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Agenda 
Working Group Meeting #8 
 
July 30, 2018, 6:00 pm 
Beacon Middle School 
19483 John J. Williams Highway 
Lewes, DE 19958 
 
 
 
1. Introduction: Andrew Bing, Kramer & Associates 

 
 Welcome 

 
 Summary of notebook materials 

 
 Approval of July 23, 2018 meeting minutes 

 
2. Voting to determine which ideas/approaches become recommendations of the 

Working Group 
 

3. Public comment 
 

4. Adjourn 
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Agenda

• Introduction
•Discussion and voting on ideas/approaches
• Public comment

2

4



Introduction

•Welcome
• Summary of notebook materials

• Agenda
• Presentation
• Draft minutes of July 23 working group 

meeting
• List of upcoming meetings
• Public comments received

•Approval of July 23, 2018 meeting minutes
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VOTING
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Public comment 5
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Thank you for your participation!

Jenn Cinelli-Miller
Project Planner 

Delaware Department of Transportation
302.760.2549

jennifer.cinelli@state.de.us

Next meeting
PUBLIC WORKSHOP

Monday, August 27, 2018
4:00-7:00 pm

Beacon Middle School
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Meeting Minutes 
Working Group Meeting #7 
 
July 23, 2018, 6:00 pm 
Beacon Middle School 
19483 John J. Williams Highway, Lewes, DE 19958 
 
Members present: 
I.G. Burton 
George Cole 
Robert Fischer 
Dennis Forney 
Scott Green 
R. Keller Hopkins 
Christian Hudson 
DJ Hughes 
Todd Lawson 
Sen. Ernesto B. Lopez 
Lloyd Schmitz 
Rep. Steve Smyk 
Josh Thomas 
Ann Marie Townshend  
Gail Van Gilder 
 

Members absent: 
Rep. Peter Schwartzkopf 
 
 

There were 256 members of the public in attendance. Names of those who 
signed in are listed at the end of these notes. The number of people exceeded 
the fire code maximum capacity of the room and some people were required to 
stay outside the room. As seats became available during the meeting, more 
members of the public were invited into the room.  
 
Andrew Bing asked the public to raise their hands if they had attended a previous 
meeting. The great majority had. Andrew reminded everyone that the meeting is 
designed for the Working Group process, although the public will have the 
opportunity to comment at the end of the meeting. Andrew summarized the 
Working Group process and noted that tonight’s meeting was to begin voting on 
the list of 103 ideas put forward by individuals in Working Group and by the 
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public. He explained that ideas that receive a majority of “Yes” votes from the 
members in attendance will be carried forward to DelDOT as recommendations 
of the Working Group. A second public workshop will be held August 27 to inform 
the public on the Working Group’s recommendations and to allow public input on 
which of the recommendations should be prioritized by DelDOT. In September 
the Working Group will prioritize the ideas, and the final meeting will be held in 
October. Andrew noted that the public can see all documents and information 
related to the Five Points Transportation Study by going to the Five Points 
website. 
 
Andrew advised the public that the voting at this meeting will not go past idea 
#60, and may not even reach as far as idea #60.  
 
Andrew welcomed the members of the Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz moved 
and Sen. Lopez seconded a motion to approve the minutes of the June, 25, 2018 
meeting. In discussion, DJ Hughes said that a comment made by a resident that 
the railroad was 25 feet from their property is not accurate, because the railroad 
right of way is 33 feet from the center line of the former tracks. The minutes do 
not include that comment. Andrew noted that the public comments in the minutes 
are not word-for-word transcripts but are summarized. (Project team note: DJ 
also referred to Comment #6 of the Public Comments Received Since the Last 
Working Group Meeting in the meeting packet; those comments are copied as 
written but are not part of the meeting minutes.) The minutes of the June 25, 
2018 Working Group meeting were approved by a vote of 12 – 0 – 2 (Yes – No – 
Abstain).  
 
Andrew described the materials in the meeting packet. He notified the Working 
Group that Linda Best has resigned from the Working Group because of inability 
to attend meetings. That reduces the number of members to 16. Going forward, a 
quorum of nine members must be present in order to hold a meeting.  
 
Andrew referred to the list of ideas in the meeting packet that shows the 
estimated timeframe, cost and impacts for each idea. The list also shows a 
potential responsible party or parties for each idea. The project team determined 
that those parties may have an interest in the implementation of the ideas. 
Andrew made a statement that with the exception of DelDOT, groups or agencies 
listed as responsible parties are for discussion purposes only and have not 
accepted responsibility for implementing the idea(s).  
 
The voting process began with a test question to ensure that all equipment was 
functioning properly. Members used hand-held devices to record their vote on 
each idea (1 = Abstain, 2 = No, 3 = Yes). Members also had the option to recuse 
themselves from a vote by stepping away from the table. The results of each vote 
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were displayed on the screen for the Working Group and the public to see. As a 
backup to the voting software, results were recorded manually and photos were 
taken of the screens after each vote. The required minimum number of “Yes” 
votes was eight in order for the idea to be carried forward as a recommendation 
of the Working Group, given the number of members present (14 at the start of 
the meeting). If a member recused himself or herself from a vote, that member 
did not count toward the number of members present for that vote. 
 
The voting at this meeting covered idea #1 through idea #50. The vote process 
was paused after the vote on idea #33 and the meeting was opened to public 
comment to reduce the waiting time for the opportunity to speak. For purposes of 
the minutes, the public comments are listed at the end of the voting results.  
 
Bob Fischer asked as a point of order whether it was necessary to have a motion 
for each idea, or whether the working group could move to consider all ideas and 
then just vote on each. Andrew replied that each individual idea must have a 
motion and second in order to go to a vote.  
 
 
1. Identify locations in the study area where bike parking can be 

provided 
 

Scott Green moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 No: Todd Lawson 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: George Cole, Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-1, the motion carried. Idea #1 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
2. Require bike parking as a condition of certain new developments 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. Christian 
Hudson recused himself. The number of voting members was 13, and the 
number of “Yes” votes required to pass was 7. 
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 Yes: Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Sen. Lopez, Rep. 
Smyk 

 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: George Cole, Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 8-5, the motion carried. Idea #2 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
3. Identify locations for public restroom access 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes asked where this applies, and did it apply to trails. 
Also, how does idea relate to transportation? Andrew responded that 
every idea was not specifically for an improvement to transportation. 
Project team note: The original idea from the public was “More bike 
supportive facilities – restrooms, parking”. In the Working Group small 
group process this was broken into three separate ideas: #1, #2, and #3. 
 

 Yes: Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, 
Sen. Lopez, Rep. Smyk 

 No: I.G. Burton, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: George Cole, Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 6-8, the motion failed. Idea #3 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
4. Study the feasibility and anticipated effectiveness of modifying 

signage, starting in Milford, to encourage through drivers (to points 
outside the Route 1 corridor between Lewes and Dewey Beach) to 
use Route 113, Route 5, Route 23, etc. 

 
Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
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 Yes: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, 
Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Christian Hudson 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: George Cole, Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-1, the motion carried. Idea #4 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
5. Study the feasibility of potential connections for walking and 

bicycling between existing neighborhoods, along streets, and to 
trails 

 
Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 No: Bob Fischer 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: George Cole, Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-1, the motion carried. Idea #5 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
 

George Cole arrived, bringing the number of members present to 15. Eight “Yes” 
votes are still required in order for an idea to be carried forward as a 
recommendation. 
 
6. Study the feasibility of a barrier in the median of Route 1 to deter 

pedestrian crossings at inappropriate locations 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. I.G. Burton seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Scott Green, DJ 
Hughes, Todd Lawson, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie 
Townshend 
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 No: Dennis Forney, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 9-6, the motion carried. Idea #6 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
7. Study frequency and causes of emergency vehicle preemption and 

make recommendations to balance emergency vehicle access with 
traveler mobility 

 
Scott Green moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: George Cole, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, DJ 
Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Christian Hudson, Todd Lawson 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 11-4, the motion carried. Idea #7 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
8. Develop a plan for grid road patterns where land is available, 

working with property owners and developers, including a series of 
roads that connect Route 9, Route 23, and Route 24 between 
Plantation Road and Dairy Farm Road 

 
Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. Christian Hudson 
recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the number 
of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, 
Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
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 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 
 
By a vote of 14-0, the motion carried. Idea #8 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
9. (Original wording) Develop a process for constituents to request 

transportation improvements 
 

Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes proposed that the wording should be “Develop a 
better process…” since there is already some process. Sen. Lopez 
agreed. Requests are now made in various ways. Constituents often come 
up to him when he is out in public and ask for improvements. While these 
requests will always be considered, it is important to have a uniform, 
statewide, transparent process. 
The working group members present unanimously approved the wording 
change. 
 

9. (Reworded) Develop a better process for constituents to request 
transportation improvements 
  

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #9 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
10. Introduce legislation allowing speed cameras 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. DJ Hughes seconded the motion. Josh Thomas recused 
himself, noting that DelDOT does not believe it is appropriate for the 
agency to vote on ideas that require introducing legislation. The number of 
voting members was 14, and the number of “Yes” votes required to pass 
was 8. 
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Discussion: Josh Thomas indicated that he would recuse himself on this 
vote because it involves legislation, and legislation has implications 
statewide, not just in the Five Points area. Josh noted he would be 
recusing himself on all votes that involve legislation for that reason. 
Todd Lawson asked whether speed cameras are not already allowed. 
Josh Thomas confirmed that speed cameras are not allowed in Delaware.  
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Sen. 
Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Ann Marie Townshend 

 No: George Cole, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, 
Todd Lawson, Rep. Smyk, Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Josh Thomas 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 7-7, the motion failed. Idea #10 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
11. Improve the Canary Creek bridge on New Road to reduce flooding 
 

Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #11 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
12. Limit non-resident vehicles in some areas 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Gail Van Gilder asked for an example of where this might 
apply. Andrew replied that it is a general idea and if this became a 
recommendation specific locations would then need to be determined. 
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 Yes: Scott Green, Sen. Lopez 
 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 

Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 2-13, the motion failed. Idea #12 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
13. Evaluate the benefits and costs of providing more smaller buses, 

ideally open-air during peak season 
 

Gail Van Gilder moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Josh Thomas, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: George Cole, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, 
Todd Lawson, Rep. Smyk, Ann Marie Townshend 

 Abstain: Bob Fischer 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 7-7-1, the motion failed. Idea #13 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
14. Incorporate more walkable, bikeable, mixed-use town centers into 

the comprehensive plan 
 

Lloyd Schmitz moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, 
Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: Bob Fischer 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 
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By a vote of 14-0-1, the motion carried. Idea #14 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
15. Study relaxed height limits as part of the comprehensive plan to 

increase density 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Rep. 
Smyk, Josh Thomas 

 No: George Cole, Lloyd Schmitz, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van 
Gilder 

 Abstain: Bob Fischer 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 10-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #15 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
16. (Original wording) Consider noise and lighting impacts of major 

transportation project recommendations per regulations 
 

Bob Fischer moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes noted that this is already being done and 
regulations exist. The idea originally came from Bob Fischer, and Bob 
asked to hear from DelDOT whether regulations exist. Josh Thomas 
confirmed that they do and DelDOT does consider noise and lighting 
impacts. Gail Van Gilder asked to see the regulations so she would know 
what she was voting on. Andrew responded that the idea was not trying to 
change DelDOT regulations but to focus on them more strongly. Bob 
Fischer agreed and proposed a change in wording to say “Increase the 
importance of considering noise and lighting impacts…” 
The working group members present agreed by a vote of 14-0-1 to the 
wording change. 
 

  

18



DRAFT 
 
 

 

   Page 11 of 31 

16. (Reworded) Increase the importance of considering noise and 
lighting impacts of major transportation project recommendations 
per regulations 

 
 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 

Green, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, 
Rep. Smyk, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Keller Hopkins, Todd Lawson, Josh Thomas 
 Abstain: Ann Marie Townshend 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 11-3-1, the motion carried. Idea #16 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
17. Identify all locations in the study area with poor drainage and make 

recommendations for potential inclusion in the Capital 
Transportation Program or developer requirements 

 
Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. Christian 
Hudson recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the 
number of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 

 Yes: Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, DJ Hughes, Sen. 
Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Keller Hopkins, Todd Lawson, Ann 
Marie Townshend 

 Abstain: Josh Thomas 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 8-5-1, the motion carried. Idea #17 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
18. (Original wording) Consider modifications to the Development 

Coordination Manual that require or encourage roundabouts at new 
subdivision entrances 

 
Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. I.G. Burton seconded the motion. Christian Hudson 
recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the number 
of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
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Discussion: Dennis Forney recommended modifying the wording to 
change the word “that” to “to”. This change was made without a vote since 
no one objected and the change is minimal. 
 

18. (Reworded) Consider modifications to the Development Coordination 
Manual to require or encourage roundabouts at new subdivision 
entrances 

 
 Yes: Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 

Schmitz, Josh Thomas 
 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, DJ 

Hughes, Rep. Smyk, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 
 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 6-8, the motion failed. Idea #18 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
19. Study the feasibility of converting existing development entrance 

intersections to roundabouts 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: Dennis Forney, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh 
Thomas, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Ann Marie 
Townshend 

 Abstain: Scott Green 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 6-8-1, the motion failed. Idea #19 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
20. Conduct a corridor study on Route 9 to determine the feasibility of 

widening to four lanes 
 

Scott Green moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
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 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 

Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #20 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
21. (Original wording) Bring in nationally recognized planners and 

engineers to provide creative ideas to make sure improvements are 
aesthetically pleasing 

 
Lloyd Schmitz moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Gail Van Gilder seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Gail Van Gilder said this was her idea and the wording had 
been changed so it did not capture what she meant. She said it is 
important to draw on new and creative ideas from other parts of the 
country. Revised wording was proposed, and the working group members 
agreed unanimously to the revised wording. 
 

21. (Reworded) Bring in nationally recognized planners and engineers to 
provide new, creative and context sensitive ideas that draw from 
examples in other parts of the country 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, Todd Lawson, Rep. Smyk, Gail Van 
Gilder 

 No: Bob Fischer, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Josh 
Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 9-6, the motion carried. Idea #21 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
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22. Study the feasibility of eliminating unsignalized crossovers on Route 
1 

 
Lloyd Schmitz moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes stated his intent was to have unsignalized 
crossovers (Cave Neck Road, Minos Conaway) replaced with grade 
separations. Jeff Rieger clarified that this idea applies to crossovers within 
the study area. The idea is for unsignalized crossovers to be signalized or 
removed.  
 

