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character of surrounding areas. Infrastructure is available in the area to serve
future development of the site.

Mr. Brode wished to make it clear he has nothing to do with this even
though it says Brodie Holdings.

Mr. Buckson asked about the TIS. He sees a level of service for TIS and one
for which appears to be JMT. Is that traditional and because they conflict,
how does that work?

The Applicant will actually hire an engineer to do the TIS, answered Ms.
Keifer. DelDot will review but it is not actually their Staff that always
reviews — they hire another consultant to review on behalf of DelDot.
Looking at what each company comes up with, they then determine what is
appropriate and develop recommendations to address any deficiencies in
level of service.

So, said Mr. Buckson, we are looking at two separate ones but in the end the
recommendations are reflective of whatever is they came to a consensus on?

Yes, answered Ms. Keifer.

Did we come to a determination of the level of service with the shopping
center and then without? When it says “with” does that include any potential
road improvements, asked Mr. Buckson?

For the road segments or the intersections where improvements are
contemplated, the Table actually goes on to look at not only with a shopping
center/without a shopping center but also with the improvements, explained
Ms. Keifer. They continue studying with all factors in play.

Public Hearing is Open on Ordinance LC10-11
IN FAVOR

Z. Brodie, 300 Bullyrock Farm LN, Queen Annes Co., MD and his
grandson, Harry Keiser 830 High St., Chestertown, MD — Both are present
on behalf of Brodie Holdings and in favor of the change.

Mr. Banta said he noticed at the previous hearing, before RPC, you had legal
representation. Obviously, you chose not to do that tonight.

She chose not to represent us tonight, said Mr. Keiser, because she
apparently works for you guys. Crystal Carey, does she not work for you

guys?
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She still has the opportunity to speak on your behalf, said Mr. Banta. I have
no problems with anything. '

IN OPPOSITION

None
Public Hearing is Closed on Ordinance LC10-11
Gavel is handed to Vice President Angel.

M-121-10 Mr. Banta moved to approve Ordinance LC10-11 because the character of
the neighborhood has changed; RPC voted unanimously to recommend
approval; Staff recommends approval and there was no public opposition;
seconded by Mr. Ennis.

Roll Call:

Mr. Banta — yes

Mr. Brode — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Buckson — yes, all reasons stated

Mr. Eaby - yes, reasons stated and application does remove a split zoning
Mr. Ennis — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Sweeney — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Angel — yes, reasons stated

Roll Call reveals 7 yeas in favor of approval

PETITION FOR CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL:

Mr. Angel:

Application Number: C-10-03; Applicant: Christel E. Henderson; Owners:
Dean P. Hay & Christel E. Henderson; Present Zoning District: RMH
(Residential Manufactured Home); Present Use: Residential; Proposed Use:
Same with Home Day Care; Area and Location: 0.25 acres + located on the
northwest side of Rustic Lane, approximately 475 feet northeast of North
Wayne Avenue, northwest of Dover, Kent County Property Identification
Number: ED-00-057.02-02-30.00-000
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Ms. Keifer gave a brief summary. RPC took testimony on May 6 and on May 13
voted unanimously to recommend approval per Staff recommendation.

Mr. Eaby asked about a requirement, if the basement is used, that it needs another
egress. Is that just referring to the basement has to have an exit?

If the basement is used, answered Ms. Keifer. It was more advisory than
anything. Ifit is used as part of the day care then another egress would have to be
provided.

Public Hearing is Open on Application C-10-03

IN FAVOR

Christel Henderson, 279 Rustic LN — I am here because I am trying to get a day
care in my home.

MTr. Banta brought up the fence. You do know one of the conditions is you must
have a fenced in yard and you have had a chance to review the rest of the
requirements mandated by County Code?

Yep, answered Ms. Henderson.

There is a question about the water in the back yard, said Mr. Banta. Do you
have a sump pump in the back yard pumping water into the yard?

Correct, answered Ms. Henderson.
What are you plans to divert that water, asked Mr. Banta?

That was because this year was a very rainy and snowy season, said Ms.
Henderson. This is the first time we have had an issue with that.

My question, though, said Mr. Banta, is the fence going to be in the rear yard?
Yes, said Ms. Henderson, in the rear yard.

So what are your intentions for the diversion of the water from that sump pump
pulling water out of your basement, asked Mr. Banta?

