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INTRODUCTION 
 
The purpose of  this Historic Structure Evaluation is to analyze the physical fabric of  the Nacoochee 

Valley Heritage Preserve Slave Cabin and to make recommendations for the stabilization of  this 

house. The recommendations will be prioritized.  The cabin appears to have been constructed a 

decade before the War Between the States and is an important example of  Antebellum construction 

in the Northeast Georgia Mountains.  The Sautee-Nacoochee Community Foundation, who 

will oversee the interpretation and maintenance of  the cabin, will use the following report for 

planning and design purposes.  Recommendations for interpretation of the cabin will also be 

included in this document. 
 
Chip Wright, Historic Preservation Planner, Georgia Mountains Regional Development Center, 

Gainesville, Georgia completed the preparation of  this Historic Structure Evaluation. 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Nacoochee Valley Heritage Preserve Site Slave Cabin is a very significant structure in that is a 

representative example of  a Northern Georgia Antebellum slave cabin.  These structures are 

typically seen in Southern and Coastal Georgia but rarely recognized in the Georgia Piedmont.  
 
The slave cottage is presumed to have been built around 1850.  The architectural design denotes a 

rectangular side-gabled, single-pen cottage. Single-pen houses consist of  a single room, either square 

or rectangular.  Location and arrangement of  windows and doors may vary.  The roof  is usually 

gabled, and the chimney or flue is at the exterior of  one gable end.  Sometimes the rectangular 

versions were partitioned into two rooms.  Because of  its small size, the single-pen house was 

typically enlarged by additions, so few have remained in their original form.  This building type had 

widespread use in Northeast Georgia between the years 1850 and 1900.  The layout and design of  

the cottage was drastically altered at some point during the mid-twentieth century.  Much of  the rear 

wall shows evidence of  this fact. Based on memories within the local community of  this structure 

originally having two front doors, architectural remains could indicate that this was originally a 

double-pen cottage.  In this instance the floor plan would show two rooms, typically square.  A 

ghost outline of  a central partitioning wall is evident on the front interior wall to the left of  the 

present front door.  Prior to previous removal, this wall was believed to have been associated with 

the mid-twentieth century modifications.  
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The main focus of  this Historic Structure Assessment is stabilization and restoration.  Structural 

concerns and authentic appearance of  the cabin are of  top priority.  Certain structural members 

need replacing, while original components should be conserved and reinforced.  The house needs to 

be weatherproofed with quarter-sawn clapboards.  The roof  of  the cabin also needs to be addressed 

in regards to an appropriate sheathing material.  Although tin is acceptable during the restoration 

phase of  construction, ideally the house should be roofed with cedar or white oak shake shingles.  

Although slave dwellings did not typically have glass-paned windows, further research will reveal if  

all or part of  the present windows are original to the structure.  If  original windows are found they 

should be fully restored, not replaced.  The Historic Structure Assessment will prioritize the goals of  

the overall restoration process. 
 
The cabin currently has no function.  The goal of  this assessment and the following 

recommendations will lead to the opening of  the structure for interpretation as a house museum.  

Sections of  the original fabric should be maintained in place for interpretive purposes.  This effort 

will help to familiarize guests with period construction techniques.  A conjectural front porch or 

work area is recommended for the front of  the structure to serve as a work/gathering area.  

Although porch additions are seen on southern and coastal examples, this feature is not currently 

substantiated as an original feature to the building.   
 
HISTORY AND EVOLUTION ( PROVIDED BY SNCA) 
 

 
The Heritage Team has assembled a remarkable collection of  artifacts related to slaves and slavery in 

the Valleys.  The donation of  a rare slave cabin to SNCA for preservation heightened the desire to 

establish an African American heritage area to interpret the history of  slavery in Nacoochee Valley 

before emancipation.  Oral history of  white and black families in the Valleys cited the cabin as once 

having been used by slaves.  It is the only slave cabin known to have survived in the region.  

According to Jeanne Cyriaque, the African American Program Coordinator at the DNR Historic 

Preservation Division, the cabin is one of  only 12 slave structures to be found in Georgia.  

 Built on a foundation of  hand-hewn timbers, the marks on the framing materials reveal the tell-tail 

signs of  lumber cut with a sash saw.  The rock chimney was held in place by clay and lime chinking.  