 Yes: George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend 

 No: I.G. Burton, Gail Van Gilder 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-2, the motion carried. Idea #22 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
23. Identify potential connections to and from the Lewes Transit Center 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, 
Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Todd Lawson 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 14-1, the motion carried. Idea #23 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
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24. Consider expanding town limits to Route 1 through annexation in 
order to allow towns to have more direct input on land connecting 
town and Route 1 

 
Scott Green moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Ann 
Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Rep. Smyk 

 Abstain: Josh Thomas 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 6-8-1, the motion failed. Idea #24 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
25. Review the need for grade separating or restricting crossings 

between Frederica and Lewes before eliminating signals in this area 
 

DJ Hughes moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. Christian Hudson 
recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the number 
of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 
Discussion: Bob Fischer stated that DelDOT has already looked at this 
and money is approved for capital projects. He questioned why the 
Working Group needed to vote on this. DJ Hughes stated that before 
removing the signal at Route 1 and Route 16, grade separations should 
be in place at Cave Neck Road and at Minos Conaway to prevent safety 
problems. DJ questioned the results of DelDOT studies that conclude 
gaps in traffic on Route 1 at Cave Neck Road will not be affected by 
removing the signal at Route 16. He asked for grade separations at Cave 
Neck Road and at Minos Conaway to be constructed first. Josh Thomas 
stated that the Route 1 and Route 16 grade-separated intersection project 
is currently in design phase and DelDOT has started acquiring right of 
way. He added that construction funding is programmed in the Capital 
Transportation Program (CTP). The discussion about postponing the 
Route 16 project continued and Josh added that DelDOT is still recording 
fatalities at that location. DJ responded that crashes at Minos Conaway 
are worse than crashes at Route 16. Andrew noted that details such as 
relative numbers of crashes won’t be available to the Working Group. 
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Andrew responded that for the purposes of this vote, the wording of the 
idea does capture DJ’s intent. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: George Cole, Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, Josh Thomas 
 Abstain: Ann Marie Townshend 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 9-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #25 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
26. Study potential locations and designs for aesthetically pleasing 

gateways to coastal Sussex County 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Keller Hopkins, DJ 
Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Rep. Smyk, Ann Marie 
Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Bob Fischer, Christian Hudson, Lloyd Schmitz, Josh Thomas 
 Abstain: Scott Green 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 10-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #26 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
27. Conduct capacity analyses at study area intersections to identify the 

need for turn lanes 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes proposed eliminating the word “capacity” since 
other analyses such as volume analyses are also used to determine need 
for left turn lanes. Jeff Riegner responded for the project team that 
analyses to determine whether turn lanes are needed are very clear for 
DelDOT to understand based on the original wording, so there is no need 
to modify the statement. DJ was satisfied with the response. 
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 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #27 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
28. Identify the costs and benefits of dedicated Nassau Commons 

Boulevard to public use 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Dennis Forney seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Gail Van Gilder asked where Nassau Commons Boulevard is, 
and the location was explained. DJ Hughes stated that this idea is voting 
to take land out of property owners’ hands. Andrew responded that the 
idea is simply to identify the costs and benefits.  
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh 
Thomas 

 No: Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Gail Van Gilder 
 Abstain: Ann Marie Townshend 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 10-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #28 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
29. Evaluate the potential transportation benefits, costs, and impacts of 

a new road connecting Route 1 north of Five Points and the 
Vineyards 

 
George Cole moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes asked whether vacant land was available for this 
road, or will private land need to be taken? Christian Hudson asked 
whether the idea is just a general idea or whether there is a particular 
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location for the road. Andrew responded it is a general idea. All those 
questions would need to be answered as part of the evaluation. 
Bob Fischer advised that Working Group members should take the costs 
of an idea into account as they make recommendations. Idea #29 would 
cost about $2 million dollars just to do the study. Andrew responded that 
estimated costs and impacts were provided to the Working Group for 
informational purposes, but the fact that an idea has a high cost is not 
intended to discourage the idea. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 No: Sen. Lopez 
 Abstain: Bob Fischer 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-1-1, the motion carried. Idea #29 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
30. Revisit and consider feasibility of recommendations from 2003 SR 1 

Land Use and Transportation Study 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Josh Thomas, Ann 
Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: George Cole, Todd Lawson, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk 
 Abstain: I.G. Burton 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 10-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #30 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
31. Consider modifications to land development requirements and/or the 

Development Coordination Manual to require developments of a 
certain size to contribute to shuttle services 

 
Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. Christian Hudson 
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recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the number 
of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes said that all developments coordinate with DART. 
In some cases the development will provide a shelter or a pullover. DJ 
asked whether this idea is about requiring a monetary contribution. 
Andrew responded that it appears to simply call for study to see how 
development coordination with transit can be strengthened, but that the 
person who proposed the idea may be able to describe it further. There 
was no further discussion. 
 

 Yes: Scott Green, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. 
Smyk, Josh Thomas, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 
Hopkins, Todd Lawson, Ann Marie Townshend 

 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 7-7, the motion failed. Idea #31 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
32. Continue to improve traffic signal phasing, timing and coordination 

using real time monitoring and control technologies 
 

Bob Fischer moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #32 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
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33. Consider using tax credits or similar incentives to encourage 
developers to plan for interconnections with other developments 

 
Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. Christian 
Hudson recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the 
number of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 
Discussion: Ann Marie Townshend said she did not know why they should 
be voting on incentives rather than requirements. Josh Thomas clarified 
that these are two separate approaches to the same goal (see idea #34). 
 

 Yes: Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. 
Smyk, Josh Thomas 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, DJ 
Hughes, Todd Lawson, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 6-8, the motion failed. Idea #33 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
34. Require new developments to plan for interconnections to any future 

development areas and monitor to ensure implementation 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. Christian Hudson 
recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the number 
of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins 
 Abstain: Scott Green 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 11-2-1, the motion carried. Idea #34 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
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35. Use an app to warn people of congestion on Route 1 and recommend 
alternative routes 

 
Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. George Cole seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes noted that DelDOT has an app and there are also 
other apps. Gail Van Gilder said usage of the apps can be greatly 
improved by educating the public about their existence and how to use. 
Bob Fischer noted that DelDOT sends data to all of the commercial 
mapping applications that Ford, GM and others use in their products so 
everyone who has a mapping program in their vehicle would have access 
to that information. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 
Hopkins, Todd Lawson, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Ann Marie 
Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Scott Green, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Josh 
Thomas 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf  

 
By a vote of 10-5, the motion carried. Idea #35 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
36. Identify locations where trees can safely be planted within the right 

of way 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Gail Van Gilder stated it is not accurate to say that trees in the 
right of way are unsafe. DJ Hughes asked whether the idea should 
reference clear zone standards, because not all roads will have sufficient 
right of way to meet clear zone standards. Ann Marie Townshend 
suggested changing the wording from “trees” to “landscaping”. Dennis 
Forney, whose idea this is, preferred to keep the original wording. No 
change was made.  
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Sen. 
Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van 
Gilder 
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 No: Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, 
Josh Thomas 

 Abstain: Bob Fischer 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 9-5-1, the motion carried. Idea #36 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
37. Limit traffic flow over the Indian River Inlet Bridge 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: Scott Green 
 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 

Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, 
Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 1-14, the motion failed. Idea #37 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
38. Study the feasibility of lengthening the southbound acceleration lane 

on Route 1 at Minos Conaway Road 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Ann Marie Townshend noted that this is already part of the 
Minos Conaway project. DJ Hughes said this idea is for a short-term 
improvement until Minos Conaway is built. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 No: Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 
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By a vote of 13-2, the motion carried. Idea #38 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
39. Study the feasibility of a fare free bus zone subsidized by Route 1 

merchants 
 

Dennis Forney moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. Christian 
Hudson recused himself. The number of voting members was 14, and the 
number of “Yes” votes required to pass was 8. 
 
Discussion: Gail Van Gilder said she is familiar the fare-free zone concept, 
such as in Cape May. But why should it be subsidized by Route 1 
merchants? DJ Hughes asked whether the contribution would be voluntary 
or apply to all existing merchants. Andrew responded that the idea is not 
fleshed out to that level of detail. 
 

 Yes: Dennis Forney, Scott Green, Sen. Lopez, Rep. Smyk, Ann 
Marie Townshend 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, DJ 
Hughes, Todd Lawson, Lloyd Schmitz 

 Abstain: Josh Thomas, Gail Van Gilder 
 Recused: Christian Hudson 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 5-7-2, the motion failed. Idea #39 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
40. Extend limited‐access Route 1 from Dover through the Route 113 

corridor into Maryland 
 

Lloyd Schmitz moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Josh Thomas stated that in the past DelDOT performed 
extensive research and public outreach for this idea. There was limited 
support for a fully limited access corridor. Bob Fischer said he has spoken 
to legislators and others, and based on what he has found out he offered 
to withdraw his idea. Andrew said the vote will occur but Working Group 
members can consider Bob’s statement when voting. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Scott Green 
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 No: George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller Hopkins, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 
Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 2-13, the motion failed. Idea #40 will NOT move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
41. Identify publicly- and privately-owned land in the study area that may 

be used for trails 
 

Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Ann Marie Townshend seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Christian Hudson asked whether this would involve acquisition 
of privately owned land. Andrew responded that if a desirable trail 
connection involved private land, it would be looked at to see if it could be 
acquired for a trail. If public land, it would just involve the assessment to 
see whether there should be a trail. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott Green, 
Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. 
Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: George Cole, Keller Hopkins, Todd Lawson 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 12-3, the motion carried. Idea #41 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
42. Evaluate Tulip Drive connection to Route 1 as part of the Minos 

Conaway Road grade separation project 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes asked isn’t this already occurring. The answer is 
yes. DJ noted that additional cost should not be associated with this idea if 
it is already part of the project. 
 

32



DRAFT 
 
 

 

   Page 25 of 31 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Christian Hudson, 
DJ Hughes, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail 
Van Gilder 

 No: Bob Fischer, Keller Hopkins, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd 
Schmitz 

 Abstain: Scott Green 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 9-5-1, the motion carried. Idea #42 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
43. Study the feasibility of signing and/or pavement markings that will 

improve bicyclist comfort turning left from Dartmouth Drive onto 
Route 1 

 
Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie 
Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Sen. Lopez 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 14-1, the motion carried. Idea #43 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
44. Look at east/west traffic as a system: Minos Conaway (starting at 

Route 9), New, Old Orchard, and Clay Roads 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 
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By a vote of 15-0, the motion carried. Idea #44 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
[There is no idea 45.] 
 
46. Study the feasibility of elevated express lanes above Route 1 from 

Nassau Bridge to Delaware Seashore State Park, with appropriate 
landscaping 

 
Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: Bob Fischer asked whether this had been studied by DelDOT 
before, and if so what was the estimated cost? Jeff Riegner responded 
that it was studied 10 – 15 years ago, and his recollection is that the 
estimated cost was $250 million per mile, not including right of way 
required for the ramps. 
 

 Yes: Scott Green, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk 
 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 

Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 Abstain: Josh Thomas 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 3-11-1, the motion failed. Idea #46 will NOT move forward as 
a recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
47. Study opportunities for pedestrian crossings on Kings Highway and 

Freeman Highway 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. DJ Hughes seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Keller 
Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd Lawson, Sen. Lopez, 
Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, 
Gail Van Gilder 

 No: None 
 Abstain: Scott Green 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

34



DRAFT 
 
 

 

   Page 27 of 31 

 
By a vote of 14-0-1, the motion carried. Idea #47 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
48. Study the feasibility of replacing the HAWK signal with a full signal at 

Holland Glade Road, potentially with a fourth leg at the outlets 
 

Sen. Lopez moved to consider this idea as a recommendation of the 
Working Group. Lloyd Schmitz seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: DJ Hughes proposed adding property owners as responsible 
parties. Andrew responded that any project that requires right of way will 
have property owner involvement. In any case it does not affect the 
wording of the idea. 
 

 Yes: Bob Fischer, Scott Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, 
DJ Hughes, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, 
Ann Marie Townshend 

 No: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Dennis Forney, Todd Lawson 
 Abstain: Gail Van Gilder 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 10-4-1, the motion carried. Idea #48 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
49. Improve tourism‐oriented destination signage along Route 1 
 

Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Scott Green seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, DJ Hughes, Todd 
Lawson, Sen. Lopez, Lloyd Schmitz, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie 
Townshend, Gail Van Gilder 

 No: Rep. Smyk 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 14-1, the motion carried. Idea #49 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 
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50. Study the feasibility of converting the Arby’s driveway between 
Route 1 and Savannah Road into a publicly‐accessible road 

 
Ann Marie Townshend moved to consider this idea as a recommendation 
of the Working Group. Sen. Lopez seconded the motion. 
 

 Yes: I.G. Burton, George Cole, Bob Fischer, Dennis Forney, Scott 
Green, Keller Hopkins, Christian Hudson, Todd Lawson, Sen. 
Lopez, Rep. Smyk, Josh Thomas, Ann Marie Townshend, Gail Van 
Gilder 

 No: DJ Hughes, Lloyd Schmitz 
 Abstain: None 
 Not present: Rep. Schwartzkopf 

 
By a vote of 13-2, the motion carried. Idea #50 will move forward as a 
recommendation of the Working Group. 

 
Idea #50 was the final vote of the evening. 
 
Public comments 
 
Elizabeth Kerwin of Nassau Grove read a statement of concern for the beauty 
and wildlife habitat that would be impacted by idea #76. 
 
Eric Lachmann disagrees with a road along the trail. He stated that Route 9 
should have been widened before all the development. The County and the State 
don’t work together, and there have been too many developments. 
 
Bob Harris of Nassau Grove stated that he picked the lot along the railroad 
because it was quiet, and that a road there will ruin his retirement. He said the 
road would be a waste because in ten years more new development would erase 
any benefit. He called for a moratorium on development. 
 
James Lombardo of Reserves of Nassau, stated that as a paramedic he sees the 
results of bike accidents and that he is opposed to a road along the trail. 
 
Ray Quillen of Red Mill Pond said he is looking forward to the trail. However, 
when Phase 2 first opens there will be no access for people riding down Route 1 
to access the trail. He is concerned about ability to cross Route 1 and he has 
almost been hit. He has been using the rough cut under the Nassau Bridge and 
maintaining it himself. The Minos Conaway project will create a grade separated 
crossing, but that will take 5 - 10 years. He is asking DelDOT to consider some 
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kind of access at the bottom of the bridge to the railroad tracks so people can 
safely get across the highway to the trail. 
 
Corinne Daffner, a retired teacher, said a road along the trail would negatively 
affect the many public servants who live in the area abutting the trail. Keep all of 
the Route 1 traffic on Route 1. 
 
Bob Wheatley stated it is a bad idea to put a highway next to a trail. People don’t 
obey the speed limit and people will get hurt. 
 
Michael Rhue of Blaze DE stated that DelDOT’s removal of the tracks pulled out 
150 years of railroad history. He said a road along the tracks would not remain a 
local road based on what has happened elsewhere. He stated that DelDOT has 
already decided to dualize Route 9. 
 
Rich Mercante of Nassau Grove said the bike trail was a major factor in where 
they bought a home. You need to be able to trust the government when you 
make important financial and planning decisions based on what they tell you. 
 
Maizie Silverman, a 2nd grade teacher, stated that a trail next to a road would be 
dangerous for young children learning to ride. 
 
 
Andrew adjourned the meeting at 8:35 pm. The next meeting is Monday, July 30, 
2018 at 6:00 pm at the Beacon Middle School at 19483 John J. Williams 
Highway, Lewes, DE 19958. 
 
