
Fig. 11-15:  House waiting to be moved 



 136 

The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 

 
Fig.  11-16:  Elevations (Drawn by Author) 
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The Dr. William Brockinton House Images 

 
 
Fig.  11-17:  Side Elevations (Drawn by Author) 
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Plate 16:  The Mouzon-Frierson House 
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The Mouzon-Frierson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 12-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig 12-2:  Front-Left Oblique 
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The Mouzon-Frierson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 12-3:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 12-4:  Back-Left Oblique 
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The Mouzon-Frierson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 12-5:  Photograph of the house circa 1915. 
- Bubber Jenkinson, A History of the Homes and People of Williamsburgh District, 
(Charleston, SC:  The History Press, 2007), 71. 
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Plate 17:  The McFadden House 
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The McFadden House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig 13-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 13-2:  Front-Left Oblique 
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Plate 18:  The Salters Plantation House 
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The Salters Plantation House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 14-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 14-2:  Left Facade 
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The Salters Plantation House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 14-3:  Back Facade 

 
Fig. 14-4:  Main Entrance Detail 
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The Salters Plantation House Images 

 
Fig. 14-5:  Salters Plantation 
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The Salters Plantation House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 14-6: The Salters Plantation House circa 1900 
- Bubber Jenkinson, A History of the Homes and People of Williamsburgh District, 
(Charleston, SC:  The History Press, 2007), 65. 
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Plate 19:  Murry’s Ferry Plantation 
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Murry’s Ferry Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 15-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 15-2:  Front-Left Oblique 
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Murry’s Ferry Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 15-3:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 15-4:  Back Facade 
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Murry’s Ferry Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 15-5:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 15-6:  Front-Right Oblique 
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Murry’s Ferry Plantation Images 

 
 

 
Fig. 15-7 
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Plate 20:  The Scott House 
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The Scott House Images 

 
 

 
Fig. 16-1:  Original Floor Plans 
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The Scott House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The 

 
Fig. 16-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 16-3:  Right Facade 
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Scott House Images 

 

 
Fig. 16-4:  Staircase in Center Passage 
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The Scott House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 16-5:  Center Passage and Front Door 

 
Fig. 16-6:  Left side Parlor 
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The Scott House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 16-7:  Mantle in right side Parlor 
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Plate 21:  Longlands Plantation 
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Longlands Plantation Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 17-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 17-2:  Front-Right Oblique 
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Plate 22:  The John Calvin Wilson House 
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The John Calvin Wilson House Images 
(Photographs courtesy of SC Department of Archives and History) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 18-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 18-2:  Front-Right Oblique 



 164 

The John Calvin Wilson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 18-3:  Details of Front-Right Oblique 

 
Fig. 18-4:  Left Facade 
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The John Calvin Wilson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 18-5:  Back Facade 

 
Fig. 18-6:  Back-Right Facade 
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The John Calvin Wilson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 18-7:  Detail of Rain Porch 
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Plate 23:  The Cooper-Jenkinson House 
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The Cooper-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 19-1: Front Facade 

 
Fig. 19-2:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Cooper-Jenkinson House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 19-3:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 19-4:  Back-Right Oblique 



 170 

Plate 24:  The M. F. Heller House 
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The M. F. Heller House Images 
(Photographs courtesy of SC Department of Archives and History) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 20-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 20-2:  Right Facade 
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The M. F. Heller House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 20-3:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 20-4:  Back Facade 
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The M. F. Heller House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 20-5:  Front Porch Detail 

 
Fig. 20-6:  Pressed-Metal Ceiling and Gasolier in Parlor 
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Plate 25:  The Bishop House 
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The Bishop House Images 

 

 
Fig. 21-1:  Original Floor Plans 
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The Bishop House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 21-2:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 21-3:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Bishop House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 21-4:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 21-5:  Back Facade 
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The Bishop House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 21-6:  Back-Left Oblique 

 
Fig. 21-7:  Left Facade 
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The Bishop House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 21-8:  Center Passage and Staircase 

 
Fig. 21-9:  The Center Passage and Front Door 
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The Bishop House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 21-10:  The Parlor 

 
Fig. 21-11:  Original Hardware on Front Door 
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The Bishop House Images 

 

 
Fig. 21-12:  Staircase Post with the chamfered edge and lambs tongue 
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Plate 26:  The Daniel Epps House 
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The Daniel Epps House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 22-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 22-2:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Daniel Epps House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 22-3:  Right Facade 

 
Fig. 22-4:  Back-Right Oblique 
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The Daniel Epps House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 22-5:  Back Facade 

 
Fig. 22-6:  Back-Left Oblique 
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The Daniel Epps House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 22-7:  Left Facade 
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Plate 27:  The Evans House 
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The Evans House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 23-1:  Front Facade 

 
Fig. 23-2:  Front-Left Oblique 
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The Evans House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 23-3:  Left Facade 

 
Fig. 23-4:  Back Facade 
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The Evans House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 23-5:  Original Kitchen Building 
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Plate 28:  The Col. John Gotea Pressley House 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House 
(Images courtesy of the SC Department of Archives and History) 

 

Fig. 24-1:  Original Floor Plan 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House Images 

 

 
Fig. 24-2:  Floor Plan circa 1994 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 24-3:  Front Facade 

 

Fig. 24-4:  Front-Right Oblique 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 24-5:  Front-Left Oblique 

 

Fig. 24-6:  Back-Left Oblique 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig. 24-7:  Back-Right Oblique 

 

 
Fig. 24-8:  Center Stair Hall 
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The Col. John Gotea Pressley House Images 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 24-9:  Dining Room Mantle 

Fig. 24-10:  Second Floor Balustrade 
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Other Houses of Interest 
 
-  Sheriff Grahm’s House 

• Located 5 miles west of Indiantown off Highway 512 
 
 

- Spook Lodge (circa 1800) 
• Located on North Santee 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
-  The Chandler-Snow House – circa 1854 (destroyed 1940) 
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-  The Nelson House – 1817  (destroyed) 
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