Although in disrepair after years of  neglect, the 16 x 28 foot slave cabin perched on stacked rock 

piers has survived for more than 150 years because the property owners preserved and remodeled it 

as a modest cottage for aging descendants of  the original owner.  In more recent years, the cabin 

was used for storage. Significantly, the cabin is a contributing structure to the designation of  the 

Nacoochee Valley as a National Historic District.  
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An architectural historian from the Jaeger Company was enlisted to assist with determining the 

historic significance of  the cabin.  An assessment of  the structure dated it to the 1850s and 

supported the oral tradition and documentation that the cabin was used as a slave dwelling.  A 

preservationist from the University of  Georgia also surveyed the slave cabin to assess the 

construction materials and methods.  Ms. Cyriaque noted the superior construction and size of  the 

cooking hearth and surmised that food preparation for the “big house” may have occurred in the 

slave cabin.  She also suggested that the post-emancipation occupant may have been an elderly 

“nurse” with whom the white family had close bonds of  affection considering the placement and 

close proximity of  the family residence and the slave cabin. 
 
With the cooperation of  the Williams descendants, UGA Researcher Linda Aaron continues to 

review letters, journals, ledgers, photographs, and other documents.  Ms. Aaron discovered that this 

cabin was one of  three slave houses recorded as being owned by E.P. Williams.  As research about 

the slaves who lived in the valleys progresses, new questions have arisen while others have been 

resolved about the cabin and its occupants.  The cabin was compared with photographic records and 

journal references to other slave cabins that existed on the Williams' property and in the South.  

Although the identity of  the slaves who lived in the only remaining cabin may never be known, 

census records do provide the gender and ages of  eighteen slaves owned by Williams in 1860.  
 
Much is known about the variety of  work conducted on the E.P. Williams estate, totaling 5,698 acres 

of  land 1860.  Not only was there a large farm with numerous outbuildings on the property, but also 

a saw mill, a grist mill, a tannery, a blacksmith's shop, and a foundry that produced Joe Brown pikes 

and firearms for use by soldiers during the Civil War. 
 
The slave cabin was donated to SNCA for the African American Heritage Site by Jim Johnston, a 

direct descendant of  E.P. Williams.  According to family history, the cabin was occupied by a family 

servant after the War.  After black occupation, the cabin was used by family members from Atlanta 

and elsewhere as a primitive place to "camp" when they visited the Valley for family gatherings, 

fishing, hiking, square dances, and so forth.  At this point, the interior of  the 16 x 28 cabin was 

painted green.   
 
In the 30s or 40s, the cabin was substantially remodeled, and occupied by Jim Johnston's great 

aunt(s), one of  whom was married to Mr. Krise, who operated a country store across the street.  

Over the years, various additions and improvements were made.  A dining room, kitchen, bath, 

bedroom and porch were added.  The original 16 x 28 area (room) was divided into a smaller 
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living area with the fireplace, thus providing an extra bedroom.  At this point, two windows replaced 

the two original wood slab doors, and a single central front door was added.  Windows were added 

in abundance, as well as a storage space beneath the cabin.  The original yellow pine floor boards 

were covered with oak flooring and rugs.  The interior walls of  the original structure were covered 

with layers of  masonry and wallpaper.  When the rooms on the back were added, some of  the 

lumber that was removed from the back of  the cabin was recycled and used as sub-flooring.  

Because the chimney was leaning against the East wall of  the cabin, the structure was neither plumb 

not square.  The cabin leaned both West and North and as a result, subsequent remodeling efforts had   

to be adapted to fit the odd angles and tilt of  the cabin.  
 
When Jim Johnston's great aunt died in the 80s, he used the cabin for storage.  Eventually the 

kitchen fell off, the chimney began to crumble, and other additions were deemed unsafe.  The core 

of  the original 16 x 28 cabin remained relatively sound with the exception of  the right front corner 

that rotted and invited termite infestation because it sat so near the ground. 
 
ASSESSING WHAT REMAINS 
 
Due to its continued use and eventual relocation, the cabin has undergone a considerable amount of  

modification.  These changes have taken place in less than perfect conditions and as a result much 

of  the architectural integrity of  the original design plan has been lost to the ages.  What we have 

been left with is primarily the skeletal remains.  Just as a forensic scientist uses scant evidence to 

reconstruct a crime scene, so shall we use scant evidence to reconstruct this historic structure.  

Much can be gained from early preliminary assessments and photographs.  Additional knowledge 

can be gleaned from a detailed analysis of  the nail types found remaining in the cabin as well as the 

types of  cuts found on the sills, floor joists, wall studs, and rafters.  Close attention should also be 

given to the various types of  cladding material on the walls and ceiling.  Exterior finishes that come 

into contact with sun, wind and rain are subject to the highest degree of  deterioration.  Clapboard 

siding and cornice details deteriorate at varying rates due to the orientation of  the house, quality and 

types of  materials used in construction, and the location of  roof  and porch overhangs. Porches tend 

to bare the brunt of  most of  these conditions. 

