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BRICK HOUSE STRUCTURE STABILIZATION
15 September, 2011

Dear Board Members,

As you know | have been looking into the stabilization of the Brick House Structure for the last month.
When William Hutson and I initially spoke, he suggested that | get in touch with Skipper Jenkins,
Katharine Montgomery, and Billy Jenkins to see what work had been done or proposed in the past on
the structure. Billy and Katherine sent me meeting minutes, notes, and collected. Please find these
items below in this document. To date, Billy, Katharine, Ellie Jenkins, Jeannie Vaughan, Lloyd Jenkins,
Lynda Jenkins, and Mitzi Prendergast have all displayed interest in this project.

| have done some preliminary research to find the listing of the building in the National Register of
Historic Landmarks. This listing occurred in 1970. As you know, the building is extremely significant
historically; while a date for the construction is not completely agreed on, most seem to date it around
1735. There is a heavy French Huguenot influence in the design, and this type of house design also
appears as the double house in the city of Charleston. The history of the building from the National Park
Service website is found below. The building is a treasure to the family, and it is nationally important as
a significant work of historic architecture reflecting the early colonial time period.

With your approval, | have solicited a proposal from a qualified structural engineering firm, 4SE of
Charleston, to study stabilizing the structure. They have worked on structures ranging from the 1713
powder magazine in Charleston, to the 1750s church of St. Michael's. The firm has proposed to take a
phased approach to the stabilization, beginning with investigation and evaluation. At the end of this
phase they would present to the board options for moving forward. Design for the solutions for
targeted problems would take place in Phase Il after the board gives direction.

In reviewing the proposal, it is my opinion that we will be able to focus the study more tightly and
reduce the cost for the Phase | study. Further, | have asked about planning grants for funding the Phase |
work, and the firm has supplied a list of four to six avenues to pursue funding. Some are listed below:

e National Trust. (http://www.preservationnation.org/resources/find-funding/grants/):

e Johanna Favrot Fund for Historic Preservation application for the February 2012 round will be
available online in fall 2011.

e Southern Office of the National Trust a call/email. (Karen_Nickless@nthp.org, 722-8552)

e The Edisto Island Preservation Alliance’s website is: http://www.preserveedisto.org/

e Team up with a non-profit (EIPA perhaps) to administer a grant for you. Once the grant period is
over, they would lose their authority
.here:http://www.preservationdirectory.com/PreservationGeneralResources/GrantsFundingSou
rces.aspx#private).

Billy has told me that there is a clause in the amendments from June 2007 that requires 75% approval of
the unit holders before anything be done to the structure. Before we pay for any structural design



assessment, | feel it is critical to see if there would be support from the family to stabilize the building.
As you will see below, there was an opinion ballot sent out in the 80's that asked similar questions. | am
unsure of the results but if they can be found in the meeting minutes from that time this would be
helpful. From looking into this, | understand that there was a much more recent effort to look at
stabilization, and the cost of stabilizing was prohibitive. For this reason finding alternate avenues to fund
the will be critical to the success of the project. It is my opinion that the building is significant enough
that if the family is willing to allow stabilization we will be able to find the necessary funding to do so.

| request that the board approve that | contact the family to do the following:
1)provide the information I've found to date
2) seek opinions on whether they would like to move forward with the stabilization effort

3)solicit ideas about how to deal with the structure in the future

Sincerely,

CRERY
e /\, conC—

—

Simons Young



BRICK HOUSE STRUCTURE STABILIZATION
15 September, 2011

Timeline to Date
2011
August - due diligence

- Get approval to look into stabilizing structure

- Exchange emails with Billy Jenkins, Katharine Montgomery

- Assemble meeting minutes, background notes, NPS photographs, HABS drawings
- Meet with 4SE, structural engineers, to discuss project and solicit proposal

September - report to Board

- Receive proposal from 4SE for initial investigation phase of work

- Present findings to the board

- Request approval to contact Family members, discuss stabilization, share research, solicit opinions and
ideas



Y

“ [ _ -hapelsbg
|

TGy -0l

snowisLa3aty -
«poulvwaodni-1v kot ligay.
slaase-@- 20 Nolbniksm ~ nimaalipld] oy s

(1008 vlva 335)

‘aadilnzaing - O iaiing
NMONZANN-: 123 Linoay
g b i N b

| Alavd -a711f- |
25 I DS |wissmviodfo- 510 WYHAYT - 130MYS |
ONXIGNI | 'OM AZAMNS | YNITORYD M 3.0m.mo.wu_.a.fw_c._.

VNI'TOdVD HINOS

..!I....rtv.....u.aﬂlllf.. T R e ISSBHONOD 40 AMVHEIT MO GILJIZOV
B e ————

= S
s SOBADHAAY EORIMYEE | THMYHO |
2 NIMM ¥

> lg oter
WA 2O LovmLEI é“%“\gn‘d\\u OEADMAY STNIMYHT @ PE61 2T Awwread ‘asunsvan _

w Lol roanoanD suNaRENNEYIN _

NSI530 ONY SHYTd 40 HINVEE
FDIAEIS MHVd TYNOLLYN
HOIMILNI 3HL 40 INIWLNY3a s 'n
AJAUNS SDONIOTINE NVIIMIWY DIMOLSIH

‘NVI1d-LO71d:

