
MINUTES OF THE KENT COUNTY LEVY COURT 
REGULAR BUSINESS MEETING 

KENT COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLEX 
555 BAY ROAD, DOVER, DE 

LEVY COURT CHAMBER, ROOM 203 
Tuesday, October 27, 2015 

Call to Order 

The Regular Business meeting of the Kent County Levy Court was called to order 
at 7:00P.M. by President Banta. 

Invocation & Pledge of Allegiance 

The Invocation was led by Mr. Howell and the Pledge of Allegiance was led by 
Mr. Angel. 

Moment of Silence for our Troops 

A moment of silence was observed for our Troops led by Mr. Sweeney. 

Roll Call and Determination of Quorum 

Bradley S. Eaby 
Allan F. Angel 
Eric L. Buckson 
Glen M. Howell 
Terry L. Pepper 
George W. Sweeney, Sr. 
P. Brooks Banta 

Vice President 
Commissioner 
Commissioner 
Commissioner 
Commissioner - absent 
Commissioner 
President 
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There are six (6) Commissioners present, one (1) absent (Pepper). 

Additions/Deletions to Agenda -None 

Adoption of the Agenda 

M-200-15 Motion was made by Mr. Eaby, seconded by Mr. Sweeney and carried by Roll 
Call vote six (6) yeas one (1) absent (Pepper) to adopt the Agenda as presented. 

Consent Agenda 15-14 
The items on the Consent Agenda were discussed in Committee on 

Tuesday, October 20, 2015. They are considered routine and/or non-controversial 
and will be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Levy Court. There will be 
no separate discussion of this item unless a Commissioner so requests, in which 
event the item shall be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered 
separately under New Business. 

Items from the October 20, 2015 Committee Meetings: 
• Recreation Center Change Orders 
• Stormwater Maintenance District- Technical Advisory Committee 
• Septage Receiving Project - Dover Products Site - Duffield 

Associates, Inc. - Additional Authorization 
• Capacity Expansion and Nutrient Removal Upgrade Project - PC 

Construction Change Order #4 

M-201-15 Motion was made by Mr. Sweeney, seconded by Mr. Howell and carried by Roll 
Call vote six (6) yeas one (1) absent (Pepper) to approve Consent Agenda 15-14 
as presented. 

Approval of Regular Business Meeting Minutes of Tuesday, October 13, 
2015 

M-202-15 Motion was made by Mr. Angel, seconded by Mr. Sweeney and carried by Roll 
Call vote six (6) yeas one (1) absent (Pepper) to approve the Regular Business 
Meeting Minutes ofTuesday, October 13, 2015 as presented. 

Pres. Banta said Commissioner Pepper will be here in about seven minutes. 

PRESENTATIONS 
1. Employee of the Month 

Dianne M. Rager has been selected EOM for the month of November 2015. This 
was read into the record by Ms. Tanaka. She has worked for Kent County since 
October 2012 and is Chief Deputy Register of Wills. According to Register of 
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Wills Harold Brode, "Dianne is highly respected in the Court system and by staff 
for her vast knowledge of court procedures." Dianne resides in Commissioner 
Buckson's and Pepper's districts. 

Mr. Brode was present as was Ms. Rager. Mr. Brode gave positive comments. 
County Administrator and Commissioners met down front to present Ms. Rager 
her certificate. 

INTRODUCTIONS -None 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

While waiting for Staff to get prepared Pres. Banta had comments in 
reference to Item #1 under his name and Mr. Angel's. He noticed there were a 
number of people present from the various districts for storm water 
management. He requested that if there are a lot in favor not everyone needs to 
speak. It would be nice to have a spokesperson for each one in order to go 
through them quickly and efficiently. Anyone in opposition will have time to 
speak as well. 

