
 

A quorum of Council may be in attendance at all Committee meetings. 
Please silence your cell phone during the meeting 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AGENDA 
FINANCE COMMITTEE WORK SESSION 

Monday, May 24, 2010  
2:30 p.m. 

Executive Conference Room 
 Administration Building 

 
 

Committee Members: Staff Support 
Stu Rodman, Chairman  Bryan Hill, Deputy County Administrator 
William McBride, Vice Chairman  David Starkey, Chief Financial Officer 
Steven Baer 
Brian Flewelling 
Paul Sommerville 
Jerry Stewart 
Laura Von Harten 

 
2:30 p.m. 1. CALL TO ORDER  
  

2.  BLUFFTON FIRE DISTRICT REQUEST TO USE FIRE IMPACT FEES FOR 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION 

   
 3. OPEN COUNTY BUDGET ISSUES 
  
 4. ADJOURNMENT  

 
OPEN FINANCE ITEMS 

• Hurricane Revenue Anticipation Notes 
• Radio Frequency Identification ( RFID) System Purchase for Library Department 
• Text Amendments to Business License Ordinance 
• Beaufort Regional and Black Chambers' request for hospitality tax 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 Finance 

Date Time  Location 
June 14 2:00 p.m. HHI Library 
June 21 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
July 19 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
August 16 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
September 20 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
October 18 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
November 15 2:00 p.m. BIV #2 
December 13 2:00 p.m. ECR 

County TV Rebroadcast 
Monday 9:00 a.m. 
Wednesday 4:00 a.m. 
Friday 6:00 p.m. 



Fax. (843) 757-7305 

July 17, 2009 

Mr. Chris C. Poe 

357 FO;::Dlt~G ISLAj~D ROAI) 
BLUFFTON. SOUTH CAROUN.!>. 2:l91!i 

Beaufort County School District 
P.O. Drawer 309 
2900 Mink Point Blvd. 
Beaufort, SC 29901 

Dear Chris. 

First of all, I would like to thank you for meeting with us on Tuesday of this week. 
The information that you presented was very beneficial in assisting us with 
obtaining a clear understanding of the property owners and land use in the area 
of Bluffton Parkway and Hampton Parkway. 

As you know from previous discussions, we have identified that area as the next 
priority fire station that needs to be constructed due to the future development 
that is planned. 

The primary objective for our existence is the delivery of emergency services to 
the citizens in the Bluffton Township Fire District. Fire Stations are the first line of 
defense when providing these services. A fire station in a neighborhood is the 
hub for community assistance. In the United States, the fire station is viewed as 
a part of the community and culture. Citizens within the community take pride 
and ownership with their neighborhood fire station. The construction of a fire 
station in the area of Hampton Parkway is essential for the delivery of emergency 
services to the current and future residents that live in the response area and 
also for the new school. 

;01,3) E7·2eoo 



The Bluffton Township Fire District is interested in purchasing a portion of the 
Beaufort County School District property that is known as the Davis Road tract. 
We are very interested in Parcel C. I would like to request, if possible, to start 
negotiations for purchase of the property. Again, thank you for your time and 
information that was shared and I hope to hear from you soon. 

Sincerely, 

fb~L.......--. 
Wm. Barry Turner, Fire Chief 
Bluffton Township Fire District 

cc: Bluffton Fire Commission 
Jerry Stewart 
Gary Kubic 



KEY ENGINEERING, Inc. 
P,O BOX 25G9 
BLUFFTON, SOUTlll'AI!OLlN A 29910 

PH Q!G 227·:o:tll fAI( 1.11431 157-003l 

SHEET DESCRIPTION 

PROPOSED FIRE 
STATION 

BLUFFTON. SOUiH CAROUNA 

ORA~ BY; BOP 
OATE: 3/18/10 
SCALE: '"-100' 

PRo..'ECT No, K£ot039 
LNIOPL»I 



December 16, 2009 

Fire Chief Barry Turner 
Bluffton Township Fire District 
357 Fording Island Road 
Bluffton, SC 29909 

Re: Sale of District Owned Property 
{Davis Road Property (aka "Hood Property") 

Dear Chief Turner: 

Last night our Board unanimously approved the sale of the "Hood" property to 
the Bluffton Township Fire District. This property consists of approximately 2.9 
acres. In addition to setting the sale price at $325,000, the sale must be 
contingent upon the following items: 

D Location of fire station must be approved by the District prior to 
construction; 

o Sale to Fire District will not compromise donation of land by University 
Investment; 

D ALL water, sewer and other utilities will be borne by the Fire District; 
o Cost of road construction from Hampton Parkway to Hood property 

would be shared equally between School District and Fire District; and 
o School District must approve the road design prior to road construction. 

Please let me know in writing jf these terms are agreeable to the Fire District 
and we can proceed as necessary. 

If you have any questions or comments, please do not heSitate to contact Chris 
Poe or me. 

S. White, CPA 
Operational Services Officer 

cc: Chris Poe, facilities Planning and Construction Officer 

Post Office Drawer 309 
Beavtor.. South Carolina 2990i-0309 



This document was prepared by 
McNair Law Firm, P.A. (SFR) 
5 Belfair Village Drive 
Bluffton, SC 29910 
(843) 815-2171 

CONTRACT OF SALE 

THIS CONTRACT OF SALE ("ContractU) is made this day of , 
2010, by and between Bluffton Township Fire District, a South Carolina special purpose 
district, with an address of 357 Fording Island Road, Bluffton, SC 29909 ("Purchaser") and 
Beaufort County School District with an address of P.O. Drawer 309, Beaufort, SC 29901-
0309 ("Seller"). 

In consideration of the mutual promises contained in this Contract, Purchaser agrees to 
purchase and Seller agrees to sell, upon all the tenns and conditions hereafter set forth, the 
property described hereafter: 

1. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION. Seller hereby agrees to sell all that lot or parcel 
of land and any interest appurtenant thereto, situated in Beaufort County, South Carolina, having 
Beaufort County Tax Parcel Number R600 029 000 0127 0000 and being described as follows: 

ALL that certain piece, parcel or tract of land, lying and being in Bluffton 
Township, Beaufort County, South Carolina, and being designated as "Parcel C," 
containing 3.010 acres, more or less, as shown and described on that certain plat 
entitled "Boundary Survey" prepared for Beaufort County School District, dated 
July 3, 2008, last revised September 12, 2008, prepared by B.P. Barber & 
Associates, Inc., certified by Henry B. Dingle, Jr., S.C. P.S. No. 10289, and 
recorded in the Beaufort County Records in Plat Book 126 at Page 102. For a 
more particular description of the courses, metes, bounds, and distances of said 
property, reference is hereby made to said plat of record. 

The conveyance shall be made subject to all applicable restrictions and covenants of record in 
the Office of the Register of Deeds for Beaufort County, South Carolina. 

2. PURCHASE PRICE. The total Purchase Price for the Property is THREE 
HUNDRED TWENTY -FIVE THOUSAND AND NO/lOO DOLLARS ($325,000.00) ("Purchase 
Price") to be paid by Purchaser to Seller as follows: 

a) $5,000.00, earnest money deposit, the receipt of which is hereby 
acknowledged (to be held by Escrow Agent hereinafter named); 

b) $320,000.00, in cash or certified funds, due and payable at Closing (as 
hereafter defined). 

BLUFFTON 453726v1 000416.00090 



3. INSPECTION PERIOD. Upon execution of the contract, Purchaser shall have a 
sixty (60) day period to evaluate and othelWise inspect the Property in order to detennine its 
suitability for development (hereinafter, referred to as the "Inspection Period"). The issues the 
Buyer will evaluate during the Inspection Period shall include sewer and water options, 
wetlands, environmental contamination, soil conditions and existing easements. Prior to or by 
the end of the Inspection Period, Purchaser will notify Seller and Escrow Agent in writing that 
Purchaser will either proceed to Closing or that Purchaser is withdrawing from the Contract. If 
Purchaser does not provide such notice within five (5) business days of the last day of the 
Inspection Period, then it shall be conclusively presumed that Purchaser has waived Purchaser's 
right to withdraw from the Contract and will proceed to Closing. 

4. DATE OF CLOSING. The Closing of this Contract shall take place on or before 
thirty (30) days from the expiration ofthe Inspection Period (the "Closing" or "Closing Date") at 
the office of Purchaser's attorney or other offices stipulated by Purchaser. Unless otherwise 
provided herein, Seller shall deliver possession of the Property to Purchaser at Closing. 

5. CONVEYANCE OF PROPERTY. At Closing, Seller shall convey marketable 
title to the Property to Purchaser in fee simple by limited warranty deed, free from 
encumbrances, except such as are herein agreed to be assumed by Purchaser. If an owner's title 
commitment can be issued by an ALTA title insurance company, without any unusual or 
extraordinary exceptions, this shall constitute evidence of marketable title. 

6. TAX PRORATIONS. Seller discloses to Buyer and Buyer acknowledges that 
Seller is exempt from paying County real property taxes for the Property. There shall be no tax 
prorations at Closing. Buyer shall be responsible for County real property taxes, if any, for the 
Property for the year in which the Closing occurs unless Buyer is exempt from paying County 
real property taxes for the Property. 

7. CLOSING EXPENSES. Seller discloses to Buyer and Buyer acknowledges that 
Seller is exempt from paying the Deed Recording Fee as required by Section 12-24 of the Code 
of Laws of South Carolina 1976, as amended (fonnerly referred to as documentary stamps). 
Seller shall be responsible for preparation of the deed. Purchaser shall be responsible for the 
Town/County transfer fee, if applicable, all financing costs, legal fees in connection with the title 
examination, title insurance costs, any other fees for recording the deed and any loan 
documentation. As to any other expenses associated with Closing, Seller and Purchaser will pay 
such closing expenses customarily paid by sellers and purchasers in Beaufort County, South 
Carolina. 