 
Public sign-in list 
Allmaros, Jan 
Anderson, Marc 
Bach, Judith 
Bahr, Dorothy 
Bahr, Walter 
Baker, Barbara 
Baker, David 
Baldwin, Ed 
Baldwin, Theresa 
Barberi, John R. 
Barnett, Anne 
Bastian, Roseann 
Bastian, Thomas 
Bell, Maria 

Bishop, Kathy 
Bishop, Mrs. 
Bishop, Ted 
Bishop, Thomas 
Blaszkov, Jim 
Borrasso, Rica 
Briay, Debra 
Briay, Gary 
Butler, J. 
Butler, Nancy 
Carallero, Bob 
Carallero, Carol 
Casallek, Sarah 
Catana, Jerry 

Catana, Lorraine 
Christensen, Bob 
Christensen, Carol 
Ciotti, Jennette 
Colatriano, Barbara 
Colatriano, William 
Collett, Nancy 
Cowen, Brad 
Crandall, Bill 
Crandall, Sandie 
Cummings, Richard 
D'Agostino, Kathleen F. 
Daneri, Charlie 
David, Claude 
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David, Elva 
Davidson, Donna 
deFreyoe, Lois 
Demartino. James 
DeMoss, Jeri 
Dianora, Bob 
Dianora, Pat 
Dignan, Debbie 
Dignan, Steve 
Down, Tina 
Doyle, Jacquline 
Egly, Lysa 
Egly, T. 
Eilbdecker, George 
Ellis, Kay 
Eveland, Paul 
Eveland, Sue 
Farrall, Clare 
Farrall, Ken 
Ferguson, Ilona 
Ferguson, John 
Ficareca, Andrew 
Ficareca, Patricia 
Filippis, Lise 
Fischer, M. 
Flaherty, Tom 
Gable, Robert 
Gallear, Dale 
Gallear, Sharon 
Gantz, Bill 
Gilbert. John 
Giudice, Denise 
Gladfelter, Ned 
Gondek, Ed 
Graber, Bruce 
Graber, Tami 
Graziano, Stephen 
Griffith, Randy 
Gritmon, John 
Gritmon, Virginia 
Gruchaez, Steve 
Hannan, Judy 
Harris, Bob 

Hartschuh, Wayne 
Helmego, Al 
Helmego, Joan 
Hires, Cheryl 
Hires, Shaun 
Hoechner, Joe 
Holohan, Mariann 
Holohan, Steve 
Holtkamp, Rich 
Hooker, Jeannie 
Hopkins, Michael T. 
Hovek, Robert 
Howell, Todd 
Hudah, Margaret 
Hull, Cynthia 
Isherwood, Christine 
Jackson, Barbara 
Jackson, Charles 
Johnson, Dwayne 
Joyce, Erika 
Kelfind, N. 
Keller, Dave 
Keller, Kathy 
Kerwin, Patrick 
Kiwglak, Ross 
Klimm, Margaret 
Klimm, Robert 
Koransky, Lester 
Koransky, Maria 
Kuhlmann, Mary 
Kuhlmann, Wade 
LaBella, Jim 
Lapinski, Charles 
Lapinski, Charles T. 
Lapinski, Maryellen 
Laurent, Jim 
Law, Elizabeth 
Lawson, Arlene 
Lennon, Ethel A. 
Lennon, Patrick 
Li, Ofelia 
Liggett, Bill 
Liggett, Merrill 

Lodge, Christine 
Lodge, John 
Lombardo, Jack 
Lombardo, James 
Lombardo, Kathleen 
Lombardo, Michael 
Lombardo, Peter 
Loril, William 
Machado, Laurie 
Machado, Rick 
Magrone, Celia 
Magrone, John 
Mahon, Charles 
Mahon, Dolores 
Maiellano, Rocco 
Maldarelli, Kris 
Maldarelli, Mary 
Mann, M.J. 
Mantle, C. 
Mason, Irene 
McCaddin, J. 
McCullagh, Jeanne 
McDermott, Judith 
McDermott, Thomas 
McIlvoiter, Jack 
Mercante, Nancy 
Mercante, Rich 
Mercante, Ron 
Messina, Carolyn 
Messina, Charles 
Michael, Clara M. 
Michael, Joseph 
Mills, Lee 
Mills, Sandy 
Moore, Dennis 
Mullifeno, Steven 
Murray, Diana 
Murray, John 
Murray, Paula 
Murray, Tom 
Myers, Robert 
Nack, Connie 
Noelle, Bernard 
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Nuss, Harry 
Nuss, Sue 
O'Donnell, John 
Olewiler, Amanda 
Olewiler, Scott 
Oswald, Bob 
Palmer, Bob 
Palmer, Diane 
Paolucci, Ellen 
Partlow, Deborah 
Pascal, Louise 
Patton, Mindy 
Patton, Scott 
Peltz, Sol 
Piccolo, Ronnie 
Podlaseck, David 
Quinn, Ann 
Quinn, Joan 
Ranson, M. 
Raschdorf, Marie 
Rauch, Glenn 
Rauch, Marie 
Regulski, Gary 
Reintz, Robert 
Reiwitz, Maryellen 
Robinson, Mark 
Roken, Marianne 
Ross, Sharrie 
Ross, Tom 
Roth, Nick 
Salvatore, Vito 
Samanich, Joanne 
Schafer, Steven 
Schmitz, Kat 
Schwandt, Dennis 
Servais, Ken  
Shermon, Dennis 
Shukyaker, Vladimir 
Silverman, Matt 
Smallbrook, William 
Srnik, Kathy 
Srnik, Mike 
Starziola, Deborah A. 

Starziola, Frank J. 
Steinbeck, Bob 
Stilwell, James 
Stilwell, Joy 
Stone, Dennis D. 
Stone, Linda 
Summers, Karen 
Summers, Tommie S. 
Sundre, Ursula 
Tanverdi, Cengiz 
Taylor, Kathy 
Taylor, Ron 
Tenner, Shan 
Tootson, Jack 
Tootson, Pam 
Towers, Susan 
Trican, Jan 
Trifellis, Kathy 
Turansky, John A. 
Vessella, Candace 
Waage, Arthur 
Walker, Robert 
Wall, David H. 
Weber, Adrienne 
Weer, Greg 
Weer, Renee 
Wheatley, Bob 
Wheatley, Ellen 
Wilcox, Albert 
Wilcox, Lucy 
Williams, Emily 
Winkler, Cindy 
Woelpper, Susan 
Wolff, Linda 
Wolff, Russell 
Zachos, George 
Zeller, Pat 
Zimmerman, Ken 
Zlatkus, Frank 
Zoller, Allan 
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Tentative schedule of upcoming meetings 
Updated July 30, 2018 
 
 

All meetings will be held at: 
 

Beacon Middle School 
19483 John J. Williams Highway 

Lewes, Delaware 19958 
 
 
Monday, August 27, 2018 
Public workshop, 4:00-7:00 pm 
 
Monday, September 24, 2018 
Working group meeting, 6:00 pm 
 
Monday, October 22, 2018 
Working group meeting, 6:00 pm 
 
 
It is our goal to wrap up Phase 1 in October, although additional meetings may 
be scheduled if needed. 
 
 

Meeting dates, times, locations, and agendas are subject to change. 
 

See the Delaware Public Meeting Calendar 
at publicmeetings.delaware.gov 

for official meeting notices. 
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Public Comments 
Received Since the Last Working Group Meeting 
July 30, 2018 
 
Comment 1 
 
While I do not fully understand the workings of DelDot committees and the rules of 
engagement associated, I recently noticed a Petition attached to the 5 Points 
Working Group documents asking for DelDot to “consider” and conduct “a proper 
vetting” of Suggestion 76.  I noticed that from signatures 126 through 170 the 
Petition has been amended to include a “Streetcar”.    
Given that Suggestion 76 does not currently include the consideration of a 
“streetcar”, and given that amendments made to Suggestions must be voted on 
and approved by a majority of Working group Members (I believe this is correct), 
and given that no such amendment has been requested and no vote has occurred, 
and given that the time for suggestions from the Working group has now passed, I 
respectfully suggest that signatures 126 through 170 be removed from the Petition 
as being invalid to Suggestion 76.  
 
Comment 2 
 
I agree with you.  (References Comment #1) 
 
Comment 3 
 
I own a home in the reserves of Nassau at 17256 Queen Anne Way in Lewes and 
strongly oppose the HH project. The reserves development backs up to the 
proposed highway.  
 
We would appreciate consideration of the original plan for a bike trail.  This would 
be a safe and healthy way to travel to Lewes via bicycle and would alleviate some 
of the traffic congestion.   
 
Comment 4 
 
I am writing, again, to request a NO VOTE on Suggestion 76, of the 5 Points 
Working Group, that seeks to have DelDot evaluate the conversion of the pre-
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approved Georgetown to Lewes bike and pedestrian path to a vehicular roadway 
as a way to improve traffic flow in the 5 Points to Dewey region of Sussex County.  
All Sussex County residents, Delaware residents and vacationers to Rehoboth and 
Lewes should view this as a possible dangerous precedent that could lead to a 
State, County and DelDot review of future conversions of exiting bike and 
pedestrian paths to vehicular roadways as an additional means of improving traffic 
flow on Rt 1 in this area.  If the Georgetown to Lewes trail can be changed to a 
vehicular roadway, under the false pretense of improving traffic and increasing 
safety, what prevents the future conversion of the Breakwater and Gordon’s Pond 
trails to vehicular roadways to reduce vehicle traffic on Rt 1 and improve safety 
from Lewes to Rehoboth and beyond?  Conversion of scenic recreational trails and 
greenways to roadways is not in the best interest of the community in terms of 
quality of life for residents and vacationers.  Allowing the Georgetown to Lewes 
trial to be placed under review for vehicular traffic opens the door for potential 
abuse of additional recreational areas, bike and pedestrian pathways and 
greenways by special interest groups.     
 
Comment 5 
https://www.facebook.com/lifecycledelaware/photos/a.888636527871407.1073741
831.887661207968939/1767671846634533/? type=3&theater 
 
Mr. Boyce:  
As Deldot's Director of Planning and I assume you are the person supervising the 
5 Points Working Group so I'm writing to you about my concerns of Mr. Hughes's 
actions. The above is a post from Lifecycle Bike Shop's (located in Milford)  
Facebook page.  I am also aware that he also approached Harvard Business 
Services located on Route One just north Red Mill Pond and is recruiting people to 
sign his petition after he gave them his position on item # 76 his idea. I am sure  
he has also approached other people and businesses about signing this petition 
but these are the only ones I am aware of but I question whether this is appropriate 
for someone who is on the working group and that is why I have copied several 
other members of the working group.  Also I'm not sure why this petition and 
signatures are attached to the 5 Points Working Group web site because Mr. 
Hughes is recruiting people to sign it. I give Mr. Hughes credit for his and Mr. 
Hudson's idea of using the old rail line as a road and bike path (even though I  
do not support it) but it seems that Mr. Hughes is trying to influence people to his 
position and I do not think it is appropriate for someone sitting on this working 
group.  We do not know what he is telling them about his idea it is not  
being looked at objectively like the other ideas that are being considered by the 
group.  Now I understand that the people that live on near the old trail line are now 
starting their own petition!   
I think that Deldot should reconsider whether Mr. Hughes continues to sit on this 
working group and at the very least REMOVE any petitions presently on the web 
site and not allow any new ones. IF the people that signed the petition want  
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to write in and state their reasons for supporting #76 or any other idea that is fine 
and their right but a petition circulated by a member of the working group is highly 
inappropriate and harms the credibility and value of the whole process.  
Thank you. 
 
Comment 6 
 
I just want to let you know that we OPPOSE this proposed highway using the 
railroad tracks that run past Red Mill Pond.  The expectation was that it would be 
converted from rails to trails and that is what is should be.  To be able to ride a 
bike from Rehoboth to Georgetown, SAFELY, would be wonderful. Please don't 
even consider putting a road there.  
 
Comment 7  
 
I do not support Item 76, the Hudson-Hughes Highway. The roadway is costly and 
would result in the destruction of thousands of mature trees, wildlife and wetlands 
and is contrary to Delaware’s objective of creating more hiking/biking trails. The 
motor vehicle traffic that item 76 will add pollution, reduce the safety and the 
enjoyment of anyone using it for biking or hiking. Shaded Tree areas will be 
reduced to a worthless trickle.   
 
Comment 8 
 
With Mr. Hughes circulating a petition for his cause, I feel this is a real conflict of 
interest and he should not be on the working group.  
With this conflict of interest, he is not purely looking out for the citizens of Sussex 
county but potentially looking out for his financial gain as a developer not only on 
this agenda item but also # 76.  
It would be interesting to investigate should his idea # 76 be approved would it pad 
his pocket.  
I feel he should be removed from the working group.  
I also noticed how many times he recused himself from the vote at the last 
meeting.  
Does this not show there is a substantial conflict of interest? To me it does.  
He or anyone that could potentially gain for any of the ideas should not be allowed 
to remain on the working group.  
 
Comment 9 
 
Lifecycle:  
https://www.facebook.com/lifecycledelaware/photos/a.888636527871407.1073741
831.887661207968939/1767671846634533/? type=3&theater  
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Hello Drew,  
As Deldot's Director of Planning and I assume you are the person supervising the 
5 Points Working Group so  I'm writing to you about my concerns of Mr. Hughes's 
actions.  The above is a post from Lifecycle Bike Shop's (located in Milford)  
Facebook page. I am also aware that he also approached Harvard Business 
Services located on Route One just north Red Mill Pond and is recruiting people to 
sign his petition after he gave them his position on item # 76 his idea.   I am sure 
he has also approached other people and businesses about signing this petition 
but these are the only ones I am aware of but I question whether this is appropriate 
for someone who is on the working group and that is why I have copied several 
other members of the working group.  Also I'm not sure why this petition and 
signatures are attached to the 5 Points Working Group web site because Mr. 
Hughes is recruiting people to sign it.  
I give Mr. Hughes credit for his and Mr. Hudson's idea of using the old rail line as a 
road and bike path (even though I do not support it) but it seems that Mr. Hughes 
is trying to influence people to his position and I do not think it is appropriate for  
someone sitting on this working group.  We do not know what he is telling them 
about his idea it is not being looked at objectively like the other ideas that are 
being considered by the group.  Now I understand that the people that live on near 
the old trail line are now starting their own petition!   
I think that Deldot should reconsider whether Mr. Hughes continues to sit on this 
working group and at the very least REMOVE any petitions presently on the web 
site and not allow any new ones.  IF the people that signed the petition want to  
write in and state their reasons for supporting #76 or any other idea that is fine and 
their right but a petition circulated by a member of the working group is highly 
inappropriate and harms the credibility and value of the whole process.  
 
Comment 10 
 
After having a discussion with Mr. Hughes, I do not support this road/bypass 
highway going in on the old rail road right of way that runs from Lewes to 
Georgetown.  I was disappointed to hear Mr. Hughes state that it would only 
negatively affect a few residents but benefit many more residents of the County.  I 
am one of those residents who lives in a home that backs up to the railroad right of 
way.  I would like to know why Mr. Hughes really wants to place a roadway in this 
area.  I find it hard to believe that a developer who is attaching his name to a 
project is only looking to benefit the majority of the residents.  What does he stand 
to gain if a road was to be constructed here? I wonder how Mr. Hughes or Mr. 
Hudson would feel if a new road was proposed behind their respective backyards.  
Please do not allow this road to be constructed in our backyard. 
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Comment 11 
 
I am adamantly opposed to the Hudson-Hughes Hwy proposal.    
As a property owner in the Reserves of Nassau, this proposed road would create 
traffic noise and brightness right behind my home, making it difficult to enjoy my 
screened porch and patio.  
As a real estate agent I can prove that homes which back to a road are harder to 
sell and sell for less money than those that do not back to a road. This road would 
certainly DE-VALUE all homes which back to it.  
The purpose of the approved bike trail is to provide SAFE areas for cyclists and 
walkers. This 2-way road with an adjacent bike path would be no more "safe" than 
cycling on New Rd.  
The issue of traffic congestion at and near Five Points will certainly NOT be eased 
by the Hudson-Hughes Hwy proposal.  A re-engineering of that intersection is long 
overdue and is the real solution.  
It has been noted that the Hudson family owns some piece of property that would 
become more valuable if this road proposal were passed, but it is not fair to the 
hundreds of homeowners that would be affected just to make one already wealthy 
land owner more wealthy.  
Please DENY this proposal.  
 
