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PREFACE 

In 1951, the National Park Service, under the direction of 

Arthur Demaray, began an Administrative History Program. 

Guidelines were prepared and all areas were encouraged to prepare 

administrative histories. 

Governmental agencies and corporate America recognized the 

value of having an administrative history for reference purposes. 

The National Park Service found that without an administrative 

history program, it would be increasingly difficult, if not 

impossible, to meet the complex challenges of management. 

From 1951 until the late 1970's, the Administrative History 

Program received various degrees of attention from National Park 

Service directors. Consequently, the program never got started. 

In the late 1970' s, several key managers, long cognizant of the 

need to revitalize the program, took action. They articulated the 

need for an Administrative History Program and eventually a program 

was implemented and a National Park Service Historian named. 

Director Russell Dickenson endorsed the program and gave it high 

visibility. 

In 1989 I began work on an Administrative History of the 

Congaree Swamp National Monument. In writing it, I have attempted 

to focus on the Park's story, without being sidetracked into the 

early history of the region, the geology of the swamp, or other 

topics better treated elsewhere, the exception being brief 

background information. 



My perspective is as an insider, focusing on what was most 

significant and consequential, i.e., events associated with the 

establishment of Congaree Swamp National Monument, what most 

occupied NPS personnel at the Park, the central offices and service 

centers charged with land acquisition, and the Monument's planning, 

development, and general management. Where applicable, I have 

included accounts of day-to-day operations. 

Most of the text has been organized according to topic, except 

for the area's earliest activities. Due to the meager amount of 

information available about the area's early days, a more 

chronological narrative was necessary. 

The following provided valuable insight and made significant 

contributions towards the accomplishment of this project: 

BobMcDaniel, Superintendent, Congaree Swamp NM, went out 

of his way to share his personal knowledge. 

Tom Piehl and Ralph Bullard, NPS, SERO, helped locate 

general and land acquisition files. 

Barry Mackintosh, Bureau Historian, NPS, WASO, helped set 

up the strategy for this proj-ect. 

Edwin C. Bearss, Chief Historian, NPS, Harpers Ferry 

Center, guided me through the basics of historic research in a 

correspondence course entitled, "Historic Research." 

Dr. Michael C. Scardaville, Associate Dean of Applied 

History, University of South Carolina, was my local contact. 



Richard Watkins (Sierra Club), the late Harry R. E. 

Hampton, Marion Burnside (past President of the Cedar Creek Hunt 

Club), John Cely, Tom Kohlsatt, Dr. Wade T. Batson, Dr. Robert 

Janiskee, James V. Elder, and many others, who were personal 

contacts of the 1980's. 

Park staff and a volunteer edited the document, and the 

Monument's Administrative Support Assistant, Joyce Watts, provided 

technical expertise. 

Because of space limitations, I could not fully document the 

massive contributions from all the people involved in the effort to 

preserve the Congaree Swamp. However, their contributions were no 

less important. 

There is a dual meaning embodied in the area being designated 

as a "National Monument." Aside from the area being of National 

significance for the natural phenomenon and splendor found in the 

Congaree ecosystem, it is also a Monument to all the committed 

people involved in the grassroots movement to preserve "the 

Greatest Unprotected Forest on the Continent." 

Francis T. Rametta 

November 30, 1990 



"The West is rich in excellently preserved samples of its 

outstanding forests. The East is exceedingly poor. The permanent 

preservation of the Congaree would be an excellent step in the 

direction of rectifying that imbalance. It would give South 

Carolina a national park that any state would be proud to have." 

Richard H. Pough in a letter 

to the Honorable Roy A. Taylor, 

Chairman, House Subcommittee on 

National Parks and Recreation, 

April 27, 1976. 



CHAPTER I 

CREATING THE CONGAREE 

Congaree Swamp National Monument lies on the floodplain of the 

Congaree River and is approximately twenty miles southeast of 

Columbia, South Carolina, in lower Richland County. The Congaree 

River flows an unimpeded sixty river miles from its source, where 

the Broad and Saluda Rivers join near Columbia, to its confluence 

with the Wateree River. 

The Congaree Swamp National Monument, hereafter referred to as 

the "Monument," was so designated by Congress in 1976. The 

enabling legislation authorized 15,200 acres for inclusion as a 

National Monument. A single tract, encompassing 15,135.38 acres 

and included within authorized boundaries was owned by one family, 

the Beidlers. The Beidlers, from Chicago, had acquired the land 

after the Civil War. 