8. NO BROKERAGE FEES. Seller and Purchaser acknowledge and represent that 
they are dealing directly with each other with regard to this transaction and that there is no real 
estate broker involved or any real estate brokerage fee due. Purchaser holds Seller harmless 
from any claims for commission from any real estate broker with whom Purchaser may have 
dealt. 
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9. DEFAULT. Upon the failure of Purchaser to comply with the terms hereof 
within the stipulated time, and after receipt of notice of said default with a ten (10) day right to 
cure, it is understood and agreed by and between the parties hereto that Seller may: (a) at its 
option because of the difficulty in ascertaining actual resulting damages, retain the earnest 
money deposit as liquidated and agreed damages; (b) enforce the performance of this Contract by 
specific performance; or (c) sue for damages. Upon the failure of Seller to comply with the terms 
hereof within the stipulated time and after receipt of notice of said default with a ten (10) day 
right to cure, it is understood and agreed by and between the parties hereto that Purchaser may 
cancel this Contract and obtain a refund of the earnest money deposit. 

10. ESCROW AGENT. Escrow Agent hereinabove referred to shall be McNair Law 
Finn, P.A., 5 Belfair Village Drive, Bluffton, SC 29910, (843) 815~ 2171. Escrow Agent shall 
not be charged with any knowledge until such facts are communicated to Escrow Agent in 
writing. Escrow Agent shall not be required to institute or maintain any litigation unless 
indemnified to its satisfaction for its legal fees, costs, disbursements and all other expenses and 
liabilities to which it may, in its judgment, be subjected in connection with this action. Seller 
and Purchaser shall at all times indemnify Escrow Agent against all actions, proceedings, claims 
or demands arising out of this transaction. Upon the failure of Purchaser to comply with the 
requirements set forth herein and pursuant to Paragraph 9 above, Escrow Agent shall be 
empowered to dispose of the earnest money deposit as provided for in Paragraph 9 without 
incurring any liability. In the event of a dispute by and between Seller and Purchaser which 
cannot be resolved, Escrow Agent shall have the option of depositing the earnest money deposit 
into the Office of the Clerk of Court for Beaufort County, South Carolina pending resolution of 
the disposition of said funds and upon depositing said funds, Escrow Agent shall bear no further 
responsibility. 

11. UTILITIES. Buyer shall be responsible for the cost of installation of all utilities 
for the Property, including, without limitation, water, sewer, electricity, gas, cable, and 
telephone. 

12. ROAD CONSTRUCTION. Seller discloses and Buyer acknowledges that Seller 
has an option to receive a donation from University Investments, LLC as recorded in Book 2782 
at Page 1639 (the "Option") of the Beaufort County Records for land (the "Road Land") upon 
which a road may be constructed to connect Hampton Parkway to the Property (the "Road"). 
Provided that Seller is able to satisfy the contingency set forth in Section 14 below, Seller shall 
exercise Seller's option to acquire the Road Land in conjunction with the Closing. Buyer shall be 
responsible for completion of construction of the Road. Buyer must obtain Seller's prior written 
approval of the location, design, construction, and cost of the Road. Prior to commencing 
construction of the Road, Buyer shall submit to Seller Buyer's proposed plans for the location, 
design, construction, and cost of the Road as well as a proposed temporary easement for 
construction of the road, and Seller shall have thirty (30) days in which to review such plans and 
the easement and respond to Buyer in writing. The Seller reserves the right to require 
connectivity of the Road to other real property owned by Seller which is adjacent to the Property. 
Should Seller fail to respond to Buyer within such time frame, the plans shall be deemed 
approved by Seller. Provided that Buyer obtains Seller'S prior approval of the Road, Seller shall 
reimburse Buyer for fifty percent (50%) of the cost of the construction of the Road, excluding 
the cost of utilities ("Road Costs"). Seller agrees to reimburse Buyer for Buyer's proportionate 

3 
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share of Road Costs on or before ninety (90) days from the date of written request from Buyer 
including an invoice for completed work for Road Costs. 

13. STATION LOCATION. Buyer must obtain Seller's prior written approval of 
the location of any improvements to be constructed on the Property. Prior to commencing 
construction on any improvement on the Property, Buyer shall submit to Seller Buyer's proposed 
plans for all improvements for the Property showing the proposed location of such 
improvements, and Seller shall have thirty (30) days in which to review the plans and respond to 
Buyer in writing. Should Seller fail to respond to Buyer within such time frame, the location 
shall be deemed approved by Seller. 

14. DONATION OF LAND. The Closing is contingent upon Seller obtaining prior 
to Closing confirmation to Seller's satisfaction that the sale of the Property will not compromise 
the donation by University Investments, LLC to Seller of the Road Land pursuant to the Option. 

15. MISCELLANEOUS. The invalidity or unenforceability of any provision of this 
Agreement shall not affect the other provisions hereof and this Contract shall be construed in all 
respects as if such invalid and unenforceable provision were omitted. For the convenience of the 
parties hereto, duplicate originals of this Contract may be executed and each such original shall 
be deemed to be an original instrument. This Contract shall be governed and construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of South Carolina. Titles of the paragraphs and 
subparagraphs included herein have been inserted as a matter of convenience for reference only 
and shall not affect the meaning or construction of any of the terms or provisions hereof. All the 
undertakings contained herein which remain executory at Closing shall survive the Closing and 
shall remain in full force and effect, specifically, including, without limitation, the provisions of 
Sections 11, 12, and 13. This Contract and all documents and instruments incorporated herein by 
specific reference are int~nded by the parties hereto to be the final expression of their agreement 
and constitute a complete and exclusive statement of the terms hereof notwithstanding any 
representations or statements to the contrary heretofore made. In the event of litigation relating 
to enforcement of rights under this Contract, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover all 
litigation expenses, including legal fees and court costs, from the non-prevailing party. This 
Contract constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto and may not be amended, 
modified, altered or changed in any respect whatsoever, except by a further written agreement 
duly executed by the parties hereto. This Contract shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit 
of the parties hereto and their respective heirs, devisees, personal representatives, successors and 
assigns. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Purchaser has caused this Contract to be duly executed by its 
authorized agent as of the day of ,2010. 

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED 
IN THE PRESENCE OF: 

Signature of Witness 

BLUFFTON 4S3726vl 000416-00090 
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PURCHASER: 
Bluffton Township Fire District 

By: ____________ _ 
Name: ____________ _ 
Title: _____________ _ 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Seller has caused this Contract to be duly executed by its 
authorized agent as of the day of ,2010. 

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED 
IN THE PRESENCE OF: 

Signature of Witness 

BLUFFTON 453726vl 000416-1)0090 
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SELLER: 
Beaufort County School District 

By: ____________ _ 

Valerie Truesdale, Superintendent 



Barry Turner, 
Fire Chief 

February I, 20 I 0 

Bluffton Township Fire District 
Blumon, SC 29910 

RE: Davis Road Property Documents 

Dear Barry, 

As discussed earlier, I have enclosed the following documents from our due diligence 
on the Davis Road property: 

1. Report of Sub&'Tude Investigution (052) 
2. Report of Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment and Limited Soil Sampling 

(GS2) 
3. Wetland Ce11ification Letter (Newkirk Environmental/AImy Corps of 

Engineers) 
4. Cultural Resources Literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey (S&ME) 
S. Wetlands SW'vey (BP Barber) 

Please let me know what other information we can provide to assist you with your 
preliminary work. 

Sincerely, ~ 

/~~I//J. 
/~~~ 

/ Chris Poe, PE 
Facilities Planning and Construction Officer 

cc: Phyllis White, BCSD Chief Operational Services Officer 
encls. 

Post Office Drawer 309 
Beaufort. South Carolina 29901 -0309 





Ma:- -:'7. :W08 

Mr AI BeIT: 
The educational Group. Inc. 
II 9B Amicks Ferry Road 
Chapin. South Carolina 29036 

saME 

Reference: Cultural Resources literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey 
of S6t Acres at the Davis Road School Site 
Beaufort COllIllY. SOllth Carnlina 
S&ME Projeci ~(), 1616-08-167 

OearMr Berry: 

s&rvIE. Inc. (S&ME). on hehalf of the Educational Group. Inc .. has cllmplcted a culluml resource 
literature revie\\ and reconnaissance suney of apprCl:-.ill1ntcl~ 56 acres U1 the proposed Dm'is Road School 
Site in Beaufort COllnt). South Carolina (Figure I), rhe purpose or the 5UrVe) was to assess the area' s 
potential for containing. signilicant cultural resources, ane! to ITUI).;" rccommendmions regarding additional 
\\01').; thllt ma: be required under Section 106 or the National Historic Preservation Act. as amended. the 
SOllth Carolina Coastal Zone Management Act. and 'or the Beaui'Ml lOllnt)o Zoning Ordinance (Sections 
8.500 ~! .~~q.). 1 his '''01'1\ \\as carried OUl in general accordance with S&Mf. Proposal Numhcr 1616-
6029-08. daled April 2.:1.2008. 

rhe subject propert) is lo;;aled jusl SO lith of Oa\ is Road. uppnl\illlatel~ 0.35 mile east of ~C High\\a) 
170 ncar the C()mmllni~ (If PritchardviJle in Bcauf(lrt C(JlIn~. rhe project area is bounded h~ Da\ is 
Road to the north. Elkins Road/HlIbhard Lane to the we'il. Nt:\\ Davis Rnnd to Ihe east. and pri\ate 
propel1~ lines to the south. Sun City. a larg.e residential development. is located approximate I) 05 mile 
to the 1l00tlm·esl. 

