
May 24, 2021 

 

MEMORANDUM 

To:   Chilmark Planning Board 

  Rich Osnoss, Chair 

 

From:  Squibnocket Pond District Advisory Committee 

  Wendy Weldon, co-chair 

 

Re: Construct a 30 x 60 foot pickleball court. This project is in the Squibnocket Pond District 

and is on the 5/27/21 ZBA agenda.  

 

 

Assessors Map33 Lot 47 

Street Address:  22 Austin Pasture 

Owner(s):  22 Austin Pasture Realty Trust 

Owner’s mailing address:  10960 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 1900, Los Angeles, CA 90024 

Applicant:  Reid Silva 

Applicant’s address:  P.O. Box 421; West Tisbury MA 0575 

Applicant’s phone number:   508-693-3774 

Applicant’s email address reid@vlse.net 

 

Re: Description of the proposed development 

Construct a pickleball court that meets the 50-foot setback. The project is in the Squibnocket 

Pond District. 

At our meeting on May 24th, the Squibnocket Pond Advisory Committee reviewed plans 

presented by Cody Coutinho from Vineyard Land Surveying.  

The proposed court will be built into a slope, have an elevation of 95, a 5-foot retaining wall of 

concrete on the north, a hard-impervious material of concrete for the court surface itself and a 

fence, possibly chain linked of an undetermined height, but probably over 5 feet on the other 

three sides of the court. The drainage will consist of a gravel strip around the outside of the court.  

 

 

mailto:reid@vlse.net


 

There was a question whether the covenant is still in effect. It was stated that it was renewed less 

than 30 years ago, and is a permanent covenant with the town. 

With confirmation from Vineyard Land Surveying, there is a covenant with the Austin Pasture 

Subdivision originally written in 1979 and renewed by the property owners in 1998. It is also 

confirmed that it is a permanent covenant with the town of Chilmark and the Chilmark Planning 

Board. Article 5.D. reads, “No tennis courts shall be constructed on these lots.” A copy of the 

covenant is attached to this report.  

The committee asked who decides whether a pickleball court is considered the same as a tennis 

court? It was discussed that the Zoning Board will have the final decision. The building inspector 

considers them to be not the same.  

There was concern that this particular pickleball court was similar in dimensions to a tennis 

court. It was discussed that a pickleball court is usually smaller than a tennis court. 

The committee was concerned about the environmental impact of the court being cut into a steep 

hillside creating possible drainage problems and erosion. There was also concern that the court 

would be highly visible from some vantage points including Squibnocket Pond and the barrier 

beach. 

Some members of the committee felt that the proposed court goes against the spirit of the 

covenant.  

An email was read into the meeting from Luiza Vickers. She was not in favor of the proposal. A 

copy of her email is attached to this report. 

Section 12.6 A of The General Regulations for The Squibnocket District, was read into the 

meeting. A copy of this section is attached to this report. It was discussed that the court is not in 

keeping with Regulations 1-3 of the Squibnocket District regulations, Section 12.6. 

A motion was made by Candy Shweder, “We are not recommending that the pickleball court be 

built.” Rich Osnoss seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in favor of the motion. 

Wendy Weldon recused herself as her property abuts 22 Austin Pasture. 

Findings and recommendations:     The project will have a significant impact on the Squibnocket 

Pond District and is not in keeping with the Covenant and the District regulations.  The applicant 

will need to meet with the Board of Appeals before obtaining a Building Permit. 

Present at the meeting from SPDAC: Candy Shweder, Leanne Cowley, Bill Rossi, Rich Osnoss 

and Wendy Weldon. Also present were Sandy Broyard, Alison Kisselgof and Cody Coutinho. 

 

Sincerely, 

 



 

Wendy Weldon and Leanne Cowley, co-chairs 

 

cc. Reid Silva, Cody Coutinho 

cc:  Lenny Jason, Chilmark Building Inspector 

cc: SPDAC voting members 

cc: Chilmark Zoning Board of Appeals 

 



 
 



 
 

 

GENERAL REGULATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT SECTION 12.6  



A. The Site Review Committee shall review all applications for structures or for special permits 
within the District. The Committee shall be empowered to require that a Special Permit from the 
Board of Appeals be sought for any application which, in the opinion of the Committee, is not 
consistent with the purposes and intent of this bylaw. Guidelines for consideration shall include but 
not be limited to:  

1. Development should be unobtrusive and subordinate to existing natural features and vegetation.  

2. New structures shall not be built on ridges or hilltops, and intrusion into the skyline as viewed 
from public places shall be minimized.  

3. Lawns and paved areas shall be kept to a minimum.  

4. Exterior lighting shall be shielded so as not to project beyond the lot lines.  

5. No new impervious surfaces allowed for driveways and parking areas except on slopes of 8% or 
more.  

 
EMAIL FROM LUIZA VICKERS, member of SPDAC, sent May 23, 20210 at 8:45PM 

 
Dear Wendy, 
 
 
Thank you for making yourself available for the site visit this Sunday morning. 
Unfortunately, I will be in the air at the time of the zoom meeting and I won’t be able to share my 
opinion in person about the proposed pickle ball court. 
I would very much appreciate if you could read this letter to our committee and allow me to share my 
thoughts on this matter. 
 
Let me start with saying that there is a reason why we all love Chilmark and its uninterrupted beauty. 
We are here to preserve it and be good stewards and honor the intentions of the covenant that is 
with the town of Chilmark governing the Austin Pasture subdivision and the Squibnocket Pond 
District. 
  
With that in mind, after the site visit I do not think that the pickle ball court is appropriate. 
It is similar to a tennis court. It requires a paved area, fencing and it is disruptive to the land. 
 
In general regulations for the district we read:  
“Development should be unobtrusive and subordinate to existing natural features and vegetation" 
 
Well, this proposed development is far from that. 
Its location raises a lot of questions and concerns. 
 
It is paved , it is excavated  into the hillside, it will require a significant  retaining wall on at least 2 
sides.  
If built on the top of the hillside it will be obtrusive, pronounced and noticeable. 
Quite opposite to the intentions of the covenant.   
 
In general regulations: 
"New structures shall NOT be built on ridges or hilltops." 



Proposed location of this court surely goes against this guideline. 
Not only it is obtrusive but also requires pavement which shall be kept to minimum.  
I am of the opinion that this is not a necessary application of the pavement and it should not be 
granted. 
 
Another issue I am concerned about is fencing around the court. That, too, affects the preservation 
of unspoiled nature of the Pond. 
 
And lastly, pickle ball is a friendly and a social game. I myself played few times with my neighbors on 
a court here in Chilmark, just about half a mile away from  
this site.  The court is available to public and welcomes community members at all ages. 
I don’t believe building another one at place with such a natural beauty, at a cost of interrupting the 
unspoiled nature is something I would support. 
 
Thank you for your time and please consider what is the most important factor here- the intention of 
the covenants and the responsibility we have to uphold it. 
 
 
Warm regards, 
Luiza  

 

 