_mﬁ_i.::._.___

gl i

ANV7ISI O1SIdd

ISAOH MOM9d dHLI




ASNOHMORII-dH L

SITMS @ 40 1 L3S WNIOHV)-HLNOS @ ANV161-015103 t AHEILYN
i

— A3ANNS soniating =
s o s NYDIMIWY DIHOLSIH g i s
sz daventateos .rr.vniq.nu:;a ..mu.i.wwzﬁz._.si AnAg rrobooyl-Luvaboapvg-- wa____:_ouw..? swoltiwepopeop do pog-qnvg-Ag-l1ing
e e == i
(omte e <L3ad -weayos 13 prwealop 1l
e e ™ il i

mehi 93] -susw

SNIMY+IHL-40-NVId-DNILSIX3T

N

.:._eh 214G

| SI e !
B ] e w.f......n_ .ﬁ..-l_uk..h ST T

| {
Ll

|
Rt R 35‘»_ U _

It

[

TR WEE LR e J%I'-.JJV.?T_?J_."H}F L L7y

B

i
—
Y

_ i .uélm D

|
1 3
“ [~ .......vl_- ot m\no_u“ el st FTs 2 s
|
|
|
|
|

L e
8 T e
3
' o %

(

T

]
T

1L

1
]
p—

-
it 5

Lald

HT0F

RELI TAE

iRk T %t “Fal

<+

JPal




smmMs g 40 7 LIS 108 VNITOUVD-HLNOS ANVTISI-OLS10T | uonmtin aiis 40 Lriwitvast Sivs G4Linn 3o HorLaaaIS Haann

A3AMNS SONITTING ASTIOH -MO21a9d-dH.L-

isipitoi NYDIMIWY DIMOLSIH “ON ATAMNS TUNLOMMLS 40 TWVN

543 Lawepi - . = . i a3
3law-piateos J._._bumr ......_M“.m..ﬂ.m.._n

R At R L Y ETEE D T

o= Hde haad o pem e s
el

o i= S 1aTios: Eai el SR L
NOITIVATT3 -1S3M-10 - TIVL3d- *NINH-40-NOILVAITI-HLNOS
=== | E—— -

3 = 3
= e m .
R
- ___n___ L e
] rer—
_ = yll
=" e




- Ed

PEERE 41
q-:--“;
=047
e e

o
=va

Siraz

R

wm|||MMM|>IWHH

W W\H\ﬂ!

Hvltl\\um \i\mmulﬂllm
- 'wummmmmmmwuHuwmuu

=
z
=
e
e
=}

%

- n\umummumuummuumnuuh w Wl |
P |




SL33HS @ 40 + 13ES

¥NITOUYI-HINOS ANYI€1-016103 OIS0 ONY SHYId 40 HONYL ‘I1ANES SEVE TYROLLYN
o | nesoniowe | 106 | €3 “ASNOH MOTIg-IH 1 R
[ p— NYOREWY JHOLSIH ‘0N AINHNS SHNLONHLS 40 IWVN
wg'yolsajmvrodo-epewis lazety Aa - aavw -zasm *13ge57au2 ogege
nw»ﬁm.uuw.axj»__.Unh_m..:w.xu_xa._.ﬁm_._.uv_.:__sqmn.m_.__. ..._ua.a.‘_:an.;_}.m‘w,
ssalaw pearess. MN_&,WI._-.Q.NOLM& X m_/.d‘.mn_

=5 — |

«{a031= 2] -Laadwrayvos. |

h_HHMF ¥id-=aoo1d-ano2as M¥1d -¥oeo]a Lsaid

| | ' | | 7 i | | ! | |
e N _ BT .d....nl._|.ﬂ..,.m W | e | monE _a..n.. | | e |_
| . L | 1 |

=

!

!

|/.w\r _..I.I_/Mhl. uw\l LI_ M_ __ _
shisctctec bt TR P




EEE
mmm
I

MJI i| fﬂﬂ
'\lf\llll il ’,"__'i_:*“ui“—"ﬂf”i

. lrgﬂ'i

saaes

i |
i WWWW

£e ---||' = ======H|l F

AT

- WWWWWWMW!WWﬂ

|
moex Ko, |
)

HISTORIC AMERICAN
ILDINGS SURVEY
OF 8 SHEETS

BU
SHEET 5

SURVEY NO.

SC 1

SOQUTH-CAROLINA

THE-BRICKHOUSE-

RESTORATION -DRAW ING OF-SQUTH ' ELEVATION-

EDISTO-ISLAND

HE INTERIOR
OF PLANS AND DESIGN

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF Ti
BRANCH

OFFICE OF NATIONAL PARKS, BUILDINGS, AND RESERVATIONS

p-MicHals. Del.

TTWatermuad Del

F.




-_'g T

THE-BRICK-HOUSE-




simys @ 40 L 19EHS "
— AZANNS SONITTING I2S.
ey | NWOIMAWY D1MOLSIH S T

“HSNOHAONIE-AH I e

SHNLINHLS 40 BWYN

NDIEI0 ONY SNYTd 40 HINYHE ‘FIAMES MV THOLLYN
HOIMILN| THL 40 LNINLHVIS0 S50 Y18 GELINA 40 NOLLIEMIA H3aND

.mﬂuhu: WRTYIE
—
(o= -l3d marwes.
e e e P ™l

1SV I-DNINOO1-BIVLS-HDNOUH L-NO1 LIS

13d s1euTINgd
~13g-wvezalm-Ll

-s3low-383nl-vo .omw«né.wzﬁkqg.vzizqmiuu.uq
anl -+ 2+6 - NolsatavHD -do - snowis -1330Ty 3w -Ag
-agid-anl-3zol3g-Naavi-givis -3nL-No-s3lof-Jo-Brioval

£

T _:.m.LJ. .




