
Figure 24. USGS LIDAR map, showing old road  traces across the tributary of Roberson Creek in the vicinity of the county 
property. The location of the Long farmstead on the 17‐acre property is marked as a yellow circle. The red arrows pointing 
down mark the location of Road Trace A (Site 2) running east‐west across the property, north of the Long House.  The red 
arrows pointing to the right or left mark Road Traces B and C, extending west and northwest up and across the ridge top. The 
green arrow points to an alternate route for Trace B leading south to Whitesides Road, possibly a modern farm road. The LIDAR
image clearly shows the results of agricultural terracing created in the late 19th or early 20th century. (Source: US Geological 
Survey LIDAR website.)



Figure 25. County project area (white outline), View 1, shown with historic road traces documented during the archaeological survey.  The light green 
trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the project area. The traces marked “B” and 
“C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. The 1855 road is shown in yellow, and 
includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging tree. 



Figure 26. County project area (white outline), View 1, shown with 1938 aerial photograph overlay and historic road traces documented during the 
archaeological survey.  The light green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the 
project area. The traces marked “B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. 
The 1855 road is shown in yellow, and includes a bridge, marked by the red square. The 1855 trace corresponds to the road shown on the 1930s aerial. 
The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging tree. 



Figure 27. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 2, shown with historic road traces documented during the archaeological survey.  The light
green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the project area. The traces marked 
“B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. The 1855 road is shown in yellow, 
and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging tree. 



Figure 28. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 2, shown with 1938 aerial photograph overlay and historic road traces documented during the 
archaeological survey.  The light green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the 
project area. The traces marked “B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. 
The 1855 road is shown in yellow, and includes a bridge, marked by the red square. The 1855 trace corresponds to the road shown on the 1938 aerial. 
The two red circles mark the two possible locations for the hanging tree. 



Figure 29. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 3, shown with historic road traces documented during the archaeological survey.  The light
green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the project area. The traces marked 
“B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. The 1855 road is shown in yellow, 
and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two possible locations for the hanging tree. 



Figure 30. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 3, shown with 1938 aerial photograph overlay and historic road traces documented during the 
archaeological survey.  The light green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the 
project area. The traces marked “B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. 
The 1855 road is shown in yellow, and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging 
tree. 



Figure 31. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 4, shown with historic road traces documented during the archaeological survey.  The light
green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the project area. The traces marked 
“B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. The 1855 road is shown in yellow, 
and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two possible locations for the hanging tree.  Red rectangles show the areas 
intensively shovel tested during the 2012 investigation. 



Figure 32. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 4, shown with 1938 aerial photograph overlay and historic road traces documented during the 
archaeological survey.  The light green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the 
project area. The traces marked “B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. 
The 1855 road is shown in yellow, and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging 
tree. 



Figure 33. Biggerstaff’s project area (white outline), View 5, shown with 1938 aerial photograph overlay, and historic road traces documented during the 
archaeological survey. Added to this view is a possible loop driveway leading from Whitesides Road north toward the house and back down to the road 
(shown on the original photo on left, and highlighted in yellow on the right; both marked with a red arrow). This drive likely predates the construction of 
Whitesides Road, and probably is related temporally to the 1855 road (orange trace) or the construction of the houses on the property. 

The light green trace marked “A” is interpreted as a possible colonial road, and it ties into the yellow 1855 road trace west of the project area. The traces 
marked “B” and “C” are also possible colonial road remnants, with conjectured connections to the northwest shown in orange. The 1855 road is shown in 
yellow, and includes a bridge marked by the red square. The two red circles mark the two reported locations for the hanging tree. 
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 BIGGERSTAFF-LONG HOUSE 
Rutherford County, NC 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR STABILIZATION 

April 21, 2012 

 

GENERAL At the request of Rutherford County staff, a preliminary assessment was made of 
the historic Biggerstaff-Long House, on the Biggerstaff-Old Fields property. The 
purpose of the assessment was to determine the requirements and make 
recommendations for stabilization of the house. 

SUMMARY OF 

CONDITIONS 
The frame house appears relatively intact overall. However, the one-story wrap-
around porch has suffered structural collapse in several places. The collapse of 
the porch has exposed the interior structure of the house, and there is concern 
that continuing structural failure of the porch may be causing deterioration to 
the house.  