We would probably move it beyond the fence area, said Ms. Henderson.

Mr. Banta asked Ms. Keifer if they would make sure, if this is approved, that
the water is diverted to an area beyond where these children will be playing.
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Absolutely, said Ms. Keifer, and we are willing to look at the site with the
Applicant.

There were three letters of objection - one questioning the fence, one about water
in backyard and one reference to school yard community, said Mr. Banta. I
wanted to be sure everything was cleared up.

Mr. Eaby verified there was a basement in the house and asked if it was a finished
one.

No, answered Ms. Henderson.

Are you planning to use the basement at all for the day care, asked Mr. Eaby?
No, was Ms. Henderson’s answer.

Mr. Angel said he was at her home when she had a hose coming out the side and
draining water into the front. My concemn was people tripping over the hose, but
all my concerns have been rectified and I have no problem.

Anna Mae Decker, 348 Rustic LN — I have lived on this street for 36 years and
have a deep crawl space. This is the first year we have had water and this is the
first year we have had to pump out water. I am in favor of the day care.
Natashia Wilson, 109 Meetinghouse LN, Dover — I am in favor of the day care
center. We need people to care for children who will help them and give the
proper caring, loving and nurturing they need.

Drew Kohout, 224 S. Market St., Frederica, DE — I am in favor of the day care;
mother of a three year old. I believe Ms. Henderson will be an awesome

person to care for children.

Dean Hay, 279 Rustic LN — Owner of the property; I approve of this. As for the
water, ] believe we could run it down the side of the garage to the back.

Mr. Angel: You say you own the property?
Correct, answered Mr. Hay.

Mr. Angel: The property has a violation for an accessory structure that must be
demolished within 90 days.

The garage in the back, right, said Mr. Hay.

Mr. Angel: It is being demolished?
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If you want it to be, it will be, said Mr. Hay.

Mr. Angel: Well, it has to be according to the Code.

OK, sure, said Mr. Hay.

Mr. Angel: Well, I just want to make sure that’s on the record.

IN OPPOSITION

None

Public Hearing is Closed on Application C-10-03

Mr. Angel made a motion to approve Application C-10-03 for no opposition;

Staff recommendation; occupant receives a CO and the violation is removed on

the building within 90 days; seconded by Mr. Buckson.

Roll Call:

Mr. Angel — yes, per my motion

Mr. Brode — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Buckson — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Eaby — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Ennis — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Sweeney — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Banta — yes, reasons stated

Roll Call reveals 7 yeas.

Mr. Ennis:

1. Resolution 3092, A resolution upon a proposal to extend Kent County
Sewage Disposal District No. 1 pursuant to Section 4606, Chapter 46,
Title 9 of the Delaware Code, as amended (Kitts Hummock Area —
Additional Properties)

This deals with additional properties where we have received petitions to be

added to the Kitts Hummock Sewer District Expansion, states Mr. Medlarz. Once
you get to the Willow Tree Mobile Home Park all properties beyond that towards
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Kitts Hummock will be in the sewer district if approved. This has been reviewed
by SAB and recommended for approval. A feasibility study has been prepared
and the findings were included in the recommendations to the Advisory Board
and there is no negative impact to the sewer system. Funding is in place and we
feel no additional monies have to be secured.

They voted to have this extended; is that we are dealing with here or is it
separate, asked Mr. Buckson?

Mr. Medlarz states there is no vote unless by Code. There is a 30 day

period during which the residents, as well as the property owners in this particular
area to be extended, have the right to petition us for a vote. It is a very complex
vote. It involves people who live in the area who own property plus it involves
assessment values of the area. We have not had a referendum in well over 12
years. If we received 10% of the residents in the area requesting a vote we would
have to conduct one or drop the extension. For that particular purpose we do
advertise the Resolution so the residents have the opportunity to act on it. When
we receive a petition we verify the petition; call all the owners and make sure
they understand there are fees associated with signing for a petition. This
particular one happens to be unanimous. I do not expect any potential for a
referendum.

Public Hearing is Open on Resolution 3092
IN FAVOR

Michael Costello, 3083 Kitts Hummock RD — I am president of Kitts Hummock
Improvement Assoc. and one of the two that began this journey 5 or 6 years ago.
I am here in support of this vote for the extension of the sewer district. We feel it
is a milestone in the development of not only Kitts Hummock but also in the area
between Kitts Hummock and Route 13, 113 and the Dover Air Force Base. We
appreciate all the opportunities and help the County has done to help us along. 1
am in favor of this.

