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All sections related to your project must be completed. Incomplete applications could
lead to delays in scheduling your review. If you need assistance or clarification, please
call the State Planning Office at (302) 739-3090.
REQUESTED REVIEW: Check one
Comprehensive Plan Pre-Update Review
Complete Sections 1 and 3 only

X

Comprehensive Plan or Update
Complete Sections 1 and 3 only
Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Complete Sections 1 and 2 only
Municipal Ordinance Review
Complete Sections 1 and 2 only

Date of most recently certified comprehensive plan:
Link to most recently certified comprehensive plan, if
available:
If a link to the plan is not available, you must submit a copy
of your plan with this application for a Pre-Update Review
or a Comprehensive Plan Amendment.
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SECTION 1: MUNICIPAL INFORMATION

Name of Municipality:
City of Rehoboth Beach

Address:
229 Rehoboth Avenue
Rehoboth Beach, DE 19971

Contact Person:
David Mellen, Chair-Rehoboth Beach Planning Commission

Phone Number:
302-981-7488

Fax Number:
N/A

E-mail Address:
mellendm@comcast.net

Application prepared by:
KCI Technologies, Inc.

Address:
614 North Dupont Highway
Dover, DE 19901

Contact Person:
Debbie Pfeil, Associate/Planning Manager

Phone Number:
302-318-1133

Fax Number:
N/A

E-mail Address:
debbie.pfeil@kci.com

State of Delaware, Office of State Planning Coordination
Page 2

Effective: March 1, 2018

Preliminary Land Use Service (PLUS) Application
Pre-Update Review Request
Municipal Comprehensive Plans
Comprehensive Plan Amendments
Municipal Ordinances
Delaware Office of State Planning Coordination
122 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., South • Dover, DE 19901 • Phone: 302-739-3090 • Fax: 302-739-5661

SECTION 3. CHECKLIST FOR PRE-PLAN-UPDATE REVIEWS,
COMPREHENSIVE PLANS AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
UPDATES
Please indicate the section and page number where the following information can be
found in the comprehensive plan. For additional details on this checklist, go to the
following website: http://stateplanning.delaware.gov/docs/comprehensive-planchecklist-guide.pdf
Comprehensive Plan Requirements for ALL Communities
Elements of Delaware Code
Page #s / Section
19-21
Position on Population Growth
19-21, 78
Position on Housing Growth
102-104
Position on Expansion of Boundaries
102-103
Position on Development of Adjacent Areas
78-81
Position on Redevelopment Potential
78-81
Position on Community Character
94-99
Position on the General Use of Land
24-28, 78-81, 88-92, 105
Position on Critical Community Development Issues
36-44, 56-74
Position on Key Infrastructure Issues
Demonstrate coordination with State, County and other
22-24, 96-99
Municipalities
Additional Elements of the Comprehensive Plan
Required for Communities with more than 2,000 persons
Elements of Delaware Code
Page #s / Section
Description of Physical, Demographic and Economic
19-28, 60-61, 78, 84-92
Conditions
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
94-99
Public and Private Uses of Land
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
56-74
Transportation
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
60-61, 84-92, 22-23, 99-101
Economic Development
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
84-85
Affordable Housing
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
24-28, 88-89, 105
Community Facilities
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
45-55
Open Space and Recreation
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Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
Protection of Sensitive Areas
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
Community Design
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
Adequate Water and Waste Water Systems
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
Protection of Historical and Cultural Resources
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
Annexation
Policies, Statements, Goals and Planning Components for
other Elements which in the opinion of the community
best promotes health, safety prosperity and general public
welfare.
Sourcewater Protection (7 Del. C. § 6083)

32-44,
78-81, 85-92

36-44
78-81
102-103
98

39-40

Other Code Requirements Linked to the Comprehensive Plan
Elements of Delaware Code
Page #s / Section
Municipal Boundaries accurately depicted on maps, and
6, 58
recorded in county if applicable (City / Town Charters).
Required for all municipalities.