The pr~iect tracl is located \\'ilhin the Lower Coastl:ll Plain physiographic prO\ ince (KO\aci).; and 
Wil1berr~ 1989). Topograph) in the prttieCI C1rl!l:I b g.l!ncrally flat. except along the marg.ins ofa \\ctland 
in rhe central portion of the project area (Figure 2). Elcvations runge from 25 fI abm·e mean sea level 
(.-\:\,·!-;I ) in the wetland to 35ft A1\'ISt in the western third of the tract. The closest permanent water source 
i:. an unnamed lributary of the Okatee Ri\ er. located appro\imatei) 0.'1 mile lO the nonh. Vegetation in 
the project area consists of planted pines and mi:-.ed pines and hard\\oods in the uplands (Figure: 3). and 
\\ aiel' tolerant hardwoods in the wetland TheTt~ is also a former pond in the nor1heasl comer ()f the 
propel1:- tl1al is no\\ filled (Figure 4). The area surround ing the projecl tract is a primarily re;idcntial. 
Based nn the topography. veg.etation. and nature of the proposed undel1aking. the proposed Area of 
Potential Ellecls (APE) is considered III he it O.5-mile radius around the prt~iect tract (Figure I). 



Cultural Resolll"Ct' Rcconoais:>lIlIcl' Survt:~ S&ME Projeci No. 1616.()1(-167 
pavis ~~.~~~.ch()ol Sitt', ~enufo~1 C~:~.~C ..... _. _ Mil. :!7.100S 

,,- - --. ---------- ... _------_._-_ ... __ -:'... __ ._-

Background Research 

On May 14, ~008. a background literature review and recorci5. search was conducted at th~ South Carolina 
Depilnment of Archives lind History (SCDAH) ill Columbia. and m the South Carolina Institute of 
Archaeology and Anthropology (S(,IAA) ill Columbia. The records examined al SCDAH in.:luded II 

r~\ le\\ of tht!ir GIS-ba$~d Cultural Rc:;()urce Infonllation System (CRrS) lor sites listed in or l'iigible tor 
inclusion in the National Register of HistOl"ic Pla.:es (NRHP). and a rt'vi~\\ of eRIS and the SC/)AI-i 
Finding Aid fur previous architectural SIII'Vt!):; n~ar the pr<!ieci urea. Also examined was the Be(lll/ori 
("VI/lilY AhOl't' Ground Hi.Horic Re,wllrce.\ SIIl"!::l (Brockington and Associates et al. J 998). The records 
c;>.!llllint:d at SC'IAA include the 1I1aster al'chaeoiogiclil :>ite maps, state archaeological silt' file:>. and 
as:iocimed archaeological reports. The area eX!llllined was nO.5-mile radius around the prQjecl lract 

'fable l-_ C!l.!tural Resoul'ces within nppl"Oxim.ltely 0.5 mile of the Pl'oject Aren. 
Site l"o. Description _ NRHP Eligibility Rererences 
NRIS 87001951' SI. Luke's Church and Cem~lery. I S:?.:J Listed/Eligible NR Nomination Form' 1987)--

38BliJI31 
251-0.:15.01 

38BUl420 
38BUl671 
~8BI;1 886 

38Rt;210.:l 

38BU2105 
3SRU2106 

38Bl:2107 

Building. ca. 1880 (as~ociate{, wi 
SL Luk<!s Church 

Historic anifaCI scatter 
Cemetery. 10'10 c. 
!\.liddle W(IIJc!land through Mb~is$ippian 

ceramic and lithic sChHcr 

E.ilrly [0 Middle Wood/Md ceramic and 
lithic scallcr: 19,11 c. isolmt: 

Preh i stork lith i c sca fter: H iSlOric isol ate 
Earlv to Middlt' \Voodlcmd cl.!r<lmic and 

lithic scatter: I Silo_20th c. house sit.­
Prt:historic ceramic. and lithic scattt:r: 

19'h c i solatC! 
l.alc Archaic [0 Early/Middle Woodland 

ccramic and lithic SClmer: 19,h/20'i' c. 
anifact scatl.:!r 

Not Eligible! 
Nun-":Olllrib utin g. 

Not Eligihle 
Pou:ntinll: Eligible 
Putentillll~ Eligible 

Potel\liull~ Eligible 

Not E1igihle 
POIC!Il[illlly Eligible 

NOI Eligible 

Potl!ntially Eligible 

Brocl-ing1on CI al. ( 19981 

Eubanks CI al. (/99~) 
Bridgman Cl ul. (200 II 
Bridgman et al (200 I) 

Gantt el al ,2()06) 

Gantt el III. (1006) 
Ganl! et al. (2006) 

Gantt et al. (2006) 

Gantt et al ("2006) 

A re\ie\\ (If the files and records at S("DAH indic~ted there is ol1e National R~gisle! li!iled propert). the 
Sl. Luke's ('hurch nnd Cemetery (NRIS # 87001951 J. locllted within a D.5-mile radius of the project area. 
In addition. thert> is a non-contributing olltollilding (Resollrce # 251·045,0 I) located adjacent to the 
church. although the CRIS database sho\\s it as being on both side!' the church. within the cemetery. 

A re\ ie\\ \If the files and r~cord~ at S('IAA indicated there are nine:: previousl) IIrch~eological sites \\ ithin 
appro:\imatdy 0.5 mile of the projeci area. including. the archaeological manifesration of St. Luke':> 
Church and C'ellletel)' (38BU 1131) (Figure J. Table I). Of these lIine sites, 51. Lukes Church is 
recommended as being eligible for the NRHP: sitc::s 38BlJ1671, 38BtJ1886. 38802104. 38BU2106, and 
31 au:? I 08 are potenlially eligible; and rhe remaining three sites are ineligibie for rhe NRHP. There are 
nil ()ther previollsl~ recorded archat!ologicHI ~ite:; or nrchitectural resource" within .1 O.S·mile radill:> of the 
proposed prl!.iect area. 
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Field Methods 

On May 20-21. 2008. Principii I Archaeologist William Cireen c()nducled a reconnaissanct' level cultural 
resources sUf\ley of the proposed pr~ieci area and surrounding APE The archaeological $1II'Ve: was 
conducted primarily \\ ilh shovel lests in areas deemed liI,el~ to cOlltain archaeological sites based on 
landfol1n type. soil drainage. dist:lnce til water. and [he result:. of the backg.round research. Pedestrian 
sun I'!) \lias undertaken along dirt roads and olher areas with good ground surface exposure. Showl teSTS 
'\-ere approximately 30 em ill diameter and excnvaled I(J at leHSI 80 cm below surface (cmb<;). Soil wa<,; 
screened through 0.2S·inch hardware mesh. and 811ifaclS. if encoullfered. were bagged accol'ding to 

prO\enience. Notes were kept in a field journal lind on i>tnndard S&ME site fonns. 

In addition to the archacological survey, II limited Ul'chitecllIrlil resOllrce sUl've: was conducted to 

determine whether the pmpl)sed pr~ject would affect an) aboveground Narional Register listed or eligible 
propcl1ies. Accessiblt' public 1'(18ds within a noS·mile rndius of the pr~iect area were driven. and 
struCTures, if encountered. \\ere photographed using high quulity (tour megapixel) digital images. 
Photog.raphs were also IIlken fTorn the propert) to\\8rd Iht' 1)I'<~iecl area to help assess possible ... isual 

eflects caused b~ the undertaking. 

Results 

Archaeological Survey 

I'hirty.cight 5hO\ el tests. ranging from 80-90 cm dcep. wCl'e ~:-;cavatcd across the prqjecf area. Six sh(l\·el 
te:\t~ were excmated in the eastern third of the propert) in uncii';;lur"ed areas surrounding the former pond: 
20 shovel tests ,\ere excavatcd onlhe west side ofth:- wetlnnd. primaril) along a dir11'0ad running north­
:;outh through the project area: and I:! shovel teSTS ''<ere exca\ ated in the \\ estern third of the pwpert). 
including three placed around a collapsed struCnlrl~ that appear::. on the Jasper (1979) USGS topographic 
map. As a result oflile sUJ'\e~. one archaeological site. 3RBlJ226J. was recorded. 

Site 38BU2263 

_._---------- --... _---
Site Number: 38BU2263 NRHP Recommendation: Poten'tinllv Eli!!ible 
Site Type: Lithic and ceramic scalter EleVation! 35 ft AMSL '-
Componcnts: Lale Woodland Landform: Edge of weTland 
UTM Coordinates: E505528. N3570254 (NAD 27) Soil Type: SetlbrooJ.. fine sand 
Site Dimensions: 75 NfS x 15 F'W 01 VcgcUltion: Mixed pine and hardwoods 
Artifact Depth: 3~ .. 80 CI~ __________ ._._..N0. of STPs/Positive STPs: 5.'4 

Silt" 38Bli2263 b ft small prehistoric lithic and ceramiC' scaner localed along a din road on the \\iest side 
of a wetland in the cemr"dl portion of the project areCl (Figure I) The sile measures approximately i5 III 

IhlrtlHilHltii b~ 15 III easl-\\C"t and is bounded by t\\·n negative shovd tests to the north. south. and west. 
and b~ one negative shovel test and wetlands to tht: ellst (Figllres 5 and 6). Vegetation at the site consists 
(If planted pines to the west of the din road and Illj..;ed pine:; lind hflrdv>,oo<is to the east (If rhe din lOad 
(Figure 7). 
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10 determine the boundaries of the site. a crllcifimn panel'll of shovel test!. \vas exc;l\.ated ai f 5·· and 30-m 
intt!rvals ill cardinal directions I'adiming out from tilt' /ina pO$itive shO\.el lest (Figurt: 5). A lotal {)f fivl:: 
sho\ el tests \\.-ere excavated within the sile boundllrit:s A lypical soil profile consisted (If 38 ern of brown 
(J OYR M3) loam) fine sand (Ap horiz\m). overl: ing 42+ em (38-80+ cmhs) of light yello\\·ish brown 
(IOYR 5/6) fine sand. Subsoil was nOI encountered in an~ of lhe shmeJ [em •. allhollgh the soil became 
redcl~r and had II slightly higher c1a)- comem near th~ hasc of several shovel rests. 

