Mr. Drew McKay and the Planning Commissioners
RE: The Brittingham Property
My name is Bruce Chandler, I live at 33580 Creekside Drive ‐ directly in front of
the project in question. I raised my three children there and have been there
since 1989. I am a Delawarean.
I've seen a lot of change in those 30 years, mainly growth in the number of
residents and automobile traffic on the road.
Can you imagine how I feel with my privacy in jeopardy by the proposal of 90
townhouses directly lined up across the street? It's shocking to me and everyone
else on this side of town that our local government officials think that anyone
would be in favor of such a notion. It's obvious to conclude that they don't care
about anything but the annexation, including and disregarding the function and
look of this north side of town. Remember that the New Road Corridor has been
designated as a low density area. Explain that one to me!
The city changed the AR‐1 zoning by spot zoning the property to accommodate
the developer. What happened to low density? The city refused to use the new
wetlands exclusion formula, again to maximize the density and accommodate the
developer. It appears that our council favors the wishes of the developer over the
wishes of those that elected them and that they are supposed to represent.
Something is wrong with this picture.
So now the ball's in your court. I know something will be built there. I know the
Brittingham's are entitled to sell the land The question is how can you as
planners who recommend to the council, fix ‐ or make this better for the people
of this area and all of Lewes for the future of our charming and once small town?
I would think that the density and the design should be in question and modified.
The long row of the back side of the townhouses backed up to New Road should
be broken up some how. That might help to eliminate the repetitious cookie
cutter look, now proposed.
I also would hope that for many reasons that the density could be reduced.
I'm facing an additional 180 cars coming on to New Road directly across from my
entrance. I can't even imagine what that will be like...can you? I'm also

concerned about the value of my home. I'm sure what goes up across the street
(the cost and number) will devalue my life's investment.
No one here is in favor of the project as it stands. I know you have heard this all
before. I had to say it one more time.
Please listen, and think about how you can make it better. It's your job and your
duty.
Sincerely
Bruce Chandler
President HOA Creekside Manor
Lewes DE 19958

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

arianes@verizon.net
Thomas West
Concerns regarding Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, June 26, 2019 11:47:20 PM

Dear Mr. West,
We are writing to you in regards to the Lewes Waterfront Preserve which has
been approved for construction along New Road. Since we live in Canary Creek,
we usually drive up and down this road many times every day. We are not
opposed to development. However, we have major concerns about the site
plan design for this property.
The density of LWP is far too high. The Lewes City Council made a big mistake
using the formula which includes wetlands to allow 90 townhomes. We are just
saying this for the record since we understand that decision cannot be
reversed.
But perhaps something can be done about an additional concern regarding the
proposed design. It will be unattractive to all of us who will have to drive past it
on a daily basis. We especially have great empathy for the residents living in
the homes next to and across from this property. Because a lot of the land in
the LWP cannot be used for construction, the homes on the useable portion of
the property appear extremely crammed together. To only see a tightly packed
wall of backyards along New Road is unacceptable. Reconfiguring the design by
decreasing the number of homes backing up to the road should be discussed
with the developer. There should be more open, landscaped spaces along the
road.
And since it’s very likely that many LWP backyards will end up along New Road,
please do whatever is possible to keep those backyards from being seen from
the road. Please insist upon the widest set back possible and a high berm with
additional foliage to block out any backyard. Some yards will hopefully be well
maintained, but it’s evitable that some backyards will be an eyesore. Please
consider the best interests of everyone already living in this area.

Thank you for considering our concerns.
Sincerely,
Ariane Sumption and Steve Sumption

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mark courtney
Thomas West
Canary Creek Flooding /Brittingham Dev.
Sunday, March 24, 2019 8:18:48 PM

The road conditions on New Rd are much to dangerous for any 90 townhouse development on the Brittingham property. I have to watch the tides ,lunar times and weather to decide which way to get home ...Mark A. Courtney

Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Marie Townshend
Thomas West
FW: LEWES WATERFRONT PRESERVE-to DREW McKAY, LEWES PLANNING COMMISSION CHAIRMAN
Friday, June 28, 2019 2:20:38 PM

Please add this to the record.
From: Diana Rollins [mailto:dianadrollins@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2019 10:38 PM
To: twest@ci.de.us
Cc: Ann Marie Townshend <ATownshend@ci.lewes.de.us>
Subject: LEWES WATERFRONT PRESERVE-to DREW McKAY, LEWES PLANNING COMMISSION
CHAIRMAN
DEAR MR MCKAY,
IM REACHING OUT TO YOU REGARDING MY SUPPORT OF THE LEWES WATERFRONT
PRESERVE PROJECT.
I MET MY HUSBAND , JOHN W ROLLINS JR LABOR DAY WEEKEND 1952 ON LEWES BEACH
WHERE BOTH FAMILIES HAD HOMES AND STILL DO.LEWES IS VERY SPECIAL TO US.
IN FACT I CURRENTLY OWN A RESIDENCE A SHORT DISTANCE OFF NEW ROAD NEAR THIS
PROJECT IN THE CITY OF LEWES. I THINK THIS TYPE OF COMMUNITY WITH ATTACHED HOMES
WITH FIRST FLOOR MASTER BEDROOMS, AND NO EXTERIOR MAINTENANCE IS WHAT LEWES
NEEDS. ESPECIALLY SINCE LEWES HAS BECOME SO POPULAR WITH RETIREES.
IM ALSO IMPRESSED WITH THE PLAN TO MOVE THE HOUSES BACK FROM THE ROAD
AND HAVE A LANDSCAPING BERM AND BUFFER THAT WILL DEFINITELY ADD TO THE
APPEARANCE OF THE PROJECT. ALSO IVE BEEN TOLD THEY WILL PRESERVE ALL THE TREES
ON THE PROPERTY
AND HAVE A LOT OF OPEN SPACE.
I HOPE THE LEWES PLANNING COMMISSION WILL WHOLEHEARTEDLY SUPPORT THIS
THOUGHTFULLY DESIGNED PLAN THAT WILL SURELY BENEFIT MY BELOVED CITY OF LEWES.
THANK YOU SINCERELY,
DIANA D ROLLINS
310-B BURTON AVENUE
LEWES, DE 19958

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Drew McKay
Thomas West
Fwd: Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 9:30:58 PM

Needs to be added to the website. Thanks.
Drew McKay
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: maryanneennis@aol.com
Date: May 29, 2019 at 16:58:16 EDT
To: mckay106@verizon.net, mckay106@lewesde.onmicrosoft.com
Subject: Lewes Waterfront Preserve

Drew,
The question is, Why would anyone who loves Lewes say yes
to 90 townhouses at the most iconic site that sets the tone for
the character of Lewes!  
1. It sets a precedent for continued build-out of townhouses
along New Road.
2. It doesn't comply with your 22 points.
3. It doesn't comply with the Comprehensive Plan.
4. It threatens contamination of Canary Creek and ultimately
the Great Marsh.
5.It threatens the safety of current residents in case of
evacuation.
6. It does not comply with FEMA's Community Responsibility
suggestions for reducing flood insurance.
7. Other City Commissions turned down Annexation because
of future cost. The State of Delaware says it will cost the City
$115 for every $100 the City spends; the City financial study
for costs neglected to consider other costs to the citizens like
higher school taxes, State and City costs for road
improvements, police, fire, planning, secretarial and other staff
cost increases. The million dollars of current taxpayer dollars
the Public Works plans to spend on building a million gallon

water tower on Great Marsh Park next to the dog park just for
the NEW DEVELOPMENTS .(not current residents)
Who has the backbone to stop this ill advised and planned
development!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

maryanneennis@aol.com
Thomas West
LEWES WATERFRONT PRESERVE/Planning Commission
Thursday, June 27, 2019 1:52:09 PM

Tom and Planning Members,
At the June 19 meeting of the Planning Commission, Tom Panetta and
Sumner Crosby discussed flooding from the stormwater pond planned
for Lewes Waterfront Preserve. If I understood correctly, the attorney,
Mr. Fauqua said the pond would be about one and a half feet above the
100 year flood plain. I believe he said 9 feet of depth. Mr. Panettta said
that land is elevation 7. Mr. Panetta responded that would mean the
pond would flood, and there is also the consideration of flooding from
sea level rise.  
I believe Sumner Crosby asked who would be responsible to clean up
all the mess from the flood. (now that the City is supporting housing
construction on that land). My attachment shows how the CITY
RESPONDED in the past to at least one neighborhood where
construction was allowed and flooding damaged properties. An
argument could be made that the City has set a precedent for
remediation of flood-damaged properties where construction permits
were issued and the associated costs for remediation.
Flooding on Harborview Road prior to 1996 stimulated the City to
attempt to remediate by digging a long, earthen swale on first one
property crossed by an attractive bridge and terminating into a large
underground pipe. The pipe ran behind a contiguous home where an
in-yard storm sewer was placed. That storm sewer intersected with
another storm sewer from the street over 100 feet away and carried
both flows of water to a pipe which terminated in an open earthen swale
in my yard. I don't know how much that cost the city as it was before we
built in 1996.  
Through luck and no warning by the City, we built our foundation one
block higher than usual, did not dig a crawl space, and put in pervious
driveway and walkway. We never had a water problem until recently .