Comment 12 
 
Please do not replace the planned bike trail with a road!  
 
Comment 13 
Another road?? This makes no sense..there is already no place to park in Lewes.  
Another road will compound the problem. Whereas if people could safely bike 
into town to do shopping etc, that would free up a lot of unnecessary traffic.  
 
Comment 14 
 
Please do not make the Rail Trail a road for cars!! We want it to be a bike path as 
originally planned. Please consider the voices of the community.  
 
Comment 15 
 
I have a home in the reserves of Nassau. My patio is facing the proposed road 
trail, I have no problem with the bicycle, walking trail. I am very strongly against a 
road with vehicle traffic. I shouldn’t have to tell you why, I can hear trucks, cars, 
and motorcycle traffic from route #1 why would I want traffic right below my 
bedroom window. It’s a band aid approach, when surgery is required  
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Comment 16 
 
Absolutely no road on the proposed Lewes-Georgetown trail.   Opportunities for 
recreation have not kept pace with development and this is much needed.  
 
Comment 17 
 
I strongly support using the railway path for pedestrians and bicycles only.  
 
Comment 18 
 
I am completely against the Hudson-Hughes Highway!   
 
Comment 19 
 
As a homeowner in the Reserves of Nassau, we absolutely oppose the Hudson-
Hughes Hwy proposal.  
 
Comment 20 
 
Please leave a trail for bicyclists to utilize safely without competition from 
vehicles.  
 
Comment 21 
 
I am very much against this over-development  
 
Comment 22 
 
We would love to have an alternate route to Lewes without crossing or merging 
onto Rt.1 there are plenty of bike trails all over Lewes we need an access road to 
relieve Rt. 9 and Rt.1 traffic. 
 
Comment 23  
 
I am whole heartedly against the proposed Hudson Hughes Hwy. This road would 
be literally 30 ft from my back door. I don't think whoever is proposing has thought 
much about us who live on Queen Anne Way. It should be bike trail only!  
 
Comment 24 
 
We would much prefer only a trail. Please do not put a road in  
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Comment 25 
 
I am opposed to the Hudson- Hughes Highway   
I live in the Nassau Station Neighborhood and this would go right through it.    
 
Comment 25 
 
Bike trail only. No road 
 
Comment 26 
 
A safe bike trail/walking trail is needed - not another road that is not wide enough 
to accommodate traffic & bicycles.  
 
Comment 27 
 
1. add a road from Nassau Park Road (near Best Equipment) to RT9 near the new 

Shell we bounce before that farmland gets developed.  
2. connect RT9 & Beaver Dam Rd out by the vineyard highrises, there is already a 

traffic light approved for that intersection. Then make  RT 9 & Beaver Dam each 
one way from there to RT1.  

3. Make the crossovers at RT1 & Nassau (south), RT1 & Nassau (north) and RT1 
& cave neck rd NO U-TURN... These crossovers are  too busy to support some 
idiot wanting to u-turn, there are soooo many of these dangerous crossovers so 
make a u-turner drive another 500 feet down to the next crossover and keep 
them out of these heavily used crossovers.  The STOP signs only make the   
situation worse!    

4. Savannah Road needs to be 6-lanes or more from RT1 to Westcoats Road, 
when the realignment of Old Orchard Rd happens this need will become more 
evident.  

5. Make realigned old orchard & westcoats road 4 lanes.  
6. If you manage to do item 2 above (connect Beaver Dam & RT9 at the highrises 

at the vineyards (social security office) it could be extended to RT24 to create a 
by-pass.  

 
Comment 28 
 
I support it. it would be awesome going to lewes without using route 1  
 
Comment 29 
 
I attended the July 23rd 5 Points Transportation Study meeting to witness the 
voting of the working committee regarding several of the 103 ideas being 
reviewed.  I was very surprised to see that the working committee favors Idea #5 to 
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study relaxed height limits as part of the comprehensive plan to increase density.  I 
would have thought the last thing we need to do is increase density in an area in 
which construction is significantly increasing to the point where we are becoming 
overpopulated, our wetlands are being infringed, there is a low percentage of 
preserved land and the environment is at stake, to mention a few concerns.  I ask 
that the Working Committee reconsider their stand on this idea as one not to be 
pursued in order to preserve our beautiful Lewes and Rehoboth Beach area.  
 
Comment 30 
 
we vehemently oppose this highway  
 
Comment 31 
 
I am not in favor of the proposed road, for the decommissioned rail line. I am a 
resident of Red Mill pond we were told that a rails to trail  was going to there 
instead we were told that it was going to go from Georgetown to Rehoboth Beach. 
I am concerned with the loss of small business, noise pollution, safety for 
surrounding hikers and bicyclist, the cutting of the tree line and the disruption to 
nature.  
 
Comment 32 
 
I do not want a road with the Georgetown-Lewes rail Trail.  
Stop the proposed highway.  
 
Comment 33 
 
I am a home owner at 16865 North Hunter's Run.  My home and my neighbors are 
probably the closest homes to the current trail.  
 
The proposed road is ill conceived because of a lack of knowledge about the 
topography of the area.  
 
1. The current trail is about 100 feet from the back of my home and 50 feet from 
the HOA common land. I would immediately be concerned about the safety of our 
property or our grandchildren if a car were to drive off the pathway.  
 
2. there is a natural spring which created wetlands along the pathway in back of 
my home.  There is an immediate problem with oil and gasoline run off into a 
natural spring which runs north toward Route 1. Within 100 feet there is a pond 
which currently has fish, turtles and heron. Again any petroleum run off would 
damage a wet lands area that people currently enjoy.  
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3.  there would be noise and significant air pollution to my family and neighbors.  I 
sincerely doubt the proposed road would account for concrete noise/ protection 
barriers which would be needed to safeguard my family and neighbors.  
 
4.  The road would require the leveling of a pristine wooded area of significant 
proportions.  This is an erosion barrier to the farm on the other side of the pathway.  
 
5 Further up the trail is a concrete factory which probably used to use the railway 
for deliveries, years ago.  The trail runs directly along the concrete factories 
property line.  
 
This proposal is not running a road through unoccupied land.  It would be 
significantly close to existing homes and businesses where people live and 
currently enjoy a forested area in peace and safety of their property.  
I strongly urge you NOT to consider the conversion of the biketrail into a roadway.  
 
Comment 34 
 
No Road On Rail Trail.   
This is not the solution to make another road through the countryside. expand the 
ones you have already without contaminating a  pristine RAIL TRAIL for hiking and 
biking.  
 
Comment 35 
 
I am a former resident of the Whispering Pines mobile home park and I spent three 
hours today speaking with my former neighbors about the Hudson-Hughes 
Highway proposal. Most of them had no idea this proposal exists and they are 
FURIOUS to put it mildly. I encourage the committee to visit Whispering Pines and 
see where this proposed highway would go. There is no room for a road. Fifty 
eight mobile homes would have to be removed in just this one neighborhood 
alone. You do not need to pay for a feasibility study; you need to take a drive in 
your car! Visit Janice Road, Lewes.  
 
Comment 36 
 
I am opposed to the project being proposed to convert the old rail road trail into a 
road referenced as Hudson-Hughes Highway. This new road would be in my back 
yard.  When bought my home it was with the understanding that I knew what I was 
getting. The concrete plant and RR tracks directly behind my home.  I fully support 
the bike path that was originally planned to replace the tracks.   
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Comment 37 
 
33008 Kiwi Street Lewes, De. in Nassau Station, we strongly oppose the Hudson-  
Hughes Highway to be built over the current Georgetown-Lewes Railroad.  The 
benefit of a bike & walking trail far outweighs putting a road in the midst of homes 
& communities.  Please think of the people that live there.   
 
Comment 38 
 
I'm writing in opposition to the proposed Highway (#76 on the Five Points 
Transportation Study).  Our community abuts the trail and we bought here with the 
promise of a future bike trail.  We just walked the Sweetbrier to Minos Conoway 
section and it is glorious.  Beautiful vegetation, trees, shade, birdsong, cicadas....it 
would be devastating to destroy it when the real traffic issues at Belltown/9/Coastal 
Highway go unanswered and traffic north/south are the real concerns. DelDot 
should reach out to Montgomery County, Maryland and explore their solutions to  
Georgia Avenue/Randolph Roads and Rockville Pike.  They used bridges/ 
underpasses to control the heavy flow of traffic.    
 
Comment 39 
 
As homeowners for 14 yrs. in the Villages of Five Points, we would like to voice our 
concerns about the Hudson-Hughes Hwy. proposal.  I along with neighbors I use 
the walking path that surrounds our community.  We have walkers, joggers, 
bicyclist, baby strollers and pet walkers using this path.  With the proposed road 
running nearby we have safety concerns.  We are in favor and welcome the 
original Rails to Trails proposal.    
Having walked down New Road (only once and will never do it again!), we do not 
feel the proposed highway is the answer to our traffic problem. We also feel the 
walking/biking path adjacent to the Highway is a tragedy waiting to happen.  
Having lived in Montgomery County, Maryland which was farmland when first 
married 48 yrs. ago, we witnessed home and business growth without the 
infrastructure to go along with it.  We moved to Lewes, where we vacationed for 
many years, to get away from traffic, congestion, accidents and noise!  It is  
disheartening see this happening in Sussex County!  
Is there a site in which we can see your top suggestions for the 5 Points Corridor?  
We all want to see something done.  We hope that the public will have input.   
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Comment 40 
 
DelDOT has already spent millions of dollars planning, completing feasibility 
studies, conducting public meetings, surveying and constructing the Georgetown-
Lewes Recreational Trail.  The Hughes-Hudson Highway makes no sense since it 
doesn’t address the problem.  
 
Also, the highway will forever change the peaceful enjoyment of more than 240 
families whose homes abut the former rail bed.  Many of these families have 
modest incomes living on social security or working in low-paying jobs and cannot 
afford to move.   
 
Considering neighbors who will be affected by the noise, air pollution, and 
devaluation of property values, thousands of families in Sussex County will be 
affected.  
 
If 5 Points Working committee votes “Yes” to idea #76, DelDOT will spend many 
years and millions of dollars to come to the conclusion, it is not a viable solution to 
the 5 Points traffic problems since it would be too costly.  Meanwhile, Sussex 
County residents cannot enjoy the promised recreational trail.  
 
If there is a need for an east-west highway, improving existing east-west roads 
would cost much less money, retain the same purpose for resolving traffic 
problems and have little if any effect on families lives.  
 
The only possible advantage I can see to the Hudson Hughes Highway is for the 
businesses and developers who may benefit from tourist dollars.  But the reason 
tourism is already so great in Lewes, is because it is a quaint and quiet town. With 
more cars and more people, pollution and crime would likely follow - posing a 
detrimental effect on the town of Lewes.  
 
If businesses are looking for tourist revenue without the pollution and crime, 
continue to build the planned Georgetown-Lewes Trail.  With this option, our area 
has the potential to connect to the Trans America Trail.  Not only would this boost 
the local economy it would create national recognition.  
 
Comment 41 
 
We vehemently oppose and do not support the Five Points Transportation 
committee proposal called “Hudson-Hughes Highway” to be built over the current 
Georgetown-Lewes Railtrail. 
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Comment 42 
 
I feel that the proposed Rails to Trails route should remain a walking/bike trail.  A 
road will not reduce the number of cars in the area, but a walking/bike trail would.  
Also, the trial is lined with trees and some wetlands.  It would be a disaster to take 
out hundreds of trees and fill wetlands for a road no one wants.  Please vote NO to 
the road proposal.  
 
Comment 43 
 
It has come to the community ‘s attention that a member of the workgroup is 
distributing petitions in support of a #76 which bears his name.  I am not certain 
what his interest is beyond having a travesty bearing his name.  Is it possible he 
will benefit in some manner.  Will the highway be close enough to the concert 
grounds so another road can access the field from the new highway? There must 
be some financial gain in this project for so much attention.  #76 must be voted 
down.  It will disrupt many lives. It will destroy the rail to trail concept.  I fail to see 
how it will help north/south congestion.  The major problem lies with the Plantation 
Rd/Beaver Dam Rd intersection.  
 
Comment 44 
 
I highly oppose the railtrail being turned into a road, it runs practically through my 
backyard, and I am 13 years.  
 
Comment 45 
 
Please please do not build a road! We need trails and trees, not roads.  
 
Comment 46 
 
Please keep the plan for the former Lewes-Georgetown railroad line to become a 
bike path only. This type of transportation/pathway is much needed and will allow 
for safer bike access to downtown Lewes and Georgetown from the 5 Points Area.  
 
Comment 47 
 
Something has to be done about the traffic and the constant building - killing the 
golden goose  
 
Comment 48 
 
Of the 103 possible project options for the “rails to trails” project running through 
Five Points area, the most concerning project possibilities are those that include 
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construction of roadways instead of bike paths. There are 3 major facts I would like 
you to consider as you deliberate on the next steps of the project: 
 

1) A large number of bicyclists are hit in Sussex County every year, in 2016 
alone there were 42 crashes involving bicyclists, over half resulted in 
injuries. Because of this staggering statistic, in 2016, the governor passed 
the Bicycle Friendly Delaware Act to promote bike safety. The act passed a 
variety of biker and vehicle safety laws that greatly improved biking 
conditions. However, there is currently no State Bicycle Route that runs 
east to west and the only available path that runs down route 9 is 
dangerous due to heavy vehicle traffic. Therefore, the new bike route would 
provided a significant function of transporting bicyclists safely across the 
state. 

2) Biking is an effective and cheap form of transportation as well as a great 
way for people of all ages to engage in physical activity. The US and 
Delaware have extremely high obesity rates and providing local citizens an 
opportunity for safe recreation like the bike path will help improve the 
community. 

3) Finally the bike path will act as a connector for many local small businesses 
throughout the state increasing state revenues. If the bike path were 
converted into a roadway there would be some businesses that would have 
to close down due to land encroachment. Are you prepared to justly 
compensate those land owners and businesses? The 5th amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States orders that private property shall not be 
taken for public use without just compensation. Therefore if the board 
chooses to proceed with a road instead of a bike path the state should be 
prepared to compensate those businesses owners the economic value of 
their business or become engaged in a takings clause legal suit. 
 

