Gonzalez, Sarah

T e S T e T e e
From: Michele Paquette <paquet365@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2025 2:50 PM
To: Lebowitz Paul
Cc: Valante, Michael; Laskin, Nicole; Injeski, Breanne; Bolton, John; Wistreich, Amy; Calise,

Michael; Zucaro Patrizia; Cammeyer Michael; Cohn Neil; Planning and Zoning; Mandell,
Matthew; Tait, Chris; Bloom, Andrew; Purcell, Kristin
Subject: Public Opinion - Concessions for the Non-Hamlet

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the Town of Westport's email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Planning & Zoning Committee,

I have been deeply involved in the “Non-Hamlet” process since its inception, dedicating hours to meetings,
reviewing documents, all with the goal to get a development that truly benefits Westport and ROAN. 1
wholeheartedly support thoughtful growth in Saugatuck, but only if it aligns with Westport’s character and
ensures long-term success.

I sincerely appreciate your very long hours spent and the recent meetings where you sought clarity, raised
critical issues, and engaged in meaningful dialogue with ROAN. Through these discussions, I have gained a
deeper understanding of the project—yet my opposition remains firm.

Unfortunately, ROAN has repeatedly resisted making key accommodations requested by both the committee
and the public. They have disregarded questions and withheld important responses. Below are significant
examples:

Planning & Zoning:
o Ignored Architectural Review Board (ARB) recommendations to meet the text amendment.
o No analysis provided for the traffic and safety impact of the stop sign at the blind turn.
o Lack of a clear event plan.
» Parking plan fails to include a queuing strategy and traffic management for the waterside garage.

o Unresolved inquiries from the traffic reviewer in the previous report.
The Public:

» No responses to public questions from April 28th.

o No defined employee parking plan.

o Despite ARB discussions, no scale model or 3D architectural representation to enhance public
understanding.

Additionally, ROAN continues to evade responsibility by citing, “It is not required by the text amendment.”
Worse, they have exhibited unprofessional conduct—attacking the ARB and dismissing the citizens' petition,
which clearly reflects the community’s sentiment toward this development.



ROAN insists they are adhering to the text amendment—therefore, 1 urge you to hold them to the same
standard without concessions. The discussion of granting setback allowances in exchange for historical
architecture was deeply troubling. ROAN has been fully aware of the text amendment’s parameters for three
years, and their failure to integrate these requirements from the beginning is their responsibility-—not the
committee’s, not the ARB’s, and certainly not the community’s. The financial burden they now face is a
consequence of their own planning decisions, not an obligation for the town to accommodate.

I ask that you uphold all elements of the text amendment without exceptions. ROAN’s disregard for the
committee, ARB, and residents has demonstrated that they have not earned concessions.

Thank you for your time and commitment to protecting the integrity of Westport’s development.
Sincerely,
Michele Paquette

7 Norport Drive



