From: deercrossmmm@aol.com <deercrossmmm@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2020 3:41 PM
To: Glenn Mandalas <glenn@bmbde.com>
Subject: Lewes Public Comment, MCC, Fisher’s Cove

To: Mayor Becker; Deputy Mayor Beaufait; Councilpersons Morgan, Osler, Reardon
Cc: City Attorney Mandalas, City Manager Townshend
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Fisher’s Cove proposal. Having
spoken at the final LPC Public Hearing in August, our viewpoint and concerns have
been expressed and likely either heard then or the written record already reviewed.
In candor we are disappointed to not yet have been contacted as regards not
only the few specific ethics concerns mentioned, but also those additional
referenced. But this process is new to us in the city of Lewes so we remain optimistic.
If only at a minimum, our experiences and observations, as detailed in
contemporaneous notes, may be helpful so as to avoid potential future liability.
So today, we respectfully submit for your consideration comments exclusive to the
proposal itself, and will remain hopeful that a separate time can be scheduled in
order to learn the full scope of the ethics issues as they relate to this proposal.
Impact Statement
Our family is not from Lewes. We and our forebears were neither born,
educated, married, nor did we go to war from, nor as yet died here – which
from all we have heard puts us in the majority of persons whom we have
listened to since fall 2018, weighing in on this matter.
Unlike many in opposition, this is not an “I stand in solidarity with …”
statement. We actually live adjacent to the acreage in question and
thus would experience for the rest of our days ramifications of development
just as, conversely, we have benefited from delays of development.
[Note: As we have already expressed at the LPC Public Hearing what we were
told by the City Planner fall 2018, that the property of the Henry Fisher was
not of sufficient dimension to accommodate insertion of an additional
road as requested by residents, we do not address that matter here
despite just learning of a recurrence of that same request. Clearly for reasons

of safety and the welfare of the public alone that plan is not feasible from
anyone’s perspective.]
The world as it was for us in Lewes decades ago is a fond memory
though time does color history. Yes we have more restaurants now and there
is never a day - in the week or the year - that town is closed, but I don’t
remember starving before nor being upset that say, the Jolly Trolley, charter
buses, or various wholesale food supply trucks were not in town. Lots of
change. Lots of adjustments.
As one neighbor expressed when they said they enjoyed being in a ‘forgotten
neighborhood’ of Lewes, we fully concur. But with shared benefit comes
shared burden and throughout Lewes residents, no matter tenure, have had
to willingly or not adjust to increases in traffic and ever
changing vistas. As Cape Gazette Publisher Dennis Forney, quoting Frank
Lloyd Wright, wrote: “If you want the view you have to buy the view.” We
would still like ours back. We want the view we had when first in our house.
And the traffic we had then, too. Of course this would mean razing a great
number of homes of our neighbors, but our view is important to us so surely
we can be accommodated.
Paradoxically time has frozen, or rather gone backward on Rodney
Avenue. As of our original research, property records show that just 4 of the
14 homeowners list 19958 as their address; in 1998 virtually every resident
did. What a wonderful and serendipitous change. It explains why in
opposition letters, e.g. of Mary Roth, resident of one of the rental properties
at 124, Rodney Avenue is declared in glowing terms as the “gold-standard” of
neighborhoods in Lewes, because neighbors routinely gather in the middle of
the street to chat and share stories.
Had we the opportunity we would ask Ms. Roth how residing in the last
house of a – for all intents and purposes - dead end street, for which the
visible road stub serves as private parking for the rental properties at 124 and
129; on property contiguous on two sides with an undeveloped 11 acre parcel
paid for and maintained by a private citizen, exactly squares with the motto
of her organization: “Connectivity”. We support the notion that we all be
connected. We just don’t understand the expectation of selectivity and nonapplicability for some, and particularly not when those some are
of or close with City leadership.