Comment 49 
 
As a resident of the Reserves of Nassau, I can attest that the primary reasons for 
living there are related to the establishment of an idyllic bike trail into Lewes and 
the development's position in relation to avoiding having to deal with high traffic 
volume associated with accessing downtown Lewes. The possibility of a highway 
connector along the old RR right of way would be contrary to both and would 
assure a loss of significant property values for all of the units at the Reserves. 
More significantly, a highway would cause the UNNECESSARY expenditure of 
MILLIONS of taxpayer dollars--unnecessary because access to Lewes already 
exists. The more appropriate solution would be to resolve the actual problem: the 
nightmare design of the 5 Points Intersection.   
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Comment 50 
 
I’m against turning the trail into a road, that would only cause more congestion in 
other places and would be very unsafe for those of us who live next to it.  Also 
hearing alternative ideas as in golf carts or electric train? Golf carts are not allowed 
on public roads and this trail does not hook into shopping areas so what would be 
the purpose? Electric train to go where and to what advantage?  This needs to be 
kept as a trail for bikes and walking purposes for the safety of nearby homes and 
families. 
 
Comment 51 
 
Apparently, several working group members are not available for Monday’s vote 
regarding the Hudson- Hughes Highway and have been told they cannot vote in 
absence. Can you please provide permission to those who cannot attend or defer 
the vote until a full working group can cast it?  
 
Comment 52 
 
In reference to the recent Hudson-Hughes Highway proposal, my family and 
community are shocked this idea is currently under consideration. I am wiring to 
voice our strong opposition to the proposed Hudson- Hughes Highway in Lewes, 
Delaware. My husband and I searched for years to identify the right community 
and lot location. We paid a premium to purchase an exterior lot within Villages of 
Five Points East that backs up to the previous rail road tracks. We wanted a 
private and safe location to raise our current three-year-old daughter and 1-year 
old son. We were pleased when the Lewes rail trail was initially proposed and 
approved and look forward to the completion of this project. However, the 
proposed Hudson-Hughes Highway presents many community issues and would 
be a major safety concern for my family. This road would be located steps away 
from our property. This without a doubt would force my family to sell and relocate 
from Lewes. Although traffic is a real concern in our area, we need viable 
infrastructure improvements that are helpful and not detrimental to the residents 
and safety of our children. There are absolutely other practical ideas that should be 
explored. This road would negatively affect thousands of Lewes residents and 
directly impact over 200 homes that currently border this portion of the railroad 
from Nassau Road to Savannah Road. We must protect the safety and integrity of 
our communities and are hopeful that there is a more feasible solution for our area 
to prosper.   
Please vote to reject this proposal.   
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Comment 53 
 
Please do NOT convert the Georgetown Lewes rail right of way to a road.  The 
bicycle path promotes alternative ways to get around Lewes.  We do not need 
another road emptying into he five points area. Put in access roads along route 9 
or 1.  Another road promotes more traffic, not less. I bought a home in Five Points 
East partially for the easy access to bicycle trails.  With the addition of the bicycle 
trail (without a roadway) you would be promoting alternative transportation for 
those who  physically active in the area.  I already make use of the Gordon's Pond 
and Breakwater trails to bicycle.  Access roads will aid the traffic moving south or 
east.  A road along the rail path would destroy a nice path to use bicycles to get 
around Lewes.  
 
Comment 54 
 
Please have your department dig deeper into the land records, as I would bet C. 
Hudson has acreage hidden under a LLC. Why else would 2 people who profess 
to love the Lewes community, want to destroy hundreds of property values, 
destroy our communities’ quality of life & ruin an asset for generations to have a 
nature path of which people can bike/walk into town. This proposed road will not 
only wipe out a wonderful peaceful path, but will lead to even more development!  
 
Comment 55 
 
Subject: Proposed Hudson-Hughes Highway 
Please read and include my no with all those others who are vehemently opposed 
to the project.  
 
Comment 56 
 
We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Hudson-Hughes Highway proposal for the following 
reasons:  
(1) QUALITY OF LIFE will suffer, including: safety, parks and recreation, exercise, 
clean air, natural environment, family togetherness, sense of community, 
interaction with neighbors, quiet neighborhoods, solitude, nature, conservation, 
less reliance on automobiles, less pollution, legacy for future generations.  
We moved to Lewes specifically for the QUALITY of LIFE the area provides.   
(2)  BREACH OF FAITH: +construction of the bypass would destroy the public’s 
faith in local/state government to follow through with adopted and funded policies 
and master plans, +2005-2008 State Master plans for rail to trail system include 
the Georgetown-Lewes non-motorized Rail Trail, +project is funded and under 
construction, +the State promotes rail trails for tourism, +developers have 
designed & marketed communities adjacent to the railtrail, +citizens bought homes 
next to an active railroad and future rail-trail-not a future highway, +Many hard—
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working active citizens of the community can be adversely affected by the breach 
of trust to construct a highway on the railtrail. This especially troubles us. The 
non—motorized Georgetown-Lewes RailTrail was supported, adopted and funded 
in good faith.  
(3) ADDITIONAL ISSUES:  +DeIDOT studies that were presented to the Working 
Group show that 5points has a north-south  traffic volume problem, not an east 
west volume problem. East west traffic volume is stable year round, whereas north 
south traffic increases significantly in the summertime. Year round the north south 
volume is many times greater than the east west traffic.  Although an East-West 
Bypass road might marginally reduce east west traffic flow, the impact will be 
negligible compared to the huge volumes carried north to south that are the real 
cause of the problem. Additionally the north south traffic stalls and backs up due to 
the strip shopping malls south of the 5Points intersection. +The net effect of an 
East West bypass would inflict severe damage to existing neighborhoods at great 
social and economic cost to the community in exchange for marginal, and probably 
fleeting positive impact at 5points. It is an accepted fact that traffic volume expands 
to fill the amount of road to accommodate it. 
+Lewes beach and downtown streets are at capacity. Providing an expressway to 
the center of the town risks destroying the small—town character that makes 
Lewes so attractive as a place to visit and live. The traffic congestion at 5points  
and Coastal Highway protects downtown Lewes from being overrun by too much 
traffic. Constructing a railtrail allows residents to move freely and safely outside of 
the congested traffic.  
+Removing all of the vegetation from the existing railroad right—of—way that 
would be caused by a new highway would displace foxes, mice, rabbits, snakes 
and other wildlife into adjacent neighborhoods.  
(4) BETTER SOLUTIONS EXIST:  
+Realign Route 9, the Lowe's parking lot and Beaver Dam Road at Belltown and 
5points, instead of building a bypass highway and adversely impacting the rail-trail, 
the surrounding communities and the Sussex County Delawareans who reside 
there. +An existing 5 points bypass route already exists.There is no need to 
encroach on the rail—trail in order to build another one. It is already named after 
the Hudson family. Here's how it would be achieved: Add shoulders and widen 
Hudson Road from Route 9 to SR1. Add traffic signals at Cave Neck Road and 
widen Cave Neck Road from Hudson to SR1. This would provide a bypass road 
just a few hundred yards west of where the proposed Hudson—Hughes Highway 
proposes to start at Cool Spring – with arguably more convenient access to both 
sides of the Hudson property on SR1.  
 
Comment 57 
 
I am totally opposed to the Hudson-Hughes Highway proposal to turn the former 
rail way into a road.  This should be use as originally intended as a bike trail only.  I 
live in Edgewater Estates and there needs to be a safe way to cross Rt. One on 
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bike.  The bike trial itself will help to ease congestion since those of us on the west 
side of one will have the option of biking in to Lewes instead of hopping in a car. 
While i don't back up to the current rail bed it would be extremely unfair to the 
homeowners who do to put a road in their otherwise peaceful back yards.  NO to 
the Hudson-Hughes Highway! Bike trail only!! 
 
Comment 58 
 
Please do not turn the old railway into a highway. It would be so much more 
beneficial to make it a bike path instead. It would add more beauty to the area, 
adding a highway would take away from the beauty.  
 
Comment 59 
 
I vehemently oppose the “Hudson-Hughes Highway, for several reasons, a few of 
which I've outlined here:  
·         Adding a two-lane highway to the bike trail would do virtually nothing to 
solve the Five Points mess on Route 1  
·         Massive amounts of old growth trees and shrubs would have to be cut down  
·         Wetlands would be disturbed  
·         And the road would be 30 feet from my back door, instead of just the bike 
trail, which is why I chose this lot and development to build my retirement home.  
So please, when you vote on July 30 on idea #76, vote NO. Thank you.  
 
Comment 60 
 
Please do not put a road on any existing rail trail or future planned rail trail. Instead 
please build cycling infrastructure and motorized infrastructure. The cycling 
infrastructure will become a draw in itself and is also a priceless community 
amenity, not just for the property owners adjacent to the trail, but people like me 
who live in New Castle County and come down to the beach to get away from it all, 
park the car, and enjoy the beach. At the same time, of course people in the 
community have to move from place to place--road construction should also be a 
part of infrastructure planning, just not at the expense of a precious--and existing--
community asset like a rail trail. Also, please do not simply build a highway and 
then stick a three foot bike lane on it. This simply becomes a death trap for foreign 
students who come to work in the US from countries where motorists respect 
cycling infrastructure. Please build keep and build cycling, walking and running 
trails that you would imagine a five-year old enjoying.  
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Comment 61 
 
PLEASE OPPOSE #76.  The STATE is committed to making us more bike friendly 
and trails do that.  The natural beauty of the area will be destroyed and significant 
quality of life impacts will be felt.  
 
Comment 62 
 
The idea of a two lane highway, will totally destroy the concept of a biking/hiking 
trail. I don’t ride my bike nor walk on Savannah Road or Kings Highway, as it is 
dangerous & unpleasant to have cars & trucks zipping by.  
Adding a road will destroy many neighborhoods as they were not designed years 
ago for a road to go straight through them. Destroy the quality of many many 
people’s lives in Lewes. This road will also open the opportunity for even more 
development (which we all know this is the true fact of this brand new idea), 
nothing will be gained by Lewes taxpayer, voters & citizens.  
 
Comment 63 
 
As a resident of a community (Whispering Pines) that is buttressed to this 
proposed road, I am in support of it.  
 
Currently our community can only access the outside world through Route 1 and 
Route 9, both of which are ridiculously congested all summer long. The reduced 
speeds have done little to ensure safe entry into the roadway and Peele do not 
seem to understand which Lane of entry they have right of way to from the turn 
arounds. The relocation of people here had been a benefit to business owners etc. 
however for residents who have been here for decades it has become a nuisance 
to our lives. It is exceptionally difficult to get out of our communities because of 
increased traffic at our only two access points. I have little feeling for the  
individuals who moved into these developments that sprang up around us as they 
do not recognize they are a large part of the problem. Nobody thought about how 
our quality of life was affected when developers were given permission to build 
hundreds of homes with no real place to put the constant flow of traffic they create. 
I fully support the roadway as I'm incredibly tired of placing my life and limb on the 
line, to simply be able to leave my home now.   
 
Comment 64 
 
My husband and I are against making a road where the old railroad tracks are that 
crossed sweet briar road. We live in Village of red mill pond  
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Comment 65 
 
I am a 9 year resident of Nassau grove.  I strongly suggest that, the hike/bike trail 
proposal be expanded to include a two lane road with required shoulders and set 
backs, be rejected.    
This has all the hallmarks of an eyes bigger than the stomach solution. Too much 
is proposed to be crammed into too little space.  Our community has always 
favored having the hike bike trail on this route.  No evidence has been provided 
that this action will measurably impact the 5 points congestion.  The traffic data 
that I have observed indicates that a major fly over solution to accommodate north 
south traffic flow needs first to be committed to, before the series of spurious band 
aids that are the best that our planners can come up with.  
I'd like to see a major artery proposal that connects Hiway 9 and Route 1 that goes 
directly through the Hudson properties.  
 
 
Comment 66 
 
Please find a way to attend and vote NO to the Hudson-Hughes HWY project 
proposal 
 
Comment 67 
 
I am not a lifelong resident of DE, but moved to Lewes 5 years ago. 
When can we start preserving, and cease expanding. The whole world may find 
they love our part of the world, but realistically we cannot accommodate them all. 
This proposed Highway is a measure to solve the problem of too much growth.   
Let’s slow the growth, instead of passing proposals to accommodate it.  
 
Comment 68 
 
At the end of May, my wife and I moved to Delaware from Maryland. We bought a 
home in the Villages of Red Mill Pond. We love our new retirement home and the 
community. However, we just recently found out that some members of the 
Transportation Committee are proposing that a new highway, Hudson-Hughes 
Highway, be built over the current Georgetown-Lewes Railtrail. We strongly 
oppose this idea.  
At the time we purchased our home, we were informed that a walking/biking trail 
would be replacing the old railroad tracks. We thought that was a wonderful idea 
and were looking forward to its completion. It would enhance the area for all 
Delawareans, not just the residents of our development. The construction of a new 
highway will only bring additional issues and exasperate already existing   
problems, i.e. noise, pollution, safety concerns, the destruction of beautiful trees 
and wetlands and have a devastating affect on wildlife and the environment. Even 
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if the proposed Hudson-Hughes Highway factors in a walking/biking trail, the 
aesthetics and enjoyment of using the trail will be severely diminished by the 
construction of this new highway. The proposed Hudson-Hughes Highway is a 
disaster in the making and should be defeated.  
 
Comment 69 
 
I am deeply opposed to #67 which is the proposal to build a highway on the Lewes 
Georgetown trail. Stop this terrible road; it will do  little to help Five Points traffic 
and would steal a wonderful trail from future generations.  
I moved here because of this trail. It has been planned for 12 years!  
 
Comment 70 
 
I oppose the Hudson Hughes highway proposal as I live in Five Point East.  I, in 
part, purchased a home in Five Points East, on the  intent to convert the 
Georgetown-Lewes rail to a bicycle trail. Please do not forward the Hudson 
Hughes highway proposal, the Cape  Gazette poll is running almost 2 to 1 against 
a roadway in this location.  
 
Comment 71 
 
I am extremely opposed to the Hudson-Hughes HW. Just having sunk our life 
savings into our retirement home in the village at 5 pts, we bought our lot in good 
faith. We were told that the tracks behind our house would be converted to a bike 
path. Now that we’ve taken possession we’re hearing about this HW. Is this some 
kind of scam?!  Motorists will be able to see quite clearly into our bdrm as our   
house is VERY close to the tracks. Not to mention the very real hazard a road 
would pose to children and bike riders in this and all the neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the track. And it would create noise pollution for all those 
neighborhoods as well. We say NO to this proposal!!!  
 
Comment 72 
 
Please vote no #76 Hudson - Hughes Highway. I can not think of a worse idea for 
Lewes.  
 
Comment 73 
 
We OPPOSE the Hudson Hughes Highway!!  
We DO NOT SUPPORT IT! Keep the bike trail as was approved. We want to keep 
our property value! This would be in our back yard! VOTE NO!  Thank you.  
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Comment 74 
 
I am opposed to the highway that has been proposed for the Georgetown-Lewes 
Rail Trail.  I live in Donovan Smith MHP and it will impact our park by taking quite a 
few homes out.  Plus it will be close to my home and I moved into this area for the 
peace and quiet  here.  I formally lived on a very busy street in Pa and loved the 
quietness and friendliness of Lewes.  Please do not take all of that away from here 
 
Comment 75 
 
Please vote No on idea #76. The rail trail is lined with beautiful mature trees and 
would be an irreplaceable resource.   I and many of my  neighbors have been 
looking forward to the time when we could ride bikes into Lewes, instead of using 
the car.  For a town that has traffic and parking issues, I would think that having a 
dedicated biking and walking trail would be a huge plus.  I would also state that   
although I enjoy riding my bike, I would not do so alongside a road.  
 