A Iota I of five ;u1i titch \\ ere rl!~(1\ I!l'cd frnlll Ih\! sllc' bl't wt!en 30 and 80 cmb-s (Table 2); no 811ifacts \Ver~ 
iound on the ~lIrface of [he road. These artifacts include the base of a Large Triang.ular point made from 
Coastal Plair. chel1. one chert thinning flake, olle qUrH1zire decortication fiake. the broken end of <l 

rhY(llite hammerstone. and one sand-tempered corcimarked sherd. The Large Triflllgular point and 
cordmarked sherd indicate the site probably contains a Lme Woodland component. The quartzite nake 
lind hUmmerstone fragment. found together in a single shovel lest between 50 and SO cmbs. may indicate 
the pl'csence of an earlier pre-ceramic component ll~ \\ cJ I. 

Tnble 2. 38Bt;2263 Artifact Catalo& _____ ._ .... ____ ._. ___ . ___ . ____ _ 

Shm el Test -----_ .. 
STP I) 

SI P 9-I.:'S 
Sl"P'I-J5N 

Depth (cmbs) 
30-50 
40-60 
50-80 

Description Counf 
. r.i:lke-(thinning). c~asuiT plair. Cheri --------··---------1 -'-

Cordmal'ked ~hero. !>and-tcmpl!red 1 
Hllmlll~rsione fra!lIlH:nl. rhyolite 
FlaJ..e (d<!cOJ·licarion). unhoqllllrtzite 

Weight (g) 
0.2 
1.7 

15.6 
!<>.9 

_S_TF_'_9-_4_5_N _____ 3_0_-4_0 ____ . __ ..:.L:.,;:lIrgl! Tl'iangllla"~li~: base. cO(lstalj>lain c~~:!! _____ ..• _ .. ___ .!.l..... __ 

Site 38BlJ2263 is II small Late Woodland (and p\lssibl) pre-ceramic) lithic and e~l'all1ic senner Io.::alcd in 
lhe cellIl'al portion of the project arl!ll. rhe silt retains good archaeolngical imegril). and contains II 

moderate di\"t~rsity of artifacts and I'a\\ malerials. I hi:; indicates that a .... ariety of a~th hies took pla,;;c al 
the !-oilc. and that it is probably more thull JUSI a ShOI1-lerm. temporary cllcampmcnt nr spt:cialized activit) 
1I!'!!a (~,g .. , a hunting call1p). In additil)ll. LaIC Woodland sites in Soulh Camlina al'e poorly understood. 
and site 388U2163 could yield importanl informatioll aboUI this period in Beaut()I1 County prehistor) . 
.-\~ II rt:sull. sile 3SBU1:!63 is I't!<.:ollllllendcd a~ heing pnlcllliHII~ t:ligihk lilt· Ihe NRHP 

Modern Ruins 

One structure, localed in the northwest corner of the pr~iect area. appear.'i on the Jasper (1979) USGS 7.5 
minute topographic map (FigLlre5 I lind 8). The 51rllctllre haf> collapsed. but contain!, il metal roof and 
wooden timbers joined together with wire nails. !'here is a moderate amOllni of mod~rn debris localed 
Ilrolilld [he Slnlcture, including concrClf:, t.:arpel. plastic. glass. and metal. rhree shovel tests were 
c,:xca\ aled around the structure to see if t1wre \\crC:' earlier materials. but no pre'm()dern material was 
found This collapsed house is considered to be an insignificant resource and no additional work should 
be nect!ssal)' at this location. 

., ., 
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Architectural Survey 

1\ limited archite~tlIral .,urve~· wns conducted to detcnnint· whether the proposed project \V(lu/d affect an) 
ah(\\t;!g.rollnd historic properlie!> A.ccessible public roads within and adjacent to the prqieci areil were 
dri\en. and existing struclures greater than 50 years- old \\'ere examilled for National Register eligibilit.y 
During the sum~y. only one historic res-ource. SI. Luke's Church and Cemetery. \\a5 found within a 05-
mile radius of the prqjeci area. 

St. Lulu~"s Church 

St. Luke's Church. listed in the NRHP In 1987. is locutcd 0.4 mile \\-est of the project area allmg SC 
High\\A,Y 170 (Figure I). It is a rectRllglllnr frame strll~llIl'C nil a brick pier foundation thaI was constructed 
in 18~.j (Figure C»), The entire building. is shcathed ill weath~l'b()nrd siding and the front gabled roof is 
c{}\cred with composition shingles. The Ii'onl elevation features II celltral entryway, with a sct of t\\·o. six­
panel doors framed by Iluled pilasters: this enll'ance is covered with II gabled roof portico. \\ ith a flat 
entablature. suppOited b) two hexag.onal columns and two in$l't pilasters. On either side of the central 
cntrance is another six~pancl cI~)ur. ,,·ith a fanlight above. surwlInded b~ Outed, arched moldings that 
min'or the classical surround of rhe primm)' d(lol"\\ay. Currently. a set of concrete steps leads to a/l 
donn\ ays on the front ele\ ation. rhe north and south f~19ades both ieature foul'. evenl~ spaced, l\\dvc· 
mer-melve double hung \\ indows. cach SUrJllOlIlHed b~ a decorative fanlight. S1. Luke's Church retains 
much of its original form and Il1l'ttt'rials. although the pOI"tico lind 5teps on the main elevation \\-ere altered 
in the eal'ly !\\cntierh centUl") a/ling \vith the replncemelll of the original wooden noor of rhe entl'ance 
portico and the separate \\ocxlen slail'\\ays leading 10 eal.!h nunldng door with a fuJI length concrete nom. 
These alterations also ii1clud~d the remOHl1 (If the four original ~urporting columns of the porlico und 
Iheir replacement \\ ith thc 1\\ 0 COIUllllh Additiolllllly. the \ estry, located at the rear of the chun;h. hns 
been remo .... ed and covered over \vith clapboard siding. Adjacent to Ihe church building is a cemetel,). 
\\ ith graves dating to the nineteenth and t\\enrierh centuries (Fi~ure 10). 

Constrll.::ted in the early ninetecnrh century. Sl. Luke'$ Church is one of the oldest Anglican chllrche~ of 
ti'ame cl)nstruction still standing ill South Caro Ii nil. Built during an Ilrchitecturdl transition period. the 
strw.:ture exhibib elt:menl<; of the GeorgiAn, Adam. and Greek Revival styles. The simplified style 
elto:ments signi(\' the rurnl location of thl;! church at it~ timc of cl)nstructioll, with local craftsmen likely 
completing most of the \Huh 011 the structure. Because of the church '5 distance from the project urea (0.4 

mile). and he~i\'y vegetativc screenillg beN.:een the prqject aI'ell ane! the church (Figul'e II). the prqject 
will have no effeCT on this hiSlIlric propel1y. 

Conclusion 

A. reCllllllaissance level cuhural resource survey of the proposcd Dllvis Road School tract recorded (lne 
I1C\\ archaeological !>ite, 38BlJ2263. and rc-examint!d the NRHP-listed St. Luke's Church. Because SI. 
L.uke's Church is located 0.<1 rnile from the project area, \\ilh heavy vegetative screening hct .... ecn the 
L\.\'o. the prqject will have r,() effect 01) this resOllrce. 

R(lse(l on the results of the flrclmc:()log~ survey. llppto:-:imfllcly 60 pcrr.:cnl or rhe prqieci area contajn:-. 
\\·CllllJld~ OJ' ha~ becn hell\"il~ distllrhed ,,~ the initial C{)llstrllction Clnrl subsequent filling of a paml (f. igure 

~ .. 
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~). The remainmg 40 percell! of the propert~ \\IIS ill\.t"!srigated ~lIld tound 10 contain onl) one 

an:haeologicaJ sile. 38BLJ.::!263. This :-.iw is a Lall> Wot'dlancJ period lit/lic a.nd cerarmc !)CHtter that is 
recommended potential!) eligiblt· for inclusion ill tht! NRHP If pnssible, this site should be avoided by 
an) ground disturbing actj\jties. If the.- site C31HlOt bt: avoided. then Phac;e II evaluative testing should 
taJ,.e plnce to determine! Iht" site's final NRHP stalll" (i.e .. eligihle ()r nOI eligible). 

Bnsed on these investigatil)lls. it is S&ME's opinioll that the Illu.iorit) of the project areu ha::. linle 
potential fOI containing sig.nificant I.!ultllral resources (t:'I(cepl 1(11' sire 38BU2263), and that no additional 
im e$tigatioll~ should he requ ired for lht' remainder lli the project arc1t 

Closing 

S&M f appreciates the opporllm it} to provide you \\ ilh til is report. I f you have questions about the 
report. please do not hesitate to C(lntact Bi 11 Green at (803) 561-902.:1 or via c-mai I at 
ogreen 'i~/smeinc .com. 

Sincerel), 

S&ME, [nco 

,/~L-- ... ,/~t----_._. 

