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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, MAY 23,2017 

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 and Pledge of Allegiance 

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

Moment of Silence for our Troops 

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

Roll call and Determination of Quorum 

Allan F. Angel 
Eric L. Buckson 
James E. Hosfelt, Jr. 
Glen M. Howell 
Terry L. Pepper 
George W. Sweeney, Sr. 
P. Brooks Banta 

Commissioner 
Commissioner 
Commissioner 
Commissioner 
Vice President 
Commissioner 
President 

There are seven (7) Commissioners at present Roll Call. 

Adoption of Agenda 

Motion was made by Mr. Sweeney; seconded by Mr. Howell; carried by roll call 
vote seven (7) yeas to adopt the Agenda. 

Consent Agenda 17-08 
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Items on the Consent Agenda 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 these items unless a Commissioner so requests, in which 
event the item(s) shall be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered 
separately. 
• Levy Court Business Meeting Minutes of Tuesday, May 9, 2017 
• Committee Meeting Reports ofTuesday, May 16,2017 (Public Works, Planning 

Services and Finance Committees) 
• Items from the May 2, 2017 Committee Meetings: 

o Milford Neck Sewer Area Project- A-Del Construction- Change Orderl 
o Community Promotional Fund Guideline Review 

Motion by Mr. Sweeney to approve Consent Agenda 17 -08; seconded by Mr. 
Pepper; carried by roll call vote seven yeas. 

PRESENTATIONS 

1. Resolution 3650, Retirement of Alan Tyson 

The following was read into the record by Lorri Tanaka: 

Whereas, the retirement of Alan L. Tyson, an employee of Kent County, State of 
Delaware, from his duties as GIS Technician II, in the Planning Services 
Department, Division of Planning, presents a suitable opportunity for expressing 
the esteem in which we hold Alan L. Tyson, as a good and faithful public 
servant. 

Therefore, Be It Resolved that the County of Kent express its warmest 
appreciation and thanks to Alan L. Tyson for the able and loyal manner in which 
he performed his public duties. 

Be if Further Resolved that this resolution be his evidence of a right to the 
pension provided by the Kent County Employees' Retirement Program; and that 
this Resolution be and hereby is incorporated into the official minutes of the May 
23, 2017 meeting ofthe Kent County Levy Court. 

Motion was made by Mr. Angel; seconded by Mr. Pepper; carried by roll call 
vote seven yeas. 

Alan Tyson was met down front by the commissioners and the County 
Administrator for the presentation and who each offered him their sincere 
appreciation for his dedication to Kent County and best wishes on his retirement. 

2. Employee of the Month -June 2017 

Lorri Tanaka read the following into the record: 
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Kent County Department Heads have selected Michele L. Green from the 
Department of Planning Services as the June 201 7 Employee of the Month. 
Michele has been a Kent County employee since March 2013 and holds the 
position ofPlanning Technician II'in the Planning Division. She is primarily 
responsible for explaining zoning and land use rules to the general public; 
analyzing and evaluating rezoning and special use permit applications; preparing 
public notices and preparing public hearing documents for meeting packets; 
reviewing documents for compliance with codes and regulations; and 
conducting research and compiling data for various reports. 

Supervisors praise Michele for always going the extra mile to perform her duties 
and exceeding their expectations. She excels in providing excellent customer 
service and consistently demonstrates a high comprehension of the zoning code 
and the various procedural processes contained therein. 

In addition, Michele is a tireless ~dvocate for wellness and a healthy lifestyle. She 
was recently elected to Employee Council and serves as Secretary. 
According to Planning Services Director Sarah Keifer, "Michele works very 
efficiently with a high degree of accuracy, which is essential for this position. Her 
organizational and research skills are tremendous and she readily volunteers to 
help outside of her ordinary responsibilities. More importantly she combines her 
expertise with a deep empathy for citizens and employees, which makes her 
invaluable to Kent County." 

Congratulations Michele on a job well done! (Michele currently resides in New 
Castle County) 

Michelle was met down front by the Commissioners and the County 
Administrator for the presentation. Each expressed how appreciative they are for 
her excellent customer service skills and the hard work she has put into the 
Employee Council. President Banta further stated he gets comments from people 
at least once a month about how Michelle receives and treats them at the counter. 