Other elements
Public Participation

3, 8-10

Additional comments:
Please find the following additional supportive documents:
-2015 CDP 5 Year Update Report
-2016 Municipal Comprehensive Land Use Plan Annual
Report
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Planning Commission
(302) 227-4504

229 Rehoboth Avenue, PO. Box 1163
De’““""e 19971
Re“°’°°”‘ Beach’

(302) 227-6181
Fax (302) 227-3336

October 21, 2015

Ms. Dorothy Morris, AICP
Office of State Planning Coordination
122 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd South
3'”Floor
Dover, DE 19901

RE: City of Rehoboth

Beach Comprehensive

Development

Plan Update

—

Status Update

Dear Ms. Morris

Development Plan (CDP) was
As you are aware the City of Rehoboth Beach Comprehensive
and certified by the Office of
Del.
of
C
the
22
requirements
§702a
adopted April 30, 2010 following
State Planning Coordination on July 23, 2010. As the CDP approached it’s fifth anniversary this
spring, the City's Planning Commission, in compliance with 22 Del. C §702e, began the process of
reviewing the 2010 document to determine the Plan’s status as a planning document and to evaluate
the Plan’s relevance. The review also culminated with a discussion related to the need for an
updated document.
After a thorough review the Planning Commission has concluded that the current Comprehensive
Development Plan is still valid and that the major issues identified in the Plan are still relevant to the
City. The overall concepts of the vision for the City has remained the same, and all the
implementation items or Priority Action Items as they are referred to in the Plan, are still priorities for
the City today. The Planning Commission and the Board of City Commissioners have been working
diligently towards the betterment of the City and addressing the many issues facing our Community.
Much has been accomplished but there is still a great deal to do to address the numerous action and
implementation items identified in the 2010 CDP.

Included with this letter is a Summary Report of the current status of all the Priority Action Items
Development Plan. The Action Items are separated into three
found in the Comprehensive
categories: COMPLETED IMPLEMENTATION TASKS, ON-GOING IMPLEMENTATION TASKS,
and IMPLEMENTATION TASKS and ISSUES STILL TO BE DISCUSSED. Also included in the
Report is a brief summary of identified trends and issues that the City has seen developing over the
past few years, and that they feel are important issues to highlight in this Report.
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Please feel free to contact us if you have any additional questions
Sincerely,

5//Vluaozg

David Mellen, Chairperson
City of Rehoboth Planning Commission
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An issue that not only effects the City of Rehoboth, but all coastal communities, are
impacts from rising sea level. Coastal communities will see impacts to their
infrastructure, private and public land as well as the economy due to issues associated
?-I1.IIl-ul-IZ|J|.IJa.I-j.l
is incredibly important for a beach community that depends on a
with
I-it sea level rise. This
jj.
u not
projects related
to sea level rise,
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.
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progress of
and lawsuits that affects the
increasing legal challenges
The City is facing -jg
-.-l.|
I.-,r—-I
P‘-I‘-I2-fl-'-If

the City and daily operations. The City desires to review how to reduce these legal
challenges to continue to effectively run the City.

Another item of concern is the increase of population during the summer season and the
financial impacts it’s having on the City. The City must provide services and
infrastructure for these guests, however the financial return the City receives from the
influx of visitors is questionable as it relates to the cost of providing these services.
- ..r.|.-.|-I-qp.—ul1
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As mentioned earlier in the report some of the many Action Items have not been addressed due to
lack of funding. Members of the Planning Commission have expressed frustration regarding this
- many
not have the financial resources to
welcomes so
issue that a City that -'—'1
—_
M” visitors each year may
"J'ZZ'Tuf—uI
.-.|.I.l.1
Commission are
Members of the Planningrj-II-I-rl
studies. I.-Irl-.II
undertake needed improvementsLu and planning._|.|.|.
address this inequity and increase revenues to achieve
the City could —1?—-?nd;-j.—I.—lI1
currently discussing ways
-.-I-IL."-I-I-I
I-I-II-h
goals.
City's
of
the
more
-I.I.|.—l-pp:

Page | 8

mvcma
w$_._mn_

cozmmw

5

wwcow5:3
39,002

>._9m_=m9

9_m._ $>__m

Emom

8
=03
6 mm:m:Eo&=m

mc_u:§m;

E§_S.

muse96
§>9m§>
mz:m~m>>
vcm_:_
a
m>mm

o

6.. cozmmm

mam
mmmmm

mm.8 36

x_u:mnE<

__Ew:_

62mm

