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ABSTRACT 

 
This document presents the results of an evaluation-level survey of architectural properties 
potentially affected by specific road alignment alternatives that have been retained for detailed 
study in the U.S. Route 113 North/South Study situated in Kent and Sussex counties, Delaware. 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Delaware Department of Transportation 
(The Department) have committed to undertaking in-depth study and analysis associated with the 
planned upgrading of U.S. 113 from Milford south to the Maryland state line. Rummel, Klepper 
& Kahl (RK&K) has been retained by prime consultant Whitman Requardt & Associates (WRA) 
to prepare all necessary environmental documents for the project. JMA (John Milner Associates, 
Inc.) was retained by RK&K to prepare the necessary cultural resources documentation as part of 
the environmental documentation process. 
 
U.S. 113 is a four-lane divided arterial highway with numerous at-grade crossings that extends 
from Dover, Delaware, to Pocomoke City, Maryland. Within the study area, U.S. 113 connects 
six municipalities (from north to south): Milford, Georgetown, Millsboro, Dagsboro, Frankford, 
and Selbyville. The purpose of the U.S. 113 North/South Study is to identify, select, and protect 
an alignment for a limited access U.S. 113 highway. The intent is not to construct the road at this 
time, but rather, having chosen the alignment, to be able to protect that alignment until such time 
as both need and available funds dictate the timing of actual construction. 
 
Current project plans call for a north-south limited-access highway with service roads and east-
west connectors. The project has progressed from a feasibility study in 2001 through a review of 
numerous preliminary alternatives in 2005 to the current intensive study of selected alignments 
that include off- and on-alignment alternatives as well as a “no-build” option.  
 
The current evaluation-level architectural survey was limited to the Alternatives Retained for 
Detailed Study, or ARDs. This report documents only those ARDs that fall within the 
Georgetown Study Area. The remainder of the corridor has been divided into three additional 
study areas, each of which is presented in separate reports: Milford, Ellendale, and Millsboro-
South. 
 
A total of 115 individual architectural properties and 2 potential historic districts has been 
identified as being subject to direct or indirect impact from the ARDs in the Georgetown Study 
Area. Of these, 9 individual properties and 1 historic district are recommended National Register 
eligible; no properties in the Georgetown Study Area are already listed on the National Register. 
 
 



 

 



  TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 

  v 
EVALUATION OF NATIONAL REGISTER ELIGIBILITY, GEORGETOWN STUDY AREA 
FINAL REPORT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Abstract   ................................................................................................................................. iii 
List of Tables  .................................................................................................................................. vi  
List of Figures  .............................................................................................................................. vii 
Acknowledgments  ....................................................................................................................... viii 
 
1.0 Introduction  ............................................................................................................................. 1 
1.1 Purpose and Goals of the Investigation  ..................................................................................... 1 
1.2 Methods—Georgetown Study Area  .......................................................................................... 6 
 
2.0 Historic Overview  .................................................................................................................. 13 
2.1 Exploration and Frontier Settlement (1630 to 1730) ................................................................ 13 
2.2 Intensified and Durable Occupation (1730-1770) .................................................................... 14 
2.3 Transformation from Colony to State (1770-1830)  ................................................................. 15 
2.4 Industrialization and Capitalization (1830-1880)  .................................................................... 17 
2.5 Urbanization and Suburbanization (1880-1960)  ..................................................................... 19 
 
3.0 Research Design  ..................................................................................................................... 23 
3.1 Commercial Roadside Architecture  ........................................................................................ 23 
3.2 Institutional, Governmental and Corporate Properties  ............................................................ 27 
3.3 Recreation  ................................................................................................................................ 30 
3.4 Industry   ................................................................................................................................. 30 
3.5 Roadways  ................................................................................................................................ 30 
3.6 Residences  ............................................................................................................................... 33 
3.7 Agricultural Dwellings and Supporting Operations  ................................................................ 51 
3.8 Domestic Complexes  ............................................................................................................... 57 
3.9  Property Layout Configurations  ............................................................................................. 58 
 
4.0 Results   ................................................................................................................................. 62 
4.1 CRS Properties  ........................................................................................................................ 62 
4.2 Roadways  ................................................................................................................................ 65 
 
5.0 CRS Property Evaluations  .................................................................................................... 66 
  
6.0 Proposed Historic Districts  ................................................................................................. 437 
 
7.0 Conclusions and Recommendations  .................................................................................. 451 
7.1 Summary    .............................................................................................................................. 451 
7.2 Additional Properties  ............................................................................................................. 452 
7.3 Recommendations  ................................................................................................................. 452 
 
8.0 References Cited  .................................................................................................................. 456 
 