Ms. Keifer stated this Public Hearing is being conducted for the purpose of giving 
the citizens of Kent County the opportunity to provide testimony to the Levy 
Court on the item that is before them that has been referred from the Regional 
Planning Commission. Everyone will have an opportunity to speak. All 
Statements will be made from the podium at the front of the room. For the 
record, please give your name and address. Copies of any written statements or 
exhibits used during the testimony should be provided to the Clerk of the Peace 
for inclusion in the record for that item. The procedure will be as follows: 

The president or the staff will introduce the application; 

Levy Court will then receive testimony from all of those in favor; 

Testimony will then be received from those in opposition; 

After everyone has had an opportunity to speak, the President will declare the 
hearing on that application closed and the Levy Court will consider their decision. 
Decisions will be made this evening, by the Levy Court, based upon public 
testimony received this evening as well as a recommendation report submitted to 
the Levy Court from the Regional Planning Commission. Ms. Keifer requested 
that the RPC recommendation report be included as part of the permanent record 
for this proceeding. 

The Public Notice of this hearing was published in the October 9, 2015 edition of 
the Delaware State News. 
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Mr. Pepper has arrived. 

PETITION FOR CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL: 

Mr. Buckson: 
1. Application # I Name: C-15-05 I Penawell, Keith; Zoning District I 

Proposed Use: AR (Agricultural Residential) I Residential with Home
Based Contractor Establishment; Area & Location I ID#: 1.0± acres on 
the northeast side of Dickens Ln. within South Glen development, approx. 
1,107'± east of Pickwick Blvd., northeast of Felton I SM-00-129.02-02-
16.00-000 

Ms. Keifer states this property is located within the South Glen development 
northeast of Felton. RPC took testimony on October 1 and at the October 8 
meeting voted unanimously to recommend approval with some additional 
conditions you will see on the second page of your report; specifically, any 
employee parking be behind the front setback line and screened from adjacent 
properties; hours of operation be limited to 7 AM to 7 PM; any servicing of 
vehicles or equipment will be conducted within the building in the back and 
within the hours of 7 AM to 1 OPM. 

Mr. Eaby asked if that was seven days a week or is there day limitation? 

Ms. Keifer stated RPC did not consider limitations on days; do not know that 
Applicant submitted any either then immediately apologized saying it is on the 
second page of the report- it is Monday through Friday. 

Public Hearing is Open on Application C-15-05 

IN FAVOR 

Ellen Penawell, owner of property- son and daughter-in-law run the business; 
started small; grown faster than intended but not big enough to move elsewhere; 
have tried to comply with all wishes of Kent County; zoning problems have been 
addressed; I am in favor of this; it helps the community by taking care of snow 
removal at no charge and tries to be mindful of their rights and properties. 

IN OPPOSITION 

Tracy Hearn, 133 Dickens LN, Felton, DE - Would like to clarify - it does 
operate seven days a week. I am one property over and the excess noise he has 
caused has been such a nuisance. It is not only the noise, but we now have heavy 
trucks in the neighborhood and equipment; we have increased traffic and it is fast 
moving; small children play in the neighborhood and we are in constant fear one 
of them will be in the road when one of the trucks go by; we did not move into 
this neighborhood to have to deal with those type of things; I understand the 
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Homeowner Assoc. did not take effect but it is clearly in the rules when we 
moved in that this type of business would not be allowed; working on cars -
about two weeks ago I had my grandchild out swinging and as they were working 
on cars I heard the worse profanity I have heard in my life; it was completely 
unacceptable; I disagree with the fact he is trying to modify himself to the 
community; this morning I had to wait for them to move out of the road because 
they had two big trailers with trucks blocking the entire road; that is just a little of 
what is going on; he goes seven days a week at whatever hour he pleases. 

Mr. Sweeney said one of the letters stated he has been in operation for a number 
of years at this location. 

At first, said Ms. Hearn, he was just a landscaping business; there was no notice 
of traffic, no anything. I would say it is only about the past six months it has 
become a problem. He switched over his business and now operating some type 
of recovery business where he cleans out places. We have issues of trash blowing 
into our yard because he has commercial dumpsters. As a landscaper he had a 
truck, a trailer, he left for the day and came back; it was not a problem; now his 
employees are up and down the road; he has four sheds on his property; open and 
closed signs; he's operating a business. 