Comment 76 
 
I am a resident of Lewes, DE.   
It’s important to me to communicate to you that my family would be negatively 
impacted by this highway. I think the plan is short-sighted and a band aid measure 
to fix a problem that it cannot effectively solve. It would destroy my childrens’ 
backyard. I also wanted to pass along a petition we have begun with over 600 
signatures and counting. These are a huge majority of citizens of this area, who 
are opposed. I hope you will take the time to have a look at the petition and to 
consider my position, I am definitely not the only one.   
Additionally, I have lived in Lewes off and on for 8 years. I have driven into town 3 
times daily for pick up and drop off to school and to run errands. I have NEVER 
suffered from traffic congestion in the town of Lewes,on Savannah Rd or Kings 
Highway. This East/West  solution funnels traffic into Lewes.... unnecessary. 
Whenever I have to go into Rehoboth, I sit in traffic. Year round. Yet I have never 
had issues in Lewes. This is a band aid. This is meant to benefit developers and 
no one else. We need to be concerned and think more critically, head back to the 
drawing board and make better choices that don't hurt bike paths.   
Thanks for taking the time to read my comments. I appreciate the work that you 
do.   
 
Comment 77 
 
I am not in favor of turning the railroad tracks into a road rather than a bike trail.  
There is so much uncontrolled development in this area it is important that we 
maintain green space and recreation amenities.  Quality of life is important in 
keeping this area desirable for everyone.  
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Comment 78 
 
NO road please on the trail!!!   Please do not take away our trail!!!  We do not want 
to walk or bike near a road either. SO unsafe.  
 
Comment 79 
 
All ideas should be studied! 
 
Comment 80 
 
Please remove item #76 from suggestions.  I do not want a road where a bike trail 
was promised. 
 
Comment 81 
 
Please don’t even consider putting in a roadway there. The area needs to remain a 
community-oriented site.  
 
Comment 82 
 
The backyard of our home is facing this proposed trail/road. Our home is 50’ from 
the center of the track bed. We face beautiful big trees, hear and see birds and 
wildlife, giving us a feeling of tranquility.  
We love to walk and bike. We have 12 grandchildren who are looking forward to 
riding their bikes on the path, and parents who all jog.  It’s not a matter of 
inconvenience. If this road goes in, our lives will be severely compromised in terms 
of health, mental and physical, safety, noise and air pollution to mention s few.  
The road can not happen. Please support us.  There are other solutions without 
disrupting so many lives.  
 
Comment 83 
 
Please vote no #76. A road is not needed if anything widen New Road. Or if they 
build an overpass at Cave Neck build a Bypass from  New Rd just west of Canary 
Creek to Cave Neck..  
 
Comment 84 
 
Greetings and be advised, I, of 31881 Carneros Avenue, Lewes, DE (Nassau 
Grove community) wish express my opposition to idea #76 as proposed to 
DelDOT by the Five Points Transportation Study Working Group.  
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I do this after taking a walk along the completed trail behind the Lewes Library and 
see just how close it is to those resident's homes.  I then went around the Nassau 
Grove area to see just how many homes other homes in our neighborhood (and 
adjacent community) will be affected by the additional traffic.  
Bike and walking trail is great and an asset.  An additional road is not.  
 
Comment 85 
 
Mr. Hudson and Mr. Hughes correctly identified what is, has been and continues to 
be, the root cause for the transportation nightmare in Sussex County and in 
particular the Five Points interchange area where multiple roads converge in a 
very limited space.  Their characterizing the problem as a lack of planning and 
funding of improvements to the transportation infrastructure is on point. But linking   
it to the pace of “population growth” in the area is a soft way to avoid saying the 
expansive and continuing real estate development occurring in Sussex County 
particularly west of Route 1 along SRs 9-24-23-1D is the problem.  Add to this is 
continual real estate development push for rezoning of lands and other properties 
for more residential and commercial development—look at Kings Highway/Gills 
Neck Road and Old Landing Road west of Route 1.  Sussex County Planning and 
Zoning and the Sussex County Council have done little to hold developers 
accountable for the transportation infrastructure on projects they approve.  So let’s 
call it what is—  uncontrolled development which essentially is based on the 
developers’ mantra of “If you build it they will come.” They did, and they came and 
are still coming—now what do we do?  Developers and those involved with these 
projects, once approved and underway, just ignore the infrastructure needed to 
complete the transportation aspect.  Not my job, that’s the county and DelDOT’s 
work.  Of course Mr. Hudson would be very well versed on this situation since he 
and his family run business, Hudson Management, have been active real estate 
developers and related projects in Sussex County for many years.  A look at the 
company web site will show some of the projects they have engaged in.  
 
I stress this point because of what the two conceivers of the highway state is their 
primary motivation for this project: That, as “just private citizens” and long time 
residents [of the Milton] they are just hoping to serve the community and plan for 
their families and future  generations. This all very laudable and ostensibly 
altruistic but it could have been a bit more transparent.  Mr. Hughes is employed 
as a traffic engineer for Davis Bowen a large multi-state construction company with 
a well established history of work for the State and DelDOT on various 
construction projects including roads.  Indeed both gentlemen, who appear to be 
from different professional backgrounds but with similar business and employment 
interests have joined and profess that their highway initiative, dating back to   
November 2017 and prior to the formation of the Working Group, was undertaken 
at their own expense and on their own efforts. Were other options explored or 
consider? If so what were they and why did they ultimately discard them?    

63



  

 
Whether the long standing DelDOT/DENREC proposal to convert the railway line 
into a bike and walking trail from Lewes to Georgetown as part of the national 
America Discovery Trail (ADT) or the more current suggestion that it should be an 
E-W 6 mile black top freeway with bike and pedestrian paths between Cool Spring 
Road and Savannah Road will have to play out.  But if the gentlemen  believe that 
their proposal is being given short shrift I wonder if in working on behalf of their 
individual families and their future  generations--who will not be directly effected by 
their plan--what thought and consideration they accorded and discounted for the   
communities, families and property owners and their future generations who will be 
directly impacted by their “catchy” named roadway?    
If the highway is built will it not serve as an incentive for more commercial and 
residential development along Rte.9 and do Mr. Hudson and Hughes doubt that? If 
we build it the developers will come and still more traffic will be generated. As they 
now begin to sense opposition to their idea they turned to the media to make their 
case and to press for openness and a chance to sell their idea.  Fair enough. But 
they might have considered doing that back in 2017 or earlier and before the 
Working Group was assembled as well as taking the time to visit with those 
communities that would be directly impacted by their idea to get their views in 
advance.    
 
And lastly, how long after the first serious or fatal accident involving vehicles and 
bikers or walkers will the cry go out—close the bike and walking trail, it’s safety 
hazard? Cars, heavy trucks, buses and trailers on an expressway do not mix well 
with bike and pedestrian traffic--that is a fact we do know.  Keep the trail and thank 
Mr. Hudson and Hughes for their idea.  
 
Comment 86 
 
Like most long time residents the problem is the newer neighborhoods, don’t ruin 
old standing neighborhoods with the proposed  Hudson-Hughes Highway idea.   
Property values will be ruined, noise will increase, it will be a danger to my 
children.  My property has over 300ft of former railroad frontage, it will not be safe.   
Use the existing infrastructure and make the new neighborhoods and   
developers making millions fix the problem with their new neighborhoods.  
 
Comment 87 
 
I am VERY MUCH opposed to the proposed highway to replace the promised 
Lewes/Georgetown trail. My home backs up to the path in question, and the 
highway would be right in my back yard. This is a peaceful, quiet neighborhood, 
and the highway would put an end to  that peace. The Trail is a wonderful idea,and 
has the support of my neighborhood, Nassau Station, but not this highway.  
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Comment 88 
 
I am in strong support of building only the 10 foot wide bike path on the former rail 
track.  
There is no justification for not building this path ASAP.  The money has been 
approved and the project is expected, to start in a few months.  
Delaware has limited funds to spend on improving the traffic situation in the five 
points area.  
The money that would be spent on studying and/or building this expensive and 
dangerous road would be better utilize on other projects.  
The bike/road will increase pedestrian and cyclists accidents, injury, and deaths in 
our area.  It will also reduce the quality of life to many communities.  
Is this road worth the costs?  
 
Comment 89 
 
I do not support the Hudson-Hughes Highway proposal. I prefer the bike trail on 
the old Gerogetown-Lewes rail trail.  
 
Comment 90 
 
Regarding the proposed roadway/bicycle trail, a/k/a the “Hudson-Hughes 
Highway”, I emphatically implore you to vote NO and SUPPORT THE DELAWARE 
COASTLINE RR ROW BICYCLE (HIKING) TRAIL for the following reasons:  
• To create what will be an extremely busy roadway for cars, trucks, motorcycles, 
RVs and other similar vehicles with a bike and walking trail to be used by children 
and adults is a recipe for disaster.  Remember Tom Draper?  The same thing 
could happen on a narrow roadway with an adjacent bike trail and what about 
sidewalks?   
• This roadway proposal will also result in homes abutting and communities that 
are adjacent to this road to noise and noxious fumes   
from the motor vehicles none of which are generated by cyclists or pedestrians. 
This would negatively affect those resident quality of life and peaceful enjoyment of 
their homes;  
• There are a number of visitors to this state that bring bicycles as evidenced by 
bicycles’ on the roofs or back of their vehicles presumably wanting to cycle in a 
safe and esthetical pleasing environment. These people bring money to our area;  
• Individual cyclists and those that belong to cycling organizations are no doubt 
looking forward to a bike trail dedicated only to bicycling  and walking absent of a 
risk of encountering noisy, noxious fumes spewing vehicles being operated by 
individuals on their cell phone or  gawking on what is going on in the backyards of 
homes abutting the roadway (there will be no trees and vegetation to obscure such   
distractions)  
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• For those whose properties abut the purposed road and the adjacent 
communities will suffer a serious economic loss due to a significant reduction in 
the value of our property.  When my wife and I bought our retirement home in 
Nassau Grove next to a tree and vegetation lined railway 10 years ago all we 
heard was that there will be a bicycle trail there.   There was never any mention of    
“highway for vehicles”    
•  Former Gov. Markel and DELDOT Secretary Cohan made it very clear by their 
remarks at the opening ceremony for Phase I of the Bicycle Trail that they 
supported the bicycle trail ONLY with no mention of the possibility of a motor 
vehicle highway/road .  They realized the benefit of a motor vehicle free bicycle 
trail would be to the cycling, hiking residents of Delaware as well as those tourists  
visiting our state.         
Having said this, I will leave other comments to the massive number of people 
objecting to Misters Hudson and Hughes “highway”.  I again respectfully and 
emphatically implore you to VOTE NO TO PROPOSAL #76, THE HUDSON-
HUGHES HIGHWAY!!  
 
Comment 91 
 
I previously submitted a comment regarding the reasons that the working group 
should oppose Proposal #76. These included public safety, environmental impact, 
increased noise/pollution, and the need for additonal intersections thereby 
increasing traffic congestion.  
At the July 23rd workshop, it was stated that the primary goal of the working group 
is to preserve quality of life. If this project ever comes to fruition, hundreds of 
people’s lives will be drastically changed and the scenic beauty of this trail will be 
lost forever.  
Again, I strongly urge the committee to uphold your stated goal and vote NO for 
the Hudson-Hughes highway.  
 
Comment 92 
 
Having read the countless comments regarding Proposal #76, I cannot rationalize 
why this should even be considered. The effect on the environment and wildlife 
due to increased noise/pollution will greatly affect the quality of life for hundreds of 
residents. Plus, the trail construction has been already been approved and bids 
are being solicited by DelDot.  
As previously stated, the traffic conditions are a north-south not an east-west 
issue. I have lived adjacent to Minos-Conaway road for nearly eight years and 
have never seen congestion on this road. The only real problem is the need for a 
stoplight at the intersection of Route 9.  
Another concern is the massive cost to build this highway. It must be noted that 
any design must include altering the supports under Nassau Bridge due to the 
narrow width. This will result in lane closures and even greater traffic back-ups.  
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I strongly suggest that you vote NO to protect this beautiful trail for this nad future 
generations.  
 
Comment 93 
 
Only one point truly addresses 5 points intersection. The group has failed their 
obligation which was coming up with solutions for 5 points. It seems like the ideas 
to be sent to DelDOT are personal agendas and do nothing to help 5 points. This 
seems like a huge waste of time.  
 
Comment 94 
 
Vote No on proposal 76.  There is insufficient space for a road way and an 
adequate and safe bicycle and pedestrian lanes.  Keep the railway for the bicycle 
path and make Delaware a safe place to commute by bicycle.  Even the example 
in bethany shows insufficient shoulder for a bicycle path.  
 
Comment 95 
 
Thank you for you your difficult and diligent work reviewing many proposals. I urge 
you to vote NO to furthering the Hudson Hughes  Highway proposal. This plan is 
NOT worthy of further consideration.  
 
Comment 96 
 
We are STRONGLY opposed to Study Idea #76, adding a road through major 
developments. Please do not allow this to move forward!  
 
Comment 97 
 
Regarding the Georgetown-Lewes Rail Trail.  This should be a walking trail/bike 
path only.  A highway will present danger to the ecologic balance and is a 
detriment to the public safety of the area.  This highway will provide absolutely no 
benefit, to the area from a traffic or evacuation standpoint.    
What needs to be done is a traffic study and a master plan for alleviating the 
congestion in the area especially as Rt. 9 converges at Rt. 1.  Another "patchwork" 
highway is not going to solve the longer term issues in Sussex county. Please 
spend our tax dollars wisely.  I have seen the result of attempts to combine 
highways with walking/biking paths in both Virginia and NJ.  It was disastrous.  
There have been numerous accidents involving resulting in injuries and even 
deaths on such roads.    
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Comment 98 
 
No to the Hudson-Hughes Highway.  Yes to bike path only.  
 
Comment 99 
 
Ideas 65 and 101 regarding mileage-based user fee and increased gasoline tax:  
EVERYONE who drives in Delaware should be taxed to generate more funds for 
roadway improvements, so increase the gasoline tax.  A mileage-based user fee, if 
my understanding is correct, would unjustly tax all individuals who are already 
paying registration fees for their vehicles.  Increased gasoline taxes would be paid 
by all vehicle operators whether they live in, visit, or travel through Delaware. 
 
Comment 100 
 
Idea 104, Minos Conaway Road:  vote yes for suggested improvements which will 
make it a safer east-west route for all who travel and use it.  
 
Comment 101 
 
Almost 2/3 of the people who voted on a recent Cape Gazette survey said they 
wanted only a bike path on the rail bed.  
Less than 1/3 said they wanted a road and a bike path.  
Unfortunately the people who will be adversely affected by a road have no vote in 
Monday’s vote.  
Why do people, who are promoting the road, have the right to vote on Monday?  
They should recuse themself from voting on this issue.  
 