The Congaree River is the lifeblood of the Monument and is a 

major contributor to floodplain, wildlife and vegetative processes. 

The Remnant Forest 

The original 15,135-acre tract harbors a diverse and well-

developed old-growth forest of exceptionally large canopy trees. 

There are eighty-seven different tree species, roughly half the 

number found on the entire European continent. The significance is 
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underscored by the presence of state record-sized trees, several of 

which are eighty percent the size of National champions.1 

Up until the impact of Hurricane Hugo in September 1989, 

sixty-four trees that were eighty percent of National record size 

for their species and over 150 trees larger than twelve feet in 

circumference could be found in the Congaree Swamp National 

Monument.2 "This is an unusually high concentration of record 

trees. Such trees are more typically found as isolated specimens 

in second growth forests or as open-grown trees in estates and 

fields. Thus, the Tract appears to be the last major remnant of the 

mature bottomland hardwood ecosystem once common in the 

Southeast."3 

Geologic Brief 

The Monument lies on the floodplain north of the Congaree 

River. The geologic formations underlying the Monument consist of 

a pre-Cretaceous (over 136 million years old) bedrock. Above the 

bedrock are sand and clay sediments nearly five hundred feet thick. 

More recent deposits (less than one million years old) range from 

1South Carolina Forestry Commission and Clemson University 
Cooperative Extension Service, Department of Forestry, "Big Trees 
of South Carolina," February 1, 1987. 

2L.L. Gaddy, "Natural Resources Study of Congaree Swamp 
National Monument, South Carolina," 1979, p.3. 

3L.L. Gaddy and others, "A Vegetation Analysis of Preserve 
Alternatives involving the Beidler Tract of the Congaree Swamp." 
South Carolina Wildlife and Marine Resources Department, Division 
of Natural Area Acquisition and Resources Planning, December, 1975, 
p. 2. 
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less than one foot to fifty-five feet in thickness and consist of 

layers of gravel, sand, and clay. Surface materials are mostly 

fine sand and silty clay, with a high organic content. 

Sediments accumulate as thin layers, coating the floodplain 

after each major flood. A layer of reddish sand, silt, and clay, 

up to eighteen inches thick overlies a gray layer in the banks of 

the Congaree River. This reddish layer is believed to be a remnant 

of increased erosion in the piedmont caused by farming practices 

since European settlement of the area.4 

The river changes its course slowly, but continually, 

sometimes forming cut-off lakes, called oxbows. Gravel and course 

sand are deposited on the outer curves of the river. Sand bars 

develop on the inner curves. Ancient river beds are buried beneath 

the present deposits of the Congaree. The thin layers of flood 

deposits are rich in nutrients, which could be one reason why the 

trees grow to such large proportions. 

Scientific Interest 

As early as 1953, teams of scientists from the University of 

South Carolina began cataloging the plants of the Congaree Swamp. 

As word spread about the magnificent forest, other prominent 

scientists got involved. Devin Adair Garrity, who published 

conservation and southern-interest books, visited the swamp. 

Garrity contacted Dr. Richard H. Pough, "probably the best 

4Gary K. Speiran, Glenn G. Patterson and Benjamin H. 
Whetstone, "Hydrology of Congaree Swamp National Monument, South 
Carolina." (Columbia, S.C.: U.S. Geological Survey, 1985). 
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ecologist in the country," and Dr. Pough also took a special 

interest in the Congaree Swamp forest.5 

At the time Pough was contacted, he was Chairman of the 

American Museum of Natural History's Department of Conservation and 

Ecology. He had been working on an exhibit of old-growth forests. 

He found out about the Congaree too late to include it in the 

exhibit, but he did call the Congaree forest to the attention of 

the National Park Service. In his words: 

"Here at last I found trees that matched the description of 
early botanists and naturalists. My instant reaction was that 
it must be preserved and I called the attention of the 
National Park Service to it. After careful study their 
naturalists agreed with me and it became a 'proposed' national 
monument."6 

In a letter dated July 3, 1959, Dr. Pough, President of The 

Natural Area Council, Inc., wrote to Conrad L. Wirth, the Director 

of the National Park Service: 

"May I put in a word for the preservation of a sample of the 
wonderful hardwood forest that once occupied the deltas and 
bottomlands of our southern rivers...1 would like to call your 
attention to the 18,000 acre tract in the lower part of the 
Congaree River basin in South Carolina...In my opinion, they 
[The Francis Beidler Charitable Trust of Chicago] would be 
vulnerable to an appeal from the National Park Service to give 
this to the nation..."7 

5Harry R.E. Hampton, "Efforts for Congaree: Part I, 1953-
1967," in Congaree Swamp: Greatest Unprotected Forest on the 
Continent, (Columbia, S.C.: Congaree Swamp National Preserve 
Association, Sierra Club Foundation, 1975). 