Mr. Sweeney questioned whether or not he could have the person in favor come 
back. 

Pres. Banta said of course, not now. 

Ms. Hearn then added that the person in favor does not live there. All who live 
there are there every day- we live there. 

Mr. Banta stated he read the record and it did not appear there was any opposition 
at the RPC Hearing. 

Ms. Hearn said they all missed that because they were under the impression that 
because they submitted their letters of objection that was enough. We did more 
research and found we needed to be present. 

Dan Alvarez, 136 Dickens LN - here to support neighbors; nothing particular to 
say but have noticed extreme traffic in our neighborhood; not opposed to 
somebody having a small business in our neighborhood but this has gotten too big 
for the establishment he is trying establish; if we let this pass what else will come 
in; our neighborhood is supposed to be residential. 

Mr. Banta asked him what his reason was for not being at the RPC Hearing. 

I work from 5 until 7 at night; get home pretty late; did not notice the sign; wife 
sent in the letter of opposition; we thought the same thing as Tracey - that that 
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was enough. 

Mr. Sweeney asked Ms. Penawell to come back to the podium. He said to her that 
she had stated in her comments that his business has grown. How has it grown? 

Ms. Penawell said it started as landscaping; as he went he was contacted by 
people wanting him to get into property preservation; basically when banks would 
close on properties they would want him to go in and clean out the property; do 
trash outs, everything; he had dumpsters on the property; he has now removed 
them; that was part of complying with County wishes; as far as hours of operation 
- he is my son and Mom still reigns him in occasionally; Monday through Friday 
would be the hours of operation; anything other than that he can do at my house. 

Has he grown in employees, asked Mr. Sweeney? 

It is more seasonal, answered Ms. Hearn. He has more during the summer hours. 

All equipment is stored on site, asked Mr. Sweeney? They come there and pick it 
up and then go out to wherever they may be working? 

Yes, was Ms. Hearn's answer. 

Mr. Eaby had a couple of questions. Do you reside at that property also? 

I originally purchased the property, said Ms. Hearn. My mother became ill and I 
moved in with her. My son, coming back from P A, needed a place so he has 
taken over and taking care of that property. 

He has a landscaping business, asked Mr. Eaby, and does commercial and 
residential? The answer was yes. 

Landscaping businesses a lot of times do snow plowing in the winter. Does he do 
that, asked Mr. Eaby? 

Correct, said Ms. Hearn; he just started that this past winter. I believe he has 
three trucks with plows. 

And part of the business is the home preservation, asked Mr. Eaby? 

Property preservation, said Ms. Hearn. 

About how many employees or workers show up in the morning for work, asked 
Mr. Eaby? · 

I believe they have four, maybe five, said Ms. Hearn. He has two sons and a 
daughter that work with him and then I believe there are four that come in. I did 
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say something to him about one of them having a loud muffler and we couldn't 
have that. 

Do they come and go during the day or mostly leave in the morning and come 
back in the evening, asked Mr. Eaby. 

Mostly, when they leave in the morning they are gone for the day, said Ms. 
Hearn. The reason he is not here tonight is he got stuck in a job in P A. 

Has he looked into moving the business since it is growing, asked Mr. Eaby? 

At this time, he has not, answered Ms. Hearn. I do not foresee that happening; if 
he continues to grow at this rate he obviously cannot stay there. Financially, you 
have to get stable before you can .... 

Mr. Angel said he guessed the HOA has not formed yet in this community. 

Ms. Hearn said when she bought the place there was no Homeowners Assoc. 
established. I was told there was one originally when the development started but 
it was no longer in motion. I was told by a Realtor there were no deed restrictions 
and found that not to be true; I have learned a lesson to investigate a little better in 
the future. 

Who does the snow plowing for the area, asked Mr. Angel? 

My son did it last year, answered Ms. Hearn. Before that I don't know. 