Mr. Buckson said he was looking at a Resolution that speaks to the 2005
meeting. My question is was there a lot of opposition at that meeting?

When we first started this, said Mr. Costello, there were probably three to five
people that were in opposition and they still are. Our community has a lot of
retired people on fixed incomes and several people own several properties. The
impact to them financially is going to be significant even though the County has a
means to help people with hook-up fees etc. There are still a couple of people
who feel their systems are doing OK; they haven’t needed anyone to come out to
do anything to it and now you want me to spend $1,250 for hook-up and $800 a
year, what are we getting for our money? Personally, I was one of the first to sign
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up for this and believe it is called progress. Not everyone agrees. We had a super
majority when the vote was taken and a lot of people spoke in favor.

I have more of a concern than question, said Mr. Buckson. Iknow in speaking to
some of the Staff, there is the potential for, in the extreme case, someone to lose
their home because of the inability to pay. Suppose you own three properties and
suddenly hit with three large scale bills. Do we have a means to remedy that; are
we dealing with anything along those lines?

Mr. Medlarz explained that by approving this tonight you are significantly
reducing that fee by spreading out the cost over more users. That is important.
You may recall that we had a similar discussion about the little community
further north, why would we not include roadway properties. The reason this is
so different is because there are a number of properties which can be served by
the pump station in the Willow Tree MH park. We are talking over a dozen and
if that is the case, the pump station will be built anyway and the additional
improvements or costs necessary to hook up these twelve is not very high
compared to individual grinder pumps. Some of the properties along that road are
close together so two can be served by one unit. Again there are some savings to
be had. That is why this project overall is beneficial to the user rates. Ididn’t
want to have this discussion because I thought this should stand on its
environmental merit more than trying to save a few dollars. Yes, I have
personally contacted and spoken with a number of multiple property owners. One
who owns three houses and is a man of means but chooses not to rent out his
houses but he doesn’t like to pay three sewer bills either. I try to advise people
the best way possible. There will always be some who will not be happy with the
actions.

Mr. Costello added comments about how he felt this would add value to the
community for buying or selling.

Mr. Buckson continued by saying in 2005 there was another development in his
district that had this discussion. Ididn’t know anything about it. Four or five
years later I voted to do whatever it is that we did. Three months ago I am sitting
in a room full of people wondering what I just did to them. That is why I am
asking this question. I understand it is a good thing; I understand there will be
people not in favor; I understand that in the end you sometimes have to do what
you have to do. My concern is and will be based on knowledge and some other
situations; are there some people out there that by doing this action are going to
simply have the definite potential of putting them in - foreclosure is what it would
be. That is the concern I have.

I believe the people who have potential to not pay their sewer bill are already in
the district. By you approving this tonight you would lessen the chance for them
going delinquent, said Mr. Medlarz.
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The first year, what is the total bill, asked Mr. Buckson? Do we have an estimate
we gave the residents in 2005 that is different than this year?

Mr. Medlarz did not want to use a particular number tonight.
Are they aware of it, asked Mr. Buckson?

They are, said Mr. Medlarz. Mr. Costello has mentioned the 800 number. By
approving the extension tonight it will be less than that, significantly. We do
have one last arrow in our quiver which I will pull out just because you brought it
up. The Bond Council, Finance Dir. and myself will attempt to fund the $2.4
million loan not through a standard general obligation bond but through a Bill
America Bond. There are a slew of things attached which may or may not work
but we will try our best. If that is the case, the Dept. of Treasury will subsidize
our interest payment by 35% and again further reduce the bill of the citizens of
Kitts Hummock. It doesn’t always work but we will try it.

Mr. Angel said the more we get on the sewer the cheaper it will be for everybody
to use the line. With the few people who have had issues it has not really been
money but other issues. They just don’t want it. You can’t please everyone but
this is the best thing. Iam for it.

Mr. Brode asked how many people were members of the Homeowners Assoc.

Mr. Costello said they have approximately 100 lots with about 85 members.
About 15 people own multiple properties.

What percentage of these people are in favor of this asked Mr. Brode?

Probably there only about four people against it, said Mr. Costello, so that would
leave approximately 70-75 for it. If signing easements is an indication of support,
many came forward early. It was our association that helped set up the public
meeting for the remainder of the easements to be signed.