3. Kent County Regional Sport Complex Appreciation Plaque- Presented to 
Levy Court by Mr. Pepper 

The Appreciation Plaque presented by Bill Strickland, Chairman of DE 
Turf's Board of Directors, to the Kent County Levy Court (Eric Buckson) 
at the Ribbon-cutting ceremony at the DE Turf on Saturday, May 13th and 
read: 

"Show class, have pride, 
And display character. If you do, 

Winning takes care of itself." 
-Paul "Bear" Bryant 
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This plaque is dedicated to the generations 
of youth who will enjoy playing games and 

learning sportsmanship at this facility -
in grateful appreciation for the prescient 

vision, bold leadership, and tireless efforts 
of all those who made it possible. 

The State of Delaware 
The Kent County Levy Court 
The Greater Dover Committee 

Kent County Regional Sports Complex 2017 

Introductions 

05/23/17 

Betty Lou McKenna accompanied Alisa C. Stafford to the front for a proper 
introduction to the Kent County Levy Court. 

Alisa C. Stafford was sworn in April24, 2017 as the Deputy Recorder ofDeeds. 
She comes to Kent County Levy Court from State Farm Insurance as a Claims 
Adjustor and Estimatic Coordinator with over 19 years of service. Alisa brings 
with her extensive managerial, administrative, and budgetary experience having 
coordinated department functions for teams in 3 different states. Alisa resides in 
Commissioners Angel's and Pepper's districts. 

Ms. McKenna further stated she and her staff are pleased and excited to have 
Alisajoin their small family and has already become an asset. Alisa said she was 
very honored to be part of Kent County and looks forward to her future endeavors 
here. The Commissioners welcomed her and wished her good luck in her new 
position with the Kent County Recorder of Deeds. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Sarah Keifer stated these Public Hearings are conducted for the purpose of giving 
the citizens of Kent County the opportunity to present testimony on the 
application and ordinances that are before the Levy Court. 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 hearing should be provided to the 
Clerk of the Peace for identification and inclusion in the record for that item. 

For each application before the Levy Court, the President will introduce the 
application; 

The Levy Court will then receive testimony from all of those in favor; 
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Testimony will then be received from those who may be opposed. 

After everyone has had an opportunity to speak, the hearing on the application 
will be closed and the Levy Court will then take what action it deems appropriate. 
Levy Court's decision will be based upon public hearing testimony received at 
this meeting as well as a recommendation report submitted to the Levy Court by 
the Regional Planning Commission and I would ask that that recommendation be 
included by reference in the permanent record of the meeting established by the 
Clerk of the Peace. 

The Public Hearing Notice of this meeting was published in the May 5, 2017 
edition of the Delaware State News. 

PETITION TO AMEND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN MAP AND ZONING 
MAP 

Mr. Buckson: 
1. Ordinance LC17-08, An Ordinance to amend the Comprehensive Plan 

Map Designation and the Official Zoning Map of Kent County, Delaware 
pursuant to the provisions of Kent County Code, Vol. II, Chapter 205 
Zoning, Article III, Section 205-8 and Section 205-9, and Article XXVIII 
(changes and amendments) effective December 01, 2000, as amended 
(reference Application No. CZ-17-05) (Ref: Application# I Ordinance 
#: CZ-17-05 I LC17-08; Applicants & Owners: P. Lloyd & David E. 
Sheats; Proposed Zoning: BN (Neighborhood Business); Location I ID#: 
25.94± acres (Area of Petition: 3.6± acres) located on northwest comer of 
Forrest Ave. (DE Rt. 8) and Winding Creek Rd. (Co. Rd. 159), west of 
Dover I WD-00-074.00-01-58.00-000) 

Ms. Keifer: Ordinance LC 17-08 is an ordinance calling for a zoning map and 
comprehensive plan map amendment. The area in question is 3.6 acres located on 
the northwest comer of Route 8 and Winding Creek Road, just west of Dover, 
outside the growth zone. The site is currently zone AR and shown for low density 
residential. The proposal is to rezone to BN, neighborhood business with a 
comprehensive plan designation of neighborhood commercial. The regional 
planning commission took testimony on the application at their May 4t hearing 
and their May 11th business meeting voted unanimously to recommend approval, 
siting that the request was indeed within the character of the area and that the 
fairly small scale of the rezoning is limited and would support the existing 
residential development in the area. So again, this comes with a recommendation 
of approval and I am happy to answer any questions you might have. 