The partial collapse of the porch is also a public safety concern and a liability 
issue. The instability of the roof and floor structure could lead to injury of 
someone working on or around the house. 

Evidence of water damage in the house indicates that failure of the roof and 
flashing system around one or more of the brick chimneys may be causing 
deterioration of the structural framing as well as interior finishes. 

ARCHITECTURAL 

DESCRIPTION 
The Biggerstaff-Long House appears to date from the 1870s or 1880s. The core of 
the house is a two-story, T-shaped frame structure supported on brick piers. 
Projecting from the leg of the T-shaped block is a one-story wing with an 
engaged service porch. A one-story porch wraps around three sides of the 
irregular plan, extending from the east side of the main block and terminating in 
a porte cochere at the west side. The architectural character of the porch 
suggests that it was either added or substantially remodeled in the 1910s or 
1920s.  

The two-story, T-shaped block exhibits classical characteristics of the Italianate 
style. The roof has deep eaves surmounting a broad, plain entablature. At the 
gable ends, the rake eaves return at each corner and are supported by a triplet of 
scroll-work brackets. In addition, a pair of eave brackets frames each second-
floor window. The fascia board is finished with a classically-profiled molding. 
The walls are clad in horizontal lapped siding, with plain trim for the corner 
boards and skirt board. Windows and doors are trimmed with plain boards, 
with projecting, molded hoods. 

The one-story rear wing houses the kitchen and an east-facing service porch – 
presently enclosed. The exterior construction, materials and detailing are similar 
to the two-story block. 

The one-story wrap-around porch roof is supported by Craftsman-style, tapered 
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wood columns bearing on tall, square brick piers. Between the piers, brick 
underpinning encloses the porch floor crawl space.  

 

CONDITIONS 

ASSESSMENT 
The following is a list of features that require remedial attention in order to 
stabilize conditions on the house. 

VEGETATION Surrounding the house are several types of shrubs, vines and trees, many of 
which are distinctive of the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth century periods. 
All of the plantings are overgrown. While the various small shrubs surrounding 
the porch are not causing any harm to the house, several large trees in close 
proximity to the house, such as the cedar or juniper at the west corner of the 
porch, should be considered a liability. Creeping vines such as the wisteria along 
the east can also be damaging to the building. 

Recommendations 

Many of the plantings around the house may survive from significant historic 
periods. Before undertaking major clearing of vegetation, an inventory of 
plantings should be completed by an experienced arborist and horticulturalist. 
Plants and shrubs documented as being from the late-nineteenth and/or early-
twentieth century should be considered part of the historic setting. Until 
development plans are complete, potentially historic plantings should be 
protected. 

FOUNDATION AT 

MAIN HOUSE 
Overall, the house appears to sit fairly level and plumb. Where the floor could be 
inspected, no major deflection or sagging in the floor was noted. It is fortunate 
that the foundation is of brick piers with an open crawl space; the ventilation 
under the house may have prevented major fungal deterioration, while the lack of 
heat under the house may have kept termite and insect infestations at bay. 

The brick piers are typically 8-inches deep by 20-inches wide and are probably 
un-reinforced. With a couple of exceptions, the piers appear solid although 
mortar joints are deteriorated. Underneath the house, a variety of supporting 
piers are used at major frame intersections or at mid-span of joists or beams. 
Materials used include stacked stone and concrete masonry units. Presently, it is 
the weight of the house compressing the piers and keeping them intact.  

Recommendations 

For short-term stabilization purposes, no specific remedial work on the 
foundation is called for. 

DEBRIS AND 

ARTIFACTS 
The house-full of furniture, clothing and debris poses risks to the building due to 
insect and vermin infestation as well as potential fire hazard. The layers of debris 
potentially harbor substantial levels of mold and mildew spores, which could 
pose a health hazard for anyone working in the house. On the porch, the amount 
of debris has contributed to the decay and collapse of the porch floor. 

Recommendations 

After family members have had the opportunity to cull through the various 
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objects, all of the remaining debris should be removed from the house, from the 
porch and from the crawlspace. Since there is always the possibility of finding 
significant artifacts and/or historical documents within the piles, an experienced 
historian and/or archivist should coordinate the removal. The coordinator(s) will 
observe what is uncovered and will make recommendations on separating 
potential artifacts and documents from the junk. 

