
From: Anderson, Holly
To: rak2thdr@gmail.com
Subject: VT Public Utility Commission re: #24-1755-PET
Date: Tuesday, July 9, 2024 1:58:00 PM
Attachments: 3948_001.pdf

Hello,
 
The attached document from the Westmore Planning & Zoning Commission was received today via
USPS mail by the VT Public Utility Commission.  This has been uploaded into the case file for #24-
1755-PET in our ePUC system as a public comment.
 
If you would like to request a public hearing you may reach out to the VT Department of Public
Service.
 
Thank you,
 
Holly R. Anderson (she/her)
Clerk of the Vermont Public Utility Commission
ePUCSystem Administrator
 
Vermont Public Utility Commission
112 State Street, 4th Floor
Montpelier, VT 05620-2701
802-828-2358
PUC.Clerk@vermont.gov
holly.anderson@vermont.gov
PUC.ePUCAdmin@vermont.gov
 
** The Vermont Public Utility Commission does not provide legal advice to persons that may
appear before us. This email is not legal advice. The content of this email is intended for
general information purposes only. Any information provided is only general information and
should not be interpreted as applying to any specific situation. Further, any such general
information is based on the Commission’s current interpretation of its statutes, rules, and
orders, all of which could be changed at any time. Do not consider email or phone contact
with the Clerk’s Office or other Commission staff as a substitute for obtaining legal advice
from a qualified attorney, and do not act or refrain from acting based on the information
contained in this email.
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Robert Kennedy, Chair, Westmore Planning Commission


54 Hinton Hitt Road


Westmore, VT 05860
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Pubtic Utitities Commission


llZStateStreet


Montpelier, VT 05620


The Westmore Planning Commission has had severatpubtic meetings to discuss the ITW tower
construction in the Town of Westmore. We understand the rationale and the near necessity of
providing radio and cellular service to every region and citizen in Vermont, but we also reatize it
comes with a cost. We have beautifutState that everyone who lives here or who visits us


recognizes the naturatbeauty and we atlwant to preserve it. We feetan obligation to preserve


the beauty of our lake and our economic growth is dependent this preservation, this is well
documented in our Town Ptan.


The Westmore Planning Commission is aware that we have timited influence on the existence of
a communication tower and we are not entirety against the idea of better ce[[service and better
radio communication for emergency teams but it is stitt an affront to the beauty anij rural nature
of our community.


The site ITW has chosen is as acceptable as any site we coutd readity match because it cannot be


easity viewed from the important locations we have chosen as criticalviews of our take. lt seems


tike it witthave minimatimpact on our visitors'enjoyment of our beautifultake which is criticatto
the economy and pride of our town. We are hoping for better cellutar service for safety and


convenience but we woutd tike to add, the increase in cetlutar service and the impact of the tower
on our naturatbeauty is not 100% predictabte untitthe tower goes up. This remains as a major
concern to the Ptanning Commission.


Some of our citizens witl be adversety affected by this tower from annoying to devastating. lt witt


destroy their views and destroy the rura[ and natural setting of their property which is often why
they chose to live where they live. We see this as negatively affecting their spirituat, physicat,


financialand mentatheatth. We know wherever you put this tower it willaffect some citizens in


this manner and we betieve this may be reason enough not to construct the tower.


We understand you have this same problem everywhere and the construction of the tower has


obviousty prevailed throughout the State. As a Planning Commission find the siting of the tower
within the confines of the Town Ptan because of its overatl impact but we do not want to abandon


the peopte who willbe negatively affected. We would tike the PUC to seriously consider and


address the concerns of the adjoining property owners who have a say in this matter.







We are enclosing letters written to us from adjoining property owners at their request and we


sympathize with their concerns.


We atso have concern as to the reason for the construction of the tower since the services to be


provided in the foreseeable future seem to be very timited and we have further concern about
any future ptans about the construction of any additionaltowers in Westmore. Westmore has an


Ordinance for Tetecommunication Towers and Facitities which has been in ptace since 2004.
Articte lX of this Ordinance requires altapptications to provide a written five-year ptan for the
utitization of the proposed facilities and also to provide plans for any further development wÍthin


the town.


White we reatize that some of this Ordinance has been preempted by 30 VSA Section Z4Ba, we


are of the opinion that this portion of the ordinance does not interfere with your jurisdiction and


we are requesting the PUC to hotd a hearing and require the Appticant to provide this information.


