Transaction ID 69737995
Case No. 2023-0269-NAC

IN THE COURT OF CHANCERY OF THE STATE OF DELAWARE

JOHN DELANEY AND APRIL
DELANEY,

~ Plaintiffs, :
V. : C.A. No. 2023-0269-NAC

HENLOPEN ACRES BEACH CLUB,
INC.,,

Defendant.

HENLOPEN ACRES BEACH CLUB INC.’S RESPONSE TO THE
VERIFIED PETITION TO QUIET TITLE AND ANSWER TO THE
COMPLAINT FOR EQUITABLE, DECLARATORY,
INJUNCTIVE, AND OTHER RELIEF AND
COUNTERCLAIM OF HENLOPEN ACRES BEACH CLUB INC.

Defendant Henlopen Acres Beach Club, Inc. (“HABC”) by and through its
undersigned counsel, does hereby respond to the Verified Petition and Complaint
of Plaintiffs follows:

BACKGROUND

1. This case involves a walkway between the house located on Plaintiffs’
ocean-front property and the beach, which walkway has been in continuous and open
use since the 1950’s to the present.

ANSWER: Admitted in so far as the case involves a walkway. Denied
that said walkway is located on Plaintiff’s property. By way of further answer,

HABC denies that any walkway alleged has been in continuous and open use




since the 1950°s as plaintiff unlawfully extended this walkway onto HABC’s
property long after the 1950°s.

2, Despite that Plaintiffs and their predecessors, under claim of right,

hostilely, openly, actually, and continually, have used and maintained the walkway
for more than sixty years, Defendant has unilaterally decided “to fill the existing gap
in the sand fence, so it will be clear that the existing route to the beach should no
longer be used.”
ANSWER: Denied. By way of further answer, HABC admits that quoted
portion of the paragraph is a true and correct quote of a portion of a statement
contained within a letter between counsel for HABC and counsel for the
Delaneys.

3. Defendant’s threatened actions are in derogation of Plaintiffs’ property
rights, are vindictive, and without any legal basis or éause.
ANSWER: Denied.

PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

4,  Plaintiffs John and April Delaney (“Plaintiffs”) are the current owners
of 2 Ocean Drive, Rehoboth, Delaware 19971 identified for assessment and taxation
purposes as Sussex County Parcel No. 334-14.02-122.00 in Henlopen Acres (the

“Property”).



ANSWER: Denied that the Plaintiffs’ property is located in Henlopen
Acres. Admitted that land records of Sussex County Delaware show the
Plaintiffs to be the current owners of the Property.

5. Defendant Henlopen Acres Beach Club, Inc. (“Defendant”) is the

current owner of 3 Ocean Drive, Rehoboth, Deléware 19971, idgntiﬁed for
assessment and taxation purposes as Sussex Parcel No. 334-14.05-121.00 in
Henlopen Acres.
ANSWER: Admitted that this was the physical address of the HABC for
many years. By way of further answer, the Property known as 3 Ocean View
Drive was recently assigned a new postal address of 28 Dune Way, Rehoboth
Beach, DE 19971.

6. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to
Article IV, § 10 of the Delaware Constitution and 10 Del. C. §§ 341 and 342, along

with its traditional exercise of equitable jurisdiction over Quiet Title actions.

ANSWER: Admitted.
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
7.  Henlopen Acres is a residential development beside the Lewes and

Rehoboth Canal. It was developed by architect and engineer Colonel Sherman

Corkran in the 1930’s, who deeded the land to a corporation he named Henlopen



Acres, Inc., with the goal of developing a residential community offering a wooded
setting on an ocean beach.
ANSWER: Admitted.

8. In 1957, Henlopen Acres, Inc. deeded the Property, then known as Lot
177, to Edward A. Beard and Phyllis H. Beard (the “Beards”).
ANSWER: Admitted that the land records of Sussex County show this
transfer.

9. In 1958, Henlopen Acres, Inc. deeded the land adjacent to the Property

on the west to the Henlopen Acres Beach Club, Inc. to be used solely as a beach

club.
ANSWER: Admitted.

