
From David Jasinski, Property Owner: 133 Chesapeake St, Dewey Beach DE

Board of Adjustment Members:
I support the Town’s position requiring Norman and Sandra Singer to remove the unpermitted pavers installed in 
the public right-of-way on Chesapeake Street directly in front of my property at 133 Chesapeake Street (See photo, 
exhibit 6). The Town is not asking the Singers to remove pavers on their own property or in front of their own 
frontage. The Singers' appeal relies on inaccurate claims regarding permits, easements, and penalties, while their 
unauthorized installation directly obstructs my property access and exacerbates harmful stormwater runoff into 
Lake Comegys.
Key Issues & Arguments

1. Street Frontage and Misplaced Driveway

 Direct Access Exists: Chesapeake Street extends fully along the southern frontage of both properties. The 

Singers' property (135 Chesapeake) has over 60 feet of frontage, while my property (133 Chesapeake) has 
45 feet. (See Survey Exhibit 1)

 Unpaved Character: Like neighboring Jersey and Carolina Streets, Chesapeake Street is unpaved west of 

Bayard Avenue, consisting primarily of a mix of pea gravel and grass. (Exhibit 2,3,5)
 Violation of Code Alignment: Town Code Section 158-5 permits a 20-foot driveway to extend immediately 

southward from the Singers' property directly into the right-of-way. Instead, the Singers unilaterally 
constructed a paved driveway extending southeast across   neighboring   property frontage.  

 Dangerous Precedent: If the Singers' logic were allowed, any property owner on similar unpaved streets 
(e.g., at 203 Jersey Street) could pave the public right-of-way across neighboring frontages all the way to 
Bayard Avenue, destroying neighbor access.

 No property owner has ever been allowed to install pavers across their neighbors frontage. The Singers’ 
driveway is in front of their own property NOT 133 Chesapeake St.

2. Lack of Credibility Regarding Permits and Approvals

 Contradictory Statements on Permits: The Singers claim in their BOA appeal that the pavers were 

"approved by Dewey Code Enforcement personnel" in 2020 or that the Town lost paperwork. However, in 
Chancery Court Case 2023-0620 BWD (Defendants’ Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories, Oct 2024 (See 
separate attachment in this email)), the Singers admitted under oath that their contractor informed them no 
permit was required. (See Question 22 page 16)

 Unlicensed Contractor: The installation contractor, Silvano Romero Inc. (at a sworn total cost of $20,000), 

was not licensed by Dewey Beach at the time and lacked knowledge of local permitting requirements. (See 
Question 15, page 12,13)

 Baseless Claims of "Penalty" and Costs: Removing the unauthorized portion is not a "penalty," but a 

mandatory correction for an installation that never would have been approved originally. Furthermore, 
their claim that removing a minority portion of the pavers will cost $15,000 lacks credibility given their 
original total project cost of $20,000.  Their own exhibit 8 shows a cost of $4,000 to remove the pavers, 
excavate and replace with dirt.

 No Private Easement: The area in question is public Chesapeake Street, not a private easement created for 

the Singers' exclusive use.  The area is not the Singers’ driveway.



3. Impact on Property Rights and Access

 Obstruction: The unauthorized pavers and the Singers' private vehicle parking on them (Photo, exhibit 4, 6) 

obstruct approximately half of my property frontage, impairing my current and future access, use, and 
egress.

 Distinction of Rights: While the public (including the Singers) retains the right to egress across the public 

right-of-way, they have no right to unilaterally pave it or convert public space into a private driveway / 
parking area that harms neighbors.

4. Environmental and Stormwater Runoff Concerns

 The appeal at hand is not to make a determination on permeability, but I am making the BOA aware of a 

potential future issue and appeal possibility.
 Permeability Violations: The pavers were not installed in the manner the town always requires of residents 

seeking paver installation.  The new Coastal Hardscapes quote obtained by the Singers (Applicant Exhibit 
8 “Permeable Interlocking Paver Driveway - $19,000”) for a permeable driveway pavers actually reflects 
the towns requirements placed upon all residents for paved driveway surfaces.  However, the letter to the 
town from the same vendor assessing the actual pavers installed, describes a different far less permeable 
method of paver installation(Applicant Exhibit 6).  This letter clearly shows the pavers that were installed 
have a far reduced standard of permeability in terms of the base used, the gaps maintained, and no joint 
separation and permeable fill.  Why is the town allowing the Singers a reduced permeability standard?

