
Filing Fee:  $20   Cash   

Date:   

Check #:  
Application #:  

Assessors Map: 7  Lot:  61 

Street Address:  89 Middle Road

Owner:  Granville & Lynne White 

Owner’s mailing address: 236 Otis Bassett Rd.; Vineyard Haven, MA.  02568  

Applicant(s):  Same  

Applicant’s address:  Same

Applicant’s phone number:  508-693-5195

Description of the proposed development:  Install a 115-foot high wind turbine.

REPORT OF THE SITE REVIEW COMMITTEE

Date:  3/10/10

Committee members present:  
	Name
	Present
	Name
	Present

	Clarissa Allen, chair
	X
	Virginia Dyer
	X

	Riggs Parker 
	X
	Katie Carroll 
	

	Mike Renahan
	
	Rusty Walton
	

	Lenny Jason
	
	John Flender
	


Permits required:  

	Action 
	Y
	N

	Building Permit
	Y
	N

	Board of Health
	Y
	N

	Conservation Commission
	Y
	N

	Historical Commission
	Y
	N

	Planning Board
	Y
	N

	Zoning Board of Appeals
	Y
	N


Findings and recommendations:   The Committee considered the application of Granville and Lynne White and conducted a site visit on March 10, 2010.  Two members (Mr. Parker and Ms. Dyer) voted in opposition.  Among their concerns were the detriments of sound and shadowing. The morning shadowing of the windmill blades will likely fall on one  abutter on Old Farm Road - a continuous irritation. The possibility (probability?) of noise reaching the same abutter in southerly to southeasterly breezes is also a negative.  Mr. Parker believed that its placement would be inconsistent with the Town’s expressed development guidelines that are intended to keep structures off the top of ridges – as noted in Development Guideline D 1 which reads as follows:

“Maintain the visual integrity of ridge lines and hilltops by keeping roof-tops and other construction below the ridge line and at least 10 feet below the average height of the existing trees on wooded ridges or hilltops.” The purpose of this provision could not be more clear, and there seems to be no reason to violate it on a 60 acre parcel. Mr Parker believes this is a situation where one landowner benefits from the installation without regard to the clear detriment to the nearby landowners, and the town’s established objectives in its master plan and Development Guidelines.  Ms. Dyer concurred.   

The third member (Ms. Allen) voted to approve and believes the benefits outnumber the detriments.  She noted that Mr. Parker’s referenced “Development Guidelines” are guidelines and not a part of the Town’s zoning bylaws.  After looking from several abutting vantage points it was apparent the turbine would not be visible to her.  Mr. Parker stated that he has seen the tower from Middle Road and it is definitely a tower on the ridge - e[image: image1.png]


ven without its blades it. See attached photo. In addition, it is visible from at least one abutting property.  Clarissa believed the applicants worked hard to minimize the turbine’s potential impact on abutters.  She thinks it is a very good placement for the turbine.  She believes that turbines are less intrusive and better suited for larger parcels.  This parcel is about 63-acres.  Clarissa believes that the Development Guidelines and most of the Town’s bylaws have been created specifically to address residential home construction and are not applicable to the Committee’s consideration of wind turbines.  Wind turbines are not habitable structures and we have an opportunity before us to embrace a sustainable technology.  If we are considering benefits and detriments Clarissa asks that the ZBA consider a somewhat larger picture.  Clearly wind turbines have a broader array of benefits than detriments when thinking beyond Chilmark.

The applicant will need to meet with the Zoning Board of Appeals before obtaining a building permit.  
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