Is he paid by the Association, asked Mr. Angel? No, was the answer. 

He just does it because he lives there, asked Mr. Angel? 

He does it because he lives there; he needs to get out and recognizes the rest of 
the community needs to get in and out as well, said Ms. Hearn. 

Public Hearing is Closed on Application C-15-05 

This is one of those nights we don't get an easy decision, said Mr. Buckson. 
Fortunately for me, over the last eight years I have been consistent, and want to 
challenge everyone on this Court to be consistent in what their thoughts are. I 
want to start by saying I am a fan of the applicant; a fan of Keith Penawell and his 
success; I hope it continues. There is a history there; I know the young man; with 
that said I want to make sure you know my consistency. Any time an application 
comes in from a homeowner who wants to start a business inside a development 
where there are deed restrictions that clearly identify it "is restricted by the deed, 
my position has always been that I do not favor that application. I do that for one 
simple reason; I am a big believer in property rights but when you choose to own 
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a home in a neighborhood such as the one I live in and I sign the documents 
which include a deed with a restriction on it I do not expect a government to 
override that restriction and allow for or actually vote for those types of things to 
occur. Applications have gone through in the past despite that and I state that for 

M-203-15 the record. Based on that I will now make a motion that we deny Application C-
15-05; seconded by Mr. Pepper. 

Roll Call: 

Mr. Angel - yes, I do not approve this as to reasons stated by Mr. Buckson; I 
support him 

Mr. Buckson - take no pleasure in the vote but absolutely in favor of my motion 
to deny 

Mr. Eaby - I vote to deny also; these are very difficult decisions to make; on the 
one hand you do like to applaud and help out hard working individuals 
that employ people but on the other hand there are property rights and 
Commissioner Buckson is exactly right in stating that he never varies 
from the position he stated; he has been consistent; it is logical; we don't 
necessarily always agree on t,hat but he has been consistent and so in 
viewing the whole situation and looking how the business has grown you 
know you have to respect the rights of the people that have bought the lots 
and relied on the fact that there is a restriction in there that says you can't 
operate a business; there might be a lot of other people that buy lots like 
that and you rely on that; if I look at my own development that has such a 
restriction I would be concerned if businesses started popping up in my 
development because I chose to live there for a reason and many people 
do that; so those are the reasons for my vote for denial 

Mr. Howell - I agree with the comments that have been made about this issue; far 
be it from any of us to do anything to debilitate any kind of business 
because we are very business oriented but there is another principle and 
that is that you don't disrupt households; consequently, with those words 
in mind I do vote in agreement to the motion to deny the application 

Mr. Pepper - I agree with everything that has been said so far; Mr. Buckson is 
correct; he consistently votes against any neighborhood businesses such as 
this and the ones I do vote in favor of tend to be the ones that you don't 
even know they are there like maybe an accountant, some day cares but in 
other words businesses where all activities are performed inside the 
house and like I said businesses that you don't even know are in the 
neighborhood; I don't like to see any outdoor display of equipment or 
anything like that or materials; that goes against the neighborhood; I think 
about what I want in my neighborhood; live in a similar neighborhood and 
I wouldn't want construction equipment in and out; employees in and out 
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day after day; it would get old I am sure so for those reasons and all 
reasons stated tonight I vote in favor to deny this application 

Mr. Sweeney- for all reasons already stated as well as to protect the quality of 
life for the residents to live in that development; I commend Mr. Penawell 
for what he has done to build a business; I have two family members that 
have worked to grow small businesses into larger businesses and had to 
move into new places in order to accommodate those businesses; I can 
appreciate his position but this is a development; there are a lot of families 
in there; quality of life needs to be guarded as well so my vote is a yes 
vote in favor of denial 

Mr. Banta - the only thing that really concerns me is that at the Regional 
Planning Commission public hearing there didn't seem to be anybody that 
showed up to be in opposition to the request; however, it has been brought 
to light there are some issues that need to be considered; after hearing 
Commissioner Buckson's comment then I would have to firmly agree that 
this would not be good for the neighborhood and based on that I vote yes 
for the denial 

Roll Call reveals seven (7) affirmative votes to deny the application. 

