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In 1969, during beach replenishment opera-
s on the foreshore of Hunting Island State
Park, South Carolina, the remains of a small
wolen boat were discovered, The site was re-
poried (o the South Carolina Institute of Ar-
chaeology and Anthropology (SCIAA) and given
a site designation of 38BULST.

A preliminary examinetion of the site was
conducied by the Institute's Underwaler Archae-
ology Division staff in 1987 after the wreck was
exposed by high tides and storm activity (Fig-
ure 1) At that time the vessel was found (o be
partially buried in (he foreshore and lying on its
porl sule al a forty-five degree angle, bow out
o sea. Only the porl side, which was buried,
remained intect (Mewell 19872, Initial ohser-
vations led o the conclusion that the wreck is
that of & 7 m-long fishing boat with a “live
well" suggesting a 19th-century origin for the
wvesscl. Two granl proposals subsequently sub-
mitted o the South Carolina Department of Ar-
chives and History (o record and preserve the
veasel in 1989 and 1990 were nod funded,

Since 19587, the sile has continued to dele-
rorate- through nocmal wave action, storm activ-
ily, and the hands of collectors. The boat's
pump tube was removed by a collector during
a period when the site was exposed in the win-
ter of 1938-1980. That winier, 8 combination of
unuseally high tides and a severe storm has-
tened the disintegration of the site by dislodg-
ing several of the vessel’s limbers and scatter-
ing them along the beach while further burying

the remaining structure, The “heel,” that timber
which makes the transition from the keel (o the
slempost, was recovered several bundred meters
along the beach resting against an carly 20th-
cenlury house foundastion.

Historical references recording & boat being
wrecked in that location have oot been found,
Research inlo the 19th-century fishing industry
on the Atlaniic coast has revealed much con-
temporary literature on the industry (Colling
1891; Goode 1884, 1887, McFarland 1911) as
well a8 descriptions of, and references o, the
types of vessels wsed (Baumer 1988; Chapelle
1951, 1973). However, few cxamples of
"welled” fishing vessels exisl; the smack Emma
C. Berry @l Mystic Seaport is a notable example

FIGURE 1. Tha Hunting Island Vessal in 1987 stem in
loraground and va wall bulkheads amidships
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FIGLARE 2, Rernains of the port sideof the vessalin 19619; iom plenks of the bow in tha foreground and hales inthehull planks

ke the lhve wall at top ceantar.

(Ansel 1973). According o David Baumer. who
has done extensive research on the subject, this
sile 15 possibly the only known welled fishing
boal to be recorded in an archacological context
(David R. Baumer 194, pers. comm.).

During 1990 plans were made 10 relocale
the site and record the remaining structure, par-
Hcularly that of the live well. In the fall of
1990, as part of SCIAA'S response to a public
nplice for yel another beach renourishment
project on the island, Underwater Archacology
Division staff marked the site to protect it
aguinst accidental destruction during removal of
beach debris prior o deposition of sand. It was
evident that the site would very soon be exien-
sively covered by samd from the renourishment
project, north of the site, via deposition by (he
ambient currents moving sands from the norh
o the sowth,

In the Spring of 1991, a four-person team
from the Division worked for three days to re-
locate, uncover and recoed the site. Of the 7 m-
long boal ¢xamined in 1987, only a 45 x 2 m
sgction of the central port side remained. This
section, which was lying horizontally, was fairly
intact wp o the gunwale. Working against the
cncroaching tide, the crew was afforded less
than five hours per day during which the site
was. relatively dev,

During the bricf time allowed, the crew
tagged limbers with sequentially numbered plas-
tic tags, triangulated, measured, and phoro-
graphed [oose timbers and other arifacts in sit,
and prepared the sile for mapping. A levelled 2
¥ 2 m grid was used to map the site in
plan and from which ¢ievations of hull compo-
nents were taken (Figure 2). Using this infoema-
tion, a site plan was produced that includes &
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plen view, inboard  elevation of the extant port
gide, and hull curveiures at cach of the frames

{Figure 3).
Hesults

Due 1o the paucily of boll remains present
o lhe site during esccavation, the bl could nod
be reconstructed with any degree of corainty.,
Interpreiation of the site relies heavily on the
presence of the live well and associated anifacts
a5 well as observations mede during the 1991
cxcavation of the site and those made during
the briel 1987 site visil.

The Hunting Island Vessel had a keel that
was 12 cm zided and moulded 36 cm. The
curved stem was & om sided bul Dared oul Lo
wver 1T cm at the afi side of the apron o ac-
cepl the inward-curving hull planks, In 1987, 15
selz of frames were wvisible along the hull's
length - 10 scis of dowble (oor Gmbers and 5
single frames. Single component floor timbers
were 6.3 cm sided, hall thal of double floor
tEmbers, and were moulded 7.5 cm. Single com-
ponenl frames were Iocated within the Tive well
end at the wessel's extremitics. Futtocks awver-
gged 6-7 om zided and moulded 4-5 cm al (he
tmber hesds and ronged in length from &0-T0
cm. Boom and space averaged 43 cm at the
fwum of the bilge, Mine deck beams were visible
along te length of the bull (Figuoe 17.

Hull planks ranged in width from 7 cm io
over 21 cm and waricd in ihickness (rom 2-3
¢m. The hood ends of the plenking in the stem
once ended inoa widely fared ransom, A single
wale, placed high on the hull, was & cm wide
and 5 ¢m thick.