6South Carolina Wildlife, John Culler, ed., March-April 1975, 
from a letter in the Readers Forum, p. 8. 

7Dr. Richard H. Pough to NPS Director Conrad L. Wirth, letter, 
July 3, 1959. 
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Soon after, NPS Assistant Regional Director E. M. Lisle 

requested any information about the swamp which NPS State 

Coordinator Ben F. Moomaw could provide. In response, the NPS 

Regional Director received a map, with the following reply: "We 

talked with a member of the State Fisheries office who had been 

through that [Congaree] section. He too spoke of heavy and 

impressive forest there, and especially remembered the swamp as 

being virtually impenetrable."8 

In November 1960, Dr. Pough wrote back to the Associate 

Director of the NPS and stated that, in his opinion, a "most 

enthusiastic" report and recommendation on the swamp is "essential 

for success," and expressed his disappointment in the Schreiber-

Arnold report on the swamp. He said the report had barely 

scratched the surface on the uniqueness of the Congaree. 

The Southeast Regional Director sent a memorandum to the NPS 

Director and stated, "We concur in the recommendation of the report 

that the Congaree Swamp area be favorably considered for addition 

to the National Park System as a National Monument," and that if 

the Director concurred with the findings and recommendations of the 

report, he should contact Dr. Pough.9 

Dr. Pough's letters apparently influenced the members of the 

Advisory Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, Buildings and 

Correspondence found in files of Kings Mountain National 
Military Park, file # A3815, received in Kings Mountain NP August 
23, 1973. 

9NPS Southeast Regional Director to NPS Director, memorandum, 
September 13, 1962. 
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Monuments. The Board recommended that "...this excellent natural 

area be authorized for establishment in the National Park System as 

the Congaree Swamp National Monument," and also expressed hopes 

that Dr. Pough could be of assistance in acquiring the 18,000 acres 

within the Francis Beidler Charitable Trust. This memorandum was 

then transmitted to the Secretary of the Interior for review and 

comment.10 

Dr. Pough's influence resulted in a preliminary investigation 

of the scenic, scientific, historical, and recreational values of 

the area. In 1959, a survey concluded that a biological community 

of rare quality and considerable scientific value existed. 

National Park Service personnel made investigations of similar 

areas in the southeast, but none were found to be comparable to the 

Congaree Swamp in geological and biological significance. 

The NPS Specific Area Report of 1963 recommended that Congaree 

Swamp be favorably considered for addition to the National Park 

System as a National Monument. 

An appendix to the Specific Area Report, prepared by Dr. 

William Robinson, Park Biologist of Everglades National Park, 

focused on the biological significance of the area. 

Dr. Robinson concluded that the area had National significance 

due to the undisturbed nature of the forest. He also stated that 

the area possessed unique biological values and was one of the 

10,1 Actions of Advisory Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, 
Buildings and Monuments, " 47th meeting, Hawaii Volcanoes National 
Park, Hawaii, October 15-17, 1962. 
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"last sizable remnants of a major American landscape and forest 

type that still exists in pristine condition." 

In his view, it seemed justifiable and appropriate that the 

National Park Service give high priority to the acquisition and 

preservation of Congaree Swamp." 

The Specific Area Report became a landmark study, which 

individuals, conservation groups, and government agencies 

repeatedly cited in citing their justifications for preserving the 

Congaree Swamp. 

In May 1963, copies of the Specific Area Report were sent to 

the South Carolina legislative delegation and to the Governor of 

South Carolina by John Carver Jr., Acting Secretary of the 

Interior." 

On May 22, 1963, the Southeast Region released a news story 

about the proposal to preserve the Congaree Swamp. This article 

stated that the Department of the Interior was i-ecommending the 

establishment of Congaree Swamp as a National Monument.13 

Dr. Pough wrote to Regional Director Elbert Cox in June of 

1963 and said that he had a "long telephone conversation" with the 

owner of the area, Francis Beidler II, of Illinois. 