SUIHS g 40 @ Lidks VNITOUVD-HINOS anNv1s1-016103 NSISAC NV SNY-Id 0 HONVMD IDIAMIE H¥d TYNOLLYN
r— A3ANNS SONICTING 108 @ ASNOHMOIdGd-dH L
T NYIIMIWY JIHOLSIH o MRS s

FHNLONHLS 40 IWVN

yrijoave-tloos yolsitavan-do-Aavols-b-s-do
saloy-wodd-avag-33Nzoy -f-wia| -p-acog-do-syivlag

13

.miquw,v.i_.u._..ﬂooo.

200 - 2ol -

i

%

- -
.M et # |
8 i wmpg.
]
be |
B
=
o = e
% T vy
£ L i by i
o]
€ 7
=
2 e -
£~ SE—
. o
gromm ey g
Piw - wamd-hine- ey
R -3 1+ 2
i
oviq - 23INUoD
-t
- paw
=F

o

Aapals b walens deowaw weed pavag
-o.‘_..m 13ves

s3dolaw-aalmvd-anl-do-qivlag

ss3aB NeD phavasit-ng-slav-apd-pezanasen ¢ pag-le
shdvabolond-woad-swoop -do-snoilvazia-2ilvwwvabvig

“INITE O IANIVA -GINIVANDD X QIWEYA 1INV

Weog-14+ 513+ -do -1 vmerrlzoN.

B ETSRLR CLET I O
.._HQQ%‘H&H—.HJ&%




Brick House
Fdisto Island
Charleston County
South Carolina

WRITTEN HISTORIC AND DESCRIPTIVE DATA

PHOTOGRAPHS
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. ' .. . BRICK HOUSE
Tdisto Island, Charleston County, South Carclina

Owner: Jenkins Fstate

Date of erection: Early eighteenth century

Present condition: Ruinous

Descriptiont

Walls and chimneys now standing. Brick; two stories; for-
merly covered by hipped roof; facsde five bays, center door;
side elevation and rear three bays. Exterior is noted for its
fine brickwork and plastered decoration. The walls throughout
are laid in Flemish bond, and quoins are blocked out at main
corners of the bullding and plastered {o represent stone. Win-
dow openings were also treated with guoining, but this was small
in scale, merely applied, and most of it hes now disappeared.
Findows had plastered bibs and flat arches with keystones. The
arches over the upper windows had disappesred before the fire,

‘ but probably originally existed. The central feature of the

- end elevations is an arched panel on the first fleor, with a
blind window set in a rusticated field above. The keystone of
the lower niche was modeled with a mask. On the rear elevaiion
the central fesiure 18 a greal arched window which cccurred at
the staircase landing. This was set in a plegtered field, with
arch stones incised in the plaster work at the head. The win-
dow is flanked by rusticated piers, and the whole motif is capped
by a plastered cornice.

All exterior woodwork has now perished, and the sash and
blinds before the fire were apparently modern. The original
cornlice and porch remained. The former was fully moulded, without
modillions or dentils, and the latter was pedimented with fluted
Doric piers, the cornice enriched with triglyphs.

In plan the front of the house was divided into two unequal
rooms, the front door entering the end of the larger. There was
a central stair hall in the rear flanked by twe smaller rooms.
The interior contained much fine paneliing.

Additional datas

The date of the erection of the house has never been deter-

mined. Some writers believe it to be seventeenth century, but

- it dates probably from about 1725, The first reference to it
. seems to be in sn indenture dated February 3, 1746, between



HABS No, S0-1
Page 2

Paul Hamiltorn. and John MacLeod. This indenture recites that the
land was granted to Thomas Sacheverel by the Lords Proprietors
of the Province about May 10, 1703. A48 a house is referred to
in this indenture it is sure that such was on the site by 1746.
The srchitecturel elements would point to date of about 1725,
which would be confirmed by the architectural style of Crow-
field, built about 1730. In 1798 the Brick House became the
property of the Jenkins family and has remained in it ever

since. It was burned in 1929, but the walls were stabilized and
are preserved,

Reference: Stoney, Plantations of the Carolina Low Country

e ’"a?}Jt);; Ten corcmar~a

. T



HABS No. SC-1

BRICK HBOUSE

‘% - . Adéitiongl Data

An Indenture dated 1746 and now in possession of Hdwerd John
Jenkins, present owner of Brick House Plantation, records that on
or sbout the "Penth Day of Mey Anno Domini 1703%," the Lords Propri-
etors granted unto Thomas Sacheverell, of Colleton County, "all
that Tract of Lasnd containing Four Hundred andé Thirty Acres English
Measure,” now xnown as Brick House Plentetion.

Sacheverell sold the tract to Paul Hemilton who sccordirg to
tradition built Brick House. No record can be found bearing date
of erection of edifice, but archiitects and authorities sgree that
the mansion wzs Dutch Colonisl of the Georgilun Period, and was prob-
ably built between 1715 snd 1720.

Paul Hemilton died in 1735, and left his estete to hls son
Paul Hamilion, Jr., who in 1746 sold it to John Mclecd, for the
*Sum of Three Thousand Pounds Current Money.”

- The property sgein changed hapds in 176% when Paul Hamilton,
acting as executor of the estate of John Mclecod, sold it to Willism
Maxwell for L 3,750. William Maxwell left the property to his son
James Hivers Maxwell.

In 1798 Joseph Jenkins of Besufort County bought Brick House
from Jemes kivers Maxwell and Herriet Elliot Mexwell, his wife, for
% 750. From that date until the night when it was destroyed by fire, -
Jenuary 29, 1929, it has been in the hands of the Jenkins family.

The fire could do but little damage to the stolidiy built,
thick brick walls and they were immedistely repsired. HKestoration
can be perfected in minute detail, for dets, measurements and photo- -
grephs in possession of the family, snd of interested architects
will fecilitete rebuilding, perheps some time in the near or distent
Tuture.