Appendixes 
Appendix A. Resumes of Key Project Personnel 
Appendix B. Scope of Work 
Appendix C. Delaware State Historic Preservation Office CRS Property Forms (on CD-Rom) 
Appendix D. National Register of Historic Places Registration Forms (on CD-Rom) 
Appendix E. Evaluations of Properties Demolished Since Survey 



  TABLES 

 

  vi 
EVALUATION OF NATIONAL REGISTER ELIGIBILITY, GEORGETOWN STUDY AREA 
FINAL REPORT 

TABLES 
 
1. Inventory of Georgetown On-Alignment Study Area Architectural Properties  ....................... 8 
2. Demolished Properties, Georgetown Study Area  ................................................................... 62 
3. National Register Properties, Georgetown Study Area  .......................................................... 63 

 
 

 
 



  FIGURES 

  vii 
EVALUATION OF NATIONAL REGISTER ELIGIBILITY, GEORGETOWN STUDY AREA 
FINAL REPORT 

 

FIGURES 
 
   
1. U.S. 113 North/South Study study area  .................................................................................... 2 
2. Previous cultural resources studies within project vicinity  ....................................................... 4 
3. Georgetown study area and modified on-alignment alternative  ............................................... 7 
4. Locations of National Register eligible properties  ................................................................. 64 
5. Index to detail maps, Georgetown study area  ......................................................................... 67 
6. Detail Map #1  ......................................................................................................................... 68 
7. Detail Map #2  ......................................................................................................................... 69 
8. Detail Map #3  ......................................................................................................................... 70 
9. Detail Map #7  ......................................................................................................................... 71 
10. Detail Map #8  ......................................................................................................................... 72 
11. Detail Map #11  ....................................................................................................................... 73 
12. Detail Map #13  ....................................................................................................................... 74 
13. Detail Map #14  ....................................................................................................................... 75 
14. Detail Map #15  ....................................................................................................................... 76 



  ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

 

  viii 
EVALUATION OF NATIONAL REGISTER ELIGIBILITY, GEORGETOWN STUDY AREA 
FINAL REPORT 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
 
 
The authors would like to thank all of the residents within the study area who graciously accepted 
our presence on their property and contributed what historical information they had about their 
houses and outbuildings. We were pleasantly surprised by the warm welcomes we received, 
which we attribute, at least in part, to the fine job the Delaware Department of Transportation has 
done to inform the public about the U.S. 113 North/South study. Local residents Warren 
Pettijohn, J.Everett Moore, Jr., Ross Smith, Lou Johnson, and Charles Wilkins were particularly 
generous with their time and knowledge. Historical research for this project was streamlined by 
the capable staff of the local repositories, particularly the Sussex County Assessment Office. 
 
The dedicated staff at the Delaware Department of Transportation have done all they could to 
make our job easier, for which we are grateful. Project Manager Monroe Hite and the staff of the 
Delaware Department of Transportation Environmental Studies Group (Terry Fulmer, Michael 
Hahn, Nathaniel Delesline, Jon Schmidt, David Clarke, and Kevin Cunningham) have all 
provided technical as well as logistical assistance throughout the project. We would also like to 
acknowledge the ongoing guidance provided by the Delaware State Historic Preservation Office; 
Gwen Davis, Joan Larrivee, Alice Guerrant, and Terence Burns have answered numerous 
questions, streamlined the recording process, and made themselves available for lengthy field 
tours to provide consultation regarding eligibility determinations. 
 
The field effort extended over a period of months, and a number of JMA architectural historians, 
architects, and field technicians contributed to the success of the project. These included, in 
alphabetical order, Katherine Farnham, Jessica Koepfler, Lauren Marsh, Terry Necciai, Scott 
Pickens, John Potts, Jon Schmidt (who has since moved to the Delaware Department of 
Transportation), Jacky Taylor, and Sarah Traum. 
 
Office support staff smoothed the report production process; we would particularly like to thank 
Dawn Thomas, who helped format the text. The excellent graphics crew was managed by Sarah 
Ruch and included Rob Schultz and Mary Paradise. 
 
We would also like to acknowledge the help of Wade Catts, our JMA Senior Project Manager, 
and Rick Meyer, who acted as the Principal Architectural Historian and provided guidance along 
the way. In addition to the JMA personnel, project team members Eric Almquist, Joe Wutka, and 
Shilpa Mallem of Rummel, Klepper & Kahl, LLP, and Jeff Riegner, Todd Oliver, Susan Smith, 
and Karl Kratzer of Whitman, Requardt, and Associates, Inc., provided advice, consultation, and 
technical and graphic support. 

 