"U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, 
Specific Area Report. (Richmond, Virginia: U.S. Department of the 
Interior, May 1962.), pp. 9-11. 

"John A. Carver, Jr., to Senator Strom Thurmond, letter, May 
7, 1963. 

"U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, "The 
Proposed Congaree Swamp National Monument," news release, May 22, 
1963 . 
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In that conversation, Beidler told Dr. Pough that he had no 

intention of putting the Congaree tract on the market and that 

"nothing would make him happier than to see it made a National 

Monument, if that represented its highest use and was clearly in 

the best public interest." Contradictory to this statement, 

Beidler said that he was against outright condemnation of the 

property and that he would want to be paid a competitive price. He 

also indicated that he felt no urgency in the move towards 

preservation. He did indicate that he was alarmed at a proposal by 

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to . This proposal 

threatened to alter the natural integrity of the area and adversely 

effect the Congaree River. 

Dr. Pough later wrote to the National Park Service about that 

conversation, saying, "I know the Beidlers all feel that they got 

a very dirty deal from some agency of government when the land they 

owned in the Lake Marion basin was condemned and the timber 

destroyed, so this attitude is understandable." In that same 

letter, Dr. Pough also enclosed a first draft of an article which 

he thought might serve to start building a case for the Congaree's 

preservation.14 

Dr. Pough argued that action should be taken soon, and 

wrote: 

"A conservation project of this magnitude takes a lot of 
planning and calls for many preliminary steps. Not the least 
of these is that of working out the problem of where the funds 
are to come from when it becomes necessary to buy the area. 

i4Dr. Richard Pough to NPS Southeast Regional Director Elbert 
Cox, letter, June 15, 1963. 
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If for some reason-a death in the family-the owner should be 
forced to suddenly put the forest on the market, it is 
doubtful if there would be time for conservationists to take 
these steps, while a commercial buyer could probably act in 
a couple of days."15 

Dr. Pough did not realize how prophetic his words were going 

to be. From 1969 until 1973, placing the forest on the market and 

cutting the Congaree forest created a sense of urgency and spurred 

the grass-roots movement to preserve the area. It was this sense of 

urgency which sparked the flames of public sentiment and prodded 

Congress to authorize Congaree Swamp as a National Monument. 

Dr. Pough's initial phone call to Francis Beidler paved the 

way for NPS Regional Director Elbert Cox to meet with Beidler and 

Edgar R. Bourke (his timber manager) in Chicago on October 10, 

1963. 

In this meeting it was learned that Mr. Beidler was a trustee 

of the Francis Beidler Charitable Trust, which controlled (wholly 

or in large part) the Congaree forest. Mr. Bourke was the General 

Manager of the Santee Cypress Lumber Company, which was responsible 

for the actual timbering operation. 

During the course of the two-hour meeting, Mr. Cox explained 

the National Park Service proposal, the procedure for making a 

study of the area, and the steps which would follow if legislation 

was introduced to authorize establishment of the National Monument. 

Mr. Cox said that Mr. Beidler and Mr. Bourke were adamant in 

their opposition to any plan for our acquiring from them the amount 

15Dr. Richard Pough to NPS Regional Director Elbert Cox, draft 
article, June 15, 1963. 
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of acreage proposed in the Specific Area Report. Any mention of 

condemnation caused emphatic objections by the two men. 

Furthermore, Mr. Beidler and Mr. Bourke had already attempted to 

sway local government officials to their point of view. Both 

thought that preservation of five hundred acres would be 

adequate.16 

Mr. Cox asked the pair if they would object to the 

preservation proposal if it could be guaranteed that there would be 

no condemnation proceedings. Mr. Beidler seemed more receptive to 

this than Mr. Bourke. Mr. Cox wrote, "I believe that with 

additional time and the assistance of persons who are friends and 

in the confidence of Mr. Beidler, the purposes of the National Park 

Service and the need for a Congaree Swamp National Monument will be 

better understood by him." At the end of his letter, Mr. Cox 

wrote, »i am providing a copy of this report to Dr. Richard H. 