‘=-Furnished by Mrs. E. J. Jenkins, April, 1937.
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Historic American Buildings Survey

THE REAR OF THE BRICK HOUSE BEFORE BURNING

Copyright, 1901, by the American Architect and Building News Co.
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Historic American Buildings Survey
THE BRICK HOUSE BEFORE IT WAS BURNED
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| house is obviously a job at which
.| somebody put his best leg forward.

‘| French work of the time of Henri
IV or Louis XIV, a look of being

x et e

e, Edisto Islan

The following article and the
accompanying « illustration * are
taken from.'Plantations of.'the..
Carolina- Low' Country”,
lished. by -the Carolina art:;
ciation. . Brick = House~ ',
burned out to. its chi ys and

in" photographs, . a -landscape , with
fizures- could - be -made- out uinthe:

Iong -

walls: a  fewy years after this
picture was . made_-The ‘family
of the late Edward. J. Jenkins,
who owns: the place, have taken:
precautions: 'fo - preserve. .the
walls looking to the possibility
of. rebuilding.£ W

hardburned; | possibly foreign,. brick
‘it is built of, and the ageof'Paul’
Hamilton who then owned the point
of land where"it stands, all -would
show that Brick House was -built
or in building, -between 1720 and
1730. Yt gy e p e M A VR T
Hamilton was 'a prosperous, well
connected, Edisto Islander,.and. the

The many stucco enrichments and
the high " pitched roof of Brick
House gave it curiously the: air of

distinctly related to the Place Des
Vosges, This quality was probably.
heightened by two small flankers,
or pavilions, long since lost,” .that
stood on either: side of the front.

cornice (a trick
South. Carolina and the WestsIn

o AR A g g s

“In the hall,’ incipal mom,\u!e 1730 and! they resemble none now
woodwark was much epriched. with | known*ito have been.made .in.the
paintin§s.. In spite’:of the age‘and, Lowcountry, BT €

Pt e T P S T

dies) adds to: this -Gall
blance. & =

By SAMUEL GAILLARD STONEY
. The 'sty;;'ut'-t'ﬁifs house, ‘the small | +o:

And even the deep bell casting with i
which the roof comes down. to-the |’
much. used.both:in |

-|bring back fromr the. land of Canaan_|
| The horizontal panel just zbove the:

bolection; mold. contained. ‘a* design'|
‘| of srineeaux - with . masks:- L n

" Since -1798- Brick’ House" has’ be

fire.a few years ago, but its owners
have:seen to the preservation of. the.
stout brick walls -and hope
build..within_them.i.z "

basement . of - Brick * House was

When itswas. built the buffer colony-
of Georgia had not-yet .been. set<
‘tled; and within a- dozen years ‘be-:
fore Paul Hamilton’s birth the plan-
tation ‘ofthis grandfather and name-
sake’ Panl Grimball, on -this 'same
island, had been sacked in a Span-

ish raidf. .. A
+ BrickHouse was ' buil
Iy " as-handsomely:’
d and

'abou].;ﬁtlfig‘decade betweenr 1720 and.

that kept-it from showing

square panel over.the fireplace. The |
I flanking panels: had" pictlres |
of fruit_.including a pair of colossal’l
bunches: of grapes, like: those -the |
’| Israelitish . spies 'on * old" tapestries |

the property of the:Jenkins family,
Most_ unhappily . it 'was gutted * by ]

< It i interesting fo note: that the | |
heavilytloopholed ~ for musketry. |

not to have been used except |
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DESCRIPTION

CONDITION CHECK ONE CHECH DNE
— EXCELLENT __DETERIORATED _UNALTERED T _ORIGINAL SITE
FAIR —UNEXPOSED

DESCRIBE THE PRESENT AND ORIGINAL (IF KNOWN) PHYSICAL APPEARANCE

The Brick House at Edisto Island was built about 1725 for Paul Hamilton, a wealthy
South Carolina planter whose estate was acquived in 1798 by the Jenkins family which
maintains ownership to this day. The brick for the house was imporied from Boston
where a harder and denser sovi than any obtainable locally could be gotiten. Sand and
gravel, free from salt, were feiched from the Pon Pon, while lumber for the house was
housed and seasoned for seven years before being considered worthy for the undertaking.
Clearly then this was an exceptional effort on the part of 1lts bullder, and its avchi-
tectural ambitions came to fruftion in a building with a distinetively TFrench air, '
achieved through the many stucco envichments and dits high-pitched voof. Aside from
the reference to the Chateau de la Haye, historian Samuel Stoney characterized the
look as one quite similar to the Place de Vosges, a look heightened by two small
flankers, long since lost.

Tinally, and very importantly, the plan of the Brick House is  very similar to that

one seen fixsit in Mulberry's Plantation House, but without its towers, The four-room
plan, with unequal division of vooms and a central staltrwdll,while not unique to either
Mulberry or the Brick House ov other housea of the type of the period----Hanover, Lewis-
field, ov Crowfield, to name a fewy----was imported by them, first to_ the couniryside,
and then moved to the city where it blossomed as the Charleston 1°"P1e house, during

the 1750%s and 1760's especially.

The ruins of the plantation House 2t Edisto Island South Carolina arve located beside
Russel Creek west of the North Edisto River. Once encompassing a large plantations

. , the vuln is now an isolated element in an envircnment unused agriculturally.
It is however surrounded by a group of buildings, perhaps ten, largely used as summer
vetreats by Charlestonians. The boundary then of this ruin consists only of the remains
itself and the patch of land it stands on. Consisting of 1/4 acre around the building,
the boundary includes no other stvuctures which contribute to the national significance
of the landmark. The site is cleariy visible on the accompanying USGS map which identi-
fies the site with red pencil.




