From: Bob Jackson

To: Orion Thomas
Cc: Judy Rose; afmuri@gmail.com; sturvant@aol.com; jmuril0@yahoo.com; rfreitag@camdennational.com; GWJ;

seaswellcamping@gmail.com; Steven Levine; Priscillla Silveira (Priscillann@roadrunner.com); Marianne Linder
(mail@dmlinder.net); Mer Doucette (meralien@roadrunner.com); Ryan Lewis (ryan.lewis@hvrtrust.com

Subject: Project 2021-0234, Madelyn Lane housing project
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:28:12 AM
Importance: High

Dear Mr. Thomas,

I am a 12 year homeowner at 14 Sealight Lane in Rockport. Our community is an easy 5 minute walk
from the proposed Madelyn Lane project. | am offering my input within 20 hours of having heard of
the project and just 15 days after the Site Submission List was submitted to the Town on July 13,
2022

| first heard of the subject project yesterday afternoon, and have very few facts. The Site Submission
List | received just an hour ago dealt with engineering and site matters and was of little help in
determining what will be done on the property other than to provide affordable housing.

The open questions are affordable housing for whom, and what benefits and risks do the residents
and programs present to the nearby community? Given the short notice, | can only offer some
general thoughts on the matter.

| will start by saying | favor helping the needy. And, | admire and have supported those who provide
that help. But...
Not all projects intended to do good things should be automatically approved.

Help needs to be thoughtfully offered. In particular, helping the needy cannot overwhelm other
considerations and be seen as a reason to approve projects without considering social and physical
consequences as well as alternative solutions.

| see two issues with what | understand to be the Madelyn Lane project.

High value real estate will drive an inefficient solution.

The property on Madelyn Lane is a quite upscale property with a commercial location that is
effectively on Route 1, making it very expensive real estate. That expense drives a substantial
financial cost over many other options. That cost will reduce the number of our needy citizens who
will be offered the proposed help and / or reduce the quality of the help the needy might receive.

It is OK to look favorably on a project to help the disadvantaged, but a favorable view of the project’s
goals should not automatically green light a flawed proposal.
The surrounding Attractive Target environment will be placed at risk.

| do not know what the clientele of the proposed facility will be nor do | know of the project’s
commitment to security and community safety. But, | do know from personal experience that some,
maybe many people who need housing assistance are at risk of seeking out nearby homes that offer
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high value opportunities for theft or worse. The nearby homes are a very attractive target.

Summary: The Poor choice of location is inefficient and risky and does not merit approval.

| urge that the Planning Board deny an exception to a request that seems to be both risky and
inefficient. Surely there are much better choices. Good intentions do not override the facts that the
location is not cost effective for its mission or the elevated risk to the nearby residents and
residences.

Thank you for your consideration,
Robert A. Jackson

14 Sealight Lane

Rockport