Wilham Green. M.A., RPA 
Principal Archaeologist 

I~Pwv JM1U)~ 
Heather C. Jones. M.A. 
Architectural Historian 
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Mr /\1 Bcn-~ 

The: Educational Group. Inc. 
II<)B Amick:; F~rry Road 

Chapin. SOllth Carolina 29036 

saME 
i."_ . ,- ~" .. 

R~fer~lIce: Cultural Resources Literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey 
of S6± Acres at the Davis Road School Site 
Beaufort Counry. South Carolina 
S& ME Project ~o 1616-08-107 

Dem i\1r Berry: 

S& i\1 E. Inc. (S&ME). on hehalf of the: Fducniinn:ll Group. Inc. has completed a .:uliural J'eslHIlCe 

I ilenllure: revit!\\ and reconJlai~sallce Slin e: of apPI'()\illlntcl: 56 aercs m the proposed Da\is Road Sc1h1ol 
Sile: in Beaufort C ollllt). South CarolinCl (Figure I). rhc purpose or the :.ur\·e) \\ a~ to assess the area' ~ 
potential for cOlllailling signiJicanf cultural reS(}lIrl'C~ Ilnd to make n::col11l11C'ndmions regarding additional 
",ork that lila) he required under Section 106 of'the :-..!ntiollal Historic Preservation Act. as amended. the 
South Carolina Coastal ZOIlt! Management Act. <lnd'Of the Beaufort County loning Ordinance (Sc:ction~ 
8.5()(j 1/1 .\I!q.). 'r hi~ '''(.11"1\ \\ as carried Ollt in gell~ral accordance with S& ~IE Propo:.al 1\iumher 1616· 

6029·08. dated April 2:/. 2008. 

The subject propert) i~ lo-.:ated jlls' south of Du\ i:-. Road. lIpproxil11a\cl) 0.35 mile east of S(, High\\a) 
17(l near the C(1mmunit) of Pritchard\ ilk' in Bcalli~)rt C(lllnt~. f'he projec1 area is bounded b: Da\ is 
Road to the Ilorth. Elkins Road/Hllbhard lalk to the we~t. Ne\\ Da\ is Road to the east. and pri\ate 
pJ'()pCti~ lines to the south. Sun City. a larg.e rt!sidclltial de\eiopment. is located appwximarei) 05 mile 
w the northwest. 

The project tract is located \\ithin the Lower Coastal Plain physiographic pro\ ince (K0\8Cik and 
Winbl.!rr: 1989 J. T opograph: in the project art!a i~ generally flat. except along the marg.ins of a \\ etland 
in Ihe t'entral POlliOIl or the project nrcu (Figure 2). Elevation:. rallg.c from 25 ft abo\e mean sea le\ el 
(\~hl ) ill the wetland to 35 ft AI\'fSI in the we::tel'll third of the tract. The closest permanent water source 
i~ an unnamed tributary of the Ok alee Ri\ cr. located appro:-.imatel) 0.4 mile 10 the nOl1h. Vegt:tatioll in 
tht: project area consists or planted pine~ and mi:\ed pines and hard\\()ods in th~ uplands (Figure 3). and 
\\att!l tolerant hardwoods in the wetland There i:. al$6 a ronn~r pond in the nOl1hcast comer of the 
pr(lpl!l1~ chat is no\' filled (Figure 4). Th~ area ~lIrroullding the project tract is a primarily resicential. 
Based on the topllgraphy. vegetation. cwei nature of the proposed ullcltmaking.. the proposed Area of 
Pott:Jllilll [-:rtect~ (APE) is considered 10 he a O.S-mile radius around tile projecl tract (Figure I). 
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Background Reseal'ch 

On May 14, ~008. a background lileramre review and rt!col'ds search was conducr.ed at th~ South Carolina 
Depllrrmem of Archives and Histor~ (SCDAI-i) in Columbia. and at the South Carolina Inslitllll! of 
ArchaeologJ and Anthropology (SCli\A) in Columbia. The records examined at SCDAH included a 

re\ ie\\ of their GIS-based Cultural Re~oLlrce Information Syslem (CRIS) lor sites listed in or eligible fc.)r 
inClusion in rhe National Register or I-liswric Plae..::; (NRHP). and a rc;:vie\\ of CRIS and the SCDAH 
Finding Aid for previolls architt:clunll jOUl"veys near the projeci area. Also examined was the DI!CIlt/orl 

('[}llllf)' ,-lnol"f:' Grouud Hi.~toric Re.wllrce.~ .\·I/J'Wl (Brockington and Associates et al 1998). The:' records 
examined at SCIAA include the master archaeological site maps, stare archaeological sitE' files. and 
nS:iociated archaeological reports. The area examilled was a O.5-mik mditls around the project lraet 

Table ~_.Cu.!~ural RCsolll·ces within appl"C1xim;ltcly 0.5 mile of the PI·o,icct Are.l. 
Site !'to. Description NRHP Eligibilitl References 
NRIS 87001 t}51' St. Lul,c·s Church and Cemetery .. IS:?", I.iSte{I'F.ligiblt' NH Nomination-Form' 1987)-
38Sl.=I 131 

251·0-15,01 

38BUI420 
38SUI671 
~SB1' 1886 

38RU2104 

38BlJ2105 
38RU:? 106 

Building. ca, 1880 (lIs:.ocinted w! 
SL Lukes Church 

Historic aniiacl scane:' 
Cemetery. 20'~ c. 
Middle Woodlalld throug.h Mississippim; 

ceramic and iirhie scatlcr 
Early 10 Middle WO{ldiilocl ceramic and 

lith ie scatter: 191h c iso Ime 
Prehistoric lithic semter: Hi510ric isulat<.' 
Em'lv to Midcllt' Woodland eemmic and 

lithic scaner: IS'h_20'h c. house sitt' 
Prt:historic Ceramil~ und lilhic scatter: 

19'h c isolate 
Late .<\rchaic to EarlylMiddlc Woodland 

ceramic and lithic sealter: 19'~'ll0';1 c. 
artifact scalier 

Not Eligible! 
N(m'l:olllriouting 

No! Eligihle 
POICmillll) Eligible 
p(l\entiall~ Eligibk 

POlcllIially Eligible 

Not Eligible 
POlclltinlly Eligible 

Nor Eligible 

Potentially F.I igibk 

BroCkington Ct al. '1C}C)8i 

cubankSCI al. (199'::) 
Bridgman ct £Ii. (200 I ) 
Bridgman et al (200 I) 

Gllnrt CI al. (2006) 

Gantl Ct £II. (1006) 
Gantt el al. (1006) 

Gantt et al. (2006) 

Gantt et al. (2006) 

-----_.--- ----_ .. _-----_. 

A n.'\ ie\\ of {hI:: tiles and records al S(,DAH indicated {here is one National Register listed propert). the 
St. Luke's ('hurch and Cemetel-Y (NRrS f. 87{)01 95 J ), located within a O.S-mile radius of the projeci area. 

In addition. there is a non-contributing outbuilding (Resource # 251-045.0 I) located adjacent to the 
church. alThough the eRrS database sllo\\s it as being on both sides the church. within the cemetery. 

A rede\\ \)f the files and records at SCIAA indicared there are nine previollsl) IIrchneological sites \\itilin 
approximatt:ly {),5 mile of tht: project area. including. the archaeological Illanifesrarion of St. Luke's 
Church and ('emel~ry (38BU 1131) (Figure 1_ Table I). Of these nine sites, St. LukeS Church is 
recommended as being eligible for the NRHP: sit~s 38BLJ1671, 38BU1886. 38BlJ2104. 38BU2106, and 
31 au:? 108 are potentially eligible; and the remaining. three sites are ineligible for the NRHP. There are 
no other previousl~ recorded archaeological ;;ites or architectural resources within it O's·mile radiu:. of the 
pl'(lposcd pWJect area. 
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Field Methods 

On May 20-21. 2008. PrincipII I Archaeolog.isl William Green conducted a reconnaissance level cultural 
resources survey of rhe proposed prc~jeci area and ~lIrrollndillg APE The archaeolog.ical surve) wa~ 
conducted primarily with shovel tests in areas deemed lil.;el: 10 eonlain archaeological sites based on 
landform type. soil drainage. distance to W;lIer. unci th<.~ reslilb of the backgl'Ound research. Pedestrian 
sun·e) was lll1derraken along dirl roads and other areas with ~ood ground surface exposure. Slwvel tests 
were approximately 30 em in diameTer and excCt\'alt'd to at leElst 80 Clll bdnw surface (cmb~). Suil was 
screened through O.2S-inch hardware mesh. and anifacls. if encountered. wt!rl! bagg.ed according to 

pro\ enience. Notes were kept in II field journal Mel on :::tundnrd S&ME site forms. 

In addition to the archaeological survey, II limited architectural resource sUI"\·e~ was condlH:lcd to 

determine whether the proposed pr~ieC'1 would affec1 atl) aboveground National Register listed or eligible 
propel1ies. Accessible public roads within a O.5-mile radius of the prqject area were driven. and 
structures. if encountered, \\ere photographed using high quality (tOIll' megapixel) digital images. 
Photog.raphs were also Ulken froln the prOp~rl) to\\ard tht' pl'l~eC't area to heip ~ssess possible \ isual 
eftecrs caused b) the underraking. 

Results 

Archaeological Survey 

rhir~ -eight sho\ el tests. ranging fmm 80-90 cm deep were c:-.cavated aCr(lS:) the project arca. Si:--. sho\oel 
test:-- were exclI\ated in the eaSTern (hird of the propert) in uncli;;turhed area~ surrounding the f0l111Cr pond: 
20 shovel tests \\ere excuvated on the west side of Iht' wcthllld. pr~marily along. a din road running lIorth­
south through the project urea: und 12 shovel tesrs wen~ ex em ated in the \\ estern th ird of the pWI>el1). 
including three placed arollnd a collapsed stnlCtlll'C that arpear~ OJ) the Jasper (1979) USGS topographic 
map. As ~I result of the sUI.e). ont! archaeologil:al site. ~8BU226J. WIIS recorded. 