SIGNIFICANCE !

PERIOD AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- CHECK AND JUSTIFY BELOW
PREHISTORIC ARCHEOLOGY-PREHISTORIC  __COMMUNITY PLANNING __LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE _ RELIGION
_1400-1499 __ARCHEQLOGY-HISTORIC __CONSERVATION __LAW __SCIENCE
—_1500-1599 __AGRICULTURE __ECONOMICS __LITERATURE _ SCULPTURE
1600-1699 X ARCHITECTURE __EDUCATION — MILITARY _ SOCIAL/HUMANITARIAN
#_y700-1799 __ART __ENGINEERING —MuUsIC __THEATER
~1800-1899 __COMMERCE __EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT  __PHILOSOPHY —TRANSPORTATION
—1900- _ COMMUNICATIONS _INDUSTRY __POLITICS/GOVERNMENT - OTHER {SPECIFY)
_INVENTION
SPECIFIC DATES . 1725 : BUILDER/ARCHITECT

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The Brick House at Edisto Island was a most unusual example of early colonlal architecture,
in that it 1llustrated the imporitant influence of the Trench Huguenoits im South Cavolina.
Possibly a simplified copy of the Chateau de la Haye d'Esquermes (c,l675) near Loos les
Lille, ¥rance, as suggesied by histovrian T.T. Waterman, the Brick House was the focal
point of a 300 acve plantation. Burned o all but its shell in 1929 (at which point it
had vet been little-altered), the brick house today stands as both an artifact of an
important early influence in the Carolinas, and a stately and picturesque ruin in its

own vighit, The architecture of the outer walls is unique in this country.
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A1l facts in this history of Brick House are authentic. They

were found in the original indentures and famlily records searched

by Slames O 9!3/7’,*1{2&/1«»?/3,/

THE PLANTATION

The earliest date, regarding grants, mentioned in any of the
papers or recbrds in possession of the Jenkins family, is 17034

In an elaborate Indenture (19x23 in.) painstakingly written
by hand, bearing date February 2, 1706 and 1labelled on the back,
"Iease for one year, between Paul Hamilton and John McLeod", a par-
tial description of the plantation follows: "aA1l that Plantation
or Tract of Land containing Four Hundred and Thirty Acres, Eﬁglish
Measure, of him the said Paul Hamilton, granted by the Late Lords
Proprietors, or their Lawful Deputies, bearing date on or about
May tenth, 1703 unto Thomas sicheverell" (Spelled with one or two'
firial 1%s). Bbundaries'are also glven, but omitted here.

In fhis Indentﬁre, mention 1s made of Houses, Out-Houses,
Edifices, Buildings, Barns, Stables, Fences, Yards, Gardens, Pas-
tﬁres, Feeding Fie;ds, Orchards, quds, Under-Woods,,Wells, Watera,
etc. This proves the édifice (Brick House ) was bullt, and the
plantation flourishing at this time, 17&6

A smaller, simpler document, dated 1731 or. 1738 (1ast diﬁit
not 1egible) records grant of marsh tract, adjoining plantation to
the south., A drawing, to scale, pictures shape and size (180 A)
of tract. It was granted %o Paul Hamilton I, son of John. ~Later
records mention two tracts belonglng to the plantation, u30 acres,
originai_grant, plus 180 acres of_marsﬁ, quiva}ent to 9Itotal of
500 acres, more or 1ess. | , N L

~1-




BRICK HOUSE
Brick House was built by Paul Hamilton, son of John, early
in the 1700's, The exact date is not known, but is placed about
1720-1725, Recently, Sam Stoney told me this is about right.
Hamilton family records state that John Hamilton was Deputy
Secretary of the Province of South Carolina, and member of the
House of Assembly in 1696. He was married to Mary, daughter of
Paul Grimball of Edisto, and had three children,all born before
1695.
1, Mary married (1) John Wilkins, (2)?Arch1ba1d Neal
2. Paul married usartha Bower
3., Ann married (1) David Loughton, (2) George Batrnett, (3) David Hext
This Paul, son of John, was the one whe bullt Brick House.
When Paul Hamilton I came into possession of "All that Tract
of ;30 A, English measure" the eastern boundary belonged to Willlam
Bower. Paul married Martha Bower, daughter of William Bower and
Martha Hext, They had five children:
1., Paul II died in England 1799 (no issue)
2. John died in infancy
3, Archibald married Rebecca Branford
4o Martha married John lcLeod
5. Dorcas died in infancy
Paul II was a Tory. He died in England, 1799. He evldently
did not care to live at Brick House even though his father left it
to him. In a later Indenture he 1s mentioned as Paul, the Younger,
Hslr of Paul Hamilton, the Elder. He apparently leased for a year,
and then sold Brick House Plantation to John McLeod (1746) who mar-
eicd his sister Martha. Still later records state that Paul Hamil-
-2 -




ton II was of St. Andrews Parish.

Evidently John lcLeod, brother-in-law of Paul Hamilton, bough%
the house and plantation after leasing it for a year. In a will
made by IMcLeod, he named Paul Hamilton, of St., Andrews Parish, the
oﬁly acting and qualified executor of his will.

In an Indenture dated Dec. %ﬁ, 1769 the following facts were
recorded., "Between Paul Hamilton, Planter of St. Andrews Parish,
the only acting and qualified Executor of the Last Will and Testa=~
ment of John iMcLeod of Edisto Island, deceased, doth hereby state
that John ilcLeod in his 1life time and at his death was possessed
of a certain plantation, containing 430 A, and by his will did
hareby require; authorize and empower hls executor after his de-
nease, with all possible expedition to sell and dispose of his es-~
tate both real, and personal.