When evaluating a building or structure for restoration, all physical evidence must be carefully 

studied.  Samples such as wood, nails, hinges, hardware and glass should be collected and bagged 

during the demolition phase.  Special care should always be taken to catalog this material and record 

its original provenience.  These extra steps will help in achieving a more accurate reconstruction and 
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assist in future site evaluations.  This material evidence can also be useful in museum displays to 

explain the evolutionary process of  the building and its place within the community. 
 
INTERIOR EVALUATION 
 

FLOORING AND STRUCTURAL CONCERNS 
 
The current condition of  the interior of  the cabin is considered fair due to the unregulated removal 

of  much of  the original fabric.  Since its relocation, the cabin has been used to store building 

supplies, tools, and other materials due to the lack of  adequate storage space on site.   This cluttering 

tends to limit movement within the structure and could cause accidents to personnel or visitors.  

The added weight of  this material also places unnecessary pressure on historic floor joists, sill plates 

and older vertical framing.  The first step is to regain control of  the project area by creating 

additional storage space for tools and supplies.  Portable storage units are a secure option that can be 

brought on site and removed when work is complete.  Another option is the construction of  a 

temporary pole barn or shed.  A building of  this type would provide a dry staging area for 

restoration activity, fund-raiser socials, as well a space for the storage and cataloging of  materials.   
 
Once all unnecessary items have been removed from the interior of  the cabin the condition of  the 

sills and floor joists should be assessed.  Most of  the damaged sills have been replaced with hand-

hewn reproductions with exception of  the west wall, which was replaced early in the twentieth 

century with a circular sawn pine beam (see Fig. 33-35).  The sills were originally fastened together 

with mortise-and-tenon joints.  Lap joints, which are also seen here, are typically fastened with 

wooden pegs.  The original sills were planed flat on the tops then notched to receive the floor joists.   

To date, little attention has been given to the floor joists.  These were originally constructed from 

barked oak logs seven to eight inches in diameter. The tops of  the logs were planed or hewn flat and 

laid on 25 to 31 inch centers.  The ends of  each joist were notched to keep the log from moving and 

to rest flat on the sills.  The condition of  each log joist depends on the amount of  rot or insect 

damage it has received.  Treat all logs for carpenter ants, termites and powder post beetles.  
 
Discourage the removal of  any of  the original joists despite their condition.  If  a log is found to be 

weak, place a new log joist beside it.  The top and ends should be notched to match.   

Add support to the joist system with the insertion of  an additional brace beam along the cabin’s 

east-west axis.  This beam should be hand-hewn as the originals and supported by stone piers.  Each 

end of  this beam should be attached to the east and west sill beam with a mortise and tenon joint.  

A simpler option would be the use of  a pegged lap joint. The piers should be evenly spaced to 



 9

match those supporting the exterior sills.  This added support will remove the spring from the floor 

and add considerable strength to the entire structure.   
 
Place copper flashing between the cap stone and bottom of  each sill.  The salts in the copper will 

greatly inhibit future termite infestation.  Make sure the copper overhangs the pier a minimum of  

three inches.  This task should be carried out during the removal of  the green pressure treated shims 

on the exterior piers and during construction of  the interior piers. 
 
WALLS 
 
The cabin was originally framed using Eastern Frame/Braced-Frame Construction (see Fig. 43 & 44).  

Scarcely visible behind interior and exterior cladding, evidence can be seen in the corners where the 

wall boards have been removed (Fig. 2). This original framing material tends to be circular sawn 

heart pine of  various dimensions.  Most common were 2 x 4, 4 x 4 and 4 x 6 studs supported by 

angled braces. Where later additions were added one finds inferior grade wood erected using the 

more modern techniques of  balloon and platform framing. 
 
The first step in reconstructing the vertical support system is to carefully remove and catalog the 

remaining interior wall cladding.  Pay attention to the types of  nails used and collect samples for 

later study.  Be mindful of  dust and fine particulates that will become air-born during demolition.  

Dried fecal matter, lead and other potential carcinogens could be present.  All workers should wear 

respirators and eye protection.  Limit visitors to the site while this activity is taking place. 