STORMW ATER MAINTENANCE DISTRICTS: 

Mr. Banta: 
1. Resolution 3556 Spring Meadow: A Resolution to extend the Kent 

County Stormwater Maintenance District pursuant to Chapter 52, Title 9 
of the Delaware Code and Section 90.4.E(10), Chapter 187 of the Kent 
County Code 

A brief summary was given by Ms. Keifer. This is to extend the stormwater 
maintenance district for Spring Meadow Subd.; majority of lot owners have 
signed the petition in the affirmative; signatures have been verified; all repairs 
have been completed and verified by Conservation District; operation and 
maintenance plan has been finalized; annual fee adopted for FY16 is $28 and a 
separate bill will be sent to homeowners for this year; Staff recommends 
inclusion of Spring Meadow into the district 

Public hearing is Open on Resolution 3556 

IN FAVOR 

Phil Voshell, 198 Sorrell Cir., Spring Meadow - Representing Spring Meadow 
Board of Directors and the community; in support of the petition to be included in 
the stormwater management district; the community supported the petition by a 
majority accomplished through community meetings, social events, door to door 



201 10/27/2015 

contacts and other means; acknowledged resident volunteers; thanked Kent 
County Planning Staff along with Stormwater Maintenance District Staff for their 
support through this. We ask to be included in the Stormwater Management 
District. 

Mr. Eaby thanked Mr. Voshell and other Board members; it takes dedication, 
volunteering and giving of your time. 

IN OPPOSITION - None 

Public hearing is Closed on Resolution 3556 

Gavel is handed to Vice President 

M-204-15 Motion was made by Pres. Banta to approve Resolution 3556 Spring Meadow 
Storm water Management District pursuant to Chapter 52, Title 9 of the Delaware 
Code and Section 90 4.E(10), Chapter 187 ofthe Kent County Code; seconded by 
Mr. Pepper. 

Roll Call: 

Mr. Angel - yes 

Mr. Banta- yes 

Mr. Buckson - yes 

Mr. Howell - yes 

Mr. Pepper- yes 

Mr. Sweeney - yes 

Mr. Eaby- yes, for all reasons stated, no opposition and approved by Staff 

Roll Call reveals seven (7) yeas 

Gavel handed back to President 

Mr. Angel: 
1. Resolution 3557 Lakeshore Village West: A Resolution to extend the 

Kent County Stormwater Maintenance District pursuant to Chapter 52, 
Title 9 ofthe Delaware Code and Section 90.4.E(10), Chapter 187 ofthe 
Kent County Code 

Again, there is a brief summary by Ms. Keifer; for creation for Lakeshore Village 
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West Storm water Maintenance District; encompasses the eight lots of Lakeshore 
Glen as well as 99 lots of Lakeshore Village Subd; majority oflot owners signed 
petition in affirmative; signatures verified by staff; all repairs made; inspected by 
Conservation District; operation and maintenance plan finalized; fee adopted in 
FY16 Budget is $28; if approved that $28 will be billed separately for this year; 
Staff recommends inclusion of Lakeshore Village West in the Storm water 
Maintenance District 

Mr. Sweeney asked how many this was and the answer was eight or nine. 

Public hearing is Open on Resolution 3557 

IN FAVOR 

Judy Desbrow, 240 Moorton Cir. -secretary of Lakeshore Village West HOA; 
attempted to contact all homeowners by means of several public meetings as well 
as mailings, phone calls; every petition received back was positive; not everyone 
responded though; we are excited about joining the district 

Mr. Eaby thanked her for her service of serving on the Board and helping run the 
community. 