Pough, who has been actively interested in the project and through 

whom I was able to obtain a meeting with Mr. Beidler."17 

Dr. Pough contacted foresters, conservation groups, and NPS 

personnel, and visited South Carolina to make talks to various 

groups about the proposal to preserve the Congaree.18 He presented 

the issues to Gary A. Soucie, professional free-lance conservation 

16NPS Southeast Regional Director Elbert Cox to the NPS 
Director, memorandum, October 23, 1963. 

17Ibid. 

aBCongaree Swamp: G r e a t e s t Unprotected Fores t on the 
Con t inen t , p .134 . 
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writer and Mr. Soucie published an article in the July 1975 issue 

of Audubon Magazine, "Congaree: Great Trees or Coffee Tables?" 

Dr. Pough's initial contacts provided the momentum for the 

preservation movement of the 1970's and he continued to provide 

support throughout the public campaign. He combined his early 

efforts with a Congaree Swamp woodsman, Harry R. E. Hampton. Mr. 

Hampton was a Columbia native and co-editor of the State newspaper. 

Even before Dr. Pough's involvement, Mr. Hampton had been talking 

to others about establishing a preserve at Congaree Swamp. 

Harry R. E. Hampton's Influence, 1950-1979 

In the early 1950's, Mr. Hampton began writing and talking 

about turning the large tract of the Congaree into a "preserve." 

On April 3, 1954, he wrote a letter to George B. Fell, Executive 

Director of the Nature Conservancy, describing the area and the 

need for preservation. Mr. Fell referred Mr. Hampton to the 

Conservancy's local representative, Doug Wade of the Wildlife 

Department. In 1954, Harry Hampton also wrote to Mr. Edward R. 

Bourke, manager of the Beidler interests in Chicago. 

Bourke replied that the owners had been forced to sacrifice 

sixty thousand acres of their best timberlands for the Santee-

Cooper project; therefore, Hampton's preservation proposition could 

not be accepted.19 

19Harry R. E. Hampton, "Efforts for Congaree: Part I, 1953-
1967," in Congaree Swamp: Greatest Unprotected Forest on the 
Continent, p. 134. 
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For at least forty years, Harry Hampton, an ardent 

conservationist, devoted much of his time to the swamp. He knew 

its most remote areas, where to find wild turkey, the best places 

to fish, and its lore and legends.20 Hampton was described, "as 

tall, stately and dignified as the trees in the swamp he loved so 

well. "21 

Hampton was a spokesman for the environment for over forty-

five years. His column "Woods and Waters," in which he often 

referred to the Congaree, appeared regularly in the State 

newspaper from 1930 to 1964. In 1964 he retired from his position 

as Associate Editor of the State. He remained active in seeking 

preservation of the Congaree until his death in November 1980. 

Hampton was a major force behind the movement to save the 

swamp. There were, however, some frustrations along the way. In 

1961, he and Pough organized a group called the Beidler Forest 

Preservation Association, which struggled for six years before it 

withered due to lack of public support. 

Hampton and Pough made a significant impact by urging the 

National Park Service to complete the field study, evaluation, and 

recommendations contained in the Special Area Report of 1963. In 

1963, the Audubon Society asked the National Park Service to 

conduct a feasibility study. Dr. Wade T. Batson of the University 

of South Carolina began work to nominate the area as a National 

20John Dennis, The Sierra Club Bulletin, February, 1975. 

21Bob Campbell and Sally Hopkins, South Carolina Wildlife, 
July-August 1973, vol. 20, no. 4. 
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Natural Landmark, and John V. Dennis was commissioned by various 

organizations to record the numbers and species of birds and flora. 

In 1965, the Charleston Museum engaged Dennis in undertaking this 

work, and he later conducted a survey of the swamp for the Nature 

Conservancy. 

Dennis published a report on his field studies in July 1967 in 

Ecological Studies Leaflet No. 12 for the Nature Conservancy.22 

From 1966 to 1968, Dennis conducted a study of bird life in 

the various habitats found in the Congaree.23 

After studying the biology of the area, Dennis made a 

recommendation that the Congaree Swamp be preserved. 

As has already been documented, Pough and Hampton, referred to 

by Hampton as "Dick and Harry, " were the key proponents of the 

initial preservation movement to establish Congaree Swamp as a unit 

of the National Park System. However, they did have help from 

numerous other supporters. 