Once the cladding has been removed, clean the areas between each stud with a Shop-Vac.  Keep a 

sharp look-out for cultural material that may have gotten trapped in these cavities over time.  Rats 

and mice are notorious for collecting mementoes.  If  time permits, water-screen the material 

gathered by the Shop-Vac.  Photograph the interior again and record the placement of  the studs.  

Indicate where original materials stop and modern materials begin.    
 
Replace missing wall sections with salvaged lumber, if  available.  Rebuild the areas using the Braced-

Framing technique (Fig. 43 and 44).  The original walls were sheathed in rough-cut hand-planed 

lumber.  It has been surmised that the present ceiling boards were in fact once used as wall boards; 

this is a high probability.  Replace interior walls with hand-planed reproductions.  This rough texture 

will add a high degree of  authenticity to the house museum. Secure the boards to the framing 

system with cut nails.  Consider leaving a witness panel somewhere in the room for visitors to view the original wall 

construction. 
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CEILING 
 
The 1 x 8 ceiling boards are probably original to the cabin and show obvious signs of  being hand 

planed.   Avoid cutting additional holes in the ceiling (Fig. 8).  Patch existing holes by moving 

damaged pieces to the sides of  the room, preferably along the south wall.  Due to limited square 

footage, a future access hatch should be designed by preservation professionals and built to strict 

specifications. 
 
The green paint seen on the east side of  the room should be carefully removed.  Avoid sanding!  

This will remove the slight imperfections indicative to the hand plane.  A cost effective option would 

be to flip the boards over to expose the unpainted side.  When removing the ceiling boards keep 

samples of  the types of  nails found.  Record the differing types and their original location for future 

evaluation. 
 
All dust, dirt and debris should be removed from the attic during the ceiling restoration.  Use a 

Shop-Vac and take special care to avoid inhaling fine particulates.  All workers should wear 

respirators and eye protection.   Keep a watchful eye for small or hidden cultural remains. 
 
WINDOWS  
 
The majority or windows associated with the structure date from the twentieth century.  Although 

the window centered on the west wall has been removed, earlier assessments have determined that 

this could have been an original fenestration.  This original pair of  sashes should be restored and 

replaced in its original position.  Deteriorated components should be restored using a technique 

sanctioned by the Secretary of  the Interior’s Standards.  Consult with your local preservation 

professional before work begins.  All remaining windows should be documented and removed. 
 
DOORS 
 
There is currently one doorway associated with the structure.  Located on the south (front) façade, 

this fenestration appears to be part of  a later remodeling.  The door dates from the mid-twentieth 

century while the door knob assembly is from the Late Victorian Era.  An early account states that 

there were once two doors associated with the south façade; structural evidence tends to support 

this.  The outer edge of each door frame appears to be approximately 5' 2" (L) and 5' 9" (R) from the  

corners of  the structure.  The width of  each opening was approximately 41 inches; the height of  

each passage was approximately 86 inches.  The sill plates were 2 ½ inches high.  The exterior door 
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frame was of  simple construction with a maximum width of  4 inches.  Careful removal of  the 

exterior wall cladding will reveal additional information and result in a more concrete determination.  
 
Doors would have been constructed from thick vertical oak or chestnut boards lashed together with 

horizontal boards nailed to the interior side approximately six to eight inches from the top and 

bottom.  Reconstruct the doors using reproduction cut nails and hand-forged iron hinges.  Avoid 

using screws, wire nails and padlocks.  Hand-forged door latches can be used instead of  door knobs. 
 
FIREPLACE AND HEARTH 
 
This stone fireplace and hearth should be rebuilt to exact specifications by an experienced stone 

mason.  Avoid using Portland cement or Quick-Crete as a binding agent.  A sand and lime mortar should 

be used.  Consult with your Preservation Planner for details on proper mixture and application. 
 
BUILDING SYSTEM 
 
Presently, the cabin has no electrical, plumbing, or fire protection system.  Due to the minimal 

amount of interior interpretive space, these space-age features are not recommended for inclusion in 

the interior design plan.  If electrical current is required within the structure electrical conduit should 

be run underground and enter from beneath the cabin.  Countersink outlets in the floor around the 

edges of the room near the base of the wall.  Cover each hole with a wooden plug.  If installing a 

security system, recess the security alarm pad in the wall on the left side of either of the two 

proposed doorways.  Cover recessed area with a small picture or wooden panel hinged to open and 

close when needed.  Plumbing and the fire suppression system should be kept outside of the historic 

structure.  Restroom facilities can be provided near the parking area, while a fire hydrant and hose 

can be installed within the landscape near the cabin.    
 
