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Abstract

In April-June 2006, Brockington and Associates, Inc., conducted an intensive cultural
resources survey of the proposed SC Route 165 Improvement Project in Dorchester County, South
Carolina. This work was conducted through Davis & Floyd, Inc., for the Dorchester County Sales
Tax Authority (DCTA) in advance of bridge replacement and road improvement activities along this
portion of SC Route 165.

The project corridor is approximately 6.2 kilometers (3.85 miles) long. The proposed project
is located along existing SC Route 165 (Bacon’s Bridge Road) beginning approximately 0.64
kilometers (0.4 miles) south of SC Route 61 (Ashley River Road) and continuing to a point near
secondary Road S-199 (Trolley Road). Additionally, proposed improvements to the intersection of
SC Route 165 and SC Route 61 (Cooke Crossroads) extend approximately 0.45 kilometers (0.28
miles) west and 0.58 kilometers (0.36 miles) east along SC Route 61.

The architectural Area of Potential Effect (APE) extends 90 meters (300 feet) on either side
of the existing SC Route 165 (as well as all other intersecting roads requiring improvements)
centerline and is 180 meters (600 feet) wide along its entire length. The archaeological APE (edge
of proposed new right-of-way [ROW]) varies from 16.77 to 22.86 meters (55 to 60 feet) to each side
of the proposed highway centerlines. Investigators investigated the area between the existing ROW
and the proposed new ROW on either side of the proposed highway centerlines.

We identified five historic resources (Resources 1152, 1153,1161,491 1095, and 8300383 1)
within the architectural APE. We recommend Resources 1152, 1153, and 1161 not eligible for the
NRHP. Resource 491 1095, the Summerville Water Plant, is eligible for the NRHP and is located
within site 38DR10/90. Proposed improvements to SC Route 165 will have no adverse effect on this
resource (see below). Resource 83003831, Ashley River Road (SCRoute 61) s listed onthe NRHP.
Proposed improvements to the intersection of SC Route 165 and SC Route 61 will have no adverse
effect on this resource.

We identified no new archaeological sites within the archaeological APE. We revisited one
archaeological site (38DR10/90) within the archaeological APE. Werecommend archacological site
38DR10/90 potentially eligible for the NRHP. Road alignment/ bridge location designs have been
changed so that no improvements occur in the area of the site. Additionally, road improvement
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designs for the intersection of SC Route 165 and SC Route 61 have been altered to avoid previously
identified potentially eligible site 38DR235. Therefore, proposed improvements to SC Route 165
will have no adverse effect on sites 38DR10/90 and 38DR235. Construction of the SC Route 165
Improvement Project as currently designed will not affect any historic properties or potential historic
properties. Further management of the proposed SC Route 165 Improvement Project as currently
designed with regard to cultural resources is not warranted.
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