QUESTIONS -None 

Public Hearing is Open on Ordinance LC17-08 
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IN FAVOR 

John Paradee, 6 South State Street, Dover, DE: We respectfully submit that 
the character of the neighborhood and this area has changed over time and in 
recent years. As you commissioners may be aware, Route 8 is a major 
thoroughfare in and out of the City of Dover and provides literally a gateway to 
the west side of Dover. Over the years a number of businesses have risen along 
this corridor including at this intersection in particular one BN property zoned, six 
properties zoned BG, which is more intensive than the BN designation we are 
seeking and one light industrial. One of those BG re-zonings was approved by 
this body not that long ago directly across the street. As the staff indicated there 
is a new residential development called Winding Creek to the north that would 
benefit from services such as those proposed by this project which is proposed to 
be a Dollar General Store. I think smart growth planning, it's recognized, 
suggests that neighborhood businesses such as this should be located in locations 
like this, along a major traffic corridor in close proximity to residential uses in 
order to help reduce vehicle trips in and out of the neighborhood. We also 
pointed out at the RPC hearing that we believed this request was consistent with 
the comprehensive plan in relation to land uses and types and intensities given the 
location and other nonresidential uses in the area. I mentioned that the other re
zonings, there are actually three of the four comers at this intersection are already 
zoned AG, so I would respectfully submit that asking the other comer, which is 
just a small piece of the entire parcel, to be re-zoned BN is not asking for 
something that is out of character with the area. The only agricultural piece of 
property in the area is our property and we are asking that approximately four 
acres of the comer immediately on this intersection be re-zoned BN to support the 
Dollar General Store as I mentioned. Furthermore, there would be no significant 
impact on infrastructure, as I mentioned this is already a thoroughfare, it's not 
going to change the traffic patterns in any significant way. The project would 
have on site sewer and water so there would be no additional stress on county 
utilities. Of course, we would comply with stormwater management regulations 
on site. There would be no additional strain on schools .or fire or other utility 
services as a result of this re-zoning. For the reasons I mentioned earlier we 
believe that the proposed uses in fact, are compatible with the uses already in the 
area. There was no public opposition at the Regional Planning Commission, in 
fact we have talked with a great number of the neighbors in the area, some of 
whom may be here tonight, I'm not sure but I will represent to you as an officer of 
the court that they have all indicated that they are supportive. We have not come 
across anyone who is opposed to the proposed re-zoning. Lastly, of course you 
have unanimous recommendation your professional planning commission, people 
that you rely upon to take a first look at applications like this. For all those 
reasons we would respectfully request your favorable consideration. I would be 
happy to take any questions. 

IN OPPOSTION- None 
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Public Hearing is Closed on Ordinance LC17-08 

Mr. Hosfelt Moved that Ordinance LC 17-08, an Ordinance to amend the 
Comprehensive Plan Map and Zoning Map be approved; seconded by Mr. 
Buckson. 

Roll Call: 

05/23/17 

Mr. Angel: Yes, staff recommendations and Mr. Paradee's recommendation. 

Mr. Buckson: I approve LC 17-08 based on the comments listed in your packet 
referencing the RPC unanimous approval and staff statements. I also want to state 
for the record, because I know other zonings are coming, that typically I use a 
four-pronged approach: they are out of the growth zone, which is kind of a 
negative but not a fatal flaw; because they have a vital infrastructure available; 
it's within the character of the area; there is no public opposition, so because of 
that I would make a motion that we approve this, so yes. 

Mr. Hosfelt: Yes. 

Mr. Howell: Yes, no opposition. 
Mr. Pepper: Yes. I grew up out near Hartly and we used to call that particular 
area midway; it was midway between Hartly and Marydel and the City of Dover 
and back then we would have been very appreciative of having some type of 
commercial businesses there that could support the area. I know there have been 
several businesses in that area, some have flourished some have failed. I think the 
people in this area will be greatly benefited for something to be built there that 
they can utilize and limit the amount of trips they have to the City of Dover. So, 
yes, my answer is yes. 

Mr. Sweeney: Yes, for all reasons stated. 

Mr. Banta: Based on the recommendations of the Regional Planning 
Commission, the fact that this will not adversely affect the area, in fact it will 
increase the area for other functions, as well as no opposition tonight, I vote yes. 