New homes were allowed to be built which experienced problems like
flooded crawl space, driveway thrust from water, cracked walls. All
these homes also had earthen swales which were there before
construction. Residents paid for repairs to their individual properties for
a while including additional sump pumps, crawl spaces had to be redug and stone added, HVAC units had to be moved from crawl space to
the garage, The streets were also flooded as well as front yards after
rains.
Next step, the City again stepped in and larger storm drains were put
along the streets. ...STILL PROBLEMS...The City then tore up our yard
with a grader in order to dig different swale configurations and then
ultimately added 30 feet on to neighbors' yards (at least 5 properties) so
that water would drain into the University of Delaware's concrete
swale. Although I don't know all the previous costs associated with
remediation efforts, the last 30 feet of that yard issue cost about
$88,000. (See email from Gerald Lechliter whose property was one of
the properties damaged and semi-remediated)
ATTACHMENT: (to follow)
Photos #1 and #2 First bridge and earthen swale constructed
Photo #3 Second and larger storm drain installed
Photo #4 Current earthen swale which is usually inundated now days
Photo #5 30 feet added to back yards of 4 or 5 homes trying to cause
water to flow into former U of D concrete swale
Photo #6 Formerly dry sand and pea gravel driveway now flooded after
most rain even with the addition of 4 trees now full grown.
. Three more tons gravel recently added, 4th addition in 13 years.
Your hydrologist report seemed to indicate that much of the expected
flood damage at Lewes Warerfront Preserve would be on the developed
property. PLUS said the property would eventually be inundated.  
Please mandate measures prior to construction like permeable streets,
driveways and sidewalks, raingardens, bioswales, require regular
inspections of ponds and potential run-off sites and even wider set
backs from wetlands, absolutely no fill. Better yet, deny construction,

Maryanne Ennis
50 Harborview Road
Lewes, De 19958
302-6458123
maryanneennis@aol.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eugene Julian
Thomas West; Ann Marie Townshend
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Friday, June 28, 2019 3:22:58 PM

Dear Lewes Planning Commission Members and Chairman McKay,
I am writing you today to express my complete support of the Lewes Waterfront Preserve project.
For many years my wife Donna and I have owned a homes in Pilot Point and in Cape Shores in Lewes.
I have years of experience building active adult communities. I believe this type of development with homes that
have first floor master bedrooms and HOA maintained facilities is an excellent fit in the City of Lewes. There is a
lack of this type product in Lewes.
The landscaping berm and buffer improves the appearance of New Road’s corridor as most properties as most
properties both north and south of this project have little or no landscaping.
Preserving almost all trees on this property adds to its appeal. That 2/3 of the site will remain open space will also
leave the natural features of this site untouched.
The Flood Study completed by the City of Lewes states that this project will not have flooding concerns and will
alleviate flooding conditions on New Road.
Lewes Planning Commission’s support of this well designed plan will help provide housing options in Lewes.
Respectfully submitted,
Eugene M Julian:
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patrick Gaffney
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 2:41:25 PM

Name: Patrick Gaffney
Email: pgaffney@udel.edu
Website:
Message: Dear Lewes City Planner,
I am very concerned that the hasty approval of the "Lewes Waterfront Preserve" development
will have very negative consequences for the future of Lewes and in particular the area near
the Great Marsh. As the area fills rapidly with subdivisions, there is little attention to
preserving what remains of open space, natural features, and Lewes history. On top of this, the
impact on traffic will be substantial, with no remedy in sight: New Road is already congested,
and is becoming more so every month as the area fills in.
I have commuted to work at the University of Delaware for 32 years, and have always loved
the scenic beauty of New Road and Canary Creek. As part of my job, I have brought
undergraduate and graduate students into the Great Marsh, Broadkill River and Delaware Bay.
Continued suburban development so close to these areas will promote environmental
degradation by expansion of impervious surfaces and increased runoff, as well as reducing the
natural buffering effects of undeveloped wetlands and forests.
One does not have to travel too far to see the results of unregulated development on our
quality of life. I hope Lewes will look to the future, and do what's best for current and future
residents. Please say no to the shortsighted plans for the Brittingham property.
Thanks for your consideration.
Patrick Gaffney, Professor
University of Delaware
School of Marine Science and Policy
Lewes, DE 19958

Time: May 29, 2019 at 6:41 pm
IP Address: 128.175.244.150
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carleton Butler
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 2:28:45 PM

Name: Carleton Butler
Email: carlbutler02@gmail.com
Website:
Message: my previous message was intended for both the Brittingham & the Groome
proposals..

Time: May 29, 2019 at 6:28 pm
IP Address: 67.158.172.133
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Justin Bartels
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 2:05:44 PM

Name: Justin Bartels
Email: justinbartels@comcast.net
Website:
Message: A few years ago an attempt to rezone the Ice Plant on New Road to allow 22 units
was rebuffed. DelDot went on record saying New Road was already overburdened and the
traffic exceeds what it was designed to accommodate. They recommended no further
development be allowed on New Rd until the road was improved. Nothing has changed. Why
should this number of units be allowed? This density is woefully out of scale with the
surrounding communities. It should not be approved.

Time: May 29, 2019 at 6:05 pm
IP Address: 174.200.3.28
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carleton Butler
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 1:42:25 PM

Name: Carleton Butler
Email: carlbutler02@gmail.com
Website:
Message: There is no way to integrate these high-density townhomes into our existing lowdensity neighborhood, our Schaffer Lane where we have the future of looking at three houses
DIRECTLY ABUTTING our 200’ back yard at #9 Schaffer.
The density is too high and completely out of character. This is an area on the outskirts of
Lewes with homes on larger lots. We need a gradual integration rather than three neighbors
sharing the same boundary. Please reconsider allowing this proposal to be acceptable.

Time: May 29, 2019 at 5:42 pm
IP Address: 67.158.172.133
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elaine Simmerman
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 1:07:45 PM

Name: Elaine Simmerman
Email: simmermanelaine@gmail.com
Website:
Message: I agree with Debra Evalds who responds to several points listed in the City Code.
See below:
2) Integration of the proposed major subdivision into existing terrain and surrounding
landscape. There is no way to integrate these high-density townhomes into the existing lowdensity neighborhood. The density is too high and completely out of character. This is an area
on the outskirts of Lewes with homes on larger lots and some of the last farmland in Lewes
east of route one. This is no place for townhomes.
(3) Minimal use of wetlands and floodplains. The proposal does not include building on
wetlands, but the proposed development is backed up to them and the impervious surfaces will
impact the floodplain with increased runoff.
(4) Preservation of natural and historical features. The open space along Canary Creek will be
destroyed, as will any artifacts on this historical site.
(5) Preservation of open space and scenic views. 42 foot high Townhomes will cover the open
space and the present vista at the gateway to Lewes will be destroyed forever.
(7) Screening of objectionable features from neighboring properties and roadways. The
present fence that is proposed to screen the development will not make the view better. It will
only obscure the first floor of the buildings and a tall fence backing to the road is also out of
character in this wide-open neighborhood. There is not enough of a setback to include the
landscaping needed to screen these buildings from view under the present plan.
(11) Minimization of erosion and sedimentation, minimization of changes in groundwater
levels, minimization of increased rates of runoff, minimization of potential for flooding and
design of drainage so that groundwater recharge is maximized.
(12) Provision for safe vehicular and pedestrian movement within the site and to adjacent
ways. There are already too many cars making left turns on to New Road. This will be worse,
as cars will be turning left in front of cars coming off the new Canary Creek bridge.
(13) Effect on area property values. High density townhomes in an area of single-family
homes will reduce property values. Further, the increased flooding from the runoff from this
dense development could move homes into the FEMA Flood maps. This would increase
insurance costs and decrease property values.
(15) Effect on area roadways and public transportation. The Planning Commission, by
majority vote, may require a traffic impact study conducted by an outside agency at the

expense of the applicant, should conditions warrant such a study. The traffic on New Road is
increasing daily. A new study should be done before further consideration.
(16) Compatibility with adjacent area land uses. It is not at all compatible! Adjacent areas are
single family homes and agricultural lands. Townhomes do not belong here.
(17) Effect on area waterways. The runoff from this community will feed into the Canary
Creek and the Great Marsh. This is an environmental and flooding concern.
(20) Recognition of scenic byways and walkability. The Lewes Waterfront Preserve, as
proposed, is not walkable and will be another isolated, cul de sac community with one road in
and out. The multiuse path would only take residents to the bridge. There is no way to safely
walk into the City of Lewes and pedestrian and bicycle traffic on New Road, with its' present
design, is a hazard.

Time: May 29, 2019 at 5:07 pm
IP Address: 174.200.6.130
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brenda Sharp
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 12:45:36 PM

Name: Brenda Sharp
Email: brensharp@comcast.net
Website:
Message: This whole area is in danger of flooding , and New Road is not able to handle the
traffic that is currently using it. Construction trucks, trucks with big boats, cars, and bicycles
make this corridor into Lewes a dangerous area. Adding more housing along this road is
envirnomentally unsound.