IN OPPOSITION -None 

Public hearing is Closed on Resolution 3557 

Finding the proposed Stormwater Maintenance District expansion as adequate 
and appropriate; that all property owners within the district benefit directly or 
indirectly thereby and it is of public interest to extend this Stormwater 

M-205-15 Maintenance District in the manner proposed Mr. Angel moved to approve 
Resolution 3557 creating the Lakeshore Village West Stormwater Maintenance 
District and since there was no opposition and also because I have now inherited 
Lakeshore in my district during the re-districting it is great; new people coming 
forth and I will be seeing you shortly; so yes; seconded by Mr. Pepper. 

Roll Call: 

Mr. Angel- yes, reasons stated 

Mr. Buckson - yes, reasons stated 

Mr. Eaby- yes, reasons stated and no opposition and approval of Staff 

Mr. Howell- yes, reasons stated and no opposition 

Mr. Pepper- yes, reasons stated plus it is a good program 
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Mr. Sweeney - yes, reasons stated 

Mr. Banta- yes, reasons stated 

Roll Call reveals seven yeas. 

Pres. Banta asked Ms. Tanaka to write down that Mr. Pepper arrived at 7:19. 

CLOSE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

OLD BUSINESS -None 

NEW BUSINESS 

Mr. Angel: 
1. Memorandum of Understanding RE: Paramedic Pilot Project m 

Southeastern Kent County 

Mr. Petit de Mange stated that all had a Memorandum from the staff with an 
attached Memorandum of Understanding that has been worked over and out with 
the Local 781 bargaining unit representing our paramedic employees. We met a 
few weeks back to discuss the initiation of implementation of the southeast 
quadrant pilot program approved by the State earlier this year for single medic 
units. That has led to this MOU which lays out the parameters under which we 
will operate the pilot program. This matter has been presented to the union. Mr. 
Briel, Pres. of Local 781 is here; it is my understanding that the membership of 
the union has ratified this MOU; for the record, I had an (?) day; representative 
from AFSCME regarding the impact of this MOU; I want to be clear that the 
MOU, if it is approved and executed by both parties, would survive into future 
collective bargaining agreements unless it is negotiated out. The provisions of the 
MOU, this is our second MOU that we have done, the first one pertains to the 
power unit, done several years ago, both MOU's carry forward unless negotiated 
differently; wanted to state that for the record. 

Mr. Angel said that since Mr. Pepper is Commissioner of Public Safety I would 
like to let him make the motion on this. 

Mr. Buckson is curious; he is public safety but it is our district; I field numerous 
calls; my question is of interest; the Power Unit - it was ratified by the Union 
also, meaning it was agreed upon? 

I assume it was; it was passed, says Mr. Petit de Mange; that was back in 2007 or 
so, prior to the implementation of the Power Unit. Mr. Briel is affirming it was 
approved. 
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Mr. Buckson's question- So that is a living document meaning ... 

Yes, absolutely, answers someone in the background. 

We have held up our end, asked Mr. Buckson? 

As far as I know we have, answered Mr. Petit de Mange. I haven't heard 
anything to the contrary. 

Mr. Faulkner came forward and said we have held to our promise; we keep that 
unit up running; believe right now it is one of the second busiest units; the MOU 
has stood the test of time. 

I was curious what the ratification meant and if we move forward with this one, 
which I intend to, that it is understood throughout that this was agreed upon, said 
Mr. Buckson. This is a good document. 

M-206-15 Unless further comments, Mr. Pepper stated he would move to approve 
Memorandum of Understanding #2 with AFSCME Council 81, Local 781 
representing Kent County paramedics related to a State approved pilot program 
for single medic response and direct the President and Attorney to execute the 
referenced memorandum of Understanding #2 on behalf of Levy Court; seconded 
by Mr. Angel; carried by Roll Call vote seven (7) yeas. 

With his yes vote, Mr. Eaby said this is a great opportunity to help expand the 
service to the areas that have difficulty in getting fast service at times; so we 
applaud the Union and the County for reaching an agreement on this and our 
paramedics and all their hard work that they do both as two units and soon to be a 
small unit so thank you for your service. 