 Lake Comegys Impact: The site sits immediately adjacent to Lake Comegys. The town-sponsored Lakes 

Management Plan and Army Corps of Engineers guidelines (see link in Appendix) mandate the reduction 
of untreated stormwater runoff to protect water quality. Recent costly dredging of Lake Comegys was 
driven directly by runoff and algae buildup from non-permeable surfaces in the watershed. Unpermitted 
paving in public spaces directly violates these environmental protections.

 If a permit is issued maintaining the Singers’ right to this less permeable paved surface in front of my 

home, the right to appeal the entire project for not meeting the towns permeability standards exists.
5. Financial Hardship / Penalty

 The Singers claim the request to remove the pavers represent an unfair financial hardship, but the real issue 
is the Singers deliberately avoided obtaining a permit to install these pavers without permission not only 
on their land, but my land, and the town right-of-way in front of my home.  They arranged this when I was 
living in Dewey full time, but had to leave town.  I don’t believe this timing was accidental.

 This follows a similar pattern where the Singers tried to install an unpermitted fence within a conservation 
easement.  Another incident where they tried to remove multiple trees on their property in violation of the 
tree ordinance shortly after moving in. Both of these actions were stopped by the town.

 Had the Singers not tried to circumvent the zoning code and neighboring property rights they would not be 
facing this expense.

Conclusion
The Singers have direct frontage and access to Chesapeake Street from their own lot without needing to encroach 
on neighboring property. Because their installation was unpermitted, violates code placement rules, blocks my 
property access, and threatens local water quality, the Town’s requirement to remove the unauthorized pavers must 
be upheld.
(Note: Supporting exhibits—including property surveys, Sussex County maps, street photos of unpaved roads, and 
references to Chancery Case 2023-0620 BWD and the Lake Comegys Management Plan—are documented in the 
exhibits below).



Exhibit 
1, 
Survey 

Showing Singer Street Frontage Along Border With Chesapeake St.



Exhibit 2 (Above), Sussex County Map Showing Chesapeake, Carolina, and Jersey St 3rd blocks (all 
unpaved)

Exhibit 3 (Above).  Street Scene at Jersey St (unpaved similar to Chesapeake St).  Does the property 
owner at 203 Jersey have the right to pave the street in front of 200 and 201 Jersey?



Exhibit 4 (Below). Singer pavers which they use as private parking are in front of neighboring property 
133 Chesapeake St.  It limits use and access to my property.



Exhibit 5.(Above)  Photo showing the previous pea gravel surface in the public right-of-way as it was 
prior to 2020.

Exhibit 6.(Below)  Photo showing the pavers as presently installed.  The small fence and flag depicts the 
front property boundary of 133 and 135 Chesapeake St.



References:
DNREC Transcript where Mr. Singer presented a survey in April 2020 (prior to paver installation) 
showing 5.9’ encroachment into neighboring property as well as continuous street frontage along 
unpaved Chesapeake St for the Singers entire frontage.

https://dnrec.delaware.gov/events/public-hearing-norman-singer-subaqueous-lands-permit/
https://documents.dnrec.delaware.gov/Admin/Documents/dnrec-hearings/2021-P-W-0012/exhibits/
Singer-Application.pdf

Lakes Management Plan for Silver Lake and Lake Comegys
https://usace.contentdm.oclc.org/digital/collection/p16021coll7/id/25101/

Separate Attachment to this email:
Chancery Case 2023-0620 BWD, “defendants response to plaintiff’s interrogatories”.

https://dnrec.delaware.gov/events/public-hearing-norman-singer-subaqueous-lands-permit/
https://usace.contentdm.oclc.org/digital/collection/p16021coll7/id/25101/
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