Time: May 29, 2019 at 4:45 pm
IP Address: 73.129.124.150
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mary Louise Lauffer
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 10:40:27 AM

Name: Mary Louise Lauffer
Email: virginseaglass@gmail.com
Website:
Message: Dear Mr. West and LPC members,
I have a letter previously written on file with concerns about the proposed Lewes Waterfront
Preserve. Living in the neighborhood across from this parcel, my family will be directly and
negatively impacted by this development. I assume that letter (with concerns about water level
rise, traffic, environment, visual impacts for Lewes Historic Byway, out of character for area,
to name a few), is still considered in your decision making. I would like to add a few more
concerns, more specific. The proposed entrance/egress onto New Rd. across from Creekside,
will cause quite an issue for those of us trying to enter/exit New Rd. We are on Schaffer, and
have difficulty now turning towards town, especially at rush hour, weekends and in the
summer. “Traffic calming “, as proposed in the DOT masterplan, might help for reducing
speed, but not in the back up of turning vehicles, even with the added turning lane. Add to
that, a possible bike trail crossing at the intersection of our road and New Rd.
There is a woeful lack of parking in the proposal. Will overflow parking end up on Canary
Creek Drive, Schaffer, Creekside, Blue Heron? As an example, we have a weekly music
session, with 8 cars, our neighbor has 3x weekly morning get-togethers, 6-8 cars. They are
easily accommodated in our driveways and street. Parties, holidays, out of town visitors,
committee meetings? No room for more than one family a day to host, in this plan.
Visual impacts are not improved with fencing and narrow band of trees on the roadside
perimeters. There is still an unsightly, high block of the backs of townhouses that will not be
shielded by these features. Totally! Out of character with this area. It should remain a beautiful
entry to the town of Lewes, truly a part of the Scenic and Historic Byways. The entire concept,
while perhaps permitted, is totally out of character with this area.
Thank you for the opportunity to share my additional comments.
Mary Louise Lauffer, 9 Schaffer Ln, Lewes, DE 19958

Time: May 29, 2019 at 2:40 pm
IP Address: 76.111.154.229
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cindy Abood
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 9:53:32 AM

Name: Cindy Abood
Email: cabood@comcast.net
Website:
Message: Dear Mr West
My concerns regarding this property are the amount of cars that will be added to this road. I
pick up litter along New Road and it is a very dangerous place for drivers and bicyclists. I am
also wondering if the City will be adding at least one additional police officer and additional
fire safety/firemen to help with the needs and safety of the addition to our population. New
Road especially around Canary Creek is a precious gem which should be shared with all our
residents. At some point we must be brave enough to save the wetlands and the natural beauty
of this area for future generations.
Respectfully
Cindy Abood

Time: May 29, 2019 at 1:53 pm
IP Address: 70.91.73.230
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Kuhn
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Tuesday, May 28, 2019 9:07:37 PM

Dear Planning Commission,
This note is intended as a personal appeal to your best judgment when evaluating the proposed Lewes Waterfront
Preserve (LWP) development.
I am moved to write this by my deep concern for the preservation of Lewes and the unusual character and charm
we all cherish and the precedent this development will establish for high density on the New Road Corridor be it
by City or County. I do not normally write on these issues but once high density is established it lasts forever.
Here is my real concern:
I realize you serve at the pleasure of the Mayor and City Council. I realize the M&CC can , with three votes,
disregard any of the recommendations you put forward to improve, modify or correct the shortcomings in the
project before you. I realize there are already TWO votes to approve the project as presented. My concern is the
Mayor and City Council will disregard the will of the people.

Protecting New Road and the character of Lewes is a concern to me. Thank you,
Sincerely,
Pat Kuhn
Ptkuhn@gmail.com
203 Samantha Drive
Lewes, DE 19958
A Home Owner in Canary Creek, City of Lewes

-"I like trees because they seem more resigned to the way they have to live than other things
do." ~ Willa Cather

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Aldred
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Tuesday, May 28, 2019 1:33:59 PM

Name: Brian Aldred
Email: braldred@gmail.com
Website:
Message: City of Lewes
Planning Commission
114 E Third St.
Lewes, DE 19958
Dear Members of the Lewes Planning Commission,
It is very important that development at the Brittingham property comply with the city code
and that strong effort is made to have it enhance the important environmental qualities of the
area. Protections of wetlands and open space is essential to protecting the intrinsic natural
features of the area and to ensure compliance with the interests/requirements of the New Road
byway. The current plan fails to support the interests of the community and neighboring lands,
poses many difficulties for the movement of safe and efficient traffic and does not provide any
strong protections to the sensitive environment in the Canary Creek area.
Wetland buffers should be up to the required standards to ensure that development does not
result in excessive runoff that could damage its surroundings and aggravate flooding.
According to the subdivision application building map, a large number of wetlands directly or
closely border the southern most strip of town-homes. Construction is planned just feet from
the 100 year flood zone. The plan does not take into consideration future potential inundation
problems that would result from erosion, subsidence or other future construction, negating or
lessening the possibility the ability of open space to sink absorb storm water (“Lewes Scenic
and Historic Byway,” 27). Even more land would be impacted by 1.5 meter sea level rise
(“New Road Corridor October Meeting,” 16). The plan for the Birmingham property includes
buildings just feet away from the 100 year flood plain, which does not take into consideration
an aggravation of flooding that would result from construction or, the impacts of climate
change.
The large number of attached units plus the presence of only one runoff pond should raise a
red flag that flooding and environmental impacts will be worsened both on this parcel and its
neighbors. This subdivision should receive at least one additional storm water management
pond near the south end of the property in order to protect the farm to the south, the adjacent
riparin buffer zone and a large amount of field space (Ibid., 16). Flooding at this location
would harm the Great Marsh and aggravate spill over on nearby roads and properties.
According to flood maps provided by the 2015 Lewes Byway Management Plan, a large
portion of the Brittingham property would be submerged under a severe flooding event.
Lastly, although the Town of Lewes is paying for a hydrological study, the results are not yet
available. Any assurances from the developer on environmental protections should be matched
with those from the study in order to ensure that development does not aggravate flooding or
cause damage to the surrounding ecosystem.
Additionally, the parcel is very likely to contain the Derrickson site along the boundaries

which is believed to contain a native American burial site along the northern boundaries.
Canary Creek and the Great Marsh area formed a major travel route for native americans and,
given other major archeological findings in the area, there is a high potential for the discovery
of historical artifacts. Construction of homes is planned for this area. Heavy construction
equipment could seriously damage any potential findings. The Byways Program highlighted
the importance of archeological resources of the area and should be highlighted along the
historic travel way into Lewes (Ibid., 2). A carefully planned archeological survey should be
done on the parcel.
In addition, it is essential for new development to not detract from the character of
neighboring communities or the aura of the region. The 2015 Lewes Byway plan states per
federal guidelines, all new developments must have a strategy to preserve “the intrinsic
qualities of the corridor” and to describe how “existing development might be enhanced” (7).
As the project stands right now, it is severely out of character with neighboring land uses and
landscaping, as it is over triple the density of its neighbors—factors that would not enhance
the appeal of the neighboring single family homes in the area. The proposed development has
been widely opposed by residents. A major value of the area is the Canary Creek view shed,
however screening on both the west and north sides of the property by both a plain white fence
and town-homes would make it impossible for anyone other than a few town home owners to
take in the views of the Canary Creek tree-scape. Additionally, the City Code should supports
enhanced views, as the chapter on subdivision of land states that: “Open space areas shall be
arranged where possible to maintain contiguity with open space areas on adjacent lands in
order to ensure the potential for a contiguous open space network throughout the City” (§17026). Later on, the code mentions that for ANX-RES districts, developments are required to
“reduce disturbance of natural and cultural features, and conserve scenic views” (§19743.1B3). The subdivision proposal would not give new residents the opportunity to create
diverse open spaces or landscaping features of their own. New Road does not have a precedent
for townhouse developments, and it is not in line with the original zoning of AR-1 designated
by Sussex County. I ask that the City work with neighbors and the developer to find a
subdivision plan that would better enhance the look and feel of the area and provide more
opportunities for open space based on the tenets of the city code and the interest of the byways
program.
Traffic safety and infrastructure is another facet that poses challenges for a townhouse
subdivision in what is still a remote area of New Road and the Lewes region. With more than
640 vehicle trips a day being generated by this single development, it would have a strong
impact on what already would be a very severe traffic volume for an old area, especially its
intersections. The planned grade separation at Nassau would likely divert the majority of
traffic away from Savannah Road and onto New Road to avoid traffic lights. The influx of
many cars from the north and western parts of Sussex county onto New Road would make it
more difficult for vehicles from the Brittingham property to make outbound left turns. There
are four other driveways or small subdivision roads neighboring the parcel, which could make
it harder to coordinate or make safe exits due to many small roads in a small space. Between
Creekside Drive and Scaheffer Lane there is a plan for a crosswalk, however, with it being
after a curve, and near many intersections, it too could pose safety challenges for pedestrians
or bicyclists.
The importance of New Road as an evacuation route also cannot be overstated. The trend of
large scale development has the potential to transform other nearby open parcels to turn into
large subdivisions which could severely hamper egress from the town in the event of an
emergency. This issue could be further aggravated if developers continue with a trend of
increased density as has been seen at the Old Orchard Ventures and Covered Bridge parcels. A
comprehensive traffic study for the New Road area is still far from being completed and no

recommendations on this subdivision plan should occur until that study is completed.
The effect on connector road intersections needs consideration as well. The Old Orchard
intersection would act as a facilitator route for vehicles from the parcel to access the Villages
of Five Points, the Gills Neck Village Center, and major Route 1 shopping and employment
areas. However, the Old Orchard intersection has no turning lanes and any expansion would
have a severe impact on homes adjacent to expanded road space. In 2016, New Road handled
on average 5150 vehicles a day, with the busiest area between Nassau and Old Orchard Road.
A 2013 intersection traffic study determined that a left turn storage lane would be warranted if
50 vehicles or more per hour turn left off of the main road while at least 50 vehicles pass
straight through the intersection (Brewer et. al., 8). The Tower Hill parcel alone would is
expected to generate 160 outbound trips in the morning (DelDOT et. al., 12) making it very
likely that the traffic from it and the Birmingham property would surely overwhelm this
intersection with long delays. A proposed roundabout may better handle traffic volume, and
slow vehicles down, however even the smallest possible design would encroach on the private
property of two homes in the area. Construction would mean the removal of the a part of the
brick fence from the Ashburn Estates Community and many road separation trees. These plans
would not follow the Sussex County Code which stipulates that new subdivision applications
assess the “effect on area property values” (§99-9 C.12) as well as the “effect
on area roadways” (C.15). Such plans for a roundabout would generate a large amount of
traffic noise and reduce livability of this area. Road expansion of the New Road curve would
also use up a large amount of grass space for a home opposite Schaeffer lane. A wider road
from Ashburn Lane to Blue Heron Drive would only encourage speeding. It would not be fair
or visually consistent for new subdivisions such as the Brittingham property to receive large
setbacks while other properties would lose their roadside landscaping—factors that again
violate the enhancement statue of the Delaware Byways. Surely smaller scale developments
should be respected in order to follow county laws and promote equal levels of livability
throughout the New Road region.
I thank all members of the City Council for their consideration on the many issues mentioned
above. It is very important that the Birmingham parcel not cause a deleterious impact on its
environment or neighboring properties with regards to flooding or quality of life. Adherence to
the established precedent of low density for the area would reflect a balanced approach by all
parties and would adequately satisfy interests of the community and the developer. The Town
of Lewes should support the vision of the 2015 Byway Management Plan in order to make
sure that the Birmingham subdivision is in harmony with its natural and neighborhood
environment. For that reason the current plan should be rejected or modified. We must ensure
safety and promote a welcoming and scenic appearance for this area.
Sincerely,
Brian Aldred
120 New Rd, Lewes, DE 19958
Sources:
Brewer, Marcus; Eisele, William; Fitzpatrick, Kay; Gluck, Lorenz; Levinson, Herbert; “LeftTurn Accommodations at Unsignalized Intersections” NCHRP no. 745 (2013). 11 October
2018. Web. https://www.dvrpc.org/Transportation/Safety/Toolbox/pdf/nchrp_rpt_745.pdf.
DelDOT, The Traffic Group Inc., “Tower-Hill_FTIS-Review” 2018. 6 December 2018. Email.
Lardner-Klein Landscape Architects, “Lewes Scenic and Historic Byway: Corridor