10. In 1959, the Beards constructed a residence on the Property.
ANSWER: HABC is without sufficient information to admit or deny the

allegations in this paragraph, and therefore denies the same.

11.  In 1965, The Beards transferred the Property to Christopher Beard,
Ralph Richardson Beard, and Stephanie Jocelyn Bears (the “Beard Children”).
ANSWER: Admitted that the land records of Sussex County show this
transfer.

12.  In 1979, the Beard Children sold the Property to Marsh S. and Mary

Jane Marshall.



ANSWER: Admitted that the land records of Sussex County show this
transfer.

13.  Since the 1950’s when a house was first constructed on the Property,
the owners of the Property have maintained a walkway (the “Walkway”) running, in
a straight line, from the home directly to the beach.

ANSWER: Denied.

14.  Since at least 1980, the Walkway has been demarcated by wooden
planks.

ANSWER: Denied as stated.

15.  Since the 1950’s, the owners of the Property have hostilely, openly,
actually, and continually possessed the Walkway to the exclusion of all others to
access the beach from the residence.

ANSWER: Denied.

16. In 2000, the Property was transferred to Maura C. Marshall, Donna N.
Constantinople, Jenifer M. Lippincott, and March S. Marshall, Jr. (the “Marshall
Children™).

ANSWER: Admitted that the land records of Sussex County show this
transfer.

17.  In 2010, The Marshall Children sold the Property to the Plaintiffs, John

and April Delaney.



ANSWER: Admitted that the land records of Sussex County show this
transfer.

18.  The Walkway was pictured in the listing for the Property, along with an
aerial photograph showing the Walkway connecting the residence to the beach.
ANSWER: HABC is without sufficient information to admit or deny the
allegations in this paragraph and therefore denies the same.

19.  Since coming into possession of the Property, Plaintiffs have hostilely,
openly, actually, and continually possessed the Walkway to the exclusion of all
others to access the beach from the residence.

ANSWER: Denied.

20. Defendant has contested Plaintiffs’ ownership and right to use the
Walkway.

ANSWER: Admitted.

21.  On February 27, 2023, Plaintiffs received a letter from Defendant in
which Defendant demanded the removal of the Walkway and indicated that it
intended to plant dune grass on the Walkway from Defendant’s “property line to the
beach, and to fill the existing gap in the sand fence, so it will be clear that the existing
route to the beach should no longer be used.” Defendant further stated it “will keep
the sand fence low in front of [Plaintiffs’] property to avoid obstruction of their

view.”



ANSWER: Denied in part and admitted in part. By way of further
answer, HABC’s counsel sent a letter to Defendants’ counsel asking him to
instruct the Defendants to remove that portion of the Walkway which sits on
HABC’s property as soon as practicable. The contents of the letter speak for
themselves and therefore no further answer is required.

22.  The controversy regarding the Walkway involves the rights and legal
relations of the parties seeking declaratory relief, as it relates to the Plaintiffs’ claim
of possession and ownership of the Walkway.

ANSWER: This paragraph calls for a legal conclusion and therefore no
further answer is required. To the extent a further answer is required, the
allegations in this paragraph are denied.

23.  Platiffs’ claims are asserted against Defendant who has an interest in
contesting Plaintiffs’ position.

ANSWER: Admitted.

24. Plaintiffs and Defendant’s interest are real and adverse; they hold

competing views on the possession and ownership of the Walkway.
ANSWER: Admitted. |
25.  The issue involved is ripe for judicial determination because the issue

has come to a head given Defendant’s recent action of demanding that Plaintiffs



remove the Walkway and advising of is intent to plant dune grass in violation of
Plaintiffs’ possessory rights.
ANSWER: Denied as stated.

COUNT I
ADVERSE POSSESSION

26. The factual allegations of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth,

ANSWER: The responses of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth.

27.  Since at least 1980, Plaintiffs and their predecessors have, under a claim
of right, hostilely, openly, actually and continually possessed the Walkway to the
exclusion of all others, including, without limitation, Defendant.

ANSWER: Denied.