Sincerety,


Robert Kennedy


Chair Westmore Planning Commission


3 letters enctosed







RonaldHolmes
KatþHolnes
942 Peene Hill Rd.
Westuorc,vt05822
rs::fuLa:¡yeiEç-as{aA
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Robert Kennedy - Chair
Westmore Planning Commission
54 HintonHillRd.
V/es&rore,VT 05860
¡'al:-2rh<'¡i'li) g:ma il. c oi¡r


CC: Clerk
pe¡i!:s::r¡t?gnai i. cor:r


HelloBob,
We are uniting to voice our concems on the proposed radio tower that is being planned at 160 Frog Hollow
Lane in Westmore,VT. On the property of Peter Hy*lop.
We as abutten to this property are very much opposed!
The proposed pro'perty itselfhas the following adverse conditions lhat yill negatively impact this proj€ct.


l)Wetlands - as meirtioned numerous times in ITW plans.


2)V/atershed - orossing several undeqgrormd springs that are currently being used for potable water


supply's.


3) View slred - this tower will rise well above the ùee line as seen visibly in ITW'S balloon test in April.


4)Wildlife impact - is a great concem as this area has an active deer snd bear habitat as well as a bear


hibernation area as witnessed by seve,ral abutters.


5) National Natrual Landmrk - is being affected by the site area for this tower.


6) Impact on property values - as case study hâ¡¡ pmven that propedy in close proximity to the towers have


consistentþ lowered peoples property values making them udesirable for potential futtue sales.


7) Environmental andtopographical impacts will not be suprported forthe public good.


S) We will bear all ofthe eyesores and negative impacts with none of the benefits and forever alter
aesùetically oru quality of life as we know it and it will still never s€rve the public good in any rray shape


or forn.


We a¡e also requesting a public hearing from the P.U.C.. be held to voice our ooncerns.


ITV/ started this project as a radio tower per their oum wording it has now morphed into a
cellular/tele¡ommrmication tower per iheir oum wording INCLIJDED IN TIIE SERVICE PACKETS TO
ABUTTERS SPEWING BETTER INTERNET AND CELL SERVICE FOR ALL IN WESTMORE AND
THOSE TRAVELING TTIROUGH WESTMORE.


Shockingly ITW does aot supply telecom services anywhere in our area.


Numerous abutters and residents alike have becn'þromised'better cellular and intemet service ùom this
very tower when it is built ifthey go along with the proposed project and promote it to others.. There is
absoluteþ no guarantee that these or any services for that matter will be brought to our town by ITW.


t







When the question was asked at a recent planning board meeting with a room firll of people "Is anyone in
favor of this tower project" NOT ONE person said yes.


We implore the Weshore Planning Board to look out for your residents and ta:çayers and to help us as a


statutory party to protect our rights tbrough the proper channels of the P.U.C.
We úank you for any and all help and grridance that the board can provide.
This project raises significant issues and does not promote the general good of the toum of Westuore and


therefore the State of Vermont.


TITE P.U.C. TIAS STATED THAT IT TUEY DO NOT HEAR FROM ANYONE IN WESTMORE T}IEY
CAI.I ONLY ASSUME THAT WE AS A TOWN ARE IN FAVOR OF T[trS PROJECT.


PLEASE LET TIIE P.U.C. KNOW LOUD AND CLEAR THAT WESTMORE DOES NOT ST]PPORT
THIS TOWERASITDOESNOT SUPPORT TI{E PI]BLIC GOOD FOROIJRTOWN.


As an abutter ITW has been less than informative about their plans from the start ofthis project, The


compâny itself as well as their legal counsel have been nothing but evasive, manipulativq and


condescending about any questions asked relating to this tou¡er,and its chosen site area.


Abutter sen¡ice packets were received in an untímely manner with numerous repeated mistakes as to cun€nt
property o\uneË and their addresses. As of this date there are still some abutters who have still not received


any notification at all as to this tower project.


Thank you for your attention to this matter as this is a timeþ subject
Respectfirll¡
RonaldHolmes
KathyHoknes
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PUC ITW Public Comment


We are writing to express our concerns about the proposed


at 160 Frog Hollow Lane and formally request that a public meeting be held to address


these concems. We believe that Westmore residents deserve accurate information


about the project, the opportunity to ask questions, and the chance to have their


concerns listened to and taken into account.


As new residents of Westmore, we find ourselves in a unique position, living right


across from the proposed tower site. We were recently married and were thrilled to


purchase our first home together. However, our excitement was dampened when we


received a thick packet of materials immediately after our closing date outlining the


proposed tower. The information was complex and difficult to understand, leading us to


seek clarification from other residents at the Town Meeting later that Spring.


Despite our efforts to gather information, we have been left with more questions than


answers. We have attended information sessions about the tower, worked with


community members to understand its goals, and even reached out to ITW and the


landowner. However, the information we have received has been neither clear nor


accurate, leaving us deeply mistrustful about the project's intentions and consequences.