Roll call reveals seven (7) yeas. Ordinance LC 17-08 has been approved. 

PETITIONS FOR CONDITIONAL USE REQIDRING SITE PLAN 
APPROVAL 

Mr. Howell: 
1. Application# I File Name: CS-17-04 I Two Farms, Inc.- Hartly; 

Applicant I Owner: Cell co Partnership dba V erizon Wireless I Two 
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Farms, Inc.; Zoning District /Proposed Use: AR (Agricultural 
Residential) & BG (General Business) I Convenience Store with Gas 
Pumps and Telecommunications Tower; Location I ID#: On the 
southwest comer of Forrest Ave. (DE Rt. 8) and Pearsons Comer Rd. (Co. 
Rd. 101), across from Hartly Rd. (DE Rt. 44), southeast ofHartly I WD-
00-07 4. 00-02-03.00-000 

Ms. Keifer: Application CS17-04, this is an application for a telecommunications 
tower within an existing commercial site. The site itself is on the southwest 
comer of Route 8 and Pearsons Comer Road, just southeast of Hartly. This is a 
tower that is much different from the monifolds you normally review. These 
towers are effectively masked as light poles, so they are a use that the county 
hasn't seen before and I know the question has come up about updating our 
existing cell tower regulations and we are in the middle of that right now so we 
will have something new for your review that sort of updates to account for new 
technology. So again these are slightly different from what you ordinarily see. 
The Regional Planning Commission took testimony on the application at their 
May 4th hearing and at their May 11th business meeting voted unanimously to 
recommend conditional approval. That recommendation included granting 
waivers from the required landscaping and sidewalk installation. The waiver 
from the landscaping, obviously again because this tower is effectively masked as 
a light pole and the landscaping wouldn't have been practical. Again, this comes 
with a recommendation for approval and I'm happy to answer any questions you 
might have. 

QUESTIONS- None 

Public Hearing is Open on Application CS17-04 

IN FAVOR 

Jonathan Jordan, 717 Constitution Drive, Suite 201, Exton, PA 19341: 
Basically this is for a 22 foot tall tower that is really replacing the existing light 
pole with another light pole that has antennas on it. It falls under the 
telecommunications ordinance and we have to come in and do a hearing but it 
really is a light pole that has antennas on it. The only other thing that we are 
doing here besides replacing the light pole is we dig a two-foot wide trench about 
200 feet to ... this is a Royal Farms parking lot, the trench goes to the store and 
we put a fiber optic cable in the trench. So we are disturbing 400 square feet of 
earth as part of this project. It doesn't create any traffic, pedestrian or vehicular ... 
The purpose of this is it offioads traffic. When you come to a Royal Farms a lot 
of people are using their phones and it creates a big drain on the cellular network. 
This covers a very small area because of the height it only basically covers the 
parking lot but there's a lot of users that use their phones constantly there at the 
Royal Farms so it makes a big difference. As Sara pointed out, we requested a 
waiver from landscaping and sidewalks. They were both recommended for 
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approval by the staff and by the planning commission, as well as the conditional 
use recommendation from the staff and the planning commission. Basically, we 
think this improves Verizon service and doesn't have any impact on the 
community at all; there's no opposition that we know of. I have three experts 
here if the board has any questions. I have Andrew Peterson, who is a radio 
frequency engineer, Michael Moore is a civil engineer, and Mary Devlin is a site 
acquisitions consultant for V erizon. 

Mr. Sweeney: Is the FCC requirement also to allow other carriers on this tower or 
is it? 

Mr. Jordan: Because of its size it wouldn't make sense but there are other light 
posts in the Royal Farms parking lot that somebody could swap out. 

Mr. Sweeney: For other carriers. 

Mr. Jordan: Correct. 

IN OPPOSITION- None 

Public Hearing is Closed on Application CS17-04 

Mr. Howell: I Move that we approve conditional approval based on the 
information submitted as the application demonstrates compliance with the 
conditions for approval as outlined in subsection 205-360 Tower Broadcasting 
and Telecommunications; seconded by Mr. Sweeney. 

Roll Call: 

Mr. Angel: Yes, all reasons stated. 

Mr. Buckson: Yes, for the reasons stated and listed in our packet. 

Mr. Hosfelt: Yes. 

Mr. Howell: Yes, reasons stated. 