28. As described herein and to be proven at trial, Plaintiffs and their
predecessors-in-interest have, for a continuous period of at least twenty years,
possessed, maintained and used the Walkway for access from the Property to the
beach.

ANSWER: Denied.

29.  Plaintiffs and their predecessors’ use, possession, and ownership of the

Walkway meets the requirements of 10 Del. C. § 7901.

ANSWER: Denied.



30. By reason of the foregoing, legal title to the Walkway has vested in the
Plaintiffs.

ANSWER: Denied.

31. Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration that Plaintiffs, and not Defendant
or any other parties, are the owners of the fee simple absolute interest in the
Walkway.

ANSWER: Denied.

COUNT II
ACQUIESCENCE

32. The factual allegations of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth.

ANSWER: The responses of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth.

33. Inthe alternative, and only to the extent that title to the Walkway is not
found to lie with Plaintiffs via adverse possession, Plaintiffs claim ownership of the
Walkway under the doctrine of acquiescence.

ANSWER: This paragraph calls for a legal conclusion and therefore no
further answer is required. To the extent a further answer is required, the

allegations in this paragraph are denied.



34.  Defendant acquiesced in the exclusive possession and use of the
Walkway by Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ predecessors-in-interest for at least twenty
years, as described above.

ANSWER: Denied.

35.  Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs’ predecessors-in-interest, and Defendant treated as
the boundary line between their properties the line which gives ownership of the
Walkway to Plaintiffs, for at least 20 years.

ANSWER: Denied.

36. Plaintiffs have established ownership of the disputed parcel by
acquiescence, and Defendant is estopped from asserting ownership as to the
Walkway.

ANSWER: Denied.

COUNT 111
PRESCRIPTIVE EASEMENT

37. The factual allegations of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth.
ANSWER: The responses of the preceding paragraphs are hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth.

38. Inthe alternative, and only to the extent that title to the Walkway is not
found to lie with Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs and its predecessors have used the Walkway

openly, notoriously, exclusively, and adversely to the rights of others on a

10



continuous basis for at least twenty years, resulting in Plaintiffs acquiring a
prescriptive easement for the Walkway which Plaintiffs and any subsequent owners
of the Property may continue to use for access to the beach.

ANSWER: Denied.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plamtiff have failed, in whole or in part, to state a claim upon which relief can
be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of permissive use.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by insufficient acts.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are time barred.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches.

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, impossibility, or
impracticality.

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of estoppel.
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EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

' Plaintiffs cannot establish the necessary elements for the grant of a permanent
injunction.

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs cannot establish the necessary elements for declaratory judgment
relief.

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiffs have failed to establish the necessary elements for each and every
claim asserted against Defendant.

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

HABC reserves the right to assert additional defenses as the case progresses
and the facts are ascertained to support such affirmative defenses.

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray that judgment be entered against Plaintiffs
and that all claims against Defendants be dismissed with prejudice, that the court
order Plaintiffs to remove their walkway from Defendants property, award
Defendants their attorneys’ fees and costs.

COUNTERCLAIMS

Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Henlopen Acres Beach Club Inc., (“HABC” or

“Counter-Plaintiff”), by its undersigned attorneys, brings this counterclaim against

12



Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants, John and April Delaney (the “Delaney’s” of
“Counter-Defendants”) and alleges the following:

JURISDICTION

1. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 10 Del. C. §§ 341.

2. Counter-Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law.

PARTIES
3. Counter-Plaintiff, HABC is record owner of 28 Dune Way, Rehoboth

Beach, Delaware 19974 f/k/a/ 3 Ocean Drive, identified for assessment and taxation
purposes as Sussex Parcel No. 334-14.05-121.00, and located in the Henlopen Acres
development (the “HABC Property™).

4. Counter-Defendants, John and April Delaney (‘“Plaintiffs”) are the
current owners of 2 Ocean Drive, Rehoboth, Delaware 19971, identified for
assessment and taxation purposes as Sussex County Parcel No. 334-14.02-122.00 in
the North Shores development (the “Delaney Property™).