Site 38BU2263 

Site Number: 38B1I2263 
Site Type: Lithic and ceramic scatle. 
Componcnts! Late Woodland 
UTM Coordinates: ES05528. N357025<l (NAD 27) 
She Dimensions: 75 NtS x 15 F'W n, 
Artifact Depth: 30·80 cmb!. 

NRHP Recommclldntion: Potentially Eligible -
Elevation: 3S ft AMSL 
Landform: Edge ofwcrland 
Soil Type: Senbroo,," fine sand 
Vegetation: Mixed pine and hardwood,. 
No. of STPs/Positive STPs: 5.'4 

Sit~ 38Bli2163 b a small prehislOric lithic and ceramic scatter located along a dirt road on the \vest side 
of a wetland ill the centrdl portion of the project area (Figure.: I). The site measurcs approximately 75 III 
nllrth-slllith b~ 15 III eaSI-\\ t,>;;l and is bounded by rwo negulive shovel test.s to the north. south. and west 
and b: one nell-ati\'e shovel test and wetlands to thl: east (Figures 5 and 6). Vegetation at the sile consists 
of planted pine:; to (he west of the di.1 road and Illiwd pines and hardwoods to the east of rhe din Hl&d 
{Figurt: 7). 
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Da\i!. Road School Silt:, Beanfon Co .. sr 
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May 27, .2008 

1 () deTermine The boundaries of the site. a cruciform pallern of shovel test!> was excavated at 15·· and 30-m 
imervals in cardinal directions "adiating oui from thl' first positive shm,eltest (Figure 5). A total of five 
sho\el tests wcre excavated within the site boundaries. A typical soil profile consisted of38 em of brown 
(JOYR <1/3) IlIam) fine sand (Ap horizon). ()verl~ing. 42+ cm (38-80+ cmbs) of light yello\\ish brown 
I.IOYR 5/6) fine sand. Subsoil was not encountered ill an:- of the shO\el tests. although the soil became 
redder aod had a 51 ightly higher clay comenl near th~ base of several shovel Tests. 

A IOtal of five ani fllcts \\ ere reecl\ ered frulll the sil~' b<.'1 wcen 30 ami 80 cmos (Table :2): no aJ1ifacts wert' 
found on the :.urface of Ihe road. These arrifacts include The base of a Large Triangular point made from 
Coastal Plain chert. one chert Ihinning flake, one (lUat1Zire decol1"ication flake. rht: broken end of a 
rhyolite hammerstonc. and onesnnd-tempercd cordrnarked sherd. Tht: Larg.e Triangular point and 
cl)rdmarked sherci indicate the site probably contains fI Lntl:' Woodland component. The qual1zite flake 
(md hammerstone fl'flgment. found together in a single shovel leSt between 50 and 80 cmbs. may indicate 
the presence of an earlier pre-cenllnic cumponent (IS \\cll. 

Tnble 2. 38Bt..:2263 Artifnct CatHlog 
ShO\ el Tesl Depth (cmbs) 
STP'Q----. 30-50 

Description ___ . ______ £011 III Weighl (g) 
Flake (thinning). coastal plain ch~rl 1 0.2 

SIP9-15S 40-60 Cord marked (';hcro. ~and-lcmp~rcd 1 1.7 
Sl'P 9 - J:iN 50-80 Hammerstone Ihlglllenl. rhyolite I 25.6 

Flake (decorlicmion). orthoquartzitc I 19.9 
STf' 9-45N ,_JO_-_4_0 __ • ___ L_Cl-'rg::-e_T_I_·ia_n..=g;....u_laJ p(li~1I base. coastal plain c,!lel~ _____ .. ___ .~_ 

Site 38BI12263 is 1\ small Late Woodland (and pussibl) pn!·ceramic) lithic and ceramk scatter located in 
the ccmral portion of the project aren. The sile retains good archaeological inlegrit). and contains a 
moderate diversity of artifacts and ra\\ marerials. I his indicares that H variety of a~th ities wok place at 
tht: :.He. and that it is probably morc than just n shol'l-Ierm. temporary encampment Or specialized activity 
area (e.g.., a hunting camp). In addition. Latc Woudland sites in South Camlina are poorly understood. 
and site 38BU2263 could yield import(mt infol'mation abOUT this period in Beaufort County prehistor) . 
A!i ,I result. ~jtt: '3SBU2163 is reo.:mlllllcndcd <I:> being Jlotcmiall~ digihk I ill' rhe NRHP 

Modern Ruins 

One structure, located in the northwest cornel" of the project al-ea. appear~ on the Jasper ( 1979) U 50S 7.5 
minute topographic map (Figllre~ I and 8). The :.Iructurc ha:. collapsed, but conlalll.~ a metal roof and 
wooden timbers joined lOgether with wire nails. l'here is a moderate alllount of modern debris located 
uround rhe structure, including concrete. carpet. plastic, glass. and metal. Three shovel tests were 

. excavated around the structure to see if there wcr" earlier materials, but no pre-modern material was 
found This collapsed house is considered ttl be an insignificant resource and no additional work should 
be necessary at {his location. 
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Architectural Survey 

1\ limiTed arch iteelllra I 'illl've~ WHS conducted to delenn ine \\ hethel' the proposed projecl \ .... ould affecl an) 
abo .... eground historic: propenie:> Accessible public roads within and adjacent to the prqjeci al'eo were 
dri\ en. and existing strllC!lIl'e~ greater rhan 50 ) ears old were exam ined fOI National Register eligibil ity. 
During the sliney. onl} one hislOric re:.ource. SI. Luke's Church and Cemetery. \\as rOllnd within a 0 5· 
mile radius of the pr~iect area 

St. Lulie's Cburch 

St. I.uke's Church. listed in the NRHP III 1987. is Ineill.cd 0.4 mile \\·esl of the project area akm~ SC 
Higll\\ay 170 (Figul'e I). It i!> a rectallgular frame structure Oli ~l brick pier foundation that was conslI'ucted 
in 18:;4 (Figure '». The entin~ ouilding is sheathed ill wcatherlxwrd siding and the li'ont gabled roof i~ 
c()\ered with compositi()Jl shingles. The front elevation features II central emrywa)'. with a set of (\\'0. six­
panel doors framed by fluted pilasters: this el1lrance is covered with a gabled roof ponieD. \\ ith a flat 
cillahlature. supported b) rwo hexag.onal columns and two inset pilasters. On either side of (he central 
entrance is another six-panel cll)Or. \\ ith II fanlight IIb(lw. :>urrounded b~ nUled, arched moldings that 
mirror the classical surround of the primary doonHI:. Currentl). a set of concrete steps leads 10 all 
dOl)r\\8),s on the from eleHlliolJ. rhe north and south fa<;Hdcs both feature four. evenl;. spaced. (\\elvc· 
0\ er-I\\ elve double hung \\ inclows. each surmounted h: a decol'm.i ve fan light. 51. Luke' s Church retaill~ 
much of its original form and mllterials. allhoug.h the ponico and steps on th~ main eleHHion \\ere altered 
in thl! early mentierh centlll') along with the replHcemcnt of the original wooden noor of the cml·al1<.~e 

purlico and the separate \\-omlen stail'\\ays leading to ea~h nHnldn~ door with a full Icngth concrete fioor. 
'l hese alterations also illchlclt:d the relllO\ al of the four uriginal slIpponing columns of the porlico Itnd 
their replacement \\ ith the 1\\ 0 c()lllmn:; Additionally. the \ estr~. located al the rear of the church. hus 
been remuved and covered over with clapboard siding. Adjacent to the church building is a cernerel,). 

\\ nh graves dating to the nineteenth and t\\emieth c~lltllries (Figure I q). 

Constru..:ted in the early nineleenth century. St. Lllke'~ Church i:, one orIlle oldest Anglican churches. of 
frame cl)nstruction still standing in South Carolina. Buill uuring. an arehitecturdl transition period. The 
structure exhibit::. elements of the Georgian, Adam. and Greek f<evival styles. The simplified style 
ell!ment5 signify the rural location of rhe church al its time of construction. with local craftsmen likely 
completing most oftne .... orlo. on [he structure. Because of the church's distance from the projeci area (0.4 
mile). and heav), vegetative sCl'ct:nillg between the project arl!D and the church (Figure II). the prqject 
will have no effect ('In this historic properl)'. 

Conclusion 

A reconnaissance level cultural resource survey of the proposed Davis Road School Iract recorded one 
ne\\ archaeological site. 38f3U2263, and re-examined the NRHP-listed SI. Luke's Church. Because St. 
Luke's Church is located (),4 mile from the project area. \dlh heavy vegetative screening bCl\\ecn Iht' 
two. the project will have no eff~\!1 on lhi:> resource. 

Rn:'o~(I on the rcsu!t:\ of the archat!()IC)g~ survey. appl'll.'\imlllcly 60 p..:n:cl1t or rhe prq.ieci !lr~a c()ntain!'. 
\"ct la/ld~ or has beell hea\'i I~ d ISlIIrhed tl\ the in iti,,1 COilS! ruel ion amI sllb~t'ql/ent filling of a pond (r- i ~lIrt: 
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2). The remainmg, 40 percent of the propcrt~ \\IU; ill"cs[igated and found 10 contain onl) one 
ar..:haeological site. 38BU:;263. Thb site is Ii I..m .... Woodland period lilhic and ceramIc scatter that is 
recommended potential!) eligible 1'01' incl~lsi()1l ill Ih~ NR I-W If possible, this site should be avoided by 
all) ground disturbing acti\ ilies .. If the site ..:allllOl be avoided. then Phase II evaluarive tesTing sheluld 
take place to determim: [he sile' s linal NRHP slaws (i.e., cligihlt! nr nol elig.ible). 