EXTERIOR EVALUATION 
 
WALL CLADDING 
 
The structure is currently sheathed in clapboard/weatherboard siding.  Upon close inspection one 

can easily observe square-cut fastening nails in some areas.  Their presence could point toward 

sections of  original siding or the re-use of  older materials.  Other styles of  clapboard/weatherboard 

siding are present and appear to date to the mid-twentieth century.  A common denominator 

between the various types of  siding is the 4 inch exposure of  each board.  This exposure should be 

replicated throughout the restoration process.  An attempt should be made to preserve as much of  

the older material as possible to maintain a degree of  antiquity.  The use of  corner boards was a 
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common practice during the 1850s just as it is today.  Earlier assessments of  this feature point out 

that these could either be replacements or originals.   Proper care should be exercised during 

removal. Re-use of  this material is recommended.  
 
Windows and door casings appear to share a 4 ½ inch exposure.  Sill plates were approximately 2 ½ 

inches thick and wrapped around and extended to the outer edge of  the casings.  Avoid using green 

pressure treated lumber when making repairs.  Consider the use of  a moisture and insect resistant 

wood such as cedar.  Also avoid using wire nails and caulk in visible areas.   
 
CORNICES & EVES 
 
The cornices or eaves of the southern and northern façades were boxed in to protect the rafter ends 

from the elements and incorporate a degree of classicism in the design.  The eaves associated with 

the east and west façades are open and extend approximately 1 foot from the face of the structure.  

An earlier assessment contends that the overhangs were added to support the metal roof.  

Architectural and photographic evidence shows that 1 to 3 foot overhangs were a common element 

on most Antebellum gable-ended slave cabins.   
 
Replace the boxed cornices along the roofline on the north and south façades.  Utilize a moisture 

and insect resistant wood such as cedar.  The drip line of the roofing material should extend 2 to 3 

inches beyond the fascia board.   Maintain the existing overhang on the east and west façades.  Roof 

material should extend 2 ½ inches beyond the ends of the exposed roof deck boards 
 
ROOF 
 
The current pressed tin roofing material may look “period” but is inappropriate for a true 

antebellum interpretation of the slave cabins.  Period craftsmen tended to utilized white oak or 

cedar shake shingles.  These shingles ranged from 12 to 15 inches in length and 6 to 8 inches in 

width.  Shingles were nailed to rough sawn decking that was laid horizontal across vertical rafters.  

Small cut nails were typically used in this practice.  Shingle placement began along the lower edge of 

the roofline and proceeded upward in measured intervals but in a staggered fashion. Each 

subsequent row was positioned to overlap the vertical seams of the previous row (much like the 

technique used when laying modern asphalt shingles).   
 
Prior to laying the shingles, the chimney should be flashed with copper sheet.  Copper will develope 

a patina that makes the material nearly invisible when observed from ground level.  Do not worry 
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about venting the attic space.  This is a modern concern for tightly constructed homes.  The area 

should be well ventilated from the eaves, roof, and air circulation from the living space below.  
 
FRONT PORCH/COVERED INTERPRETIVE AREA 
 
Slave cabins in Georgia were built in a variety of styles with some incorporating a covered porch 

or stoop.  Due to the architectural modifications to the façade of this cabin in later years one cannot 

adequately prove or disprove the presence of a covered work area during the 1850s.   

Archaeological testing at the original site is needed to adequately resolve this question.  Until that 

time, I would recommend the construction of a covered porch for the benefit of future visitors to 

the site.  This feature would serve as a gathering point protected from the summer sun and away 

from pouring rain.  This feature would also serve to limit ultraviolet deterioration to interior 

collections and help reduce the amount of dirt and debris entering the cabin.  An elevated porch 

would aesthetically accept the installation of an ADA approved side-mounted ramp system (Fig. 37).  

Stone piers should support an elevated deck; locust post would adequately support the covering 

above.   
 
Another option is to construct a shed roof above a packed earth or baked clay floor.  This style, 

though primitive in design, does not accommodate the varying needs of future visitors, regulate the 

amount of debris entering the structure, nor provide visual continuity to the façade.  If this design is 

preferred work should begin after the support posts have been secured in the ground but before the 

roof is installed.  Excavate the area required to a depth of 12 inches.  Fill the area with clay and apply 

enough water to make the clay pliable.  Smooth clay surface with a screed and allow it to dry 

unmolested in sun for one to two weeks.  When the clay has thoroughly dried, construct the shed 

roof (Fig. 38). 
 
