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ABSTRACT 

In November of 2009 a historic resources survey was conducted for the proposed US 9 

Intersection Improvements at Gravel Hill Road (SR 30), Hudson/Fisher Roads, and 

Sweetbriar/Dairy Farm Roads in Sussex County, Delaware.  As a undertaking lead by the 

Federal Highway Administration, the purpose of this survey was to identify all buildings and 

structures, 50 years old or older (built prior to 1962), situated within the Area of Potential Effect 

(APE) for the project. Previous studies resulted in the identification of seven historic 

architectural resources on six individual properties, including S-861, S-8491 (no longer extant), 

S-8492, S-8493 and S-8494 (occupy a single property), S-8495 and S-8496. No formal 

evaluations were ever confirmed by responsible agencies. Fieldwork associated with this project 

resulted in the identification of eight additional resources/properties within the APE. The 

National Register criteria were applied to all 13 properties with extant historic buildings. One 

property had two principal dwellings, while another had both commercial and a residential 

building distinguished from other another.  So, there were a total of 14 individual evaluations 

undertaken for this report.  Recommendations regarding National Register eligibility are 

presented in this document. All of the historic properties were recommended as not eligible for 

inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 

 

The report provides a historical narrative of the project area and of each resource.  The 

report also lists applicable historic contexts and property types. Based on the eligibility criteria 

developed for each of the property types, the NRHP criteria for evaluation is applied for each 

historic resource identified.  The conclusion of each property/resource write-up features an 

assessment of NRHP eligibility based on the significance and integrity of the resource.  Typical 

criteria used to establish and identify any defining characteristics of the property type are also 

used to justify the final eligibility recommendation 
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