Based on these investigari,)ns. it is S&ME's opinion that Ihe majorit) of the project area ha) little 
potential fOI containing significant ..:ultural r~S(}lIrct!s (except for sire 38BU2263). and that no additional 
im estigarion:; .should be required for the remainder l)f the projeci are<~. 

Closing 

S&l'viE appreciates the Oppoltunit) to provide you \drh this report. If you have questions about the 
repol1. please do not hesitate to contact Bill Green at (803) 561-9024 or via e-mail al 
I'Igreen 'pSIll eine.com. 

Sincerel)_ 

S&ME. Inc. 

William Green. M.A.: RPA 
Principal Archaeologis( 

r, 
\. 

~. JlH1U)\4Y 
Heather C. .lones, M.A. 
Architectura I H istol'ian 
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September 25,2008 

The Educational Group, Inc. 
Mr. AlBerry 
P.O. Box 400 
Chapin, SC 29036 

l...;fE'VVKIRK 
ENViRONMENTAL, INC 

OiARLESTOl-<, sc 0 BLurFlDN, SC 

RE: Davis Road Project Site 
NEI#: 04-2649a 

Mr. Berry: 

Newkirk Environmental, Inc. (NEI) would like to thank you for the opponunity to 
provide environmental services on your Beaufort County tract. Enclosed you will find 
the wetland certification letter from the Charleston District - Corps of Engineers. 

Again, NEI appreciates the opponunity to provide these services and we look fOlward to 
working with you in the future. If you have any questions or require additional 
information, please contact me at (843) 645-8200 at your earliest convenience. 

(flt/ 
J. Asher Howell, Principal 
Bluffton Office 

Ene. 

Post Office Box 309, Bluffton, South Carolina 29910 • 3063 Argent Blvd., Unit B, Ridgeland, South Carolina 29936 

Telephone: (843) 645·8200 • Facsimile: (843) 645·8201 

CorpoIate Office. Charlesw:t: (800) 569·3206 

£..Mail: general®newkirkenv.com 
www.newkirkenvironmental.com 



REPLY TO 
ATTENTION Of 

Regulatory Division 

Mr. Asher Howell 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AHiViY 
CHAHLESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

69A Hagood Avenue 
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29403·5107 

September 12, 2008 

Newkirk Environmental, Incorporated 
Post Office Box 309 
Bluffton, South Carolina 29910 

Dear Mr. Howell: 

Re: SAC 2008-1664-1JQ 
Beaufort County 

This is in response to your letter of August 11, 2008, requesting a wetland determination, 
on behalf of the Beaufort County School District, for a 55.851-acre tract located adjacent and south 
of Davis Road, about 0.2-mile east of SC170, Town of Bluffton, Beaufort County, South Carolina. 
The project area is depicted on the survey plat you submitted which was prepared by HB Dingle, 
Signed: 8/1/08, and entitled: "Wetland Survey / Beaufort County / School District / Bluffton 
Township Beaufort County, S.C. ". 

This plat depicts surveyed boundaries of wetlands or other waters of the United States as 
established by your office. You have requested that this office verify the accuracy of this mapping 
as a true representation of wetlands or other waters of the United States within the regulatory 
authority of this office. The property in question contains 14.359 acres of federally-defined 
jurisdictional freshwater wetlands or other waters of the United States subject to the jurisdiction of 
this office. The location and configuration of these areas are reflected on the plat referenced 
above. 

Based on a review of aerial photography and soil survey information, it has been 
determined that the surveyed jurisdictional boundaries shown on the referenced plat are an 
accurate representation of jurisdictional areas within our regulatory authority. This office should be 
contacted prior to performing any work in these areas. Enclosed is a form describing the basis of 
jurisdiction for the areas in question. You should also be aware that these areas may be subject to 
restrictions or requirements of other state or local governmental entities. 

If a permit application is forthcoming as a result of this delineation, a copy of this letter, as 
well as the verified survey plat, should be submitted as part of the application. Otherwise, a delay 
could occur in confirming that a delineation was perfonned for the permit project area. 

Please be advised that this determination is valid for five (5) years from the date of this 
letter unless new information warrants revision of the delineation before the expiration date. All 
actions conceming this determination must be complete within this time frame, or an additional 
delineation must be conducted. This approved jurisdictional determination is an appealable action 
under the Corps of Engineers administrative appeal procedures defined at 33 CFR 331. The 
administrative appeal options, process and appeals request form is attached for your convenience 
and use. 



In future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to SAC 2008-1664-1JQ. You 
may still need state or local assent. Prior to performing any work, you should contact the South 
Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control, Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource 
Management. A copy of this letter is being forwarded to them for their information. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Paul Hinchcliff at 843-329-
8044 or toll free (outside of the Charleston area) at 1-866-329-8187. 

Enclosures: 
Basis for Jurisdiction 
Notification of Appeal Options 

Copy Furnished: 
South Carolina Department of Health 
and Environmental Control 

Respectfully, 

-, -' ~ ./U 
cti/C(fIj/" 
Charles R. Crosby 
Chief, South Branch 

Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management 
1362 McMillan Avenue, Suite 400 
Charleston, South Carolina 29405 
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APPROVED JUlUSDICTiOKAL IJE:n-:'RhIlN ... I:nO;"; FORi"l 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This rorm should be completed by following the IIlslI'uctions provided in Seclion IV of the JD Pom. Instructional Guidt:Look. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORTCOMPLETlON DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): September 10, 2008 

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FlU: NAME, AND NUMBER: SAC_Charleston I be:mfort_davis rd I SAC 2008-1664-1.JQ 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
State: SC County/parishfoorough: Beaufort City: Bluffton 
Center coordinates of site (lIltllong ill degree decimal format): Lat. 32.27240° N. Long. -80.94310 c W. 

Universal Transverse Mercator: 
Name of nearest waterbody: May River 
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TN\-\') into which the aquatic resource flows: May River 
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 03050208-090 o Check ifmapldiagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 
o Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc ... ) arc associated with this action and arc recorded on a 

different JD form. 

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
181 Office (Desk) Determination. Date: IOsep08 o Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECfION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
A. RHA SECflON 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are no "navigable walers of the u.s." within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 
review area. [Required) o Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. o Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. 

Explain: 

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

There Are "walers of the u.s." within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

1. Waters of the U.S. 
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in re\'iew area (elleck all thnt apply): • o TNWs, including territorial seas 

I8l Wetlands adjacent to TNWs o Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
o Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly mto TNWs o Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
o Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs o Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 
o Impoundments of jurisdictional waters o Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

b. Identify (estimate) size of wnters of the U.S. in the review a"ea: 
Non-wetland waters: Iinenr feet: width (ft) andlor acres. 
Wetlands: 14.359 acres. 

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Piel, List 
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): 

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):' 
o Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional. 

Explain: 

I Boxes checked below shall be SUPPOl1cd by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
I For purposes of this fonn, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not II TNW and thatlypically flows year-round or has contin~ous flow at least "seasonally" 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
) Supporting documentation is presented In Section III.F. 



A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction o,·cr Tl\Ws and wetlands adjacent to TNW5. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 
Sc,ction HI.A.! and Section III.D.I. only; if the aquatic resollrce is a wetland adjacent to a T]\W, cOlllplete Sections III.A.l and 2 
and Section 111.0.1.; otherwise, see Section m.B below. 

\. TNW 
Identify TNW: Stoney Creek I May River 
Summarize rationale supporting determination: The StoneJ' Creek / May River system is II tidal estuarine 
drainage that has historically supported commercial fishing, forestry and agriculture. 

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW 
Summarize rationale suppol1ing conclusion that wetland is "adjacent": The site's platted position, USGS topo, NRCS soil and 
NWI wetlands mapping, and the PMs site experience, support a conclusion of "adjacent". 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the u'ibutary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under /?tlpanoJ' have been met. 

The agencies will assertjurisdictioll ovel' non-navigable tributaries ofTNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent 
waters" (RPWs), i.e. tributaries tliat typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 
months). A wetland that directly abuts all RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, bnt has year-round 
(pel'ennial) flow, sldp to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic I'esource is a wetland dil'eetly abutting a tlibutary with perennial flow, 
sldp to Section III.D.4. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but tliat does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 
EPA regiOlls will include in the t'ecord llny available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 
relatively permanent tdbutary that is not pel'ennial (and Its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable watcr, cven 
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody4 is not an RI'W, 01' a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to detct'mine if the 
waterbody has a significant nexus witll a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 
consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 
analytical purposes, the tt"ibutary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whethel' the review area identified ill the JD request is 
the tributary, or Its adjacent wetlands, 01' both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.I fol' 
the tributary, Section II1.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section IIl.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section IlI.C below. 

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flo'!\' directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i) Gcnel'al Area Conditions: 
Watershed size: Piel, List 
Drainage area: Pick List 
Average annual rainfalL inches 
Average annual snowfall: inches 

(Ii) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) Relationship with TNW: o Tributary flows directly into TNW. o Tributary flows through Pick List Iributaries before entering TNW. 