If the existing ground is relatively hard, then a packed earth floor might be the best option.  Place 

support post in the ground and construct the shed roof overhang.  Fill in all the low areas to 

minimize standing water.  Keep the area free of trash and debris with weekly sweeping.   
 
ADA REQUIREMENT 
 
Careful consideration is needed in the design and construction of the ADA ramp system.  This 

feature should be constructed from pressure treated wood with a sturdy rail system of primitive 

styling.  Wooden components should be bolted together using stainless steel bolts, flat washers and 

lock washers.  Bolts should be counter sunk and capped with wood plugs.  Small stone piers can 
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support the ramp system.  Wooden posts can also be used mounted inside a steel sleeve anchored 

within a sub-surface concrete footer.  Modern materials such as steel plates and rails should be 

avoided when placement of the ramp system in a prominent area.  A cohesive relationship should 

exist between the historic structure, its landscape and modern accommodating features.  Consult 

with your Historic Preservation Planner for additional ADA requirements. 
 
ADA ACCESSIBILITY DESIGNS 
 

Design No. 1 incorporates a two-tiered ramp system with two 90-degree turns.  The upper ramp 

terminates onto an elevated front porch that shares a similar finished floor elevation (FFE) with the 

interior of the cabin (Fig. 39 and 41).  This design would allow for improved traffic flow, 

desegregated gathering for bi-pedal and handicap visitors, and heightened visual adaptability.   
 
Design No. 2 incorporates a curved single-tiered design that terminates onto a landing at the 

threshold of the structure (Fig. 40 and 42).  This design is recommended for a covered ground-level 

work/gathering area.   
 
STONE WALLS AND SITE DRAINAGE 
 
The construction of the knee wall in the rear of the cabin is recommended to help in the control of 

the current erosion problem.  This wall should be assembled from native stone and compliment the 

planned Emancipation Wall design.  The height of the knee wall should be no more than 3 feet with 

a depth of no more than 16 inches (depending on the size of the cap stones).  Weep holes need to 

be constructed if mortar is used. The length of the wall should extend the entire length of the north 

façade plus an additional four feet on either side.  The shape of the wall should be an elongated 

crescent with the apex approximately six to eight feet from the face of the structure.  The area 

behind the knee wall should be back filled with soil to a height of three inches from the top of the 

wall.  Once the soil has had time to settle or has been packed tight, a French drain should be 

installed behind the wall to carry water to a centralized off-site extraction point. 
 
The area around the structure should be properly landscaped to control erosion and reduce moisture 

in sensitive areas.  A series of  French drains should be installed around the circumference of  the 

cabin.  This drain should be approximately two feet wide and centered beneath the roof ’s drip line 

(see Fig. 32).  Excess water should seep into a 4 to 6 inch corrugated plastic pipe (CPP) that 

connects to a 6 to 8 inch CPP with an off-site discharge at the base of  a nearby slope (Fig. 32).  This 

line can connect to other lines in order to funnel water to the centralized defuse outfall.  The 
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diameter of  the outfall pipe will need to be adjusted based on the number of  feeder line attached to 

it. 
 
DETERIORATION & DECAY 
 
The underlying cause for the deterioration and decay of  an historic structure is neglect.  Without 

daily upkeep and repairs the rapid rate of  decline seemingly occurs overnight.  Incorporate a 

maintenance plan for your historic property that includes a checklist of  daily, weekly, monthly and 

yearly tasks. 

Your list might include keeping brush and debris cut back, visual checks along piers and sill for signs 

of  insects or rot, alarm tests, painting, water tests, drainage flow, etc.  By establishing a routine and 

taking the necessary steps early, you will insure the continued use of  your historic property for years 

to come. 
 
PROBLEMS & REPAIRS 
 
The biggest problem in any restoration project is staying within your budget while searching for 

historically correct building materials.  You should go ahead and plan on having specialty lumber 

milled for your project.  All exterior cladding materials should be constructed from wood; do not 

use Hardi-Plank siding or plan to caulk your seams and cracks.  Steer clear of  vinyl siding.  All 

fasteners that will be visible to your visitors should be original or reproductions.  Cut nails come in a 

variety of  sizes and are available for purchase at specialty retailers or on-line.  White oak and cedar 

shingles are typically available through local craftsmen.  Salvaged pine or oak lumber is an option for 

flooring.  Consider using hand-forged iron door hinges and latches.  The materials can be produced 

locally or purchased on-line or from specialty catalogs.  Consult with your Historic Preservation 

Planner for new ideas and sources. 
 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION 
 