Management Plan.” Delaware Greenways (2015). 11 October 2018. Web.
https://delawaregreenways.org/wp- content/uploads/2016/06/CMP_Lewes_Final.pdf.
–“October Meeting.” New Road Master Plan Committee (2018). 28 May 2019. Web.
http://www.lardnerklein.com/lewes/NR_mtg2_1024_18draft101918revPDFVersionx.pdf,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Ritzert
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Friday, June 28, 2019 2:25:41 PM

Name: Tim Ritzert
Email: tritzert@yahoo.com
Website:
Message: Setting Properties, developer of The Lewes Waterfront Preserve (LWP) and
contract purchaser of the Brittingham Parcel (Tax Map 335-8.00-17.00) was required to meet
with the State Planning Office and participate in the Preliminary Land Use Service (PLUS)
review. The meeting was held on December 19, 2018.
As a named government agency required to participate in PLUS, the state’s Department of
Natural Resources and Environment Control (DNREC) offered this statement after reviewing
the proposed subdivision and development into a 90 town house community.
“This parcel is expected to be impacted by permanent inundation due to future sea level rise.”
( Refer PLUS review, page 7, DNREC Report)
In the same report, another governmental department, DELDOT, made this statement on page
11:
“ Substation and/or wastewater facility will be required to have access from an internal street,
not New Rd.”
Assuming that these two state governmental departments are fulfilling the minimum
expectations that we have of agencies responsible for guaranteeing the public’s interest, safety
and welfare; and assuming that these governmental bodies are staffed with individuals
competent to review a preliminary plan, it is an appropriate question of the Lewes Planning
Commission to ask why the preliminary development plan before you does not reflect these
declarative statements. They are not nuanced statements subject to interpretation, are they?
And yet, the preliminary development plan includes both infrastructure improvements and
residential housing sites which do not reflect the advice given.
A question that must be asked (and answered) is if the Plan is not compliant with these
reasoned statements offered by state governmental departments, is the City of Lewes in a
position to manage the costs and risks associated with any development approval that do not
reflect the advice given (more than 6 months ago)?
Having spent time in the city hall with engineer's scale in hand, reviewing the development
plan, I would like to share these observations;
On the west side of the development, approximately 7.5 feet of the ROW in which Canary
Creek Drive, a private drive, is located, runs contiguously with the 30’ designated landscape
buffer. Canary Creek Drive in its entirety is now located inside the city limits due to recent
actions to annex the parcel. Is the designated landscape buffer design and function

compromised by the effect and presence of the ROW?
Proposed Sanitary Sewer station #15 is located 15’ from the 100 Year Flood Plain Line. An
edge of the sidewalk to be constructed at the cul-de-sac of Street B is approximately 3’ from
the 100 Year Flood Plain Line. The Street B cul-de-sac curbline and street would be
constructed in close proximity to the sidewalk. The proposed line of buildings constructed
along the southern most side of the project, facing Street D would be constructed upon
approximately 4’ of raised ground, some with rear lot lines very close to the 100 Year Flood
Line. A “headwall” is shown on Street B (pg G-1) yet no details of its design or function is
provided.
The city’s 2010 Hazard Mitigation and Climate Change Report sets forth several
Recommendations and Statements of Fact that are applicable to the LPC review as it considers
the LWP Preliminary Plan including its evaluation of the aforementioned infrastructure,
density and design. Report recommendations found within the Report’s “Addendum to
Implementation Guidance- Preparing for future Flood Risk Range of Options” include:
1. The 100 Year Flood standard for setting floor elevations is neither adequate nor is it
sustainable.
2. Adopt a “No Impact” approach to regulation to reduce or eliminate practices which increase
risk to adjacent properties.
3. Roads serving new development should be located on grade above the flood elevation.
4. Make land use decisions based on future increased risk, not on past decreased risk.
5. Building codes for current and future construction should reflect the increased risk that
buildings will experience not on past decreased risk.
The Planning Commissioners are reminded that DELDOT has commenced preliminary
engineering and designs for a replacement to the Canary Creek bridge. Details are not known
at this time but it is expected that a reasonable effort will be made by DELDOT to elevate the
approaches to the bridge and the bridge itself out of the 100 Year Flood Plain. In other words,
DELDOT is not replacing a structure AT the established 100 Year Flood Line, but is planning
on elevating both the bridge and its approaches above the 100 Year Flood Line. DELDOT is
not only taking into consideration historical flood facts from New Rd but is making an effort
to project, to forecast, what is likely to be the confluence of weather effects caused by sea
level rise, increased incidences of flooding, and major rain events that cause ground to become
inundated. It would appear that DELDOT, in its preliminary public discussions, is prepared to
follow the recommendations of the city’s Hazard Mitigation & Climate Adaptation Report.
A proposed sewage pump station constructed at or about the 100 Year Flood Line elevation
close to what will become a raised approach to the Canary Creek bridge (with suggested
access from New Rd) may be an example of questionable forethought and planning at its most
elementary level.
Existing Lewes City property owners have an expectation that growth will be reasoned and
measured. They need to have confidence that they and their property will not be harmed by
development. Any purchaser of a property in Lewes Waterfront Preserve will have reason to
share in those same city concerns and civic values. They will sharing equally in the
community’s attributes, expectations and responsibilities.
Eliminating or managing risks, for both private property and those elements of infrastructure
which will be owned, maintained and serviced by the city is a reasonable expectation and is

part of the LPC purview. Good planning practices have immediate and long-term
consequences to a city’s fiscal bottom line. Likewise, those infrastructure elements managed
by the BPW are maintained at the expense of city residents as rate payers and are necessarily
part of your considerations. It is not an unreasonable expectation the public has of the Lewes
Planning Commission to take into consideration the total impact the Lewes Waterfront
Preserve development will have on the entire Lewes community.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas E Spelman
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Monday, May 27, 2019 6:33:54 PM

Name: Douglas E Spelman
Email: douglasspelman@gmail.com
Website:
Message: Dear Planning Commission,
This note is intended as a personal appeal to your best judgment when evaluating the proposed
Lewes Waterfront Preserve (LWP) development.
Some of you know me well enough to understand my motivation is not a NIMBY position. I
am moved to write this by my deep concern for the preservation of Lewis and the unusual
character and charm we all cherish and the precedent this development will establish for high
density on the New Road Corridor be it by City or County! Precedence, precedence,
precedence! Once established it lasts forever!
I attended what I believed to be 11 out of 12 Annexation Ad-Hoc "redo" committee meetings
reconstituted as an acknowledgement by the M&CC (as a whole), of mistakes and omissions
made to the original AX-RES district provisions. The attitude of the Annexation committee is
so "pro-development" we the citizens are left wondering who represents our point of view. In
response to this attitude and following the re-vote mandated by the Attorney General to grant
an exemption from the previously acknowledged mistakes I have spoken to and corresponded
directly with each member of M&CC. I have expressed my concerns and objections to the
LWP as currently designed. I have been told by each without exception, (I'll paraphrase here)
"relax, nothing is final, your concerns will be addressed and are subject to the LPC review
process".
Here is my real concern:
I realize you serve at the pleasure of the M&CC. I realize the M&CC can , with three votes,
disregard any of the recommendations your put forward to improve, modify or correct the
shortcomings in the project before you. I realize there are already TWO votes to approve the
project as presented. It might sound like this: "Although the suggestions of our hard working
LPC members are legitimate, the recommendations would impose an undo financial burden on
the developer and put the project at risk. Since we negotiated under the rules in effect at the
time, we must approve the project as put forward". Thank you for your hard work. We have
learned from this experience and will move forward with this knowledge".
Knowing this is a possibility your must, as a representative of the citizens of Lewes, be bold,
assertive and be unified as a body and in a very public way side with the best interest of
Lewes! Ask anyone about the LWP project and they will tell you it is ill-conceived and out of
character with the area. The property should be developed but done so in a more responsible
way.
I ask you in advance to protect your mission and be prepared to take a very strong and vocal
position. Your assessment of the project must be of consequence and your opinion is not just

another opinion. You represents the will of the people. You have all the facts and are the best
independent review of a public process. IF YOU CONCUR with the hundreds of citizens
opposed to the current iteration of LWP stand strong and make your voice be heard.
Thank you,
Doug Spelman, Pres.
Canary Creek HOA
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Gail Van Gilder
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Tuesday, May 14, 2019 8:55:41 PM