Mr. Pepper also had comments with his vote; happy to be in agreement with this 
document; this is a document that makes everything transparent; it creates trust 
between the paramedics and the County and it is the whole thing with increasing 
the staffing of the paramedics and covering the southeast quadrant of the County 
is a good thing to make that area of the County better and safer for our citizens so 
I am proud to be in favor of this; my vote is yes. 

Mr. Sweeney thanked the guys for coming and being here for the meeting and 
showing their support, and ladies, we appreciate it; my vote is yes. 

Mr. Banta says Commissioner Pepper is right; that quadrant of our County is 
under served and I think with the approval of this motion will allow us to have 
successful situations down there particularly when the sports complex comes into 
reality; there will be sufficient people to take of that so my vote is yes. 

Mr. Petit de Mange wished to express his appreciation to Earl and the Team for 
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working with us on this important step and we greatly appreciate and value the 
partnership that we have; thanks again for putting extra time in to meet with 
myself and Mr. Kujala to hammer this out. 

Mr. Banta then asked if anyone would like to make a comment about this. 

A gentleman (did not give name) came forward and thanked Levy Court for what 
they are doing for the citizens of the southeast quadrant; for County 
Administrator, Mr. Petit de Mange, it was a pleasure - easy to work with, 
cooperative and very understanding; Chief Faulkner working with us and the 
work he does is appreciated by us and to the Commissioners who have taken the 
time to ask me questions; thank you for listening to my point of view; as 
promised, my copies are signed and ready. 

Mr. Banta thanked the gentleman and his team for being present; it is a vote of 
confidence for the County and you and the outstanding and dedicated work you 
do every day saving lives. Wherever I go, I never hear anything negative about 
our paramedics. I don't know how you do it but your response time is 
phenomenal; thank you for being here. 

2. Property Acquisition, Kent County AeroPark Lot 16 

Jim Waddington, Economic Development Dir., stated a Memorandum had been 
distributed discussing the purchase of a property in the Kent County AeroPark; 
Lot 16, tax parcel ED-05-087.00-01-07.16-000; an Agreement of Sale has been 
presented to the owner; he has signed it and it is awaiting signature of the Pres. of 
Kent County Levy Court. We hope to move forward with this. 

Mr. Sweeney asked about funds for paying for Lot 16. 

Mr. Petit de Mange said the source funding is in the Capital Budget General 
Fund; there is an account under Economic Development for land acquisition and 
construction; it is prior year money dating back to FY07; there is a current 
balance of $975,000. 

Mr. Sweeney then spoke of the letter he had in the newspaper today; it states very 
clearly that we are good stewards of tax payer's dollars; this is good use of our 
tax payer's dollars, in my opinion. 

M-207-15 Mr. Angel moved to approve the Agreement of Sale between Kent County Levy 
Court and Monster Racing, Inc., for that certain parcel of land with improvements 
described as Kent County Industrial Park, Lot 16, tax parcel ED-05-087.00-01-
07 .16-000, and authorize the president of Levy Court to execute said Agreement 
of Sale on behalf of Kent County Levy Court; seconded by Mr. Eaby; carried by 
Roll Call vote seven (7) yeas. 
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OTHER BUSINESS 

2. Vote to have Executive Session following the Committee Meetings on 
Tuesday, November 3, 2015 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); 

M-208-15 Motion was made by Mr. Eaby to have Executive Session following the 
Committee Meetings on Tuesday, November 3, 2015 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. Sweeney; carried by roll Call vote seven (7) yeas. 

INFORMATION ITEMS 

Captain Bob Hawkins retired from the DE State Police this past week, stated Mr. 
Sweeney. At the Crime Watch meeting on Thursday, Cap. Dixon informed me 
that Gil Purcell has been appointed to Bob Hawkins' position at Headquarters. 

Mr. Eaby spent an afternoon with Rob Smith, Executive Dir. of the Regional 
Sports Complex; this was not on County dime; got to go to a Union game and see 
him in operation; more impressed than when you saw him on paper you could tell 
he has a passion for what he does; he knew everybody; everybody knew his 
name; you could tell people had a lot of respect for him and will miss him; he will 
be a great addition with a million ideas he is bringing from the Union and Nike; it 
is real good. 