We are disappointed by the tower's potential impact on our property value and the


surrounding environment. As a young couple who recently moved into the area, we are


appalled by the company's disregard for our concerns and its obvious motivation for


profit over people's interest.


We've read through the Town of Westmore Ordinance for Telecommunications Towers and


Facilities, which we strongly believe should be honored by out-of-state interests. Our town


adopted those requirements for a reason; it's frustrating to be told that ITW does not need


to honor the specifications outlined in the town's ordinance. The PUC should ensure that


companies like ITW respect the local guidance of Vermont's small towns.


We had believed that the state aspired to attract more young people and new


homeowners; by aligning with companies like lTW, state agencies are actively


undermining these goals. Young people move to Vermont for its natural beauty-not to


stare at defunct radio towers that fall into disrepair (since ITW has been known to do


little regarding upkeep).


We have done our homework, we've spoken with town leaders, and we've spoken with


lTW. We are adjacent property owners, and we do not want this tower. We are young,


educated, and want to ensure the longevity of Vermont's unique small-town character.







We understand that much of Vermont needs better infrastructure and positive change. A
radio tower right next to one of the state's most treasured natural resources is nof the
answer.


ITW is not interested in improving the lives of Westmore residents. Their motivation is


profit, as evidenced by their campaign of bullying and misinformation against our small


community. Ultimately, the company has failed to make the case that its radio tower
would have a positive impact on Westmore.


Thank you for listening,


Megan Patton & Joshua ïpton
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tower on Frog
Members of the Westmore Planning Commission,


I am writing to express my deep concern over the
Hollow Ln. I have spent 20+ years purchasing land that surrounds the N
Lake to protect it from being developed, to protect the natural beauty of this area. The most
recent piece of land I have procured is the old Davis Farm. The family approached me about
purchasing this land because they did not want to see it developed. They too share my values of
wanting to preserve what makes this area so beautiful, the undeveloped landscape. I have not
used a dime of government funded grant money to preserves the land around this area. The


thought of obstructing the scenic views of this area with a 140' industrial tower that does not
seem to benefit anyone but a large corporation and a single land owner is sickening. Not to
mention it will decrease the value of properties surrounding the tower. Additionally, the lands


that surround the proposed industrial radio tower, including the land the tower is proposed to be


erected on, are comprised of many wetland species, as well as springs that feed the headwaters of
the Willougþby River. Has anyone investigated the negative funpact the tower will have on the


local ecosystem been considered?
The st¿te of Vermont does not allow Billboards, and the Town of Westmore does not


permit houses over 35' tall, so why are we considering this indusbial tower, especially within the
panoramic view of The Willoughby Gap- a National Nptural Landmark? Have you ever had the


privilege to drive south on RT 5A from RT 58, and take in the view as you come down the hill
and look southernly upon Willoughby Lake with rolling fields and forested areas just north east


of it? It is absolutely breathtaking, and to tarnish this view with an industrial tower that hovers


above the tree line is just \ryrong. During the balloon test April 26ú,2024, even with the lack
visual representation that a red balloon provides on a red toned backdrop, I was easily able to see


the proposed location from several areas around town-the aforementioned view traveling south


on 5Ao the view from the cemetery near North Beach, from my fields next to the properly where


the proposed tower is to be built, just to mention a few. Many people choose and are honored to
call this area home, and in doing so trade modern day conveniences such as having access to the


top of the line communication networks,
The existing infrastructure serves its purpose. Can you provide how many people in the


town of \Mesûnore have been in danger or have lost their life because of not having this second


radio tower? And if there really is need for any additional communication radios, why could the


existing tower on Lacrosse Ln not be considered since it already exists and if I recall correctly
from when it was installed-would be willing to work with other providers? What is the benefit
of placing a tower on the proposed location? I would like to lcnow what other site options þr
location of the tower were considered, and why thß location was chosen As an abutting
landowner with ¡wo parcels, one in which has a higher elevation, why was I not approached by


ITW to have the tower on my lanf! "Was Town of Wesfinore land considered as a potential
location, as it would serve a greater public good, where the town would benefit from the


financial incentives that the tower provides? Or was that thought not even considered by the


Town Select Board member, someone who looks out for the best interest of the entire


community, since they would independently be benefiting from the proposed tower location?
More importantþ, why did I not receive any direct communication about this matter at my
current residence of almost 2 years- 5812 Willoughby Lake Rd Westmore, VT.I was informed
by neighbors and other concerned residents of Westmore.


Sincerely, nonetheless disappointed,
Andrew Zebrowski