Name: Gail Van Gilder
Email: gvangilder@comcast.net
Website:
Message: I am writing to ask that the Canary Creek watershed Hydrology Study underway
with Betsy Hicks of AECOM by the City of Lewes be made available to the Planning
Commission to use in evaluating the impacts of this project on the water quality discharged
into the Canary Creek. The cumulative impacts of all the development projects in the Canary
Creek Basin need to be determined as well before approving this project. LPC approvals
should not be granted without this study information.
The developer for this project had agreed in earlier presentations to grant an easement for a
potential future pathway/trail along the Canary Creek. This easement should be required by
the LPC for either a conservation easement or a future trail connection to the Georgetown to
Lewes Rail Trail if feasible.
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To:
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Richard Coning
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Tuesday, May 14, 2019 11:32:10 AM

Name: Richard Coning
Email: coningre@msn.com
Website:
Message: I live on New Road in Pilottown Park. I have two concerns regarding this project,
the primary being water runoff and the secondary being traffic. 90 townhomes on a pristine
piece of land appears excessive in my opinion.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Douglas E Spelman
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Monday, May 13, 2019 11:53:56 AM

Name: Douglas E Spelman
Email: douglasspelman@gmail.com
Website:
Message: Within weeks of the vote to annex the Brittingham Parcel, the M&CC voted to
reactivate the Ad-Hoc Annexation Committee. What a giant and public acknowledgment that
the City Council had made serious mistakes approving the AX-RES guidelines under which
The Lewes Waterfront Preserve (LWP) was annexed. Having failed to require appropriate
setbacks and buffers is perhaps the greatest failure. This element, more than any other (and
there are others) greatly damages the character of the New Road corridor. On a 34 acre parcel,
allowing a 15 foot setback is shameful. (Just for reference, my car measures 15’ bumper to
bumper!) If no modification to this condition is imposed the appearance of our Historic Lewes
Byway will never be the same. Please use your authority to impose conditions that will
mitigate this gross oversite. You only get one chance to forever influence our future. Thank
you very much for your consideration.
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From:
To:
Subject:
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MR. AND MRS. GREENHAUGH
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Sunday, May 12, 2019 4:27:46 PM

Name: MR. AND MRS. GREENHAUGH
Email: LEWESLILY@COMCAST.NET
Website:
Message: We are totally against any development that is adjacent to any wetlands in the State
of Delaware. The thought of development of townhomes and the quantity of them is out of the
question. Everyone should be asking themselves what will the wetlands look like 20 years
from now and how healthy will they be. We are both from Delaware and we have great respect
for Mother Nature. The City of Lewes is making a big mistake by wanting these townhouses.
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9 Schaffer Ln, Lewes, DE 19958
February 20, 2019
Dear Lewes Planning Commission Members,
I had previously submitted a letter to your committee (11/26/18) stating concerns over
the proposed Lewes Waterfront Preserve development. Those, about preserving natural
resources and the charm of the gateway to Lewes, flooding issues, traffic concerns,
visual and negative impact to our neighboring properties, have not been allayed, and as
I read new documentation and site plan, I can now comment more specifically. I do not
expect Lewes to remain as I remember it as a child, but certainly would hope that it
would retain its character, charm, and natural beauty.
90 townhouses, packed into the Brittingham parcel, will definitely take New Road out of
the “Scenic Byway” designation. The new density/wetland calculations should be
allowed to be enforced for this sensitive parcel. This type and density of development is
totally out of character for the area. The New Road frontage will present a wall of the
backs of the townhouses. That will be my living room window view. The site plan shows
a SUP, fine, but then the planted buffer would be reduced due to that and other DElDot
ROWs. There should be at least a 30’ planted buffer, which would allow for mature
growth of trees not impinging upon the path. That would not include the necessary
roadway drainage culverts, added turning lanes. I am also confused about the location
and width of the buffer to the Canary Creek Rd., and certainly these neighbors also
need a visual blockade!
As for the A Street entry, being directly across from Creekside Drive and close to 3
other access roads to New Road, it will create a nightmare for entry/exit for these
residents, with additional trips per day by the “town homers”. A big surprise to me was
the addition in the site plan, of a STUB STREET, for future connectivity! There was also
reference to this in written documentation. How many additional trips per day will be
added to this intersection at New Rd.? Acceptance of that spur would really be opening
up Pandora’s Box! CMB report 4a. iv : “paving should be increased to account for traffic
from adjacent parcels.”
I carefully looked at floodplain maps, FEMA maps, and cannot imagine a developer
would, in good conscience, develop and sell property on questionable sites. Surely, they
have visited the site at high tides and storm surge conditions! Paving and covering so
much of the Brittingham parcel will likely have extremely negative affects on flooding on
properties across New Road, and raising the water level in the creek. Allow the
hydrology study to be completed before granting any go ahead on this project. The
developers are obviously trying to outrun the City on this one. Then add in the
deleterious affect of the other planned developments in the Canary Creek area!

The proposed location of the pumping station is very close to the creek. How will
construction in that area not affect the creek and watershed? A silt fence won’t help
much in a surge, tide event. When DelDot raises the Canary Creek bridge, will the
pump station be compromised during that construction? How will that station be covered
or hidden from the roadway? I would say that Canary Creek is the most photographed
site in Lewes besides the lighthouses. Its beauty is why I choose to live near.
Very upsetting to me is the fact that there are important archaeological sites on this
property containing human remains, Native American, and settlers. There needs to be a
thorough survey of the entire site, in addition to known areas of concern. Any remains
should remain untouched, as sacred, but clearly identified before any plan is
considered.
These are but some of my concerns. This proposed development will definitely have
an extremely negative affect on my family’s and neighbors’ quality of life, plus on the
quality of life and natural resources of beautiful Lewes.
Sincerely,
Mary Louise Lauffer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Ritzert
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, May 2, 2019 11:48:45 AM

Name: Tim Ritzert
Email: tritzert@yahoo.com
Website:
Message: Additional time to study the proposed site plan for the Lewes Waterfront Preserve
(LWP) has been fruitful. In addition to my comment dated February 21, 2019 offered
previously, please consider these design concerns as the plan is considered for approval.
1. New Road is a designated Byway. Let's show some respect to the significance of that
designation and the importance of protecting the road's view shed by not allowing the
placement and construction of the LWP pump station along the Byway. Move the pump
station to a less conspicuous location, interior to this proposed community of 90 town homes,
with driveway access to the pump station provided from an interior public street.
2. A portion of the Canary Creek Drive right of way is shown to share the same land that is
described as a "buffer". Is this duality in land use compatible? Will the buffer's design and
planting actually achieve the desired planted buffer results along the western and southwestern
property line?
3. Has DElDOT expressed any concern by the existence of Canary Creek Drive and what will
become its close proximity to the proposed entrance to LWP (Street A) on to New Rd and the
opposing road, Creekside Drive? Has DELDOT expressed or implied a preference for Canary
Creek Drive entrance onto New Rd to be altered, in effect abandoned, and in its place, direct
Canary Creek Drive residents and visitors to use the LWP streets for ingress/egress? Should
the LPC anticipate an alteration to Canary Creek Drive?
4. Some discussion has been aired of the plant material choice for planted, landscaped buffers
with a goal of screening the LWP from the New Rd Byway. One desire raised during these
discussions has been the use of native plant materials. Before a commitment is required of the
developer to only use native species, I would respectfully insist that a knowledgeable
horticulturist and/or arborist be consulted so that a realistic result of native plant selection is
fully understood. That is, how much of the building height and bulk will be effectively
screened by the use of native plant materials as the cited plants mature? I think it is doubtful
that prunus maritima (commonly called "beach plum"), nor native grasses and sedges will
exhibit a habit that effectively screens the LWP from the Byway. Likewise, American Holly, a
native tree indigenous to the coastal environment, requires more space to flourish to provide
the desired screening effect, than the modest buffer presently provided and shown in the
proposed plan along New Road.
I am submitting this email directly to the LPC chair for ease of dissemination to his
Commissioners for consideration as it takes up the LWP proposed plan. Separately it will also
be submitted to the city for posting to the city website.

Respectfully,
Tim Ritzert
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Ritzert
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, February 21, 2019 10:45:37 AM

Name: Tim Ritzert
Email: tritzert@yahoo.com
Website:
Message: Thank you for this opportunity to submit comments.
The proposed line of buildings closest and parallel to New Rd community entrance would be
very impactful to the existing view shed. The modest 10 ft vegetative setback offered by the
developer in the plans under consideration is a conservative, and likely underscaled,
concession offered to moderate anticipated community's reaction to the buildings impact on
the byway.
Should the developer be intransigent and not be willing to provide a wider vegetative setback
parallel to New Rd, my suggestion is that the front facades of this line of homes be flipped.
That is, instead of the front facades facing inward, in a southernly direction, require that these
homes face New Rd.
Requiring this site plan change would accomplish the following:
a. Per the city density table, front yard setbacks in Cluster 2 Townhouses are 20' deep. This
additional front yard depth would allow the homes to be constructed 5 feet further from New
Rd.
b. Requiring that this line of building face New Rd would provide a more welcoming view to
passersby (on New Rd).
c. The 5 additional feet on the New Rd side of the buildings would be available for greater
opportunities for denser vegetative plantings in the 10' setback, as well as less maintenance
pruning.
d. Homes are described to offer garages. Driveways and garages would still be possible, but
would be accessed across each rear yard.
I would appreciate you taking into consideration this suggestion and carefully consider the
benefits.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

mary louise Lauffer
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, February 20, 2019 4:24:55 PM
febBrittinghamletter.rtf

Comments Please see attached

Mary Louise Lauffer
9 Schaffer Ln
Lewes, DE 19958
302-5676-7555

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Colbert
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, February 20, 2019 4:23:51 PM