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

5. Counter-Plaintiff repeats and incorporates all averments in paragraphs
1-4 as if fully set forth herein.

6. HABC is a non-profit social club located within the Henlopen Acres
community in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware.

7. In 1958, Henlopen Acres, Inc. deeded the HABC Property to HABC |
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to be used solely as a beach club.

8. As part of that conveyance, HABC incorporated and filed its by-laws
on or about October 14, 1958. Article III of the Certificate of Incorporation states
that, “the corporation shall not have the power to sell, lease, convey, or otherwise
dispose of the real property acquired by deed of gift from Henlopen Acres, Inc.” A
true and correct copy of the Certificate of Incorporation is attached as Exhibit A.

9. Since obtaining the property in 1958, HABC has maintained the HABC
property in its entirety, including entering into maintenance agreements with the
neighboring North Shores community’s North Shores Board of Governors Inc., to
maintain the sand and dune area immediately adjacent to the boundary line between
HABC and North Shores to prevent encroachment by the ocean, to provide
uniformity of appearance, and to maintain and repair vegetation and fencing to
achieve the stated goals. HABC and North Shores entered into such agreements,
each one of which remained in effect until superseded by the next agreement, in
1999, 2012, and 2018.

10.  As part of this maintenance, HABC and/or North Shores routinely,
among other things, built up and replenished sand dunes, installed signage and
property line markers, planted vegetation, and installed fencing, all with the goal of

preserving the property and educating potential beachgoers when they reached
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private property.

11.  On May 21, 2010, the Delaneys purchased the property located at 2
Ocean Drive in the North Shores community, which is adjacent to the HABC
Property on the north side. As part of that conveyance, the Delaneys had a survey
done by Suburban Survey on May 6, 2010 (the “Survey”). A true and correct copy
of the Survey is attached as Exhibit B.

12.  The Survey depicts a ramp protruding from a structure built on the lot,
the full length of which is solely on the Delaney Property.!

13.  Both properties enjoy beach front ownership along a portion of their
respective property lines.

14.  From 2010 through 2021, the Delaneys never objected to HABC’s
maintenance activities, and the Delaneys and HABC were neighbors seemingly,
without issue.

15, In late March of 2021, HABC began to prepare for the 2021 summer
season. As part of this preparation, HABC installed stakes and fencing along the
beachfront area of its northern property line. At this time, HABC discovered that
the Delaneys had constructed wooden walkway (the ‘“Walkway”) which, (i)

encroached upon the HSBC property, and (ii) was constructed without the

1 See Ex. B.
2 Id
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appropriate approvals by DNREC.

16. HABC wrote to the Delaneys and requested removal of the
unauthorized construction.

17.  Shortly thereafter, on or about April 19, 2021, HABC received a
communication from counsel for the Delaney’s asserting a claim of ownership to
that portion of the HABC property which the Delaneys had encroached upon with
their Walkway construction and continuing over the sand dunes situated on the
HABC Property.

18.  HABC, as fee simple owner of the land over which the Delaneys aver
ownership, disagreed and this litigation ensued.

COUNT I
(Quiet Title)

19.  Counter-Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by reference all averments
in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

20. HABC is without an adequate remedy at law.

21. HABC is fee simple owner of 28 Dune Way, Rehoboth Beach,
Delaware 19974, Parcel No. 334-14.05-121.00.

22.  HABC has maintained and owned the HABC Property continuously,
without interruption, to the exclusion of all others since 1958.

23. It is necessary for HABC to seek an order confirming that the HABC
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Property is vested in HABC in fee simple and that no other party has an estate, right,
title, lien, or interest in or to the HABC Property or any part thereof, due to the
actions of the Counter-Defendants.

24. HABC is not aware of any other party claiming any interest in the
HABC Property.

COUNT 11
(Declaratory Judgment)

25.  Counter-Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by reference all averments in
paragraphs 1-24 as if fully set forth herein.

26.  An actual, present, and justiciable controversy exists between HABC
and the Counter-Defendants concerning ownership of real property.

27. The controversy involves the rights of HABC over its property and this
action is brought against individuals who are contesting a portion of HABC’s
ownership interest.