Nine property owners still have to come in, said Mr. Medlarz.

Mr. Costello told Mr. Buckson he had brought up a very good point — a point our
association has dealt with the five years we have been looking at this. We
actually tried this about ten — fifteen years ago and one of the big issues was the
fact we had a lot of retired people that lived on fixed incomes and this could
possibly become a financial hardship to them. Five years ago we looked at it and
our association discussed it openly and honestly, about the cost. Hans was at our
picnic and presented the proposal. At that time there might have been 7 or 8 but
during the last 5-6 years a lot of people have left Kitts Hummock for various
reasons. I can only say there are maybe 1 or 2 people that this might could
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possibly have a negative financial impact on. It is not widespread. These people
are very aware of it but they have means in which to do this. It is something our
association has considered and it is a sensitive issue but we couldn’t forego the
benefit to 90 in perhaps possibly harming one, so we moved forward with it.

Mr. Buckson appreciated the explanation. For the record, one more time, these
folks know; have been given the knowledge and it could get better, $85 plus $600
plus $1,500 or $1,400 hook-up. That total is what they can expect in the first
year.

I didn’t say $600 said Mr. Medlarz, you did.

(inaudible) $685 to be exact, said Mr. Buckson. (comments that could not be
heard) I want to make sure I know the number they know.

That is the amount if it is passed with a certain interest rate as it is in place. If we
succeed in issuing Build America Bonds the numbers will change, explained Mr.
Medlarz.

What I am saying, said Mr. Buckson, is they have an understanding of a number
right now that won’t be way off the mark — it won’t be plus, it might be minus.

It will be that number or somewhat less, said Mr. Medlarz.
Mr. Costello explained that they do a newsletter every three months and this has
been one of the ongoing topics. About twice a year we put in a dollar amount as a

rough estimate so everyone is informed as to the amount.

IN OPPOSITION

None

Public Hearing is Closed on Resolution 3092

Mr. Ennis moved that Resolution 3092 be adopted; a Resolution upon a proposal
to extend Kent County Sewage Disposal District No. 1 pursuant to Section 4606,
Chapter 46, Title 9 of the Delaware Code, as amended (Kitts Hummock Area —-
Additional Properties); seconded by Mr. Angel.

Roll Call:

Mr. Angel — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Brode — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Buckson — yes, reasons stated
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Mr. Eaby — yes, reasons stated and no opposition
Mr. Ennis — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Sweeney — yes, reasons stated

Mr. Mr. Banta - yes, reasons stated

Roll Call reveals 7 yeas in favor

CLOSE PUBLIC HEARINGS

OLD BUSINESS

Mr. Ennis:
1. Resolution 3093, A Resolution confirming Resolution 2514 adopted by
Kent County on March 8, 2005 which approved an extension to the Ken
County Sewer Disposal District No. 1 to provide wastewater disposal
services to the Kitts Hummock Area

Mr. Ennis moved that Resolution confirming Resolution 2514 adopted by Kent
County on March 8, 2005 which approved an extension to the Kent County Sewer
Disposal District No. 1 to provide wastewater disposal services to the Kitts
Hummock Area be adopted; seconded by Mr. Eaby; carried by Roll Call vote 7 yea

NEW BUSINESS

Mr. Sweeney:
1. Resolution 3121, Support for Senate Bill 252 re: Zoning Legislation

Ms. Tanaka read the Resolution into the record.

Mr. Sweeney moved to approve Resolution 3121, Support for Senate Bill 252
deleting the requirement of physical postings for proposed zoning changes
sponsored by Senator Bushweiller, Representative Blakey, Senator Ennis, and
Representatives Carson and Walls; seconded by Mr. Buckson;.

Mr. Eaby asked for a correction in the first paragraph. After the word to and
before the word rezoned add “be”.

Roll Call on motion reveals 7 yeas.
Mr. Angel:

1. Action Item from May 18" Administration Committee Meeting: Job
Description Review:
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Mr. Kujala states the Memo is based on the meeting of last Tuesday and consists
of the original three position descriptions and an additional change for the
Receiver of Tax office and Public Works. It was requested that each one be voted
on separately.

a) Electrician’s Helper
This is a new position that was part of the budget and approved. It is an entry
level position for an individual to help the electrician and eventually progress to
an Electrician Three.