Name: Michelle Colbert
Email: catiques7@aol.com
Website:
Message: I am totally opposed to the high density development on the Brittingham property.
We need to be careful with this type of development. First this area floods. We need to protect
the Canary creek wetlands. For they are very important. Also our roads can’t take anymore
cars. Please stop this high density development. Thank you.
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To:
Subject:
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Donna
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, February 20, 2019 1:01:34 PM

Name: Donna
Email: depiano70@gmail.com
Website:
Message: Please look at the only constant in this continued
Unchecked building in lewes. THE ROADS .THE BUILDERS HAVE AN UNOPPOSED
HAND IN LEWES. THINK ABOUT THIS BECAUSE WE ARE ON THE WAY TO
BECOMING OCEAN CITY NEW JERSEY. WE ARE LEWES
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To:
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Mary Safarik
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, January 17, 2019 3:36:41 PM

Name: Mary Safarik
Email: mpsafarik@gmail.com
Website:
Message: Please deny Lewes Waterfront developers. Protect and Preserve our marshlands in
addition to our beautiful town.
We don’t have the infrastructure to support all of these developments and the schools are
becoming overcrowded.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marianne Roken
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, January 16, 2019 3:26:27 PM

Name: Marianne Roken
Email: mroken@comcast.net
Website:
Message: The plan seems to be shoe-horning an awful lot onto this parcel. In addition to
flooding problems, I am concerned about the traffic it will bring. Lewes should do everything
they can to require the developer to make improvements to New Road to mitigate this.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Don Coburn
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, January 16, 2019 2:19:40 PM

Name: Don Coburn
Email: donaldcoburn@verizon.net
Website:
Message: No valid reason to approve any large development tracts until they figure out what
to do with the local roads. If people are interested in moving here there are numerous building
plots in the different developments along New Rd/Old Orchard Rd. Keep it rural in Lewes!!!!
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Kiker
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, June 27, 2019 1:55:24 PM

Name: John Kiker
Email: bjkik@comcast.net
Website:
Message: To the Lewes Planning Commission & Tom West
June 27, 2019
This is written in opposition to the Lewes Waterfront Preserve development. My first concern
is the lack of adequate infrastructure. The infrastructure must be in place to support the
increased traffic. The New Road/Nassau connection to Route 1, Old Orchard and the Canary
Creek Bridge are examples of major infrastructure projects that must be completed to handle
the increased traffic. They are also needed to provide a safe evacuation route during major
storms for current residents.
My second concern is the proposed storm water system. I ask that you delay tentative approval
until an effective and detailed storm water system has been proposed and approved. The
viability of the development is dependent upon the proper operation of the storm water
management system. This is especially important since it is located next to wetlands. The
proposed cluster development will significantly increase impervious surfaces and concentrate
storm water runoff through pipes to the SWM pond. There is no provision for removing
pollutants prior to entering the SWM pond. Therefore the depth and size of the SWM pond
must be able to retain the storm water runoff during a coastal storm. During a coastal storm the
wetlands will become saturated with rainfall and storm surge. The normal function of wetlands
in removing pollutants will be reduced. The polluted water could be discharged directly into
the Canary Creek basin during a storm.
Discharge from the SWM pond during a storm will also increase flooding. It is estimated that
the SWM pond will only hold storm water runoff from a 5.8” rain when completely dry before
discharging directly into the wetlands and then the Canary Creek basin.
The high concentration of impervious surface dictates the storm water system be properly
designed and maintained. The details of the system must be known and approved prior to
tentative approval for the entire development.
Thank you for your consideration,
John Kiker

Time: June 27, 2019 at 5:55 pm
IP Address: 71.204.206.89
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/

Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Abood
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, June 6, 2019 1:57:50 PM

Name: John Abood
Email: johnabood@comcast.net
Website:
Message: I attended the LPC meeting regarding the development of the Brittingham property
on New Road Wednesday, May 29. (Unfortunately, a previously-scheduled engagement
forced me to leave early.) As with other meetings on this issue, I heard my fellow Lewes
residents express their valid concerns that the proposed development of the property would
have negative environmental impact, create safety concerns, destroy the nature of the area, etc.
In an era when citizenry often choose inertia over action, it was impressive indeed to see the
level of citizen involvement coming out in opposition to the decision of the City Council. I
offer this as a preamble to my request of the LPC. As public officials, the LPC has an
obligation to do the will of the people. Paternalistic (or materialistic) arguments that public
officials know better than their constituents what's best for the community are not only
useless, they are patently baseless. The level of support shown in opposition to the City
Council-adopted development should not go unnoticed by the LPC. In fact, as a body public
officials, it should be paramount in the decision-making process. Therefore, I request that LPC
members consider fully the will of the people in making their decision on the development of
the Brittingham property.

Time: June 6, 2019 at 5:57 pm
IP Address: 50.199.81.153
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Barbara sade
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Friday, May 31, 2019 9:19:45 PM

Name: Barbara sade
Email: Shoregirl33@yahoo.com
Website:
Message: Please stop the developing. Please say no to building. Please believe in the word
"PRESERVE"

Time: June 1, 2019 at 1:19 am
IP Address: 174.200.39.152
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Carroll
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:49:26 PM

Name: James Carroll
Email: jcarroll107@gmail.com
Website:
Message: May 30, 2019
Lewes Planning Commission Members,
Several valid comments were brought to the attention of the Commission at the Public Hearing
on 5.29.19.
I would like to share some thoughts for your consideration.
An important topic discussed and hopefully will be included in the commission’s decision is
the safety to residents of the Waterfront Preserve and to Lewes first responders who will
respond to emergencies in the development.
I hope the commission took note of the experiences of Canary Creek residents during the
townhome fires of May 2017. As difficult as it might have been to maneuver emergency
apparatus in Canary Creek during the fire, those streets run parallel to each other, unlike those
in the site plan of the Waterfront Preserve.
Please ensure that streets have proper widths and provide more than one egress from the back
of the community. As the proposed plan illustrates, any emergency in the complex will block
many, if not all homeowners from leaving the area quickly and safely.
Even if there is no immediate emergency, the lack of street parking in itself may create an
emergency when homeowners entertain guests. One can presume entertaining is likely to
occur at more than one townhome at any given time and the lack of proper street parking will
certainly lead to chaos. There are extremely few accommodations for the parking of vehicles
in the community.
Imagine a structure fire occurring in the last set of town homes on street “D” in the proposed
plan. Once initial police and emergency responders arrive on the scene they will likely block
responding fire apparatus and become trapped by their own response.
I trust the Lewes Fire Department and Lewes Police Department have had a chance to review
the proposed site plan and are preparing a public safety assessment of the community for your
consideration.
Public safety is paramount in every municipality. At the meeting legal counsel for the
developer insisted on presenting amendments and statements to the initial plan for the purpose
of placing them in the official record. Public safety concerns must also become part of the

official record. If the development is allowed to be built as presented on 5.29.19, the official
record will show that serious public safety concerns were presented to the Lewes Planning
Commission for consideration to act upon in the form of recommendations to the Lewes City
Council.
Please insist the developer make logistical changes to the site plan that include less homes and
more roadway for the safety of all those who may decide to reside there. More comments will
be forthcoming.
Thank you for your service to the City of Lewes.
James & Susan Carroll
303 Lightship Lane
Lewes

Time: May 30, 2019 at 8:49 pm
IP Address: 71.200.167.152
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyn Snyder
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Thursday, May 30, 2019 10:53:05 AM

Name: Lyn Snyder
Email: snyderlyn@gmail.com
Website:
Message: My husband and I have lived in Lewes for almost four years. We use New Road to
get into town and also for visiting friends who live on New Road. With so much development
planned for New Road and with The Fourth Street Forest Development getting into Lewes has
and will be very difficult in the future. Over this past Memorial Day Weekend, it was virtually
impossible to get into Lewes, specifically Pilottown Road where we keep our boat (Pilottown
Marina). We turned off of Old Orchard Road and immediately came to a stop where BlackHog
Farm is located. After waiting in for 35 minutes, at a complete standstill, we turned around
and headed towards Savannah Road which was also backed up.
We love living in Lewes but the traffic has got to get better. When will these developers stop
thinking of themselves and start thinking about the infrastructure and well being of the town?
It's bad enough that you can't find a parking space and adding more development will just
make this worse. Lewes is such a gem, that is why we moved here, but the overcrowding and
greed have got to stop! Savannah Road, New Road, and Gills Neck are so busy it makes
traveling into Lewes and effort instead of a pleasure.

Time: May 30, 2019 at 2:53 pm
IP Address: 73.129.124.234
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kenneth Bardales
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 3:38:01 PM

Name: Kenneth Bardales
Email: kabardales@hotmail.com
Website:
Message: I am not able to attend this evening's meeting, but would like to comment on the 90
lot subdivision being planned. I am a resident of the adjacent Pilottown Village, having bought
a resale ten years ago. I also shared my opposition to the annexation that allowed the number
of lots to grow from 60 to 90.
This building along the New Road Byway will change the feel and charm of the immediate
area. There are no other town home communities that border New Road and I feel this entire
parcel should remain AR-1.
Over this last year, traffic has been a major concern, along with flooding in this immediate
area. I have had to turn around a number of times and travel a different route because of
flooding along New Road. Along with construction on Old Orchard Road, these 90 homes will
overtax our roadway and intersections. It is very difficult to turn from Old Orchard Road onto
Savannah Road. No construction should be allowed until these intersections are redesigned
and completed. I also have to sit thru several changes of lights at the intersection of Wescoats,
turning southbound onto Rt 1. This alone makes me not want to leave my house on weekends!
I would love to see the lots adjacent to flood plains set aside as open space. The developer has
many options available to be a good neighbor. I suggest the density be lowered back to 60 lots,
allowing for more buffers along New Road and Canary Creek.
Please do not let this development proceed as proposed. Keep the charm in Lewes.