28. The controversy is between parties whose interests are real and adverse,
and the issues involved are ripe for judicial determination.

29.  Pursuant to the Delaware Declaratory Judgment Act, 10 Del. C. § 6501
et seq., HABC seeks a declaration from this Court that the HABC is the sole and
exclusive owner in fee simple of the entiré parcel of property known as 28 Dune
Way, Rehoboth Beach, Delaware 19974, Parcel No. 334-14.05-121.00.

30. A declaratory judgment is necessary and proper in order to affirm
17



HABC’s sole and exclusive fee simple ownership of the entire parcel of property
known as 28 Dune Way, Parcel No. 334-14.05-121.00, and to allow HABC the quiet
and peaceful possession of the same.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for the following relief:

A.  That the Court enter an Order determining that HABC owns fee simple
absolute title to, and is entitled to the quiet and peaceful possession of, the HABC
Property, and that no person other than HABC has an estate, right, title, lien or
interest in or to the HABC Property or any part thereof, and that all othér persons
other than HABC shall be permanently enjoined from asserting any claim adverse to
HABC's title to the HABC Property.

B.  Judgment in favor of HABC and against the Counter-Defendants
declaring that HABC has sole and exclusive fee simple ownership of the entire parcel
of property known as 28 Dune Way, Rehoboth Beach, Delaware 19974, Parcel No.
334-14.05-121.00.

C.  That the Court grant such other and further relief to the Counter-

Plaintiff that the Court deems just and proper.
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CONNOLLY GALLAGHER LLP
Dated: April 5, 2023

/s/ Max B. Walton

Max B. Walton (Bar No. 3876)

Lisa R. Hatfield (Bar No. 4967)

267 East Main Street

Newark, Delaware 19711

(302) 757-7300

mwalton@connollygallagher.com

lhatfield@connollygallagher.com

BAIRD MANDALAS BROCKSTEDT
FEDERICO & CARDEA LLC

/s/ Glenn C. Mandalas

Glenn C. Mandalas (Bar No. 4432)
1413 Savannah Road, Suite 1
Lewes, Delaware 19958

(302) 645-2262
glenn@bmbfclaw.com

Attornéys for Henlopen Beach Club, Inc.
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‘baen dWiected end shl) dbwves queidtied, Frovifed, hmever, thed 37 any Heectoo
ahall casis To 't o property ouner o Heotoper Yowes doring bis dere of office,

sush poracn shell leosdintely ent wibhond my Swfher action of Hhis sorporetion

eanps %o De e drector mod BSe pleceoop the Beard of DHrectors whsld be
oonstderwl vavent, The Previfont of Beadopen hores, Tot., sod Hie suscessers, |
shall o ome 67 the Boerd of Dirsclors end abill esrvs b thet eaparify.

RIRTH, “In fuehorsote andamb 4o Mietetion of the goneral powsrs confarred by
the e oof the Swte of Delmvars, e deerd of Mxvchors ix expressly
wuthorizads .

{1) o Hosignuts omw or more comsibteer witioh shell have sud oy
sxeruiun sueh povern or the Dosrd of Decbors ghedl diss isacswsscy add proper,

{2) Subject to the dmvs of the State af Dalewars, o exercise sgy sud
sll ether pmers; in =d@ition So the powers sxpressly ocoulerrsd by daw sed by
this Gertiliedte ¥ Incevporotion, whieh way bs ooferred upon the Beerd of -
Direvters through appropsdeate pclev provisions,

TERTH, (1) Tie weubers and divectors sy bEH thedr puetings, kuep the bonke

e of The Slete ol Duleawars,

(2) The right of wewburs tervisg vokigg powsr to inspect the bocke mnd
reoords of the corporatdns ) remscoable s sbwll net bs cwrbeflsd, povidsd
such membere desiring to inspech the seme tan give woemomebls sspurasss the ;
information a6 obtained will not bs usad for an imprepsr porposs.,
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. - sabdect bo Bhln reservetion,