Second, tomorrow we will be at the AFB for the Community Partnership 
Initiative; Mr. Waddington will be there; it is where the base and the community 
come together and try to use our resources effectively and economically. 

Mr. Petit de Mange reminded all that this Friday at 10:00 there will be the kick
off event located at U.S. 13 and Martin Luther King Blvd. in Dover for the 
highway beautification project; all Commissioners are invited to attend; Pres. 
Banta will be speaking along with others. 

Second, remind you that on Monday, November 9, is the Milcon breakfast event 
at DAFB; a number of us regularly attend; please add to your calendar; begins 
promptly at 7 AM. 

Mr. Sweeney asked Mr. Petit de Mange if he was successful in getting a vehicle 
for the Veterans parade. He answered "that is affirmative". 

Mr. Buckson admitted he did not often get to the ribbon cuttings, etc. but gets 
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around the community when it is called for. He expressed his appreciation for the 
power of the vote he exercised tonight because lives of some families were 
changed; it was a tough vote; we need to appreciate that every time we come 
here; the folks that leave here tonight with the decision we made have to take that 
back and deal with it. Yes, some are on the positive end but assuredly some are 
on the negative end. It makes it tough. I follow that up with the issue of the 
paramedics in my district and the decisions I have to influence and make over. I 
can assure you that in my district it is nothing but a benefit on my behalf to have 
paramedic system and service in that area. I have to blend that with the approach 
that we need to make sure we follow the logic and everything else that guides you 
to make that decision so I don't get caught up in what I want versus with what we 
have to do. I am glad to make that vote tonight and hopefully support the folks in 
the audience. Lastly, no one has asked me about my eye; you ignoring it or think 
it didn't happen? I was on the sideline of a football game Friday night working 
the chain gang; haven't been on the sidelines for twenty some years; had never 
done the chain gang; emergency situation; I stink at it - was watching the game 
and you can't watch the game; I got crushed; the pole hit me in the face but I 
didn't go down; called trainer over because I have been in a battle with her 
because every time I turn around it is another one of my kids being taken out for 
concussion; looked at her as this thing is growing and said "you understand this is 
a head injury and not a concussion, right"? 

Mr. Angel stated on Friday, October 30 the Veterans, Homeless, the State have 
been pulled together; changed the time from 9 to 1; what they would like to do is 
each Commissioner who has Mayors and Townships in their districts, make sure 
you call them to be sure they are aware of it; notice has been sent; want to be sure 
they are there; it is very important; as of right now we have housed 36 homeless 
Vets; coming to the end and important we all are on the same page. Second, as a 
NACo representative, the trip this year is in CO. In order to get me there and 
back is taking more time; I am going; for a heads up, I will miss the Christmas 
concert and miss the meeting on December 1; just letting you know I will be on a 
plane doing the County and States business for that meeting. 

Mr. Petit de Mange wished to report that the drywall work and framing in house 
is nearing completion this week; the contractor was finishing up spackling today 
and will be painting the room later this week. I hear rave reviews of work done; 
imagine the folks from Friends of Historic Camden will be happy. 

Mr. Sweeney received an e-mail from a member who said they were pleased to 
report the ceiling is almost finished; just needs to be taped; nice room; not so 
pleased that the attention and use the house is getting is the focal point of the 
haunted house stuff surrounding it. Sorry, can't make everybody happy; haunted 
house situation is something I am assuming thousands of people look forward to 
every year and hopefully we will keep doing it. 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS -None 

COMMISSIONERS' COMMENTS -None 

ADJOURN 

M-209-15 Motion was made by Mr. Eaby, seconded by Mr. Howell and carried by Roll Call 
vote seven (7) yeas to adjourn the meeting. 8:19PM 

Loretta L. Wootten 
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. 