Although the existing structure has been removed from its original location, archaeological testing is 

not out of  the question.  Consider implementing a Phase I archaeological assessment on the historic 

house site to examine the cultural remains of  the people who dwelled there. An archaeological 

assessment can determine the types of  clothes people wore, the food they ate, and how they worked 

and entertained themselves.   Archaeology has played a tremendous role in understanding slave life 

in Coastal Georgia and can do the same for the Nacoochee Valley and Northeast Georgia. 
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RESTORATION SEQUENCE 

Recommendations are based of  total restoration/rehabilitation. 
* requires consultation with Preservation Planner 
 
INTERIOR TREATMENT 

 
• Raise elevation of  ground level around cabin 
• Lay in stone support piers for front porch addition* 
• Lay stone support piers for central square hewn floor beam 
• Remove green pressure treated (GPT) spacers between support beams and 
stone piers 

• Replace GPT with flat cap stone of  correct width 
• Place copper sheeting between cap stone and sill and floor beams 
 

• Install central support beam to stabilize existing hewn log floor joists 
• Assess weak log joists repair and stabilize* 
• Abutt stabilizer joists (round hewn oak or locust) alongside originals where 
needed 

• Once floor is stabilized install temporary planks in preparation for interior 
wall assessment  

 

• Number and catalog ceiling cladding prior to removal* 
• CAREFULLY remove ceiling boards—pay attention to damaged specimens 
and record* 

• Save nails and bag 
• Consider removing paint – DO NOT USE SANDPAPER or auto sanders 
 

• Remove dirt and debris from cracks and crevices in walls and attic space 
with Shop-Vac 

• Remove debris carefully and save for water filtering is desired 
 

• Number and catalog circular sawn wall boards in preparation for removal if  
planning to reinstall* 

• Begin removal of  interior wall cladding*   
• Save nails and label bags – Separate and bag according to individual wall 
orientation  

 

• Stop work 
 

• Assess wall stud orientation – record data* 
• Re-lay flooring using original lumber and replacement lumber milled to 

original dimensions 
• Secure floor boards with square headed nails 
• Prepare to frame door and window openings based on findings from 
previous assessment  

 

• Replace hand-planed ceiling boards removing damaged boards to less 
visible locations (corners and edges of  room) 

• Replace missing elements with hand-planed reproductions 
• Replace wall boards or install hand-planed reproductions 
• Finish framing or doors and windows 
• Reconstruction of  stone chimney should begin 
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EXTERIOR TREATMENT 
 

• Remove extraneous materials from façades (wire nails, screws, brackets, 
plywood, tarpaper, etc.) 

• Assess damaged clapboards and replace clapboards where none remain 
• Maintain older specimen areas for interpretation (stabilize) 
• Restore boxed cornices on north and south façade 
• Use no caulk or sealers 
• If  exterior is to be painted consider the use of  white wash or milk paint. 
 
• Construct shed roof  for porch/work area using 4 to 6 inch locust posts for 
support 

 
• Complete reconstruction of  stone chimney 
 
• Remove tin cladding from roof 
• Replace deck boards with period reproductions 
• Flash edges of  chimney with copper 
• Install white oak shake shingles 
• Maintain open eves and extended roofline on east and west sides of  

structure 
• Install forged iron shutter hinges and mount exterior shutters 
 
• Remove construction debris 
• Install landscaping 
 

PRIORITY CHECK-LIST 
 

□ Interior repairs & leveling 
 
□ Stabilization of  floors 
 
□ Stabilization of  walls 
 
□ Copper flashing on piers 
 
□ Clapboard siding replacement 
 
□ Boxed cornice replacement and repair 
 
□ Chimney and hearth reconstruction 
 
□ Cabin porch construction 
 
□ Roof  cladding and shutter installation 
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FIGURES & ILLUSTRATIONS 
This section includes photographic data from an 8 August 2007 site visit as well as a series of  electronic architectural 

design renderings, construction details, and a comprehensive drainage plan 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Fig. 1 Restored sill beam at southeast junction 

Fig. 2 Southeast corner showing early restoration work 



Fig. 3 Interior SE corner detail 

Fig. 4  Interior view of double hung window in East 
(right) façade 

Fig. 5  Interior view of corner double hung window 
in South (front) façade 



Fig. 6 SE corner detail of partially restored flooring system 

Fig. 7 Northeast corner interior modification 



Fig. 8 Misuse of historical fabric—hand planed ceiling boards 

Fig. 9 Restored sill in NE corner 



Fig. 10 Interior SE corner prior to relocation 

Fig. 11 Interior SE corner detail 



Fig. 12 Detail of joist notch in hewn sill 

Fig. 13 Detail of NW corner showing original 
hewn sill beam with later circular sawn beam 
that supports western façade. Note GPT shim in 
pier top-cap. 