The presence of a live well suggests that the
wreck was a “well smack,” a tvpe of fshing
vissel thal incorporated & live well. The live
well was a npew development in the American
Ezst Coast market fisherics: during the 1830s-
18405 that allowed the catch 10 remain alive
during transportation to market thereby cnsuring
& fresh product. These vessels were an infegral
part of the Southem offshore hook and line fish-
erics that supplicd fresh fish and sealood (o
southern Atlantic coastal markets from the

17

183k through the latter half of the 1%h cen-
lury, Charleston and Savannah were the larges!
al the southern Atlantic coastal markcets that
were confrolled by Connecticut fishermen who
spent their winters fishing for these and other
southern mackels (Baumer 1988:1, 11-14). Be-
fore the Civil War, markets in these bwo cen-
ters received virlually all the catch from sowth-
e Adlantic commercial hehing o keep o steady
supply of fresh fish for the southemn kabor force
then being employed in agriculture. By (lhe
18805 Charleston had become the principal port
for the soulhern offshore fishery. The industry
was also undergoing & small boom inihe South
ag live wells were the most efficient means of
stoting fish (Fleclwood 1982:147-148), Howewer,
g5 ice was becoming commonly available dur-
ing the latter quarce of he 1910 century, and
at @ steadily lower price than before, kecping
the caich o ice slowly became the preferred
methed of ransporting fish rather than keeping
them alive (Baumer 1988:15).

In the southern market fisheries there were
rwa principal types of Dshing; offshore o from
10 to 20 miles out, and shore fisheries in the
rivers, sounds, and tdal marshes (Fleetwood
1982:147) These methods pecessitated the use
of specific types of vessels ezpecially suited 1o
the environmemt in which they were used. For
olfshore use the smack was the principal ves-
sel. These sailing boats, which varied from 10
to 30 tonz, gemcrally were fitled with a live
well and were Called a well smack (Baumer
1988:2; Fleetwood 1982:148). Although the ori-
pin of [he well smacks lies along the New
England shores, the influcnce of (hese vessels
spread soulhward and they were, no doubt, cop-
icd by local shipwrighis and consinecied of To-
cal materiaks, Unlike the offshore fishing craft,
the boats in wse for the shore fisheries were
varied, wsing traditional arca small craft (ypes,
mncluding the dogpouts often fitbed wilth live
wells (Amer 1990; Haumer 1988:15-16).

Live wells, used in fishing smacks of the
American markel [shecies on the East Coast,
were generally of two iypes, the “decked well”
ad [he “box well” Both types involved haw-
ing a watertight structure within the hull of the
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vessel thar allowed seawater (o freely enter
through holes drilled in the bottom of the boat,
thereby enabling (he [ish 0 remain alive durnng
the drip o market, Decked wells were charac-
terized by having a waterdight bulkhead ab ei-
ther end, with a deck laid owver them. Box wells
generally were pyramidal in shape and were nol
decked (Haumer 1988:07-2007.

The evidence indicates that the Hunting Ts-
land Wessel was fitted wilh a decked Iive well
spanning seven frames in the middle third of
the vessel's 7 m length. The central three floor
timbers within the well were single timbers, s
at the vessel™s extrémities. Elsewhere however,
the boar was framed with doubled floor timbers
o increase cach frame’s sided dimension. Wa-
tertight bulkheads, which once extended from
floor timber o deck beam, were placed 2.58 m
apart and defined the fore and aft extent of the
well, Each bulkhead was 7.6 ¢m (hick. The
boat's bilge pump wes placed against the aft
side of the well’s aft watertight bulkhead, Holes
in the hull planks, measuring 2.5 cm. allowed
sea waler 1o enter and circulate within the live
well, All that remains of the well Structure now
are the holes and a number of loose limbers
whose function has yel (0 be determined (Fig-
ure 2.

Aopulley block, a single sheave, amd some
lengths of hemp rope found near the forward
erdd of the well indicate the presence of running
rigging and hint al a possible location of a
masi, Sewveral copcreied iron artifacts may be
hull fittings or atifects associated with standing
rigging. Cobbles, 2045 cm in diameter, found
within amd aft of the well focation, suppest his
was the methed of ballasting the boat. The
vessel's rig could nod be determined from the
available evidence. Howewver, many of the
smacks wsed in the offshore fishery industry
during the [9th century were either sloop or
schooner rigged (Fleetwood 1988:148)

The well area also conlained [wo ceramic
sherds and a number of ima adifacts, including
Iwo pois associated with food preparation.
These indicate a late 18ih- or eacly 1%h-Century

provenznee, while the presence of the live well
on the wreck sugpests a period of vse after the
1830,

Having established the vessel’s function and
o bme perd dunng which (be boat could Bave
been wsed, furiher guestions need o be ad-
dreszed. First, was this wessel built along the
shores of Mew England s the majorily of thess
vessels were, or was it crafted of local timber
by Iocal shipwrghis?  Species identification of
the hull timbers, when complete, may provides
an answer. Second, how did the vessel amrive at
ils present location?  EBven forly years ago (b
shoreline of Hunting Island was more than 100
m scaward of its present Iocation. During the
I8 cenlury it would certamly bave been even
fariher scaward, Yei the wreck lics only 30 m
from the present-day dunes, Did (he boat conme
to an untimely demise as the presence of ari-
facts associated with day-to-day shipboard life
sugpests—possibly ot the hands of a hurricane
like the “Great Storm" of 1893 that deposited
@ trio of lumber carriers along the South Caro-
ling cosst?  Or was il dragged into whal was
then the interior of the Island and abandoned?
Perhaps we'll never knowe. Or perhaps the an-
swer lics with the rest of the wreck, which is
no Goubl now buried elsewhere in the shifting
sands of this barrier island.
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