Mr. Angel moved to approve Electrician’s Helper; seconded by Mr. Eaby; carried
by Roll Call vote 7 yeas.

b) Clerk

This is one of the lowest graded positions in the County. Approval was granted
to change the hours from 35 to 40 starting July 1. The revision incorporates that
change.

Motion was made by Mr. Angel to approve; seconded by Mr. Brode; carried by
Roll Call vote 5 yeas, 2 nays (Buckson, Eaby).

¢) License Specialist

Levy Court Commissioners agreed to change the hours of the position and this
updates the description, changing it from 35 to 40 hours.

Mr. Angel moved to approve the revised position description of License
Specialist change from 35 hours per week for Clerk of the Peace; seconded by
Mr. Sweeney; carried by Roll Call vote 5 yeas, 2 nays (Buckson, Eaby).

d) Tax Clerk I

The Governor recently signed Legislation that eliminates the Receiver of Taxes
office. This changes the position description from basically reporting to the
Receiver of Taxes and eliminates a reference to that position and incorporates it
into the Finance Dept.

Mr. Eaby wanted to clarify that the tax positions being re-classified were under
the Receiver of Taxes and the same individuals will keep their jobs and are being
re-classified.

It is not really a re-classification, says Mr. Kujala, it is an acknowledgement in
the position description that Receiver of Taxes doesn’t exist any more and they
now report to the Finance Director per statute.
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Mr. Sweeney asked if all the finance positions could be approved in one motion.
Mr. Banta thought that would be appropriate.

e) Tax Clerk II

f) Tax Clerk III

g) Cashier

h) Monition Program Administrator

Mr. Angel moved to approve the five positions Tax Clerk [, Tax Clerk II, Tax
Clerk III, Cashier, and Monition Program Administrator; seconded by Mr. Eaby;
carried by Roll Call vote 7 yeas.

i) Electrician I

Public Works Dir. desired to add a limited license requirement to the Electrician
I. That is a license issued by the State Board of Electrical Examiners and the
revision adds that requirement.

Mr. Brode asked how long they had to meet this requirement.

They have to make application, said Mr. Kujala; sometimes they have to take an
exam. It is based on the number of years of experience. A person who is already
working would need to work under a master electrician for three years before
being eligible for a limited license.

Mr. Angel moved to approve Electrician I as to revision of Mr. Kujala; seconded
by Mr. Sweeney; carried by Roll Call vote 7 yeas.

Mr. Eaby:
1. Introduction of Sewer District Assessment Roll Resolutions for public
hearing at 7:15 p.m. on June 15, 2010:
a) Resolution 3095 - Bakers Choice Sewer District Assessment Roll
b) Resolution 3096 - Bowers Sewer District Assessment Roll
¢) Resolution 3097 - Burtonwood Village Sewer District Assessment Roll
d) Resolution 3098 - Capitol Park Sewer District Assessment Roll
e) Resolution 3099 — Carlisle Village Sewer District Assessment Roll
f) Resolution 3100 - Cheswold Sewer District Assessment Roll
g) Resolution 3101 - Colony West Sewer District Assessment Roll
h) Resolution 3102 — Dover Air Force Base Sewer District Assessment Roll
1) Resolution 3103 — Dykes Branch Sewer District Assessment Roll
j) Resolution 3104- Felton Sewer District Assessment Roll
k) Resolution 3105- Frederica Sewer Assessment Roll
1) Resolution 3106- Garrisons Lake I Sewer District Assessment Roll
m) Resolution 3107- Garrisons Lake II Sewer District Assessment Roll
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n) Resolution 3108- Garrisons Lake IV Sewer District Assessment Roll
0) Resolution 3109- Garrisons Lake V Sewer District Assessment Roll
p) Resolution 3110 — Generals Green Sewer District Assessment Roll
q) Resolution 3111 — Hartly Sewer District Assessment Roll

r) Resolution 3112- Isaacs Sewer District Assessment Roll

s) Resolution 3113- Kenton Sewer District Assessment Roll

t) Resolution 3114- Little Creek Sewer District Assessment Roll

u) Resolution 3115- Little Heaven Sewer District Assessment Roll

v) Resolution 3116- Magnolia Sewer District Assessment Roll

w) Resolution 3117 — North Magnolia Sewer District Assessment Roll
x) Resolution 3118- Northeast (NESSD) Sewer District Assessment Roll
y) Resolution 3119- Smyrna-Clayton Sewer District Assessment Roll
z) Resolution 3123 South Central Sewer District Assessment Roll

aa) Resolution 3124 Tidbury Sewer District Assessment Roll

Each Resolution was read into the minutes by Mr. Eaby.