"Paul Hamilton and one James Clark (relative) of Edisto accord~
ingly did on the ninth day of November, expose for sale, and sqll
at Publiec Outery the aforesaid plantation of /30 A. and also Tract
cf Marsh, 180 acres. Being legally advertised, William Maxwell was
the highest bidder of the sum & 3750." At this time the boundaries
cf the plantation belonged to different peoples Robert Seabrook
cwned lands bordering on the south.

Recorded - a memorial entered in Aud. General's 0ffice, Book M, No.
12, Pg. 165. April 28, 1773.
Paul Hamilton
to
William Maxweld

How William Maxwell became interested in Brick House can be

traced to the following:

John Hamilton married Mary Grimball. Mary Grimball's brother
‘3“




Thomas married Elizabeth Adams. Thomas Grimball and Llizabeth Adams

had:

1, Paul (died about 1750)

2. Thomas (died after 1783)

3. Joshua (died after 1757) Joshua's daughter, Sarah,married William
HMaxwell

L. Isaac (died 1752)

Joshua, planter on Edisto Island, married Mary ? « They

had:

1. Sarah, married William Maxwell

2. Paul, married Ann Jenkins

3. Elizabeth, married James Clark

“his is the James Clark who assisted Paul Hamilton in selling Brick
House to his brother-in-law, Wwilliam Maxwell, There are no further
papers in the Jenkins collection regarding William Maxwell, He
evidently left the property to, or sold it to James Rivers Maxwell,
(William Maxwell had only one child, a daughter who died young., I
have been told he 1s buried on the old Grimball place (Seaside) on
Edisto Island, but as yet have not checked or verified it.)

James Rivers Maxwell and his wife, Harriet Elliott Maxwell,
sold Brick House to Joseph Jenkins on June 25, 1798, for b 750 sterl-
ing., A deed, hand written, states: "We, James Rivers Maxwell and
Harriet Elliott Maxwell in consideration of Seven hundred and fifty
pounds Sterling, money to us paid by Joseph Jenkins, Esquire, have
granted, bargained, sold, and released all that Plantation or Tract
of Land containing Four hundred and thirty acres, also Marsh Tract
of 180 acres." Boundaries were given but omitted here.

This deed was recorded and can be found in Book T, No. 6, Pgs.
L495-96, Charleston. The original is among the Jenkins collection.

TRV I
Compiled by Erline S. Jenkins, wife of Edward John Jenkins (deceased)-

- h' - i““""’f /?-6_6




October 3, 1979

Mrs. Joseph R. Young
70 Tradd Street
Charleston, South Carolina 29401

Dear Liz:

The Society would be glad to have the two books you have
lent us, but we will keep them in our deposit room until you
have had a chance to talk with other members of the Jenkins
Family. If anyone is unalterably opposed, we may need to
return them some years from now because we have about thirty
large family Bibles on loan, and they consume a great deal of
space. The Edisto books are of exceptional historical interest,
though, and are exceptionally well printed and bound. They
would be the last to be returned and the most eagerly accepted
gifts.

For your and our records, I am including the titles:
(1) Book of Common Prayer..., Oxford University Press, ILondon,

1783 (folio, elaborately tooled leather; stolen c. 1865
and returned 1928)

(2) The Holy Bible..., J. Fry & Co., London, 1777 (folio, 7 Ay,
elaborately tooled leather; stolen c. 1865 and returned 1867L/_
e

Both volumes have matching inscriptions on the cover: "The Gift
of Joseph Jenkins Esqr. to the Church Congregation on Edisto Island.”-

Yours sincerely,

/5t

Gene Waddell
Director

GW: £

SO CANROLINA HISTORICAL SOCIETY FIREPROOT DBUILDING CIHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA teld Nl




Under old business, Harry Hutson discussed a proposal
from Cumings & McCrady and Bob Adams to re;p-air the Brickhouse
ruins for §$12,777. Additionally, a proposal was obtained from
Buc%gﬂ:rott of Charleston Constructors, which involved using bar
joists and M inside the building to repair and reipforce the
walls for approximately $11,500. Additionally, Trott had
suggested that for $6000 to $7000, perhaps only the south wall
could be torn down and be rebuilt, which would then get rid of
the need for the other more expénsive reinforcement procedures. |
There was some general discussion as to how such repairs and
reinforcements could be accomplished with a proposal that unit
" holders pay some pri-ée— per unit for the work performed being
generally di'scus-é.ed... Although no financial commitment was made,
a vote was taken. and of the 4886 units répresented at the
meeting,. 3422 vote.di in favor of repairing and reinforcing the
Brickhouse ruins, with 1464 units being oppo‘sed-. The Board of
. Trustees was. directéd.‘ to figuré out ways: to finance thel repairs
and reiriforcemént&,. other than the unit share assessment idea

- and report back at a speciai meeting to be called in the future.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:00, having been

Ve Ve, L.
Secudos
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7/
Januaryjﬂi 1983

Dear Family:

A1l of us are aware of the fact that the front wall of Brick House is
gradually falling inward and will eventually collapse. I really don't
believe any of us want to see this happen and some of us think that some

action should be taken to try and correct this situation while it can still

‘ be done.

geveral contractors have been consulted and all agree that the wall

can be at least stopped where it is or possibly straightened up to its

~ original lines. Of course, this will cost money but we feel that it will

. be well worth the expense if we can decide which method to use and if we

can find a way to finance it.

Enclosed please find an "opinion" ballot listing the several suggested

ways to repair the building and the estimated cost for each one. Also,

several suggested ways to finance these cost, If you know of other methods

of financing this work, please write in your suggestions. This is an

~ "opinion" poll only, and is not binding in any way.