Comment 102 
 
Idea 76, Hudson-Hughes Highway:  at the July 23 meeting of the working group, 
Mr. Hudson told members of the public that he wanted to build this highway as a 
legacy for his children and grandchildren.  This is not a reason to spend tax dollars 
to further study the need for and possible construction of an unsafe highway that 
will not benefit the Five Points traffic situation.  It is evident that Mr. Hudson's   
motives are for his benefit, and to misuse state and federal funds to his advantage 
is a crime.  He should be removed from the working group; at the very least, he 
should recuse himself from voting on idea #76 and all others that appear to be a 
conflict of interest.  
Mr. Hughes, an active partner with Mr. Hudson, should also recuse himself from 
voting on #76.  
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Comment 103 
 
My husband and I live in Village of Red Mill pond. We do not want a road but 
rather to have a recreational trail in the location where the railroad tracks were 
removed   
 
Comment 104 
 
The proposal for the roadway on the RR tracks should be stopped immediately 
and never brought up again, kill it where it stands! Most homes along the line are 
in the back of our homes. Accidents happen, I don’t want a car, van, suv or 
anything else hitting me in my bed possibly killing us both. Please vote against this 
proposal!  
 
Comment 105 
 
Mr Hughes and Mr Hudson are deceiving the public on their proposal of Hudson-
Hughes Expressway.  They should not have a vote on this.  They definitely have a 
conflict of interest.  
 
Comment 106 
 
Bike path only, no road please.  
 
Comment 107 
 
I am opposed to the Hudson Hughes Highway proposal. As a resident of Villages 
of Red Mill Pond, there are numerous quality of life issues surrounding the 
construction of a highway by/through this neighborhood.  
Please continue with the plans for the Georgetown Lewes Rail Trail (no motorized 
vehicles permitted).  
 
Comment 108 
 
In the premise for forming this “working group” it is to study the alleviation of 
congestion in the five points intersection. Who defines this as a problem? As a full 
time resident at Red Mill Pond, the problem, to me, is an “inconvenient slowdown 
of traffic “during the summer months. So you are willing to sacrifice the state 
sanctioned, Federal government grant Lewes to Georgetown rails-to-trails project 
for a part time of the year “inconvenience”? I also find it peculiar, after attending a 
few of the meetings that the moderator for these sessions would not answer a 
direct question from the audience concerning who funded a private study, supplied 
to the group, showing that the Lewes-Georgetown rails-to-trails would make a 
great new bypass road system around the Five Points intersection. As it turns out, 
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Mr Hughes and Mr. Hudson are involved, I suspect to drive more traffic through 
their failing “downtown” Five Points complex !! This elimination of the bike path for 
a two-lane road is nothing but a thinly veiled scheme for money to certain 
individuals in the Working Group for Five Points!  
 
Comment 109 
 
As a full time resident who has attended a few meetings of the Working Group, I 
have seen the use of “ recusing oneself” on voting if there is a conflict of interest or 
a view of impropriety......Mt. Hughes and Mr. Hudson are the embodiment of 
having a conflict of interest  and should be forbidden from voting on item #76 on 
the list of potential options.....It is my belief that they are in it for personal monetary  
gain only, without my interests or the interests of the community at large.  My 
viewpoint is further supported as both Mr. Hughes and Mr.  Hudson have taken to 
the streets, airwaves and local news channels “campaigning” for the adoption of 
their plan (# 76  on the Working  Group’s list of potential ideas for DELdot )....how 
can I be reassured that their vote is on the up and up.....I can’t !  As porported   
impartial participants in the Working Group, they are a sham !  As a sidebar 
question somewhat related, I do not understand how DELdot can even allow a full-
blown private study to be considered from a private group that only seeks to gain 
monetary rewards for their efforts.....at the expense of the community? 
.........campaign contributions?..... just remember, these are the new days of   
transparency with many ways to find the information required to confirm such 
improprieties.....just saying !  
 
Comment 110 
 
Keep the Rails to Trails, without road interference.  Safety, green space, air & 
noise pollution, expense and legal entanglements are all  absolute risk factors with 
potential alleviation of traffic congestion at 5-points from a road on the rails highly 
questionable.  I urge committee to maintain original and vested proposal to keep 
'rails to trails' intact for the health, welfare and enhancement of our community. 
 
Comment 111 
 
On July 23, 2018, the Five Points Working Group unanimously passed Item 20, 
“Conduct a corridor study on Route 9 to determine the feasibility of widening to 
four lanes.”  Completion of the already approved Lewes-Georgetown walking/bike 
trail that extends a total of 17 miles from Lewes to Georgetown through the 
decommissioned rail corridor would virtually eliminate the need for the existing 
dangerous bike lanes on Route 9 which, in turn, would open up existing space on 
the highway to accommodate its widening.  The widening of Route 9 also makes 
construction of the parallel highway identified in Item 76, “The Hudson-Hughes 
Highway,” duplicative.  Vote “No” on Item 76.  
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Comment 112 
 
I am a resident of Lewes, DE. You may remember my family, my husband spoke 
and we all stood for comments at the last meeting and discussed our concerns 
with the highway and our children’s safety.   
I understand you are also opposed, but is still important to me to communicate to 
you that my family would be negatively impacted by this highway. I think the plan is 
short-sighted and a band aid measure to fix a problem that it cannot effectively 
solve. It would destroy my childrens’ backyard. I also wanted to pass along a 
petition we have begun with over 600 signatures and counting. These are your 
constituents, who are opposed. I hope you will take the time to have a look at the 
petition and to consider my position, I am definitely not the only one.   
Please consider sharing this petition with your colleagues and members of the 
working group.  I have attempted also to contact each of them, individually.   
Thanks for taking the time to read my email. I appreciate the work that you do.   
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Recipient: Del DOT and 5 Points Working group

Letter: Greetings,

Oppose the Hudson-Hughes Highway in Georgetown-Lewes.
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Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Kathleen Lombardo Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 I’m signing because I don’t want a my kids backyard. This proposal
is not a viable option. It’s funnels more traffic into the town of
Lewes, only traffic that is coming from DC Maryland or Virginia.
Chances are that most visitors to the area are headed to Rehoboth.
It makes no solution for traffic that is coming from the Pennsylvania
and New York areas. It is shortsighted, poorly planned, and does not
account for the problems we have with emergency access

Carole Chadwick Millsboro, NJ 2018-07-25 Long-term problem does not warrant a fast "cure", especially when
it impacts the lives of the people who live where the "solution"
would go.

William Huntley Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 This is an amateur bandaid solution at best that comes at an
unprecedented cost in money as well as quality of life. It’s time this
county and DELDOT started provided professional solutions to our
growing traffic and infrastructure problems. Polling residents and
entertaining ill-advised notions from a couple citizens who may or
may not have a person interest is not the way to fix our problems.
The good old boy method of governing in Sussex needs to end if we
ever want to get ahead of our growth problems.

Dr. Lynn Barberi East Windsor, NJ 2018-07-25 I live near the trail and a highway would ruin my quality of life!

Jen Mcmahon Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 We bought our property in 2012 and at the time it was right across
from the train track where the train came by infrequently. We were
then happy to hear it was going the be a bike trail. A bike trail is a
great idea in our town and is not detrimental to the environment.
Now all of a sudden it’s a proposed road. Our neighbors homes are
literally going to be within spitting distance of this proposed road.
Our traffic issues at Five Points seems to be a problem going South
and North, not East and West. How can they turn something so
great as a bike trail into a road?? Bad bad idea!

Claire Davidson Wilmington, DE 2018-07-25 I own a vacation home in Lewes and there’s too much development
now.

Rhonda Scott Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 I vote NO to Road, YES to Bike Path

Nancy forsyth Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 Rapid population growth and poorly planned infrastructure plagues
the Lewes-Rehoboth area. In tourist season, North-South traffic is
the problem, with Five Points being a bottle neck. What is the point
of an East-West road? Where would the traffic be speeding to? And
where would they park when they get there? Not to mention, the
project cuts through residential areas and the parcel is not large
enough for an environmentally sound setback.

Penne Finkley Wilmington, DE 2018-07-25 This is a terrible idea to have this road so close to these residential
homes! Would any of our government officials like to have this
traffic in their back yard? This railway was never intended to become
a road way! Make it a bike path and walking trail like the original
plan was designed to do.
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David Aylor Milton, DE 2018-07-25 Please be advised that I and many others are greatly opposed
to the proposed HUDSON-HUGHES HIGHWAY. This proposed
highway route will:1. Devalue current and future properties located
in Villages at Red Mill Pond,2. Eliminate a promised and funded
walking trail,3. Add to the noise and pollution in the adjacent
neighborhood,4. Impact dairy grazing areas and wild foul resting
and feeding area,5. Become a significant safety hazard to walkers
and bikers.6. Betray a promise for the bike trail7. Not serve to
relieve the congestion at Five Points.Note: Most of the congestion is
due tot the vacationer traffic on RT 1. ANY LEGISLATOR'S VOTE FOR
THIS HIGHWAY WILL ENSURE MY VOTE AGAINST HIM/HER IN THE
FUTURE.

Kathleen Srnik Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 The trail is such a gift from nature and should be protected, not
turned into another Highway, especially since Route 9 runs parallel
to it. (Here in Red Mill Pond, Route 9 is just one field away and
the trail is literally in many backyards.) Most of us moved here
with the promise of a hiking/biking trail so that we could bike into
town or connect to the Breakwater and also, use the trail daily for
recreational purposes. Losing those beautiful trees and all of that
natural beauty would be just heartbreaking especially since an
east/west Highway does nothing to solve the congestion of Coastal
Highway and Five Points.

David Horwat LEWES, DE 2018-07-25 I am a home owner at 16865 North Hunter's Run. My home and
my neighbors are probably the closest homes to the current trail.
The proposed road is ill conceived because of a lack of knowledge
about the topography of the area. 1. The current trail is about
100 feet from the back of my home and 50 feet from the HOA
common land. I would immediately be concerned about the safety
of our property or our grandchildren if a car were to drive off the
pathway. 2. there is a natural spring which created wetlands along
the pathway in back of my home. There is an immediate problem
with oil and gasoline run off into a natural spring which runs north
toward Route 1. Within 100 feet there is a pond which currently
has fish, turtles and heron. Again any petroleum run off would
damage a wet lands area that people currently enjoy. 3. there would
be noise and significant air pollution to my family and neighbors.
I sincerely doubt the proposed road would account for concrete
noise/ protection barriers which would be needed

Patty Hensler Brick, US 2018-07-25 Another road is not needed.

Robert Burke Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 Its just an idea that doesnt suit the area it would run through. Bike
trail is a great idea, a highway is about as ridiculous as draining the
lewes canal

Vince Gambal Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 This would be a terrible idea. Keep it as planned—bike trail!

Christine Lodge Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 The Hudson-Hughes Highway idea has far more negative
repercussions than positive outcomes for the area and should be
strongly opposed. The plans DelDOT already has underway for
SR1 service roads and the re-design and re-location of the Five
Points intersection appear to be a more viable solution and will
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not interfere with Phase 2 of the already-approved-and-funded
Georgetown-Lewes Rail Trail.

Kelly Prudenti Milton, DE 2018-07-25 This would run right behind my home causing noise pollution,
traffic, and safety concerns for my family. I have live here all my life
and was born at Beebe. I am a permanent resident who has seen
this area overdevelop and over populated .

Mary Kuhlmann LEWES, DE 2018-07-25 There are more than 228 homes abutting the rail bed along the
proposed Hudson-Hughes Highway and the lives of all families
residing in these homes would be negatively effected, if not
devastated. A rail/trail has been planned by DelDOT since before
2008. At least that is when we first attended a planning meeting.
The trail and the beautiful foliage separating us from it, is the
reason we purchased our home only 80 feet from the train tracks.
We even paid a substantial lot premium to be right here. We adored
the little train that passed our home every Thursday morning. A
trail next to the tracks would have been lovely. When the train was
decommissioned, the idea of a trail only was appealing since we
knew none of the beautiful old trees would need to be removed.
And then we, by chance, heard about the bombshell threat of a
highway instead of a park-like trail. Sussex County needs to build
roads BEFORE communities, not the other way around. There are
plenty of East-West roads that could be widened a

doreen babiarz elkton, MD 2018-07-25 Delaware destroys enough trees!

Diane Parson Milton, DE 2018-07-25 I don't want a Highway where the railroad was. Make it a walking
trail.

Mark Leishear Milton, DE 2018-07-25 Wish I had two extra hands - I’d give this ����

Shirley Edwards Lewes, DE 2018-07-25 I oppose the Hudson=Hughes Hwy for a variety of reasons among
them is that it will be detrimental to the environment and traffic
north-south is the issue, not east-west.

Jacquelynn Cook Collegeville, PA 2018-07-25 I support a safe, comfortable bike trail for citizens and visitors
of Lewes through Georgetown including children and seniors.
This cannot be accomplished in close proximity to a highway.
Infrastructure issues should be otherwise addressed.

Michael Gorlicki Philadelphia, PA 2018-07-26 The rail trail is key to integrating our communities and providing
alternatives to car travel

Mitchell Kramer Philadelphia, PA 2018-07-26 Mitchell Kramer

Sarah Cadalvera Wilmington, DE 2018-07-26 Vehemently opposed bc this road would be directly in our backyard
and interrupt our quality of life, endanger our grandchildren at play
and negatively affect the our use of our outdoor living! This offers
no benefit to the community and is merely a self serving option for
those who have proposed this proposterous idea!

Denise Howeth Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 It’s not the right place for a Road for vehicles

Jonathan Carpenter Dover, DE 2018-07-26 Traffic in and out of Lewes isn't that bad to warrant this
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Matthew Rockle Springfield, PA 2018-07-26 So whats wrong with Rt 9?

Jeff Plummer Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 This would effect my area and property in I believe to be a negative
way

Ronnie Grossman Manalapan
Township, NJ

2018-07-26 Protecting nature

Sherry Moore US 2018-07-26 I support this

Napoleon Richardson Alabama 2018-07-26 Eventually everything gonna work out for everyone

Napoleon Richardson Alabama 2018-07-26 I support this as well

Amanda Purdy Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 I am against this idea, it's not helping any of the north and south
traffic, I liked the idea for a bike trail but a highway is a horrible
idea. We have people who have lived in their homes for over ten
years some twenty years and it would be a nuisance for our children
and pets to have cars and headlights and the problems it was cause
for the residents that are very close to the road.

Ursula Sundre Georgetown, DE 2018-07-26 We can do better to find a solution that doesn’t negativily impact
our quality of life and hurt the ecosystem. Let’s preserve the reason
why so many of us moved to Red Mill Pond.

Janet March Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 This highway would be detrimental to Nassau Station and the
adjacent communities! The large amount of traffic it would attract
and the noise it would create would be very invasive and intrusive
to our quiet and peaceful community. The previously planned
bike/walking path is a much more agreeable and acceptable idea. I
vote absolutely NO to the considered highway!

R Jordan Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 Not a good decision to place seniors ,kids and families on the same
path with thousands of pounds of steel confronting them. Let’s keep
this green and help the environment.

Randall Freed Manassas, VA 2018-07-26 One of the reasons we bought our home at the Villages of Red Mill
Pond was because of the proposed Georgetown Lewis rails to trail
project. We don’t want another road near our development. We’re
already bordered by Rte 9 and Rte 1.