Mr. Pepper: Yes, reasons stated, and like I said, over the past several towers that 
we've approved, back in the '90s, we really didn't want these towers to pop up, 
but back in the '90s there wasn't widespread use of cellphones, so Levy Court at 
that time tried to do everything they could not to allow them. Well, times have 
changed, our first responders are relying upon these cell towers, police, fire and 
paramedics are all using cell phones when they are dispatched to all, comes of 
events, crimes, traffic accidents, whatever. For those reasons, yes. 
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Mr. Sweeney: Yes, for all reasons stated, recommendation by the Regional 
Planning Committee, recommendation by staff and no public opposition. 

Mr. Banta: The applicant has agreed to the conditions, the two waivers have been 
approved by RPC and no opposition, I vote yes. 

Roll call reveals seven (7) yeas. Application CS 17-04 has been approved. 

Mr. Angel: 
1. Application# I File Name: CS17-051 Two Farms, Inc.- Cheswold; 

Applicant/Owner: Cellco Partnership dba Verizon Wireless I Two Farms, 
Inc.; Zoning District/Proposed Use: RS 1 (Single Family Residential) & 
BG (General Business) /Convenience Store with Gas Pumps and 
Telecommunications Tower; Location I ID#: On the northeast comer of 
N DuPont Hwy. (US Rt. 13) and Fast Landing Rd. (DE. Rt. 42), east of 
Cheswold I LC-00-046.00-01-08.01-000 

Ms. Keifer: Application CS 17-05 is virtually identical to the previous 
application. The site is the Royal Farms at the northeast comer of 13 and Route 
42, east of Cheswold. Again it's a proposed telecommunications tower masked as 
a light pole and the Regional Planning took testimony at their May 4th hearing, at 
their May 11th business meeting they voted unanimously to recommend 
conditional approval. Again they are recommending the waiver from the required 
landscaping as well as sidewalk installation. 

Mr. Buckson: This is unique because we have two applications that almost mirror 
themselves, except in one we have a recommendation from staff for an approval 
for a waiver from a sidewalk, and then one where it's recommended for denial. 
So then I read and my impression is there's some merit that I think we should 
consider. I'd like staff maybe to explain rather briefly why this one was a 
recommendation for denial for a waiver from the sidewalk. 

Ms. Keifer: In this case, it's in a fairly high traffic area, there are already 
crosswalks and handicap ramps at the intersection but no sidewalk. I believe 
when we were there posting there was a pedestrian who had to walk through the 
grass to read our sign and then get to Royal Farms. Given this application it 
appeared to us to be an opportunity to remedy a situation. There appears to be 
demand for pedestrian connectivity in the area. This appeared to be an 
opportunity to us. When that Royal Farms was originally built the County did not 
have the requirement for a sidewalk, it predates the requirement. That's the 
reason for it. We have a highly trafficked area, we've got the infrastructure 
already there, and we're just missing the sidewalk. The applicant, and you can 
read this in the testimony, at the hearing made the case that # 1 the cost of the 
infrastructure would make the project impossible and # 2 there was a case made 
that perhaps this doesn't actually count as a site plan. That became a point of 
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contention. So again, it's an ideal area for a sidewalk. It appeared to us to be an 
ideal opportunity to make the argument for it. Thank you. 

Mr. Buckson: So again, there's merit there. Obviously the issue becomes it's not 
cost effective. If we require this then we kill the project, on one hand helping 
the situation, the other hand hurting the situation with the cellular use in that area. 
Maybe it's not a simple cut and dry. But I wanted to at least look at it. Those are 
the two mitigating factors, correct? 

Ms. Keifer: As I recall from the public hearing those were the primary points of 
contention. The planning commission found them compelling, to be fair, the 
improvement being they are not looking to redevelop the site at which point I 
think we would argue rather effectively to complete the sidewalk system. But 
absolutely the applicant made the case it's not cost effective and the planning 
commission found that compelling. 