Fig. 14 Modified lap joint in SW corner 

Fig. 15 Interior view NW corner showing wall  
cladding 



Fig. 16 Present view of interior looking east 

Fig. 17 View showing south wall and sill junction in SW corner 



Fig. 18 View showing braced framing in SW corner 

Fig. 19 Mid–twentieth century door with Late 
Victorian Era knob assembly 



Fig. 20 SE corner 

Fig 21 View into attic space showing rafter and decking configuration 



Fig. 22 Three-quarter view of south façade  

Fig. 22a South façade  



Fig. 23 South façade  

Fig. 24 Detail of cornice line along north façade  



Fig. 25 Present condition of east façade  



Fig. 26 East façade with detail of roof overhang and boxed cornice line 



Fig. 27 Detail of NW corner showing roof overhang  



Fig. 28 Upper detail of west façade and remnants of boxed cornices 

Fig. 29 View looking SW into the Nacoochee Valley from cabin 



Fig. 30 View showing detail of SW corner of cabin (corner bead, boxed cornice, roof overhang) 



Fig. 31 Remnant of boxed cornice at SW corner of South façade  
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Fig. 34 East façade elevation showing knee wall at base of slope (right) 
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Mid 20th century 
sill beam  
(circular  sawn) 

Window 
Removed 

Fig. 36  Profile of West Façade Elevation—Historic window has been removed and boarded up.   
A proper assessment of this feature could not be conducted  (Refer to older data). 
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ADA Accessibility Design No. 1 

Fig. 39 Aerial view of proposed ADA ramp to elevated porch 
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ADA Accessibility Design No. 2 

Fig. 40 Aerial view showing ADA ramp to interior of building in relation to packed clay floor 
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Eastern Frame/ Braced Frame  
Construction 

Fig. 43  



Eastern Frame/ Braced 
Frame Construction 

The type of construction most popu-
lar before 1850 but utilized through-
out the 19th century, was known as 
Eastern frame or braced frame con-
struction.  This method utilized a 
hand joined timber framework simi-
lar to that of timber frame, but with 
the advent of mass produced nails 
and the invention of machine sawn 
lumber, light weight lumber studs 
were placed in between heavy tim-
ber posts.  The objective was to cre-
ate an economical, lighter and easier 
structure to build. 
 

Once the timber frame was erected, 
with posts, sills and girts, and 
pinned together, the walls were 
filled in with sawn studs which were 
simply toe-nailed in place at 16” on 
center.  The studs provided no struc-
tural support, but served as a surface 
on which to nail the exterior finish 
material.  To further strengthen the  

framework, cross bracing was placed diagonally from the top plate to each 
corner post to make the frame more stable and rigid since no sheathing was 
used.  This eliminated the need for filling between the posts, and allowed the 
clapboard to be placed directly on top of the studs without using a tongue and 
groove sheathing underneath. 

Fig. 44 



Fig. 45 Early 20th century photographs showing the cabin in the background.  The clapboard siding ap-
pears to be painted a light color such as white or light beige.  The roof appears to retain shake  

shingles.   
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A Photographic Collection of  
Slave Cottage Designs 

 
This collection has been compiled to further assist the SNCA in its  

endeavor to accurately interpret life in the Nacoochee Valley.  
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This example shows an attached shed roof supported by sawn posts.  The porch deck is approxi-
mately two feet above grade.  This cabin resembles the Nacoochee Valley example. 

Double-Pen Quarters 

Slave Cottage Designs In Georgia 





This Georgia Cabin was originally built in the 
1820s and later served as slave quarters. 

This example dates from the 
1890s and was located outside 
of Thomasville, Georgia 

These examples show raised porches         
approximately 3 to 4 feet above grade.       
The porch is covered with and extended shed 
roof. 



Rear view of cabins.  Building in distance has a covered work area. 

This example in Augusta , Georgia is typical of urban quarters. 



These quarters were located at the Hermitage Plantation.  Note the shed porch addition in the 
front.  The floor of this features appears to be 12 to 14 inches above grade. 

This modern photographs shows the architectural remains of the porch above the doorway and 
windows.  This feature is presently not being interpreted. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY DATA 
 

This section includes reproductions of  early assessment reports and archival data deemed useful for this project 
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