
 

 

TOWN OF SOUTH BETHANY 

SLR & SS Committee Meeting Minutes 

Friday, August 14, 2015, at 10:00 AM  

 

 

  1. Call meeting to order George Junkin 

 2. Status Report and discussion relative to SLR Grant with ANCHOR  George Junkin 

  3. Discussion relative to objective to get more CRS points Jay Headman 

  4. Planning for Community Education All 

  5. Planning for Public Outreach Meetings All 

  6. What else should we be doing? All 

  7. Adjournment  

 

Agenda Item 1. – George called the meeting to order at 10:00.   Committee members present were, George Junkin, 

Frank Weisgerber , Jim Gross, Frank McNeice, Dick Oliver, and Dave Wilson.  Jay Headman tended his resignation so 

that he could move onto other endeavors.  Members of the public that were present were Jack Whitney and 

Tony Caputo.  Danielle Swallow, DNREC’s administrator for our SLR Adaptation Grant, participated in the 

meeting by telephone. 

Agenda Item 2. – Grant Status Report 

 All activities are on schedule 

 Most of South Bethany’s inputs to the study (including elevation data, tide data, storm drain 
invert data and canal bathymetry data) were delivered to Anchor QEA late month. 

 Final data (storm drain grate elevations in the Rt 1 median and the east side of Rt.1 and 
transformer elevation data) were completed by AECom last week and will be delivered to 
Anchor QEA next week. 

 Anchor QEA delivered to us their Sea Level Rise Scenarios.  They recommend that we plan 

for a SLR of between 0.7 feet and 1.4 feet in the next 50 years.  These predictions fall right on 

the DNREC low and medium predictions. 

The committee reviewed the Anchor Presentation in detail.  The presentation follows; 



 

 

   

   

   

   

   



 

 

The review of the slides develop a few questions.  These questions were documented and sent to 
Ram Mohan.  A copy of what was sent is below. 

Ram, 

We had our SLR & SS Committee meeting this morning, 08/14/2015, and reviewed the Anchor 
QEA slides.  The committee was very appreciative of all the work you and Anchor QEA have 
done.  Below are comments/questions the committee had relative to the slides. 

 Why did you not use as a reference Global Sea Level Rise Scenarios for the United States 
National Climate Assessment, December 6, 2012, NOAA Technical Report OAR CPO-1?  It 
has higher scenarios than the DNREC scenarios, as shown below. 

 
 Jack Whitney recalled from our lunch meeting that you said the USACE uses lower scenarios, 

but your slide 3 says that they use the NRC model which seems to be the same as the 
DNREC scenarios.  Who is NRC?  Does USACE use the DNREC scenarios? 

 Your slides 5, 6, 7, 8 show DNREC scenarios starting in about 1985.  My copies of the DNREC 
scenarios show them starting in about 2010.  Why are they different? 

  
 On slides 5, 6, 7, 8 are “local DE effects” subsidence or is there something else included? 

 11, 12 and 13 the committee would like to see the linear trend lines for the data plotted to 
compare to the Lewes trend line. 

 Why is the red DNREC high scenario not even mentioned?  Did it not have influence on your 
selection of the mid DNREC scenario as the high scenario for South Bethany? 

 I believe that there is a typo on page 14.  Page 14 says “Upper bound:  1.7 feet (DNREC – 
Medium)”.  Slide 7 says the upper bound is 1.4 feet. 

Thanks for all your work, 

George Junkin, Chair South Bethany SLR & SS Committee 



 

 

Agenda Item 3. – Discussion relative to objective to get more CRS points 

 Since Jay Headman had resigned there was no discussion relative to this topic. 

 George pointed out that we needed to have someone step up to continue this task.  Frank 
Weisgerber volunteered to pick it up. 

Agenda Item 4. – Planning for community education. 

 This topic was intended to address a community outreach flyer on freeboard.  Over the past 
few weeks there was considerable discussion on this topic and George said that he did not 
want to take a lot of time on the flyer at this meeting because it was not needed in the near 
term.  What was needed by the end of September or beginning of October was a public 
presentation to meet the requirements for our Sea Level Rise Adaptation Grant which is the 
next agenda item. 

 The committee still wanted to address community education to some degree.  They felt that 
there should be something that our Code Enforcement Constable could give to people who 
were planning to build a new home or do substantial improvements to their existing home. 

 Jim Gross suggested some existing FEMA items that could be included in the folder 
o FEMA – Fact Sheet – Building Higher in Flood Zones: Freeboard – Reduce Your Risk, 

Reduce Your Premium 
o Sections from FEMA – Home Builder’s Guide to Coastal Construction.  

 Jim volunteered to put together a suggested list to be discussed at our next meeting.  George 
made a motion that we accept Jim’s offer, Dick seconded the motion.  The motion passed 
unanimously.  

Agenda Item 5. – Planning for Public Outreach Meeting 

 A draft of the presentation for the public meeting was reviewed. 

 The committee agreed on the general topics to be presented in the meeting 
o Grant objectives and the status of the Anchor work 
o Educate community on current and preliminary FIRM 
o Educate community that raising houses is good 
o Educate community relative to flood Insurance issues (reasons rates are going up and 

ways to decrease rates) 

 The consensus of the committee was that pictures showing flood damage in South Bethany 
should not be included in the presentation. 

 A slide with lots of definitions should be removed because it would be too boring for the 
general audience. 

 Presentation of Current and proposed FIRMs is good.  Also have hand outs and large posters 
of the maps. 

 Show audience how to get to web site to see where their property is, 
http://maps.riskmap3.com/DE/SouthBethany/  

  Picture of the Elevation Survey map is not required.  Just a slide that says what information is 
available and possibly a blow up of what the information looks like. 

 Make a cartoon to show what freeboard is.  The committee agreed that the definition 
“Freeboard was (and still is) a nautical term.  It refers to the height of a ship’s deck above the 
waterline.  If you think of the lowest floor of your house as the deck of your ship, and the BFE 
as the height of the sea, freeboard is the extra height that keeps the larger waves off your 
deck.” Is a good one. 

http://maps.riskmap3.com/DE/SouthBethany/


 

 

 Just have a word chart, with just a few words, stating the benefits of Freeboard  
o Reduces building damage due to high water 
o Reduces flood insurance rate premiums (show graphic on brochure) 
o Local town code allows for building height to increase up to 2 feet if at least 2 feet of 

freeboard incorporated (make separate slide) 

 Put the insurance items on separate charts so that the charts are not too wordy. 

 Do not show the elevation certificate.  It is too complicated. 

 Include in presentation what the Town is doing to improve the Town’s resilience against 
flooding risks 

o Formed the SLR &SS Committee in June 2013 
o Obtain a grant for the elevation survey of all streets, bulkheads and storm drains in 

2013 
o Passed an ordinance in 2014 to encourage building with freeboard by allowing an 

increase in house height if there was freeboard. 
o Obtained a grant in 2015 that will facilitate the Town to eventually develop a 

Comprehensive SLR Adaptation Plan to span a timeframe of 50 to 100 years, to 
address both nuisance flooding and storm induced flooding.    

 The science associated with the prediction of SLR is not absolute.  There will always be some 
level of risk. 

Agenda Item 6. – What else should we be doing? 

 When we reached this point in the agenda we had already been in session for more than 2 
hours. 

 George handed out the info shown on the next page for the committee to review and then get 
back to George with any comments.  The handout was from a document used a couple years 
ago for planning purposes.  

Agenda Item 7. – Adjournment  At 12:10 a motion was made and seconded to adjourn.  The motion 
passed unanimously. 

  



 

 

 