2. Introduction of 2 Recovery Zone Facility Bond Financing Allocation

Ordinances for public hearing on June 15, 2010 at 7:15 P.M.:

a) Ordinance LC10-19, An Ordinance authorizing the issuance of
Kent County, Delaware Recovery Zone Facility Bonds in an
amount not to exceed $4,400,000 for the benefit of Harrington
Plaza, LLC to finance the construction of a Walgreens Pharmacy

and retail store

b) Ordinance LC10-20, An Ordinance authorizing the issuance of
Kent County, Delaware Recovery Zone Facility Bonds in an
amount not to exceed $7,500,000 for the benefit of Reed
Investments and Deewit, LLC to finance certain costs related to

the redevelopment of the Dover Mart
The above two Ordinances were read into the minutes by Mr. Eaby.
OTHER BUSINESS

2. Move to have Executive Session immediately following the Committee
Meetings on Tuesday, June 8, 2010, for preliminary discussion on site
acquisition for a publicly funded capital improvement; legal strategy session
regarding collective bargaining or pending or potential litigation; and
personnel matters pursuant to 29 Del.C. 10004(b)(2), (4) and (9)

Mr. Eaby moved to have Executive Session immediately following the
Committee Meetings on Tuesday, June 8, 2010, for preliminary discussion on site
acquisition for a publicly funded capital improvement; legal strategy session
regarding collective bargaining or pending or potential litigation; and personnel
matters pursuant to 29 Del.C. 10004(b)(2), (4), and (9); seconded by Mr. Brode;
carried by Roll Call vote 7 yeas.
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INFORMATION ITEMS

Mr. Banta attended the retirement party for John Willson — went very well. Also
went to DPD and spent about a half hour signing a document that only the
President of Levy Court could to do to get them a grant of $85,000. Press is not
here; too bad City won’t get to know I took the time out of my valuable schedule
to help the City of Dover. That’s OK.

Mr. Petit de Mange gave a brief up-date on the library. Lights are in; electrical
final tomorrow; Fire Marshall final is scheduled for Thursday along with the
County Inspections Dept. final. This Friday and next Tuesday are days when the
site will be cleaned and prepped for our moving in; carpet to go down Tuesday
and Wednesday and we take the building over on June 3. The moving process
will begin the following week, week of June 7. Some of the furniture will not
arrive until the week of June 14. We are looking towards an opening of the
facility on June 21. We plan to close the current facility at the end of business on
June 8 and will be out of business for a brief time. A dedication ceremony is
planned for June 29 — an Open House type of event beginning at 4:00 P.M. with a
ceremony at 5 P.M. and then our Business Meeting at 7.

The Kesselring property acquisition is on track and will occur on or before June
14.

Mr. Banta asked about June 22 — said they had talked about that being the official
date of signing at 6:30. Are we still set for that?

Mr. Petit de Mange said that was not confirmed. He spoke with Mr. Phillips from
the Conservation Fund; he was to make contact with the family to see if they
would like to do something at the property. He will get back to me. I will keep
you posted.

Mr. Brode wished to welcome Mr. Pepper and Mr. & Mrs. Green to Levy Court.
PUBLIC COMMENTS

None

COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS

Mr. Angel commented on the opening of the Dog Park on Saturday. It was
attended by about 65 people and went well.

Mr. Sweeney said there were probably about 30 dogs there at one time. 1
commend the Staff for the great job they did putting in the two fire hydrants.
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That is a nice touch in the middle of the field and the water bowls that drain so
that water doesn’t get stagnant and the handles are dog bones. Great job!

ADJOURN

Motion was made by Mr. Brode, seconded by Mr. Angel and carried by Roll Call
vote 7 yeas to adjourn the meeting. 9:00 P.M.

Loretta L. Wootten ; ?’?:th

Kent County Clerk of the Peace

29 Del.C. §10004(e)(2). The Agenda items as listed may not be considered in
sequence. This Agenda is subject to change to include additional items including
Executive Sessions or the deletion of items including Executive Sessions, which
arise at the time of the meeting.