Public Hearing is Open on Application CS17-05 

IN FAVOR 

Jonathan Jordan, 717 Constitution Drive, Suite 201, Exton, PA 19341: As 
Sara said this is identical to the other application. There was some discussion a 
minute ago about the sidewalk issue, and yes, the requirement for a sidewalk 
would definitely kill this project. It would cost anywhere from $50,000 to 
$75,000 to put sidewalks in, and that assumes that we don't have to relocate those 
light poles, that's another $25,000 per light pole. There's 800 feet of road 
frontage and you basically are saying that the benefit the Royal Farms gets is a 
couple of hundred dollars ofland from us. They are not going to spend $50,000 
to $100,000 on sidewalks to get that, they'll just tell us to go home. The other 
contention we made at the last hearing was that the code allows a requirement for 
sidewalk in connection with a subdivision or a land development. We're clearly 
not subdividing and I would say we're not developing the land either because if 
Royal Farms just needed to replace a light pole they don't have to go through 
zoning to do that. We are replacing a light pole with a light pole that has antennas 
on it. We are only disturbing 425 feet of earth. Land development is not defined 
in your ordinance, but in every other ordinance I've seen as at least 5000 square 
feet of earth disturbance. The benefit outweighs the costs and second, this isn't a 
land development or subdivision. Again, I have three witnesses here if the board 
has any questions. 

IN OPPOSITION -None 

Public Hearing is Closed on Application CS17-05 
Motion was made by Mr. Angel to approve LC17-05 because it is in the growth 
zone, the RPC recommends it, it's a smaller tower and landlines are disappearing 
and the amount of communication devices are coming up and they need to be 
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stronger and be useful and we need more towers so we can get more services out; 
seconded by Mr. Pepper. 

Roll Call: 

Mr. Angel: As per my motion, yes. 

Mr. Buckson: Yes, reasons stated. 

Mr. Hosfelt: Yes. 

Mr. Howell: Yes, for reasons stated. 

Mr. Pepper: Yes, reasons stated and Commissioner Angels comments. 

Mr. Sweeney: Yes, we are in the process of renovating an old school into an 
office building in Smyrna School District and the Fire Marshall came through and 
they have adopted new rules that require one of the connections for the fire 
system to be cellular. I would not want that system to fail because of overload, so 
my answer IS yes. 

Mr. Banta: As per Commissioner Angel's comments, I vote yes. 

Roll call reveals seven (7) yeas. Application CS 17-05 has been approved. 

CLOSE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Old Business -None 

New Business 

Mr. Angel: 
1. Action Item from May 16, 2017 Administration Committee meeting: 

Employee Insurances Proposals: 
a. Travel Accident Insurance 
b. Long Term Disability Insurance 
c. Life Insurance with Accidental Death & Dismemberment Insurance 

Allan Kujala: Last week at the committee meeting staff reviewed the ROP 
responses that we received for Travel Accident, Long Term Disability and Life 
Insurance including AD & D and optional Life Insurance. The proposals were 
reviewed and staff has made recommendations based on those ROP responses. 
The first is the Travel Accident Insurance which basically provides additional 
coverage to employees who are on county related business out of town, it would 
provide additional benefits. We only received one response and that was from 
Cigna for $1,000.00 a year. 
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Motion by Mr. Angel; seconded by Mr. Sweeney to award the Travel Accident 
Insurance Coverage to Cigna (L&W Insurance- Broker) at a cost of$1,000 per 
year for Fiscal Year 2018 or up to a three year term; carried by roll call vote seven 
(7) yeas. 

Mr. Kujala: The second item review at the committee meeting was related to our 
long term disability insurance coverage. The county received six responses to the 
proposal and one of the great things about the responses were there should be 
some savings based on the selection of the new carrier; it looks like it will be 
about $3,000.00. Staff did make a recommendation of Madison National. 

Mr. Angel Moved to award the Long Term Disability Insurance Coverage to Sun 
Life (L& W Insurance - Broker) at a cost of $0.17 per $100 of monthly salary with 
a $3,000 monthly benefit limit for Fiscal Years 2018 and 2019 or, if available 
from Sun Life, an enhanced benefit of up to $6,750 of monthly salary, at a cost of 
$0.18 per $100 for up to three years; seconded by Mr. Sweeney; carried by roll 
call vote seven (7) yeas. 

Mr. Kujala: We received six responses for Life Insurance and Accidental Death 
and Disability which also includes optional Life available for purchase by 
the employee. Staff went through a Last, Best and Final process and did receive 
some revised responses. Like the Long Term Disability it looks like the County 
could save about $10,000 next year on that coverage based on the low bids 
received. 