Cit jn
wh

If enough of you are really interested in this project we will pursue

more detail and get firm cost figures., Please "vote" for the type of

.

A

construction that you like the best and whlch method of financing you would

- 1like to see us investigate.

This is a serious situation, so please think about it before you

check of your preference. Mail your choice to me at 516 Pelzer Drive, Mt.

e

. Pleasant, SC 29464. Try to get it to me by February let if you can. Call

ﬁe at 884-4356 after 6:00 p.m. if you want additional exp

A

President Brick House Trust

Hérry C. Hutsoz S



Check One

(ngg{ W

"OPINION BALLOTT" }&‘V

Methods of Construction

:_Remove about 3 layers of brick around top perimeter of all four sides. Pour

liconcfete cap with reinforcing rods (all 4 sides) and replace brick with 5
' layers on each side of cap. Also, install earthquake rods across inside

; front of building to hold sides together. Estimated cost $13,000,00

‘Drill holes thru the walls and chimneys and install steel floor joist

I

_ ‘,between chimneys and front and back walls at top and at first floor levels,

Also, fill inside walls between bricks where cracks have appeared to stop

E;further disintergration of mortor joints. Estimated cost $11,500.00

' Remove front wall down to first floor level and rebuild to duplicate the

iioriginal design. Also fill in mortor joints as described in #2., Estimated
" cost $7,000.00

!jLeave structure as is and let it gradually deteriorate naturally. Install

br

some type of fence around entire building for protection., BEstimated cost

]

' $1,500.00

i. N
TSRO

Signed:

(Vote for one only) }



Check One

Methods of Financing (Vote for one only)

- Borrow the money from the Bank or Savings & Loan at best interest rate

- and payment terms that can be negotiated. Loan could be repaid from the

rent money and then everyone would have to pay their prorata share of taxes,

=

which would be deductable.

The cost could be divided by total number of shares (5760) and each share

¢ holder would contribute according to the number of shares owned. (Example:

- $13,000.00 + 5760 shares = $2.26 per share)

- My suggestion would be as follows:

Signed:




August 18, 1989

Mrs. Joseph R. Young
43 Meeting Street
Charleston, S. C. 29401

Dear Liz:

I wanted to write and thank you again for allowing M. E. VanDyke
and me, along with our intern Nancy Rowe, to go to Brick House.
It was truly wonderful to be able to examine the ruins closely
and photograph them, as well as take mortar samples. We tried
to take mortar samples from areas already loosened but yet those
which would be most informative for our purposes. I did notice
the loss of half the face from the keystone. That is a most
tragic loss indeed. Mr. Hutson tried to help me find the pieces
in the bushes, and if you could do so I think it would be worth
our trying to find a way to restore that section. In fact, we
would 1like to check into a breathable coating which might be
introduced for the stucco on the building, to prevent further
loss. This would be, perhaps, a short-term solution.

What I would like to ask you is if you see any hope for the
ruins in the future. I really think they are a truly important
artifact of American culture, and something that should survive.
Rosewell Plantation, the great Page plantation house on the York
River, was built at approximately the same date as Brick House,

although much larger in scale. The house at Rosewell burned at
approximately the same time. The ruins, however, were in much
worse condition by the 1960's. In fact, the ruins there were
the subject of much 1local vandalism. Nonetheless, the

Gloucester County Historical Society acquired the ruins and
hired the firm of Phillips and Opperman (who are doing the Miles
Brewton House and Nathaniel Russell House). They were not only
able to partially restore, but to stabilize the ruins for future
pregervation.

I would like to propose that we aid you in applying for an
Emergency Stabilization Grant from the S. C. Department of
Archives and History. Several hundred thousand dollars are
available statewide now per year, and we would be happy to help

THE FRANCES R. EDMUNDS CENTER FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION
108 Meeting Street * Charleston, South Carolina, 29401 « (803) 723-3646 « FAX (803) 577-2067



Mrs. Joseph R. Young
August 18, 1989
Page 2.

you try to get some of this money. As you know, because of the
Confederate Home situation, this money is given on a 60/40
matching basis. Perhaps the family might also want to consider
an easement, Jjust on the ruins, to the Historic Charleston
Foundation. It would then perhaps be that the Foundation could
consider a small challenge gift, in addition to the grant, to
help with the match by the family. I know that all of this is
difficult and that there is dissension but, if the family could
only see the wonderful stabilization and interpretation that has
taken place at Rosewell of the ruins of the Page family seat, I
think they would realize what a major artifact they still have
in the Brick House ruins.

I am enclosing to you some dupes of photos which I hope you will
be able to use, and I will be forwarding to you the mortar
report when we receive it.

With all best regards, I am

fthan H. Poston
actor of Programs

rgb
closures

cc: Mr. Lawrence A. Walker



United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
SOUTHEAST REGIONAL OFFICE

75 Spring Street, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

g s d e "// _f/{ép/z' 2 / 27 / fa 7

(<

IN REPLY REFER TO!

DEC 2 8 1988

Dear Friend of the National Historic Landmark Program:

The National Park Service is the Federal Agency charged with the
responsibility of monitoring and overseeing the National Historic Landmark
(N.H.L.) Program. Our office is responsible for Landmarks in the Southeast;
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, Puerto Rico, South Carolina, Tennessee and Virgin Islands. Day-to-
day activities have brought us into contact with many of you but we realize
most people in our region do not know about the National Historic Landmark
program or have questions and do not know who to ask. To solve this problen
we are sending this letter to all N.H.L. owners, State Historic Preservation
Officers, and other interested groups. We hope the information about the
N.H.L. program contained in this letter will be beneficial and answer some
questions that have been asked about the program. If this mailing is
successful, we will continue in the future to periodically mail informative
material. We have chosen a question/answer format to address some frequently
asked questions in a concise but understandable manner.

