
Project Constraints 

There were a number of constraints on the project from its inception. As the study was a 
Location Level Survey, only a limited amount of research was carried out. In most cases this 
was enough to provide a sufficient context within which the properties could be evaluated, but 
in other cases more detailed work is needed to confirm and evaluate the historical contexts of a 
historic property or district. Another constraint associated with the level of survey effort 
includes the criteria for evaluation. Individual properties were preliminarily evaluated for 
eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion C: architectur­
al significance. Since the amount of research allotted to this level of survey was limited, each 
resource could only be assessed according to its external architectural appearance. In some 
limited cases, preliminary background information suggested that resources could be eligible 
under other criteria. These properties were then judged as eligible, but require additional 
background research to confirm this finding. Properties, for the most part, were not evaluated 
for their potential significance according to National Register Criterion A, Criterion B, or 
Criterion D. 

Properties that had lost their integrity due to deterioration or substantial alterations were 
not considered to be eligible according to the National Register. It is known to the researchers 
that each of these properties may have potential significance under other National Register 
Criteria, but, for the most part, these avenues were not pursued in this study. 

An additional project constraint, also primarily due to the limitations inherent in a Loca­
tion Level Study, was the lack of interior examinations of the surveyed historic properties. 
Detailed interior studies would have aided in understanding the evolution of the properties. 
These studies would have also assisted in evaluating the properties according to National 
Register Criteria. 

BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

Introduction 

A large portion of the Environmental Overview and the Historical Overview is taken from 
excellent documents recently completed and submitted to the Bureau for Archaeology and 
Historic Preservation (BAHP) for review. The report prepared by LeeDecker (et. al. 1989) 
possesses a well crafted physiographic discussion of the general area, along with a review of 
the area's topography. The report prepared by Catts, Custer and Hoseth (1991) contains an 
accurate and detailed history of the project corridor, as well as a history of the development of 
the state of Delaware. Finally, a report prepared by Tidlow et. al. in 1990 possesses a good 
discussion of the history and development of the easternmost section of the study corridor. 
These materials will form the basis, along with other supplementary data, for the Environmen­
tal and Historical Overview sections. 

A variety of repositories were accessed and individuals consulted for information and 
materials pertinent to this project. The Delaware Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan 
(Ames et. al. 1989), and the accompanying Historic Context Master Reference and Summary 
(Herman et. al. 1989) were both utilized in order to develop a context within which the historic 
properties could be assessed. These documents provided a useful overview of the social, 
economic, and political history of Delaware. They also furnished contextual materials for the 
study of the Lower Peninsula/Cypress Swamp geographic zone, within which the project corri­
dor is located. These two comprehensive documents provided the foundation for the additional 
primary and secondary research carried out during the course of this Location Level Study. 
Additional research was carried out in order to develop a more specific regional and local 
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Additional research was carried out in order to develop a more specific regional and local 
history of the project area. Repositories accessed by the staff of CHRS, Inc. during the course 
of the study included: Delaware State Archives, Dover; Bureau for Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation, Dover; Delaware Department of Transportation, Dover; University of Dela­
ware, Newark; Bridgeville Historical Society, Bridgeville; Bridgeville Public Library, 
Bridgeville; Delaware State Agricultural Museum, Dover; Georgetown Historical Society, 
Georgetown; Georgetown Public Library, Georgetown; Sussex County Planning Department, 
Georgetown; Philadelphia Free Library, Philadelphia, PA; University of Pennsylvania Main 
Library, Philadelphia, PA; and others. 

Physiography 

[This discussion of the physiography of the region and the environmental setting, is taken 
largely from LeeDecker 1989; Catts, Custer and Hoseth, 1991; and Herman and Siders, 1989.] 

The study area falls within the Low Coastal Plain physiographic zone, which includes 
most of Kent and Sussex counties. The Low Coastal Plain is underlain by the sands of the 
Columbia Formation (Jordan 1964; Delaware Geological Survey 1976). These sands have 
been extensively reworked by various geological processes. The result is a flat and relatively 
featureless landscape with elevation differences that range up to thirty feet. These small differ­
ences in elevation are moderated by long and gradual slopes. Most of the river systems in the 
project corridor are tidal in their middle reaches, including much of the Nanticoke, Marshy­
hope, Broadkill, their tributaries, and lower order tributaries of Indian River and Rehoboth 
Bay (Catts, Custer and Hoseth 1991:7). 

Compared to the well watered riverine areas of the western part of the project corridor, 
and the eastern section which is dominated by the creeks draining into Rehoboth Bay, the 
central section of the corridor is not well watered. These areas are poorly drained and are 
characterized by woodlands, containing willow oak, white oak, sweet gum, red maple, water 
oak, cow oak, black gum, sweet oak, holly, and dogwood (Braun 1967:268). 

The soils in the project corridor range from moderately well to poorly drained, with a 
subsoil of sandy clay or loam. Major flora include cypress, loblolly pine, tulip, magnolia, 
Atlantic white cedar, maple, ash, and oak. Early historical descriptions of the area typically 
label it as forest. The Nanticoke River, draining southwest into the Chesapeake Bay, is the 
main waterway in the zone. The other major body of water is the freshwater Cypress (or 
Burnt) Swamp. The entire zone is crossed by numerous smaller streams and ponds (Herman 
and Siders 1989:38). 

There is a slightly raised, central, dividing spine through Sussex County, "with all the 
streams to the east flowing into the Delaware and all those to the west flowing into the Chesa­
peake" (Carter 1976:48). This ridge contains a series of shallow depressions along its length. 
The ridge extends from the cedar swamps in the hardwood forests of northern Sussex and Kent 
to the vast system of the Great Cypress Swamp on the southern border with Maryland. This 
ridge forms a natural barrier that has had a large impact on the historical development of 
Sussex County. "Western Sussex Countians looked to the Chesapeake as their natural artery of 
commerce with the world outside Delmarva, [while] their neighbors across the forests to the 
east have relied upon the Delaware, the Atlantic Ocean, and the Indian River" (Carter 
1976:48). 

The varied physiography within the Sussex East-West Corridor guided early European 
settlement, which was primarily restricted to water-borne access routes. Passage into the inte­
rior of central Sussex County was extremely limited and difficult due to the lack of roads and 
navigable creeks. The topography and physiography of the project corridor was a definite 
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