Time: May 29, 2019 at 7:37 pm
IP Address: 69.242.103.235
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

New Road Preservation Alliance - Doug Spelman
Thomas West
Lewes Waterfront Preserve
Friday, June 28, 2019 3:38:43 PM

Name: New Road Preservation Alliance - Doug Spelman
Email: douglasspelman@gmail.com
Website: http://preservelewes.com
Message: To: City of Lewes Planning Commission
From: New Road Alliance
Re: LEWES WATERFRONT PRESERVE RECOMMENDATIONS
The New Road Preservation Alliance respectfully requests that The Lewes Planning
Commission make the following recommendations to the Lewes City Council regarding the
Lewes Waterfront Preserve (LWP):
Protect Core Values of City of Lewes
Five core values were identified for Lewes as part of the Lewes Long Range Plan adopted in
1992. A sixth core value was added by the LPC as part of the Comprehensive Plan adopted by
City Council in 2005. Six Core Principles are found in the 2015 Comprehensive Plan, p. 2.
Planning decisions should reflect the Core Values.
Core Value #3: Lewes values its “human town scale” and sense of face to face intimacy that is
characteristic of its “quality of life”.
This dense townhouse development and all future annexations now permitted in the New Road
corridor will negatively impact Lewes’ human town scale and quality of life as it morphs from
a predominately single family residential community to a multifamily townhouse community.
This preliminary plan turns its back on the community with its backyards facing New Rd. The
net effect is a wall of 22 attached homes with their rear facing the Byway that is not compliant
with Core Value #3.
City Comprehensive Plan recommends “low density, large lots, at edge of city (p.55). City
Code says the same. This annexed land is now the edge of the city.
No precedent exists on New Road for townhouses.
Solutions:
1. Turn buildings to face New Rd. Break up the “wall” effect on New Road.
2. Exempt North West (Great Marsh side) of New Rd from annexation ordinance now
designated on County zoning map as “Low Density” and recommend a new annexation
ordinance for northwest New Rd comparable to County low density zoning to preserve large
farms in Great Marsh. (http://www.capegazette.com/article/land-near-lewes-changed-lowdensity-area/170673)
Core Value #5: Lewes recognizes and maintains its internal communities.
New Road is an area of single family residential communities. County residents purchased
their homes in this corridor as a single family, AR-1 zone. City residents likewise bought into
an R-2 low density, single family zone. With its “inward design” LWP’s townhouse

development is not consistent with existing development and is out of character. The LWP site
plan does not in any way help to maintain existing communities. Further, all New Rd single
family homes or developments “By Right” can now be redeveloped as townhouses when
annexed. Property values will be impacted. City Council is not recognizing and maintaining
single family zoning.
Solutions:
1. To be more compatible with existing homes face townhouses towards New Rd.
2. And build fewer and larger townhouses along New Road frontage at a price point more in
keeping with nearby home values and face them towards New Rd.
3. Site units at angles to open views and break up wall effect.
4. Work to amend AX-RES Code for future annexations.
Core Value #6: Lewes has unique historical origins and strives to highlight its heritage through
“building design” and architectural preservation.
Lewes Comprehensive Plan 2015, page 36, Community Design Plan states:
Lewes values its small and historic fabric, as stated in its Core Values. Existing Historical
District regulations and guidelines, and proposed context-sensitive developments (emphasis
added) and transportation improvements will support Lewes' community character.”
The design of the Lewes Waterfront Preserve does not in any way reflect the above statement
from the Comprehensive Plan. Instead, it is modern townhouses lined up like military
barracks, too close to New Rd, jamming as many units as possible onto site, backyards facing
New Rd., fronts facing inward. This is a “cookie cutter” community to-tally out of context
with core value #6. It resembles the townhouses on the other side of route 1. The city evolved
around smaller town lots in its inner core to larger lots on the periphery of town. That is the
growth plan we were promised in the Comprehensive Plan and the City Code and that is what
we expect.
Solutions:
1.To respect historical origins face front of homes to New Rd, not backyards.
2. Use a grid street pattern with interconnecting streets to reflect old Lewes and improve interconnectivity.
3. Work with developer and builder to include building design elements that reflect old town
Lewes to enhance the development and support Lewes community character.
Flooding at Lewes Waterfront Preserve
The following are some of the reports that explain the flood risk at Lewes Waterfront
Preserve. (also refer to the SLR FEMA flood risk map showing the 100 & 500 year flood
risk.)
PLUS Review states on p. 7 under Flooding and Sea Level Rise:
“This parcel is expected to be impacted by permanent inundation due to future sea level rise
(http://de.gov/slrmap), primarily within the area currently mapped as the Zone AE floodplain.
The plan design avoids building within these areas, however, in the coming decades, structures
and infrastructure bordering the current floodplain could experience flooding.” (City
liability/cost to mitigate flood damage and expand storm water drainage systems.)
AECOM Hydrology Report, June, 2019 states in recommendations on p, 31-32:
7.2 “Include Coastal Surge in design of storm water systems feeding into Canary Creek”
7.4 “Include effects of water table when determining capacity of storm water ponds.”

7.5 “Monitor and maintain existing and future drainage systems to ensure they operate as
designed.”
Hazard Mitigation Plan, 2011 “The 100-year storm of today could become the 10-year or even
5-year storm event.”
See Hazard Mitigation Plan, p. 45 with extensive warnings on future flooding risk.
Reduce Flooding
Solutions:
1. Increase the capacity of the storm water drainage ponds. Locate the storm water drainage
pond substantially away from the Canary Creek flood plain to prevent pond from flooding.
2. Move townhouses back from 100 year flood plain line to prevent future flooding.
3. Eliminate units in “Investment level 3” areas due to flood risk as stated in Lewes Waterfront
Preserve, City Planning report, to prevent future flooding of units. (Lewes Waterfront
Preserve, City Planning report, p. 4.)
4. Monitor and maintain existing and future drainage systems to ensure they operate as
designed (AECOM Hydrology Report, 7.5, p. 32)
5. Move the new pumping station away from flood plain.
6. Use Porous pavement throughout project
a. Project development causes large loss of porous surface, acting as
sponge. Loss of sponge area increases FEMA Flood Insurance rate (See
Quinn Report).
b. Porous pavement has been used on Bay Avenue successfully when repaved.
Protect Neighboring Properties
Solutions:
1. No net change in runoff from this property before and after development
according to DNREC regulations. Require inspections to insure DNREC
standards are achieved and maintained.
2. Minimize Fill
May impact height of development making out of character
townhouses more imposing and out of context.
3. Improve density of plantings in buffers to neighboring homes.
Improve Water Quality of Canary Creek & Reduce Runoff
Solutions: Use Green Storm water Technology
1. Bioswales using native plants, rain gardens, reduce pavement & turf,
plant trees/vegetation to filter toxic runoff along the Canary Creek,
underground filtration systems, sidewalk storm water planters.
2. Engineering is not done until later in development process, get a
commitment now from developer to include above technologies as
appropriate.
3. Require water quality inspections of run off into Canary Creek before
and after construction to reduce harm to marine life, migratory birds,
contamination of fish, effects on economy and tourism.
4. Plant and protect vegetation along creek to filter contaminated runoff.
Prevent Damage to existing trees/forest
Many mature trees along Canary Creek and wetland buffer may be impacted by the effect of
grade changes and construction damage. Loss of trees would impact the iconic “scenic view”

of Canary Creek, listed on the Lewes Historic Byway scenic view inventory.
Solutions:
1. Fence trees to drip-line to protect root system.
2. Require a site visit by an arborist to avoid inadvertent tree damage.
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Time: June 28, 2019 at 7:38 pm
IP Address: 71.204.202.222
Contact Form URL: https://lewescommissions.wordpress.com/reviews/dev_reviews/leweswaterfront-preserve/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

John Hurlock
Thomas West; Sumner Crosby III
John Hurlock
Request for Greater Design Considerations by the LEWES PLANNING COMMISSION
Friday, May 17, 2019 11:37:20 PM

DATE: Friday, May 17, 2019
FROM:
johnhurlock@hotmail.com
John D.W. Hurlock
33645 Canary Creek Drive, Lewes, DE 19958
TO:
twest@ci.lewes.de.us
Thomas P. West - Planning & Development Officer
(NOTE: Please share this email with all parties concerned in advance of the upcoming LPC
Meeting scheduled for May 29, 2019. Thank you.)
TO:
sumcrosby@verizon.net
Sumner Crosby III - Lewes Planning Commission Member
(NOTE: Please share this email with Drew McKay, Chairperson, Lewes Planning Commission and
all of the other members of the Commission. Thank you.)

SUBJECT: Request for Greater Design Considerations by the
LEWES PLANNING COMMISSION and LEWES MAYOR AND
CITY COUNCIL as you take up the Proposed “LEWES
WATERFRONT PRESERVE” Application.
Dear Mr. West and Mr. Crosby,
I am hereby presenting my comments, being submitted PRIOR to
the public Hearing scheduled for May 29, 2019, on the proposed
application by Setting Properties, Inc. regarding plans now under
consideration for development of the Brittingham Property (a.k.a.
“Lewes Waterfront Preserve”).
FLOODING
I wish to express my genuine worries with regard to ongoing
flooding occurrences on the Brittingham Property where Setting
Properties, Inc. is planning to construct a massive housing
development known as Lewes Waterfront Preserve. My grave
fear is, given the fact my home abuts this property, that such
flooding will be exacerbated by the creation of impervious
surface areas associated with this development and will, as a

direct result, cause me to suffer water damage to my property.