WHAT ARE NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARKS?

National Historic Landmarks are recognized as our Nation's most important
historic and cultural resources. They are buildings, historic districts,
structures, sites, and objects that possess exceptional value or quality in
illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United States.

WHAT NATIONAL PARK SERVICE OFFICE DO I CONTACT WITH QUESTIONS?

Three divisions of the National Park Service are responsible for the
Nationwide coordination of the N.H.L. program. History Division conducts
theme studies and makes determination regarding potential landmark properties.
Preservation Assistance Division oversees technical assistance given to
individual landmarks. The National Register Division maintains the N.H.L.
listing on the National Register. These divisions operate in coordination
with five regional offices. The regional office for the Southeast is in
Atlanta, Georgia.

WHO IN THE SOUTHEAST REGION IS RESPONSIBLE FOR N.H.L.'S?

Cecil McKithan is the Landmarks Coordinator for the Southeast Region. Working
with him is Mark Barnes and Paul Hawke. Mark is responsible for the
Archeological landmarks. Paul handles the historical and architectural.




HOW DOES A PROPERTY GET LANDMARK STATUS?

Most landmarks are identified by theme studies done in the History Division of
the Washington office. Landmarks can also be identified by the Regional
Office and done in cooperation with Washington. State Historic Preservation
offices, private individuals and other interested parties may present a
nomination through the Regional office or request, in writing to the Regional
offi'ce, that a preliminary review be conducted to determine whether the
property would meet the criteria.

WHAT ARE THE CRITERIA?

Code of Federal Regulations 36, Part 65.4 states:

The quality of National Significance is ascribed to districts, sites,
buildings structures and objects that possess exceptional value or
quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United States
in history, architecture, archeology, engineering and culture and that
possess a high degree of integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling and association, and:

(1) That are associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to, and are identified with, or that outstandingly
represent, the broad national patterns of United States History and from
which an understanding and appreciation of those patterns may be gained;
or

(2) That are associated importantly with the lives of persons nationally
significant in the history of the United States; or

(3) That represent some great idea or ideal of the American people; or

(4) That embody the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural
type specimen exceptionally valuable for a study of a period, style or
method of construction, or that represent a significant, distinctive and
exceptional enity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

(5) That are composed of integral parts of the environment not
sufficiently significant by reason of historical association or artistic
merit to warrent individual recognition but collectively compose an
entity of exceptional historical or artistic significance, or outstanding
commemorate or illustrate a way of life or culture; or

(6) That have yielded or may be likely to yield information of major
scientific importance by revealing new cultures, or by shedding light
upon periods of occupation over large areas of the United States. Such
sites are those which have yielded, or which may reasonably be expected
to yield, data affecting theories, concepts and ideas to a major degree.



WHAT IS THE SECTION EIGHT REPORT?

The Section Eight Report refers to the report made to Congress each year from
the Secretary of Interiors office on the condition of National Historio
Landmarks. It is mandated by the General Authorities Act of 1970, Section
Eight, thus the name Section Eight Report.

Information is solicited, beginning in January of each year, from owners,
State Historic Preservation Officers, local and private historic preservation
‘groups, National Park areas, and other interested parties. This information
is reviewed in the Regional office, collated into a report and sent to the
Vashington office for final review. The report is sent to the Secretary's
office toward the end of the year for signature and presented to Congress
during the opening session in the spring.

We hope some of this information is helpful. If there is a positive response
to informational 1letters like this we will continue to provide them. We

periodically, visit the landmarks. We try to stop, if only to meet the owners

and say hello. Let us know your comments, If you have any immediate
questions, please call Paul Hawke at (404) 331-2639.

Sincerely,

Cecil N. McKithan, Chief
National Register Programs Division




Brick House Stabilization
Due Diligence Report
17 September, 2011

INDEX:

On 8/3/11, WILLIAM JENKINS <wjenkinsl1@bellsouth.net> wrote:
> | find in the minutes of the BH anual meeting onJune 26,2004 the following "

> Aunt Lizzie discussed saving the ruins and said she has no objections to

> replacing the braces to stabalize the ruins.The cap on the top and the steel

> beams were put in place after the fire in 1929. They are now falling out and
> the ruins have substantially deteriorated in the last few years. Billy

> talked about a company in Ravenel that proposed stabalazation that would
> costaround $25,000.00.He said that any funds necessary to accomplish this
> should be on a voluntary basis. It was noted that the Brickhouseand the

> Bylaws, section 3C #7,state thatwe"shall not renovate or change the BH ruins
> without the consent of 75% of the unit holders" In the light of this and

> other more pressing issues facing the familythe issue was tabled. Those

> interested may form a committee and reportto the Board if so inclined "

>

> | wll try to get you the name of the contractor mentioned tomorrow. He was
> very interested and was proposing that the inside of the walls be sprayed

> with | think Gunite. He volunteered to donate the labor if we would buy the
> materiel.

> Later,

> Billy

Just a few years ago | was referred to a structural engineer by my friend Jack Boineau. The

engineer came out with a preservation specialist contractor and looked at the house and reported that it
would cost $200,000.00 to secure the ruins to prepare for work.

At that point i dropped the entire idea and since have become much less active in the affairs of the
plantation for various reasons.

| will search my records tomorrow and send you what i have. If Jacks health is still good perhaps he will
help. | will call him tomorrow

Good luck with this . | am happy to see interest. Will help any way i can.
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