William Huntley Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 I signed because I sympathize with those whose lives near the old
rail line would be impacted by this highway. But as important I think
it’s an ill conceived, quick-fix knee jerk notion. “Hudson says the
state owns it so let’s use it”. That’s the same logic as buying items at
the store that I don’t need simply because I happen upon a coupon.
Most importantly I don’t believe this highway would provide much
relief to the 5 points problem. That crazy intersection of Plantation,
Beaver Damn & RT9 is a nightmare & must be redone to provide
much better traffic flow. Couple that with a RT9 overpass across RT1
& 5 points would be fixed. The solution I just described has to be
less expensive than building a new road from Lewes to Georgetown.
Let’s stop making bandaid repairs and start doing things right.

June Petroski Philadelphia, PA 2018-07-26 June petroski
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tina downs Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 It would be extremely dangerous to bicyclists to have the road right
next to the bike trail. Also, the road would negatively impact current
homeowners and businesses along the bike trail since they would
now have a road in their backyard. I don't feel the road would do
much to alleviate the congestion in the area.

Cindy West US 2018-07-26 We do not need more fevelopments. Our infrastructures can't take
it. We have no parking allotted. We need this for the people who
lives here year round. Fed up with money spent on torurists. Do this
for the locals. A road is not needed there. Plus where does the wildlif
go? Enoughh building Start preserving.

George McGinley Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 I fully agree with Tina regarding the danger of bicycling along side
of a road that will probably be used by huge cement trucks and
speeding cars and trucks. My house in the East Village of Five Points
will be no more than 50 feet from this road bed/ trail and I can
foresee a vehicle leaving the road and potentially hitting my house.
Leave this trail as was planned, a biking/hiking trail don't allow it to
become the potential roadway into another development which it
will likely become.

Dorie Moon Claymont, DE 2018-07-26 Safety is key

Edward Pries Oceanside, NY 2018-07-26 For all the below reasons cited, I agree and have signed the petition.

Barbara Wisneski Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 Not a good idea.

james d. weiss, jr. Lewes, DE 2018-07-26 In this case, we do not need a another roadway. We already have to
much vehicle, etc. traffic. My vote is for a bike trail.

Elizabeth Cancelliere
Brandt

Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 bought our house because of access to trail. Safety is key issue. My
grandkids are looking forward to a safe way to bike into Lewes.

Rebecca Waring Baltimore, MD 2018-07-27 This is an egregious land-grab by developers. Please leave the trees
alone.

Andrea Barros Park City, UT 2018-07-27 This is the trail that was originally planned as a bike path by Gov.
Markell

Bruce Ritter Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 I am not veimently opposed to this idea, This is just a concept and
conceptual ideas are needed for improvement. Detroit makes
consept car all the time and never produces the cars. So let’s not
jump to any conclusions.

Julie Hopkins Rehoboth Beach,
DE

2018-07-27 The bike trail preserves green space and animal habitat, encourages
outdoor activity and enjoyment of beautiful scenery, provides a
higher quality of life with no noise and air pollution,

Jennifer Wilt Camp Hill, PA 2018-07-27 We do not need another highway - my parents live in Bethesda and
we as a family have ridden this so many times into Georgetown
and I will be riding this in the Fall - it's an awesome trail / no more
highways !

James Conway Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 This is a serious quality of life, safety and fairness issue. The whole
project was sold as a environmental sound, esthetically attractive
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and enjoyable project. The complete opposite is what #76 proposes
to the detriment of every community in range of this deviant
proposal. The benefactors of this proposal will be the cabal of
developers fronted by Hudson and Hughes whose lands (owned
or to be purchased) will be accessed by this roadway on the public
dime. As a lifelong Delaware resident I can attest that this game has
been run the length of this state to the expense of taxpayers wallets
and enjoyment since autos needed roads.

Judy Berwanger Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 We lived in Severna Park before relocating to Lewes. A bike/walking
path was built on an old RR line right of way. The path ran from
the Severn River edge across from Annapolis to the BWI airport. It
was wonderful. Families and residents used it every day. The path
ADDED value to all the homes it passed. The alternative would have
reduced home values. That's all one needs to know about it.

Bob Warrick Scranton, PA 2018-07-27 my property backs right up to the proposed road, the bike trail is
fine,but cars at all hours of the night and day speeding through is
totally unacceptable Lewes is a tiny town,why would you want more
traffic having easier access to limited space that most residents
want preservation not more roads

Clifford Alpert Laurel, DE 2018-07-27 I support safe cycling infrastructure. The route 9 bike lane is
dangerous. We need this project to continue and even expand to
west Sussex county.

Barry Segel Fuquay Varina, NC 2018-07-27 What happened to the proposed East West Bypass?It was never
disclosed other than being right at Jimi a Conaway.

Joanne Samanich Wilmington, DE 2018-07-27 The highway would be in my backyard causing the destruction of
beautiful trees, wildlife, pollution and safety concerns as well as the
quality of life for the community.

Robert Laughman Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 I live in five points east. I live there partially because i was aware of
the intended conversion of the rail to a bike trail. The rail right of
way needs to be kept a bike trail, not a road.

James Stilwell Lewes beach, DE 2018-07-27 Hudson Hughes highway will make no difference it’s approx five
miles long and will have approx 7 intersections with traffic lights or
round about just another log jam. I can’t imagine all the trees along
this path cut down and it will be flat d open no privacy

Viviana Matthews Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 This would ruin quality of life. Not just for people but behind us is
one of the few wooded areas left for animals.

Trish Hillmantel Lewes, DE 2018-07-27 In the interest of revenue what would attract people? A beautiful
path where one can cycle in safety for miles on end or a filthy road
built to solve an east to west “problem” that isn’t a problem? People
don’t want the nastiness of the road in their backyard and shouldn’t
their voices carry a lot of weight?

Steve Venett Milford, DE 2018-07-28 Keep the trail for bike and pedestrian use only.
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Judith Griffith Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 The rail trail is much more worthy and community friendly than the
alternatives which would cause much disruption to neighboring
communities as mentioned in the Cape Gazette!

Judith Griffith Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 The rail trail for biking is far more community friendly than the
alternatives mentioned in our local papers. We need more areas
left as greenways to preserve nature and open spaces. No roadway,
please!

Steven Fraticelli Baltimore, MD 2018-07-28 We certainly do not need more traffic down this corridor and the
idea of helping to alleviate the congestion at 5 pts is competly
unacceptable. What about my property value that some think isn’t
that important

Donna Barrick North East, MD 2018-07-28 I’m signing this petition because I am a resident of Reserves of
Nassau and a biking trail would be healthy and help continue
to keep our community a great place to live. I also would like to
maintain the value of my property as it is today or better.

Marge Poot Newark, DE 2018-07-28 Keep the Bike Trail as it is intended to be, not another highway. We
have New Road right there, we do not have a place for bikers. As
a resident of the Reserves of Nassau, we do not want this in our
backyard!

Elizabeth Hicks Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I’ve been looking forward to the bike trail being extended to
Georgetown. Bike trails bring people together. A busy road with a
path next to it is not the type of bike trail that helps our community.

N A Lewes, PA 2018-07-28 I agree with Elizabeth Hicks: &quot;I’ve been looking forward to the
bike trail being extended to Georgetown. Bike trails bring people
together. A busy road with a path next to it is not the type of bike
trail that helps our community.&quot; And I will add that such a
highway would require the UNNECESSARY expenditure of MILLIONS
of taxpayer dollars.

Jan LoBiondo Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 We were excited about the trail running close to our home so we
could ridesafely to Lewes or Georgetown . You advertise Delaware
as being a statewhere exercise and family health are important.
Make that happen !!!

Tom Stamm US 2018-07-28 Leaderships lack of foresight does not now have the right to heave
this monstrosity of a proposal into a front row perspective for the
residents. I do not endorse this.

Shawn Musgrove Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I do not agree with the roadway being placed in this place!

Linda Harris Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 A highway proposed on our bike path would be a horrible, &
dangerous idea to endanger walkers, bikers, & homes directly along
the path. Please vote “NO” on #76 proposal!

Paula Pepper Rehoboth Bch, DE 2018-07-28 I do not want this!

Jeff Williams Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 This highway would turn our neighborhood from a sleepy cul de sac
into a major thoroughfare
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Beverly Hammett-Kiel Milton, DE 2018-07-28 I’m all for a bike/pedestrian trail, as originally planned. Those intent
on putting a road where a bike trail has been planned have ulterior
motives. They should NOT be membersof the working group and
their vested financial interests in the project MUST be made public.

Cynthia Gratz
Campbell

Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I believe the interests of the community as a whole is best served by
completing the Georgetown Lewes rail trail as planned and funded.
The issue of new roads needs to be considered as a separate issue.
Thank you.

Karen Zelikoff Wayne, PA 2018-07-28 We own a house in the Villages of Five Points and are against this
new plan. We don’t feel that this road will do anything to improve
traffic in the area.

Sandra Phillips Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 The railroad went by the back of my house and Im not to keen on
having cars go by so close to my house. The train only went by one
day every week or every other week. Another reason is I bought in
that area because it was so quiet.

Priscilla Kinney Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 Let's keep biking and hiking away from highways!

Kathy Dottery Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 Stop the madness let's us have some nature to enjoy

John Harry Allamuchy, NJ 2018-07-28 We luv the Lewes area. Another road cutting through what little
natural area left is a stupid move. If real estate developers were kept
in ck to begin with, and Planning Commissions actually did their
jobs, all this would not be necessary.

Elaine Matt Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I am a permanent resident of Nassau Station and I purchased my
home specially so I could be near the future bike trail. It is too
dangerous to bike on New Road and Savannah Road into town
especially in the morning and evening rush hours. I strongly oppose
the Hudson-Hughes Highway because it will create more traffic
problems on Old Orchard and Savannah Roads. We need a safe bike
route for children and adults which connects to the Breakwater Trail
and Cape Henlopen State Park.

gerri jackson lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I bought my house 5 years ago, partly because of the upcoming
bike trail behind my house. Now that I am becoming a full time
resident the idea that it will be taken away saddens me. There is
too much development in Lewes, and not enough thought about
far reaching implications of taking away all the natural beauty in
the area and replacing with the cookie cutter houses in the new
developments.

Janet Strickler Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 We definitely need an answer the the incredible logjam of vehicles
on Route 1--now a year-round problem. However, this path is not
the answer and should become a bike path. Perhaps overhead
ramps will help alleviate traffic problems at the critical junctures?

Katelynn robinson Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 Agree with you 100%

Caryl Williams Lewes, DE 2018-07-28 I’m opposed to HH Highway. A bike path only. We cannot have more
traffic emptying out on Savannah.
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Sue Boyd Lancaster, PA 2018-07-28 It would be a shame to lose the bike path to cars

Steven Fraticelli Baltimore, MD 2018-07-28 We should be conserving land space...not adding more traffic,
pollution and road noise. This is a very bad idea. A bike/walking trail
would be great!

nichole bunting Milton, US 2018-07-28 My property is sandwiched between route nine and this trail/ path.
This would destroy the quality of life we live. I have lived on this
property since 1972, when my parents bought it and I was 3 years
old! This is unacceptable

nadine wick lewes, DE 2018-07-28 No!

Mary Parvis Baltimore, MD 2018-07-29 We need bike and walking trails. This road, as described, sounds
very dangerous and invasive to neighborhoods. I own a house
in Rehoboth Beach. Thank you for considering the views of the
petitioners.Mary Parvis

Karen Hartschuh Lewes, DE 2018-07-29 I am from Long Island. When I was growing up a local road was
expanded from two lanes to four to alleviate traffic. With the
expansion, usage more than doubled. Sadly, my family's home was
in a cul-de-sac at the end of the road. Our home was hit twice by
cars speeding down the newly expanded road and failing to see all
of the signs advising motorists that the road was ending and they
needed to reduce their speed. The last time that happened, the car
hit our house so hard that it pushed my elderly grandmother from
her bed across her bedroom, which was on the first floor. She was
seriously injured and required hospitalization. Our home sustained
structural damage. Other houses in our cul-de-sac were also hit.
Please reconsider having a road so close to homes and stick with a
hiking and bike trail, as it was originally proposed!

debra schwartz felton, DE 2018-07-29 NO to another highway!

Melanie Shade Stevensville, MD 2018-07-29 I am signing this petition so that the residents of Lewis can continue
to have the same quality of life that they enjoy. These residents
chose to live in Lewes because of the small town atmosphere they
desire. The proposed highway would take away one of the many
things that these residents love.

Rose Furio Rehoboth Beach,
DE

2018-07-29 No to the Road. Save the Ecosystem. Save our Neighborhoods.

Karen Clupper Landenberg, PA 2018-07-29 I believe that safety for residents comes first!

William Trefzger Rockville, MD 2018-07-29 I bought in Lewes 3 years ago because this trail was being built. I
learned it has been in public planning documents for over 12 years.
One rich developer should not be able to erase that.

Kenneth Zimmerman Rehoboth Beach,
DE

2018-07-29 NO road thru Quiet residential neighborhoods. These drawings are
nothing of what it will be. They start with something small which
is the opening of the door and then after approval it blows up into
something more. The people that are approving this are probably
weekenders and could care less about the residential property
values
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Name Location Date Comment

Constance
Barone-Likens

Lowellville, OH 2018-07-29 Natural beauty and safety should be preserved

Nettie Thiel Millsboro, DE 2018-07-29 Nettie Thiel

Katharine Ommanney Dover, DE 2018-07-29 Because let’s preserve and promote low impact and sustainable
travel routes!! Convenience is not always better!!

Robert Hannan Lincoln University,
PA

2018-07-29 It will seriously impact the quality of life and safety of the families
and residents along the proposed route as well as the safety of the
users of the trail.

Bonnie Atkins Lincoln, DE 2018-07-29 The people living there for years do not need another road running
by their homes!

Patricia Anastasia Lewes, DE 2018-07-29 I supported and looked forward to the bike trail. I do not support
a highway running through our backyard. That is if we still have a
house. We are so close to the tracks our house my not exist if this
goes though. We wonder how many other homes would also be
destroyed.

susan scheidegg West Grove, PA 2018-07-29 Susan Scheidegg

pamela remines Aberdeen, MD 2018-07-29 Trails are needed for our communities!

Corinne Smith Newark, DE 2018-07-29 To help Susan, this is to pretty to ruin!

Mark Huling Lewes, DE 2018-07-29 This highway ( or train) will definitely change the way my family goes
about our daily life. We live right on Savannah Rd. There for our
property would have a road on three sides. Along with new&quot;
workforce housing&quot; going directly across the road from our
property, this will be a change that will lower our quality of life.

Thomas Hannan Kennett Square, PA 2018-07-29 This highway will severely hinder the lives of nearby residents.

Brandon Hill Lewes, DE 2018-07-30 I live directly next to it an I do not want that traffic right next to my
house let alone it'll be destroying even more woods and history

Alice Graham Hummelstown, PA 2018-07-30 I’m moving to Lewes and am excited about the rail/trail to ride on.

Meg DiPinto-Hartman Wilmington, DE 2018-07-30 we need to preserve open space and space for residents to enjoy.
this area is already over developed, don't take away the ability for
residents and visitors to enjoy the beauty of the area and not more
concrete and road

Charles Macintire Lewes, DE 2018-07-30 Improve existing roads and save this lovely trail.

Anthony Buonanno Coopersburg, PA 2018-07-30 Moving to lewesI’m a bike rider and want to preserve the trail
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