Please find attached several photographs clearly
showing the kind of flooding scenes in existence on
the Brittingham Field, water accumulations resulting
from NON-EXTREME weather and tidal events.
Each year, such flooding takes place with unmistakable and
increasing frequency and severity, as has been witnessed by my
family since we moved here 8 years ago.  
These photos represent indisputable evidence as to the extent of
flooding that takes place. The serious extent of such water
accumulation of the subject property should not be taken
frivolously.
Pursuant thereto, I understand a HYDROLOGY STUDY has
been, or is being conducted, associated with the Brittingham
Property (a.k.a. Lewes Waterfront Preserve) and that the results
have not yet been determined or evaluated. Prudence dictates
that the LPC must await and consider in earnest the findings of
this study before issuing a final, all inclusive, report on the
proposed Lewes Waterfront Preserve Subdivision. Due diligence
as planning Commissioners can only be satisfied by being given
the opportunity to read, comprehend and understand the study
results.
Accordingly, despite whatever time table or restrictions are in
play or mandated, I CANNOT URGE YOU STRONGLY

ENOUGH TO DELAY THE PLANNED MEETING ON
MAY 27, 2019 UNTIL THE HYDRAULICS REPORT IS
KNOWN AND SCRUTINIZED!!!

DEFORESTATION
It is blatantly obvious that “Lewes Waterfront Preserve”, the
name coined for the Brittingham development, in and of itself is
an incontrovertible admission by Mr. Setting, the developer, that
homes due to be constructed there will have water views of the
Canary Creek. This can only be accomplished by removing all
grasses, shrubs and trees obstructing sight of the creek waters.
There have been no promises from Mr. Setting, that the wetlands
and trees will be undisturbed. It is my understanding that he has,
in fact, clearly indicated that the trees will not be spared from his
project.
I am irate that at a recent LPC City Hall meeting, Mr. Setting’s
attorney, James Fuqua, when confronted by a member of the
commission about the strong aversion to the removal of any
trees, Mr. Fuqua offered no legally obligatory vow that nonremoval of trees and vegetation would be honored. It is
astounding, if you review his precise words in answer to the
commission’s trees issue, how he cleverly offered an ambiguous
and misleading response.
The PLUS application indicates that no trees will be removed.
So, what recourse is there when the trees begin coming down?
What powers or penalties are in existence to keep the developer
in check?
In nearly all of the new housing starts with which I am
acquainted, every case, the developer does as he pleases with
the land he purchases and nobody has the power or willingness
to do anything about it when it goes against discussions and
promises and assurances made during the application process
and all the other discussions in various venues.
You MUST find a definitive means by which to hold the developer
legally accountable and subject to heavy fines for the removal of

ANY TREES or disturbance or destruction to any WETLAND
areas. He should be forced to restore any and all such areas to
their original state.
NEW ROAD TRAFFIC CONGESTION
The present roadway is narrower than standard DelDot
recommendations and is not adequate for the major traffic
increase that new developments will bring to New Road.
I think this issue has been expressed to you by a multitude of
concerned citizens. You, therefore, are hopefully fully appraised
as to their paramount concerns. I shall not parrot what you have
already been told, except to say that the overwhelming traffic
congestion that awaits us with the advent of the dreaded
development will be beyond intolerable and will forever garner
the utmost anger and discontent toward those persons who
allowed to be created this gigantic beast we must face for the
rest of our lives.
BUFFERS AND SCREENING MECHANISMS
Screening of objectionable features from neighboring properties
and roadways must be solved. The composite fencing, as
currently proposed, is aesthetically objectionable and will not
screen the 36 foot high town homes.
NEGATIVE IMPACTS ON THE CANARY CREEK AND THE
GREAT MARSH
I am concerned about the impact on the Canary Creek and the
Great Marsh. I pray the LPC will use due diligence and consider
the health of this watershed and the potential impacts on Lewes
in their consideration of this subdivision request.
THE FEARED FUTURE OF CANARY CREEK DRIVE

A PORTION OF THE CANARY CREEK DRIVE RIGHT OF WAY
IS SHOWN TO SHARE THE SAME LAND THAT IS
DESCRIBED AS A "BUFFER".

1. Is this duality in land use compatible?
2. Will the buffer's design and planting actually achieve the
desired planted buffer results along the western and
southwestern property line?
3. Has DElDOT expressed any concern by the existence of
Canary Creek Drive and what will become its close proximity to
the proposed entrance to LWP (Street A) on to New Rd and the
opposing road, Creekside Drive?
4. Has DELDOT expressed or implied a preference for Canary
Creek Drive entrance onto New Rd to be altered, in effect
abandoned, and in its place, direct Canary Creek Drive residents
and visitors to use the LWP streets for ingress/egress?
5. Should the LPC anticipate an alteration to Canary Creek
Drive?
LANDSCAPING – BUFFERS - SCREENING
* Some discussion has been aired of the plant material choice for
planted, landscaped buffers with a goal of screening the LWP
from the New Rd Byway. One desire raised during these
discussions has been the use of native plant materials.
* Before a commitment is required of the developer to only use
native species, I would respectfully insist that a knowledgeable
horticulturist and/or arborist be consulted so that a realistic result
of native plant selection is fully understood.
* That is, how much of the building height and bulk will be
effectively screened by the use of native plant materials as the
cited plants mature? I think it is doubtful that prunus maritima
(commonly called "beach plum"), nor native grasses and sedges
will exhibit a habit that effectively screens the LWP from the
Byway.
* Likewise, American Holly, a native tree indigenous to the
coastal environment, requires more space to flourish to provide
the desired screening effect, than the modest buffer presently
provided and shown in the proposed plan along New Road.
* The primary focus of our meeting with Mr. Setting was the
landscape buffer between the development and New Rd. We

shared our hope that the landscape buffer could be done in such
a way that it could be a positive model for other developers to
follow along the corridor. Our request for a wider buffer
between New Road and the town houses that back onto New
Road was NOT FAVORABLY RECEIVED by Mr. Setting.
*Mr. Setting was very open, however, to our suggestions and
concerns surrounding the landscape within the buffer shown on
the preliminary plans and offered us the opportunity to work with
him and his landscape designer, Ellen Tracey of Designs, Etc.
* Landscape buffer along New Road, includes area around the
pump station. The Byway Committee endorses the concept of a
6’ fence, however, does not offer its endorsement of the specific
fence included in the preliminary concept landscape plan.
* Landscape buffer between development and Canary Creek
Drive. (West Site of Property Preliminary Concept of Berm
Screen Area that abuts the three existing residential homes)
According to the developer, these three homeowners have
requested an evergreen row as a screen. The reasoning behind
several species in groups rather than large runs of one kind are:
due to climate and weather changes, insects and disease can be
a factor in the success of many tried and true go to species.
* If a disease or an insect were to affect a species it would not
spread easily throughout.
* If a particular species was in difficulty due to too much rain or
not enough the integrity of the screen would not be
compromised.
RECOMMENDATIONS MADE TO THE PLANNING
COMMISSION BY THE BYWAY COMMITTEE
_______________________________________
* Careful review of the Archeological Society of Delaware’s letter
dated February 12, 2019, and comments made in the PLUS
review letter dated January 18, 2019 relating to concerns
expressed by Delaware SHPO to determine If an archeological
review of all or portions of the site should be required.
* Requiring a wider buffer between New Road and the town

houses to enhance and maintain the view shed along this state
designated Byway Road.
* Require Historic Lewes Byway review and comment of final site
and final landscape plans prior to approval.
* Require Historic Lewes Byway review and comment of
preliminary architectural renderings and review and comments of
final architectural plans prior to approval.
* Require Historic Lewes Byway review and comment of all
signage visible from New Road before approval and placement.
* Require fence, roadside, pumping station and Canary Creek
Drive buffer landscaping be maintained in perpetuity by HOA
following transition from developer.
* Require landscaping be provided and installed by developer
and/or its assigns during the next planting season following the
installation of infrastructure immediately adjacent to or part of the
area of landscaping.
* Require permanent easement from New Road to back of
property to allow for future trail connection.
* Bringing in fill dirt can cause more water to run onto lower
grade neighboring properties. You should have an engineer to
look at this and make sure that the water is directed away from
your property.
SETTING DOES NOT FORESEE THE REMOVAL OF ANY
EXISTING TREES
___________________________________________________
Mr. Setting describes the 90-unit attached villa community he
plans to build on New Road 11-26-18
Mr. Setting does not foresee the removal of any existing trees,
and the plan calls for a 10-foot forested buffer with mature trees
along New Road and a 30-foot landscaped buffer between the
development and the homes to the southwest.
SETTING SAID THERE ARE NO REQUIRED BUFFERS ALONG NEW
ROAD UNDER LEWES CODE. HENCE, THERE IS NOTHING

STOPPING HIM … LEGALLY!!!!!
LWP PUMP STATION
New Road is a designated Byway. Let's show some respect to
the significance of that designation and the importance of
protecting the road's view shed by not allowing the placement
and construction of the LWP pump station along the Byway.
Move the pump station to a less conspicuous location, interior to
this proposed community of 90 townhomes, with driveway
access to the pump station provided from an interior public
street.
DO THE RIGHT THING FOR THE GOOD PEOPLE OF LEWES
It is my FERVENT PRAYER for all the good people of Lewes
and its surrounding communities that wisdom and foresight will
prevail in the minds of our local leaders to do the RIGHT
THINGS for the sole benefit of the people they were entrusted to
serve.

Respectfully,

John Hurlock

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marian Bayles
Thomas West
the "Lewes Waterfront Preserve" (90 townhomes proposed for the Brittingham Property along Canary Creek on
New Road)
Friday, January 18, 2019 2:07:08 PM

Hello. I would be sorry to have the condos at subject mentioned location. There is plenty of land available outside
of town. Most people can afford a car to drive from the out of town communities to the beach. Also there are far
too few physicians in our area to keep up with the new population growth.

Sent from my iPad