Motion to award the basic employee Life and Accidental Death and 
Dismemberment Insurance Coverage to Sun Life (L&W Insurance- Broker) at a 
rate of $0.20 per $1,000 salary/ life insurance benefit for eligible 
employees/retirees and the optional supplemental life/disability insurance 
coverages to Sun Life (L&W Insurance- Broker) at the rates quoted for Fiscal 
Years 2018 and 2019 or up to three years; seconded by Mr. Pepper; carried by roll 
call vote seven (7) yeas. 

2. Approval of Administration Committee Meeting Report of May 16, 2017 

Mr. Banta: Mr. Angel, I have a question. Does this in anyway impact what we 
just did? 

Mr. Angel: No, it's the minutes ofwhat we ... 

Mr. Sweeney: We've never approved administration committee meeting minutes 
before why are we doing that now? 

Mr. Banta: I don't know. That's the same question I've got. 
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Mr. Sweeney: Why are we doing that now? We've never done this before so 
what's .... 

Ms. Tanaka: The reports were always required for me to write after the 
committee meetings. I have just recently started putting them back on the agenda 
for approval which I hadn't been doing for a long period of time because we got 
away from that when we started doing the Consent Agenda and all the items 
started coming right on to the meeting agenda. So, for the record I thought it 
would be better for me to prepare them and get them approved like we do with the 
business meeting minutes. 

Mr. Sweeney: But on tonight's agenda we only have the administration 
committee report even though the other three committee reports are in our packet? 

Ms. Tanaka: Yes, normally I would put them under Consent Agenda however 
since this item went under New Business I didn't feel comfortable putting it under 
Consent Agenda. 

Mr. Sweeney: Okay. 

Mr. Angel: In fact it was asked not to be put on Consent Agenda. That's what 
Lori's trying to say. That's why we're voting on it too. 

Mr. Sweeney: Okay. Thank you. 

Motion by Mr. Angel to approve the Administrative Committee Report of May 
16, 2017; seconded by Mr. Pepper; carried by roll call vote seven (7) yeas. 

Mr. Banta: 
1. Introduction of Resolution 3651 - 2017 Sewer Assessment Rolls 

for Kent County Sewage Disposal District No. 1 (KCSDD No. 1) as listed 
for Public Hearing on Tuesday, June 13, 2017 at 7:00P.M. 

Mr. Pepper: 
1. Appointment of Attorney to the Board of Assessment Review 

Mr. Pepper Moved to appoint Attorney Craig T. Eliassen to the post of Legal 
Counsel to the Kent County Board of Assessment Review with a term that shall 
commence upon passage of this motion, and which shall continue until rescinded 
by Action of Levy Court, or by resignation of the appointee, with the 
understanding that Attorney Frederick A. Townsend, III may serve as Legal 
Counsel to the Board of Assessment Review in the absence of Mr. Eliassen; 
seconded by Mr. Sweeney and Mr. Angel; carried by roll call vote seven (7) yeas. 

2. Appointment of Attorney to the Board of Adjustment 
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Mr. Pepper Moved to appoint Attorney Frederick A. Townsend, III to the post of 
Legal Counsel to the Kent County Board of Adjustment with a term that shall 
commence upon passage of this motion, and which shall continue until rescinded 
by Action of Levy Court, or by resignation of the appointee, with the 
understanding that Attorney Craig T. Eliassen may serve as Legal Counsel to the 
Board of Adjustment in the absence of Mr. Townsend; seconded by Mr. Angel; 
carried by roll call vote seven (7) yeas. 

Mr. Howell: 
1. Introduction ofResolution 3652, A Resolution to Extend Various 

Individual Garbage Collection Districts for Public Hearing on Tuesday, 
June 13, 2017 at 7:00P.M. 

Other Business 

Mr. Pepper Moved to go into Executive Session immediately following the 
Committee Meetings on Tuesday, June 6, 2017 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. 

Informational Items- None 

Public Comments - None 

Commissioner Comments 

Mr. Angel: Question for Mr. Petit de Mange, do we have a meeting yet for the 
liaison for the City of Dover: 

Mr. Petit de Mange: I believe that it was worked on for the 15th but I'm not sure 
it's been fmalized yet. 
Mr. Angel: Thank you. 

Motion to Adjourn was made by Mr. Sweeney; seconded by Mr. Angel; carried 
by roll call vote seven (7) yeas. 8:11 p.m. 

Brenda Wootten 
Kent County Clerk of the Peace 