¢ berdin steted wre tros ewd sto s ly hareunte have seb o wpaaﬁiw hmnds
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| posr gt any yepuwlar or speciel meeting yrovidsd that the nobite of sunk seeting

. In the Presence of:

EXZVERTE, Ths ty-lsus of the corporation with btbe axospiion of those dssignsied
&g irgwvbenble mey e sltersd, mmendad or rTepsalsd by tbe wenbsrs beving vobing

whall contady n sopy of fhe proposed altermtion, smsoduént of Depesl avd
provided thet such slterstion, sssndment o repsel shall not s contrery 445wy
yrowision of this Certificsts poy emnflicot with ner affect sny restriotions;
davenents or oonditdens sestelbed in any deed of rmal property to e sorparation.

THEEFTE, Ths corporabis ressrves the right o mmnd, allsr, shangs or repssl
sy provieion comtsined in Ehis Dertificsts of Dncorporation with ths exespiion
of frticls Foarth (2)(o) end Ariicls Bighth {2) in the mumwmer o to the ectent
nou o hoyenfter sothobised Yy dev, wubieot bo the 1ipftsliions er restrictioas
of sny depd of cosveyanoe of resl propstiy o the corpuration, asd =11 Fighbts
and powers conlerred tm offieers, diveciors snd mepbers besredn sve grexisd

AN ORITHESS BHRHEIF, w, the mdersigved, being 211 of 4 fncorpors
tore, for the prrpose of forping & pob-prafid msebership sorporatiod wsdsy the
gosersl vorpoaration lew of the Stete of Dalmusre, do mske snd 338 Thie
Cariifionte of Trearporebion, Izsnsby deetlnring =nd cartifying thel ‘the facte

wntt woede thde juiledsy of (o ¥, 4.3 3958,




BE Tt RKWEMERRED, Thet o thir /YJF omy of Detobar, A. D. 1958,

| pszscnally eppsered before we, the Sutwarlber, » Notary Poblie for the State snd

Gounty aforessid, JACERON ¥, RAISIR, PAUL B. NERD and IRGIE M. BUDSON, parties
to ths foregolng sertificets o insmepsrstion, knows o == persopelly %o e

i suoh, snd I having Cired made knowm 0 thewm mnd ssch of them the combents of
¥

i ptd certificets, they did sach esverslly asknowledgs that they eigned, sealed
; end delivered ths smme as theldr volembery ot end deed;, mod smsh &pma that
] {the facts thersin steted were traly set ferdh.

v GIVRE umder wy Hand and Ses] of ff%cs the duy and year

et




EFiled: Apr 052023 Q3:1§F‘§§§g
Transaction ID 69737995 ;-
Case No., 2023-0269-NAC

EXHIBIT B




HOF NORTH SHOES
BOHARD OF GUVERNORS

o~
~

250,00’

v

s PG: 7
Considarations 45425 000,00
Counby 56:375,00
State B4 375,00
Toun  Tobal  132,750.00
Revuived:

%ﬂﬂ L Moy 24,3010

AN

; L by
U B asfB 0 mans E
e TPl <2 et N
8.2 23
]
g gegar'geﬁ B;sf Baaids
e ‘ e e Fo Brods
% 777 ~ M 36010 isgp
. . ssex Counky
" g Lodh = 88,588 J}{?‘f ' Poc. Burchuese Poid
z =
8
«t’i £l
| Resor .
%H, 2.5 &
af
D "
0

WAy 24 200

Cre FOUND o PIE
@ = BET W~ fIPE A
o WO FENCE '
s BRIC FENCE
ARPRCVED
&xfﬁw’wj Lt
2.rpip
/ SLARNING 1 ZORRG COMISION

Tee e 030 300 @00F
OCEAN ORIVE (0°&/W)

A7 3

FEeR, HEE,

SUBURBAN SURVEY

PROPERTY & LOCATION SURVEY
prepared for
JOHN DELANEY & APRIL [XELANEY

T
LOT 177 NORTH SHIRES
Kk 2 OCEAR DRAVE),
L EWES & REHOBOTH HUNDRED,