From what I recall of the research, as planned, Hoornkill Avenue has 34
homes. And the section of Rodney Avenue, up to that visible road
spur,currently has 14, which, with the addition of 18 homes would total 32.
Parity. But also simple follow through of the original plan according to Sussex
County Property Records.
We thank the New Castle County attorney Mr. Rhodunda in clarifying the
issue at hand with the term he utilized in his fall 2018 presentation to the
LPC: NIMBY – as succinct as it gets. We empathize. Fully empathize. Lewes
has changed. We would like the past back too. But independent of the
explosive growth of our town, was it not simply a matter of time before an
11acre property would be developed? The fact that land values have
increased so is icing on the cake for any original owner certainly, for which all
of us have the Chamber, among others, to thank. Regardless, in the
21 century, eleven (11) acre tracts of land on the East Coast in waterfront
towns typically don’t getforgotten.
st

A Solution – or – What’s Your Number?
We agree traffic in Lewes and the region has grown entirely unreasonable
and deleterious to living a peaceful life. We just don’t feel the addition of a
dozen and a half homes which can accommodate year round families is the
source of the area’s traffic woes. In fact we welcome the stability, diversity of
age and culture; and addition of, in the words of our Mayor “intellectual
capital that benefits Lewes” that an influx of new families would provide our
town, not to mention significant guaranteed income from temporal and
annual taxes.
As a positive step as well as to stem what we have personally witnessed to
be rising tensions and hostilities in town, we respectfully offer this resolution:
what if we review and curate annually the quantity and quality of scheduled
events. Given the caliber of our eminently successful Chamber of Commerce
it seems they have just been too effective in growing existing events while
also continually adding new ones. But whose town is it anyway? What is
our citizens’ Quality of Life worth?
What 20 or 30 years ago was a one panel double spaced card of the Annual
Calendar of Events has exploded to a current eight panel single space, no

margins listing of events and happenings twelve (12) months a year. Why? Is
more always better? Or is it sometimes just more? We seem to have only
two speeds – inaugural and annual. I just hold my breath whenever I
hear that word inaugural because I know it’s a year away from being
forever. Maybe we could rephrase it ‘exclusive’, ‘special’, or ‘one
time’. Maybe something just doesn’t quite end up meeting the criteria set for
a proscribed vetting upgrade to ‘post inaugural’.
What are the criteria? Do we want criteria? I think so, because first and
foremost the residents here deserve quality of life. Shoulder season is gone.
When is Lewes about the residents’ experience and not the tourists’
experience? We could do better, as any of the army of committed volunteers,
including all of you who so generously donate your time and talents - often
quite tediously - throughout the year, might agree.
In closing we would like to address our comments to the person in charge of
Opponents to this proposal, and to whom we were brought initially when our
involvement in this process was first solicited – Rodney Avenue
resident Ms. Pinto. Our fail for not paying better attention to the Cape
Gazette all these years, as we had never heard of nor known who Ms. Pinto
was nor the extent of her participation in and promotion of various high
volume events in Lewes. While we respectfully
acknowledge her enthusiasm for a range of commercially successful pursuits
including the Lewes Garden Tour, Historic Lewes Farmers’ Market, Lewes
Historical Society, etc.; we would gently urge her as well as ourselves, in any
quietmoments, to reflect on how one’s actions and those of fellow
participants, contribute to the increases of traffic in and around Lewes.
We would encourage the same thoughtful reflection of that question for
anyone frustrated with the state of affairs with traffic as it
is today. It remains perplexing to us that persons speaking in opposition to
the proposal for 18 homes for residents, at the same time so energetically
promote and support events responsible for year round volume increases
totaling e.g. 43,000;100,000; 30,000; 15,000. (Please note these figures,
taken from published reports are dated by min. 2 years. Revisions are
welcome.)
Thank you for your kind consideration and year round commitment to the
citizenry of Lewes.

Respectfully submitted,
Meghan Malinowski
Pilottown Road