The Supporting Cast 1960-1970 

While Hampton and Pouch were instrumental in advocating area 

significance, other key players also took up the banner to preserve 

the Congaree Swamp. The combination of these efforts instilled a 

"Ethel Duram, ed., "Woody Plants of the Congaree Forest Swamp, 
South Carolina," in Ecological Studies Leaflet No. 12. (Washington, 
D.C.: Nature Conservancy, July, 1967). 

23John V. Dennis, "Preliminary List of Birds of Congaree Swamp 
in South Carolina," in Congaree Swamp: Greatest Unprotected Forest 
On the Continent, pp. 119-131. 
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lasting impression on the public and private sectors that the 

Congaree was unique. 

Members of the Beidler Forest Preservation Association, who 

worked diligently for preservation were: Mrs. W. Bedford 

Moore Jr., the late R. Beverly Herbert, Paul H. Russell (Forest 

Supervisor of the National Forests in the South Carolina) , the late 

Dr. James T. Penny of the University of South Carolina, and others, 

who met several times to discuss ways and means for preservation. 

In Hampton's words, "...the Beidlers seemed unapproachable, and 

since we didn't know what to do, we didn't do anything."24 Peter 

Manigault, editor of the News and Courier in Charleston, also built 

a strong constituency for preservation through his newspaper. As 

a result of Manigault's efforts, financial support was obtained for 

a study of the flora and fauna of Congaree Swamp. 

24 Harry R. E. Hampton, "Efforts for Congaree: Part I, 1953-
1967," in Congaree Swamp: Greatest Unprotected Forest On the 
Continent, 1976, pp. 133-135. 
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NPS Involvement, 1960's 

Through contacts with Pough and Beidler and the completion of 

the Specific Area Report of 1963, National Park Service officials 

were involved early on in preservation of Congaree Swamp. 

Superintendent Moomaw continued his reconnaissance of the area 

until his retirement in the mid-1970's. The National Park Service 

also responded to the proposal by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

to channelize the Congaree River. 

Reconnaissance 

On March 6, 1969, NPS State Coordinator Ben F. Moomaw, wrote 

his first report to the NPS Regional Director concerning the 

Congaree Swamp. Mr. Moomaw stated that he had spent a couple of 

hours in the Richland County Assessors Office "in regards to the 

ownership of the Congaree Swamp" and that he had been "searching 

out" a request by Mr. Bob Jacobson of the Washington Office.25 

Moomaw visited the Forest Supervisor's office of the 

National Forests in South Carolina and learned of the proposed 

cutting of the Congaree. As a result, Moomaw held a conference in 

July with Harry R. E. Hampton, in which they discussed the "general 

situation of the Congaree Swamp."26 Moomaw began making regular 

reconnaissance trips to the Congaree Swamp and reported timber 

cutting activity to the Regional Director up until the mid 1970's. 

25NPS State Coordinator's monthly report for February 1968, 
Kings Mountain National Military Park, S.C. 

26NPS State Coordinator's monthly report for July 1968, Kings 
Mountain National Military Park, S.C. 
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Rechannelization Threat 

One of the issues that surfaced as a result of early 

correspondence among the Beidlers, Dr. Pough, and the National Park 

Service, was the proposal of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to 

improve the navigation of the Congaree River.27 In Director Cox's 

response to the proposal, he wrote that any dredging spoil which 

resulted from the rechannelization would need to be removed from 

the proposed National Monument. He also stated, "any changes to 

the natural conditions along the river where it flows through the 

proposed National Monument would have an adverse effect on resource 

values which should be preserved."28 He further stated that a 

proposed ditch and dike would block access to the river and effect 

its aesthetic values, and would cause "serious, permanent, and 

intolerable impairment of natural and scenic values."29 

Correspondence between the National Park Service and the U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers continued. In March 1964, Senator Strom 

Thurmond called a meeting of representatives from the Department of 

the Interior, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Park 

Service, and interested citizens, to discuss the proposal. The 

intent was to focus on the compatibility of the navigational 

improvements planned by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the 

27James W. Blair, Assistant Chief, Engineering Division, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, to NPS Regional Director Elbert Cox, 
letter, September 6, 1963. 

26Elbert Cox, NPS Southeast Regional Director, to Colonel S.Y. 
Coker, District Engineer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, letter, 
November 11, 1963. 

