
To	the	Commissioners:	
	
I’d	like	to	reiterate	two	points	I	spoke	about	yesterday,	and	add	a	third:	
	

1. The	developer	seems	to	want	it	both	ways	–	we	are	not	supposed	to	talk	
about	the	parking	lot	across	the	street	because	it	is	not	part	of	the	project	
that	is	before	you.	Yet	without	that	parking	lot,	the	project	before	you	does	
not	have	enough	parking	to	meet	local	zoning	requirements.		It	seems	that	
they	should	either	be	forced	to	submit	the	project	in	its	entirety	(ie,	including	
across	the	street	where	they	are	razing	two	affordable	homes	to	build	a	
parking	lot	and	retail	store),	or	the	proposal	before	you	should	be	rejected	
because	it	does	not	meet	local	zoning.	

	
2. Using	the	large,	ugly	buildings	on	East	Main	St	that	were	the	impetus	for	re‐

zoning	as	Business	Redevelopment	District		(to	get	something	more	
attractive	in	the	future	that	more	resembled	the	village	center)	is	counter‐
intuitive.	The	CCC	staff’s	role	in	spending	an	afternoon	photographing	these	
buildings	and	making	a	poster	of	them	to	support	the	applicant	seems	highly	
inappropriate,	in	addition	to	being	illogical.	

	
3. Finally,	a	point	that	has	not	been	mentioned.	The	“team”	you	met	yesterday	is	

not	the	same	company	that	will	manage	the	hotel.	Once	it	is	built	(if	it	is),	this	
group	will	be	gone.	Therefore	Attorney	Eriksen	really	has	no	place	making	
promises,	however	vague,	of	who	will	be	hired	at	what	wages,	how	trucks	
and	other	traffic	will	be	directed,	when	deliveries	will	be	allowed,	etc.	The	
management	of	the	hotel	will	be	by	an	entirely	new	group	who	haven’t	heard	
or	agreed	to	any	of	these	statements.	So	please	don’t	be	swayed	by	his	
assurances	–	they	are	not	his	to	make.	

	
Thank	you	again.	
	
Alison	Leschen	
Falmouth	