ProJe::! waters are Pick List river miles from TNW. 
Project walers are Pick List river miles from RPW. 
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project waters arc Picl, List aerial (straight) miles from RPW. 
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

Identify flow route to TNW5
: 

• Note thai the Instructional Guidebook contains additionai information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosionai feat>Jres generally and in the arid 
West. 
S Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area. to flow into b'ibutary b, which then nows into TNW. 
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71' ibulal}, meam OI'del, ii known: 

(b) Ciener21 Tribulal'v Characteristics (check all that apnlv): 
Tributary IS: 0 Natural o Anificial (man-made). Explain: o Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 
Average width: fect 
Average depth: feet 
Average side slopes: Pick List. 

Primary tribulary substrate composition (check all that apply): o Silts 0 Sands o Cobbles 0 Gravel 
o Concrete o Muck 

o Bedrock 0 Vegetation. Typc/% cover: o Other. Explain: 

Tributary condition/stability (c.g., highly eroding. sloughing banks). Explain: 
Presence of run/rime/pool complexes. Explain: 
Triblllary geometry: Plcl, List 
Tributary gradient (approximate average slope): % 

(c) ~ 
Tributary provides for: Piel, List 
Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: Piel, List 

Describe flow regime: 
Othcr information on duration and volume: 

Surface flow is: Pick List. Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Picl< List. Explain findings: o Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): o Bed and banks o OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply): o clear. natural line imoressed on the bank 0 the presence oflilter and debris o changes in the chara~ter of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation o shelving 0 the presence of wrack line o vegetation malted down, bent, or absent 0 sediment sorting 
o leaf I itter disturbed or washed away 0 scour o sediment deposition 0 multiple observed or predicted flow events 
o water staining 0 abrupt change in plant community o other (list): 

o Discontinuous OHWM? Explain: 

Iffllctors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent ofCWAjurisdiction (check aUlhat apply): o High Tide Line indicated by: 0 Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 
o oil or scum line along shore objects 0 survey to available datum; o fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings; o physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types. 
o tidal gauges o other (list): 

(iii) Chemical Chanu:te.·istics: 
Characterize tributary (e.g., waler color is clear. discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, ctc.). 

Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants. if known: 

'A natural or nun·made discontinuity in IIle OHWM does not necessarily seve:- jurisdiction (e.g., whcre the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 
the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to Ihe Wiltcrbody's flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above lind below the break. 
llbid. 
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(h') Biological Char3C\t:risiin. Ch:lIIl1cl supports (eheel; 1111 til<li llJIJlly): 
o Ripariim corridor. Characteristics (type, averzgc width): . o Wetland fringe. Characteristics: o Habitat for: o Federally Listed species. llxplair. findings: o Fish/spawn nreas. Explnill findings: . 

o Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 
o Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings: 

2. Chal'actel'istics or wetlands adjacent to nOIl-TNW that flow directly or indil'ectly into TNW 

(i) Physical Characteristics: 
(a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

Propenies: 
Wetland size: acres 
Wetland type. Explain: 
Wetland quality. Explain: 

Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 
Flow is: Pick List. Explain: 

Surface flow is: Pic\{ List 
Characteristics: 

Subsurface flow: Piel, List. Explain findings: o Dye (or other) tcst perfonned: 

(c) Wetland Adjacencv Determination with Non-TNV.': 
o Directly abutting o Not directly abutting o Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain: o Ecological connection. Explain: o Separated by herIn/barrieI'. Explain: 

(d) Proximitv'CRelationshiP) to TNW 
Project wetlands are Pielt List river miles from TNW. 
Project waters are Plel, List aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Flow is from: Piel, List. 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Piel, List floodplain. 

(ii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown. oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.). Explain: 
Identify specific pollutants, ifknown: 

(iii) Biological Cilarncteristics. Wetland supports (eheel, all that nllllly): o Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): . 
o Vegetation type/percent cover. EXplain: o Habitat for: o Federally Listed species. Explain findings: o Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: o Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings: 

o Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain finciings: 

3. Charnctcristies or all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (If any) 
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick List 
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 
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For e3('h '.':elland. specify the following: 

Dlrectl\, abllls? (Y IlD Size (in acres) pilecth' abuts? (YIN) Size (il. acres) 

Summarize overall biological. chemical and physical funclions being performed: 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the fUlictions performed 
by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists If the tributary, in combination with all of Its adjacent 
wetlands, has more than a speculative or insuhstantial effect nn the chemical, physical aneVor biological integrity or a TNW. 
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but 3rc not limited to the volume, duration, and frequcncy of the flow 
of water in the triilutary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions pel·rol·med by the tributary and all Its adjacent 
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine Significant nexus based solely on any specific thr(!shold of distance (e.g. between a 
tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within OJ' 

outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the featul·es documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapallos Guidance and 
discussed in the Instructional Guldeboolt. Factors to considcr include, fOI· example: 
• Does the tributary. in combmation with its adjacent wetlands (if any). have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNWs. or 10 reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW? 
• Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding. nesting, spawning. or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW? 
Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 
support downstream food webs? 
Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical. or 
bioiogical integrity of the TNW'! 

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functious observed or known to occur should be documented 
below: 

I. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain 
findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itsel f. then go to Section 111.0: 

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or india·cclly into 
TNWs. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 
adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D: 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to 3n RPW but th3t do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all ofits adjacent wetlands, then go to 
Section IIl.D: 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERSIWETLANDS ARE (CHECI( ALL 
THAT APPLY): 

1. TNWs and Adjacent WeUands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: o TNWs: linear feet width (ft). Or, acres. 
!81 Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: 14.359 acres. 

2. RPWs that flow directly or Indirectly into TNWs. o Tributaries ofTNWs where tributaries typically flow year·round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 
tributary is perenn i al: . o Tributaries ofTNW where tributaries have continuous flow "seasonally" (e.g., typically three months each year) are 
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section m.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 
seasonally: 
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Pn'vide estimatt'; for ju:-idictiona] \\'atcl's in th~ rC\'ir:\'; fore<1 (ched: allliwi npply)' 
o T,ibul<!ry waters: linear feet wid(h (f.) o Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

identify typ:(s) of Willers: 

3. Non-RI)'Vs~ lhat flow directly 0'· indirectly into TNW!.. o Wuterbody that is not a TNW 01' an RllW, but flows dircctly or indirectly into a TNW, and ;t has a significant nexus with a 
TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting Ihis conclusion is provided at Section III.C. 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 
D Tributary waters: linear fe.:t width (ft). 
o Other non-wetland waters: acres. 

Identify type(s) of waters: 

4. Wetlands directly abutting nn RPW that flow directly 0'· indirectly into TNWs. o Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands. o Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is percnnial in Section 111.0.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

o Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow "seasonally." Provide data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section III.E and rationale in Section 111.0.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 
abutting an RPW: 

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not dh"ectly abntting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. o Wctlands Ihat do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 
and with similarly situated adjacent wctiands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supponing this 
conclusion is provided at Section III.C. 

Provide acreage estimlues for jurisdictional wetlands in thc review area; acres. 

G. 'Wetlandsadjaeent to non-RPWs that flo\\" directly or indirectly into TNWs. o Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and havc when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 
with similarly situated adjacent wctlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supp:>rting this 
conclusion IS provided at Section "I.C. ' 

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres. 

7. Impoundmcnts of ju,·isdictiollnl watcrs.9 

As II general rule. the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional. 
o Demonstrate that impoundment was crealed from "waters of the U.S.,'· or o Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (I-G), or o Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below). 

E. ISOLATED IINTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATEI WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLy):IO o which ere or could be used by interstatc or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. o from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. o which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. o Interstate isolated waters. Explain: o Other factors. Explain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination: 

·See Footnote # 3. 
9 To complete the analysis refer 10 the key in Section III.D.G of the Instructional Guideilook. 
10 Prior to Asserting 01" dedining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this tlltegol")" Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corpsand EI'A IIQ ror 
review consistent with the process described in the CorpsJEPA Mellloralld'IIII Regardillg CII'A Act Jllrisdictiol/ Followlllg Rapallos. 
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Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (cheel: all (hal apply): 
D Tributary waters: linear ieci width (ft). 
D Olhcr non-weiland watl'rs: acres. 

Identify type(s} of waters: 
D Wetlands: acres. 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
D I f potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. . o Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. o Priorto the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in "SWANCC." the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). o Waters do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: o Other: (explain, ifnot covered above): 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the m potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 
factors (i.e., presence oi"migratory birds, presence of endangered species, IISC of water for irrigated agriculture). using best professional 
~gment (check alilhat apply): 
U Non-wetland walers (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft). o Lakes/ponds: acres. 
o Other non-wetland waters: acrcs. List type of aquatic resource: o Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the "Significant Nexus" standard. where such 
a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): o Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear ieet, width (ft). o Lakes/ponds: acres. o Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: o Wetlands:· acres. 

SECTION IV: DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data revlcwcd fOI" JD (chcclt all that aPllIy. checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): . 
181 Maps, plans, plots or plat submilted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
181 Dala sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf ofthe applicant/consultan!. 

!81 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. o Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation repon. o Data sheets prepared by the Corps: o Corps navigable waters' study: o U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: o USGS NHD data. o USGS 8 and 12 digit HUe maps. 
{8) U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: SC/jaspc.·. 
181 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: bCBufort83. 
181 National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: o State/Local wetland inventory map(s): o FEMAIFIRM maps: o I OO-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Verli cal Dalum of 1929) 
181 Photographs: 181 Aerial (Name & Date): SC99111211 :69. 

or 0 Other (Name & Dale): 
o Previous determination(s). File no. and dale ofresponse letter. o Applicable/supponing case law: o Applicable/supporting scientific literature: o Other information (please specify): 

D. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: This prospective public school site sits at the lOp ora watershed break and drains 
south through a continuous wetland connection to the TNW Stoney Creek I May River estuary. 
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