Once removal is complete, floors and walls should be cleaned using a vacuum 
with HEPA filter. Floors should then be washed to remove any remaining grit, 
mold and mildew. 

FRONT PORCH The wrap-around porch and porte cochere have suffered substantial 
deterioration and structural failure in several areas of the roof and floor systems. 
Deterioration appears to be due in part to fungal attack brought on by years of 
leaking through the failed porch roof and flashing. Some of the collapsed areas 
may have been initially damaged by falling tree limbs.  

At first glance, the present materials and style of the porch suggest that this 
feature may have been constructed 30 to 40 years after the house was built. 
However, until an in-depth investigation of the construction can be undertaken, 
the assumption should be that the porch may be an early or original feature that 
was substantially renovated.  

This assumption is based on the observation that where the roof system has 
pulled away from the house, the exposed wall framing does not have the nail 
evidence that would confirm the porch being constructed at a later date. At the 
southwest corner of the house, the porte cochere roof appears to have been 
constructed over painted siding; however, the evidence along the rest of the 
porch roof is not yet clear. 

Recommendations 

Given the assumption that major elements of the porch structure may be 
historic, substantial demolition and removal of the roof and floor systems would 
not be recommended until the materials and construction are thoroughly 
analyzed and documented. If materials are prematurely removed from their 
current location, the loss of context may make future analysis and 
documentation very difficult. 

Instead of completely demolishing and removing collapsed portions of the 
structure, consideration should be given to temporarily shoring up and 
protecting those areas in place.  

Temporary Shoring – Floor Structure 

 Clear all non-structural debris from porch. See section on STUFF below. 
 Define hazardous areas of the porch floor to be stabilized. 
 Where floor structural has collapsed, install cribbage of pressure treated 

lumber to support new floor joists. Install plywood decking to close up area. 
 Where floor structure is still in place but not collapsed, re-support floor 

joists from below using a girder or stiff legs bearing on foundation block. 
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Temporary Shoring – Roof Structure 

 Define the area to be supported. 
 Erect wood posts at each corner of the defined work area. Support posts at 

grade on foundation blocks. Install diagonal bracing between all posts. 
 Construct a perimeter frame between the posts with lumber of adequate 

dimension. 
 Using hydraulic jacks, pump jacks, blocking and shims, slowly raise the 

wood cribbage to fully support sections of the collapsed roof structure. The 
goal is not to try and push everything back into place, but to prevent further 
collapse and secure the area. 

 Securely connect and brace the cribbage to the posts. Remove jacks and 
blocking for reuse. 

 Utilizing the installed cribbage as a platform, brace up existing rafters or 
install new framing to support new plywood sheathing. 

 Install roll roofing membrane over the repaired section and tie in with 
adjacent roofing. 

For all stabilization work, it is preferable to leave existing framing members in 
place where practicable. Temporary repairs and infill should be reversible so that 
historical evidence will not be destroyed. 

CHIMNEYS The three brick chimneys are in various states of deterioration and are addressed 
separately. 

Flue Chimney at North Wing 

The small flue chimney at the kitchen wing has long been covered by a metal 
hood, has multiple coats of paint, and appears to have suffered the least exposure 
and weathering. Coats of aluminized-asphalt paint appear to serve as flashing. 
Evidence of related water damage at the kitchen ceiling was not observed.  

Recommendations 

 Inspect the hood and secure if necessary. 
 Repair areas of flashing where metal is separated from brick and can let in 

water. Temporary repair materials include peel-and-stick flashing, sealant 
and polyurethane foam. 

Central Chimney at East Block 

The central chimney that serves the four fireplaces in the east block of the house 
terminates at the intersection of the two main roof ridges. The brickwork on this 
chimney exhibits decorative paneling and a denticulated cornice. The chimney 
had been painted red in the past. The mortar joints appear to be much eroded in 
places. Roof flashing is almost non-existent, and consists of metal roof shingles 
turned up slightly against the chimney. Evidence of related water damage at the 
interior ceilings was not observed. 

Recommendations 

 Fabricate and install a temporary coping, anchored to the chimney by use of 
an interior cable and weight. Do not attempt to fasten coping to the 
deteriorated brickwork. 

 Repair areas of flashing where metal is separated from brick and can let in 
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