2?Ibid. 
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proposal for a National Monument, and the striped bass spawning 

runs. In that meeting, Senator Thurmond made it clear that 

"nothing should interfere with the navigational improvements on the 

Congaree . "30 

Superintendent Moomaw wrote a summary report about the 

Governor's Conference on Water Resources, held on March 1 and 2, 

1967. He reported that one of the highlights of the conference was 

a paper presented by the W. D. "Bill" Workman, Editor of the State 

newspaper. In his document, Workman said that channelization of 

the Congaree River could possibly ruin the chance for preservation 

of the Congaree Swamp. Later in the conference, Major General 

George A. Walker, Division Engineer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

said that channelization was a "very remote possibility" and he 

expressed doubts of possible navigational improvements for "many, 

many years due to the extremely low estimate of tonage for such a 

project."31 Walker's remarks were the last words in the 1960's 

about improving the navigation of the Congaree River. 

30Theodore R. Swem, NPS Assistant Director of Cooperative 
Activities, to NPS Southeast Regional Director, letter, March 31, 
1964. 

^Superintendent Ben F. Moomaw to the NPS Southeast Regional 
Director, memorandum, March 6, 1967. 
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Summary of 196 0's 

In September 1968, a briefing statement was prepared for the 

National Park Service's Southeast Regional Director. This report 

was a summary of progress concerning the proposal to preserve 

Congaree Swamp. Key points of the report were: 

It was considered eligible as a national monument with 
national scientific significance. 
The primary ownership was in the hands of the Beidler 
family of Chicago who does not want to sell. 
As eary as 1953 the University of South Carolina made 
studies of the area. 
By 1959, SERO personnel, including Fred Arnold, made a 
reconnaissance of the area and presented their 
recommendations. 
By 1963 the Service was asked by the Aububon Society and 
others to make a feasibility study. This was done by a 
SERO team including Arthur Stupka. 
In 1964, the WASO called for supporting data which was 
furnished in September."32 

The briefing statement continued: 

"Congaree Forest Swamp has been a low priority item since 1964 
but was kept alive by Audubon Society people, The Nature 
Conservancy, and by Mr. Harry R. E. Hampton, Editor of The 
State, in Columbia, South Carolina, who is also Chairman of 
the Beidler Forest Preservation Association. 

"In late March of 1968 Director Hartzog made a trip home to 
South Carolina where he met with Governor McNair and state 
Officials. They discussed the future of Congaree Forest and 
it's merits as a Federal or state park. Interest on the local 
level was kindled immediately. "33 

The final section of the briefing statement was listed under 

the heading, "Events Since April of 1968," and showed the 

following: 

32Robert N. Mclntyre to Kings Mountain National Military Park 
Superintendent Ben F. Moomaw, briefing statement, September 1968. 

33Ibid. 
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"(a) State Coordinator Ben Moomaw was instructed to renew 
contacts of former years in the state regarding the pro­
posed national monument. 

(b) National Audubon Society in April proposed it as a 
project for their people in 1968. 

(c) In June the South Carolina National Forest Supervisor 
passed on to Ben Moomaw the rumor that the Beidler family 
of Chicago was looking for a timber operator to log some 
15,000 acres of their lands in Congaree Swamp (No confir­
mation at this time). 

(d) In July the Corps of Engineers received local support 
from Columbia, South Carolina business executives for funds 
to activate the Columbia-Charleston Barge Canal on the 
Congaree River. They have no funds appropriated but will 
press Congress to get project underway. The proposed canal 

bulk-head on north side of Congaree River may or may not 
affect the ecology of the proposed National Monument. 

(e) In August, the South Carolina Department of Parks, 
Recreation and Tourism by Commission resolution went on 
record favoring a Congaree Swamp National Monument. 

(f) In September of 1970 we have tentatively scheduled a 
new area study for Congaree Forest Swamp. However, events 
may cause us to give it higher priority."34 

The last available record from the 1960's on behalf of the 

Congaree was a follow-up slip dated March 26, 196 9, from Ted Swem 

of the Southeast Regional Office to Messrs. Bright and Jacobson of 

the NPS Washington Office. Swem wrote, "Evidently, interest is 

building up in South Carolina to do something about the Congaree 

Swamp." The memo further stated that "THE NEWS COURIER, South 

Carolina, intends to push for the project."35 

34 Ibid. 

35Ted Swem, Southeast Regional Office to Messrs. Bright and 
Jacobson, NPS Washington Office, follow-up slip, March 26, 1969. 
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