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SUMMARY	OF	TOWN	PLAN	RESEARCH	REGARDING	CELL	TOWERSFebruary	2021

Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Central	Vermont
Barre	City https://www.barrecit

y.org/client_media/fil
es/PPA/Municipal%20
Plan/Barre%20City%2
02020%20Adopted%2
0Municipal%20Plan%
209-15-2020.pdf

Yes 16,	41,	103-
104

Yes 61,	137,	141	
(general	goal	of	
protecting	water	
resources,	open	
space	and	forest	
blocks,	etc)

Several	cellular	antennas	are	
mounted	on	several	locations		
throughout		Barre,	including	
on	poles	and	rooftops.	The	city	
"encourages		the		continued	
practice	of	mounting	antennas	
on	existing	structures	in	a	
manner	that	results	in	the	
infrastructure	being	effectively	
blended	into	its	surroundings	
and	not	highly	visible."

Barre	Town https://centralvtplan
ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/202
0/10/Barre-Town-
Municipal-Plan-
Adopted-2020.pdf

Yes 120 Yes 40-52 Important	to	think	about	
connectivity	as	a	way	to	meet	
other	clean	energy	goals	and	
to	think	about	appropriate	
siting	for	these	types	of	
facilities.

Discussed	suporting	
communications	towers	as	a	
way	to	support	telework	and	
meeting	town	goals	to	shift	
away	from	heavy	reliance	on	
gas-powered	vehicles.	

Berlin http://www.berlinvt.
org/wp-
content/uploads/201
4/09/Berlin-Plan-2018-
08-14.pdf

Yes 22 No 3	towers	in	the	town Areas	lack	service

Cabot https://cabotvt.us///
wp-
content/uploads/201
9/05/Cabot-Town-
Plan-adoted-August-
15-2017.pdf

Yes IX	14;	IX-23 only	very	
generally	
and	in	
summary	
terms	in	a	
table

tie	to	zoning	regulation
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Calais https://www.calaisve

rmont.gov/vertical/sit
es/%7B226D684E-
C864-4AFA-B4A5-
59BE32741B77%7D/u
ploads/2016-2-
1_SBPassedTownPlan
(1).pdf

Yes 87,	119-120	 Yes 87,	102 Pg	120	limits	heights	of	cell	
towers	to	140	feet	and	not	on	
ridgeline	or	hill	top;	top	of	
tower	not	more	than	20	feet	
above		average	tree	canopy.		
New	cell	towers		must	follow	
existing	zoning	regulations	and	
requires	co-location	if	possible

Limited	cell	coverage	
discussed	as	a	concern.	Notes	
PUC	gives	substantial	
deference	to	land	
conservation	measures	in	
town	plan	and	cites	Nat	
Resources	section	as	relevant.		
Recommends	study	of	
feasibility	for	small	cell	
technology		as	a	way	to	
improve	cell	coverage.

Duxbury https://duxburyverm
ont.org/vertical/sites/
%7B00B6C2A9-912C-
4C60-B699-
582A202A10A3%7D/u
ploads/Duxbury_Tow
n_Plan_with_Maps.p
df	

Yes 8,	11,	52,	54,	
85,	87,	115,	

p.85	-	specifically	references	
Telecommunications	
Ordinance	adopted	July	2001:	
https://duxburyvermont.org/v
ertical/sites/%7B00B6C2A9-
912C-4C60-B699-
582A202A10A3%7D/uploads/T
eleComOrd.pdf.		Town	plan	
designates	certain	zones	
(Timber	and	Wildlife	
Management,	Forest-
Recreation,	Village	and	
RuralAgricultural	I	or	II	
Districts)	for	the	construction	
of	cell	towers	and	prescribing	
certain	conditions	and	
restrictions,	e.g.	setbacks,	
height	restrictions	and	

In	Mar	2020,	PC	made	
revisions	to	draft	2020	town	
plan	and	sent	it	to	SB	for	
hearing.	Not	clear	whether	
hearing	was	held	or	whether	
plan	was	formally	adopted.	In	
Nov	2020	PC	meeting	minutes,	
a	final	version	of	the	town	plan	
was	to	be	posted	to	website	
and	PC	was	awaiting	CV	
Regional	Planning	Comm	to	
approve	the	plan.		Jan	2020	
town	plan	on	website	is	still	
labeled	draft.		Not	clear	
whether	2020	draft	was	
formally	adopted.	I	reviewed	
the	2020	draft	town	plan.		The	
previous	town	plan	was	dated	
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Fayston https://centralvtplan

ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/202
0/10/SB-approved-
Final-Draft-
September-22-
2020.pdf

Yes 114 Yes integrated	into	
cell	tower	
considerations	-	
114-115

outlines	very	specific	
considerations	and	analysis	
that	the	PUC	should	request	
from	the	developer	-	including	
an	alternative	sites	analysis

prohibits	development	of	
towers	above	a	specific	
elevation.	

Marshfield https://www.town.m
arshfield.vt.us/vertica
l/sites/%7BDE838A07-
5D57-4E6F-95DF-
7C05B7FB1126%7D/u
ploads/town_plan_A
DOPTED_082118(1).p
df

Yes 42 Yes 42-43,51 Town	policy	is	to	promote	and	
require	that	proposed	
commercial	satellite	
dishes,radio	towers,	antennae,	
and	other	transmission	and	
receiving	equipment	are	
sited,designed,	maintained	
and	operated	so	as	to	
minimize	negative	impacts	on	
natural	and	scenic	resources.

Developers	of	
telecommunications	facilities	
currently	have	the	option	of	
having	their	projects	reviewed	
by	the	Marshfield	DRB	or	by	
the	Vermont	Public	Service	
Board	(PSB)

Middlesex https://middlesexver
mont.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
9/09/9.19.19Approve
dTownPlan2019-
27.pdf

No Yes,	broadly pg	36-62 Clear	definition	of	ridgelines	to	
be	protected,	in	context	of	
renewable	energy	
development

Montpelier https://www.montpel
ier-
vt.org/DocumentCent
er/View/4789/Master-
Plan-2017-Adopted-
December-20-
2017?bidId=

No Yes 32-48 pg	32	-	ridgelines	map.		Pg	43-
44	-	biodiversity	conservation	
areas	specifically	identified.	Pg	
48	-	views	and	vistas	
discussion	references	2002	
Conservation	Commission	
study.		

Section	on	Communications	is	
about	internet	connectivity;	
nothing	about	cell	phones.
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Moretown Part	1:	

http://www.moretow
nvt.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
6/01/MoretownPlan_
Web_Jan-4-2016-SB-
Approved_Part1.pdf;	
Part	2:	
http://www.moretow
nvt.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
6/01/MoretownPlan_
Web_Jan-4-2016-SB-
Approved_Part2.pdf

Yes 77-78,	107,	
110

Yes 106	(general	
policy	of	
preservation	of	
forest,	rural	
character	and	
scenic	
resources)

107-	prohibits	telecom	&	
energy	projects	that	are	
greater	than	certain	height,	at	
above	certain	elevation,	in	
severely	steep	slope	areas	
(25%	or	greater),	and	with	
significant	impact	on	scenic	
character	of	Rt	100B	viewshed.

Northfield https://centralvtplan
ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/202
0/10/Northfield-
Municipal-Plan-
2020.pdf

kind	of all	over	-	
ctrl+F	for	
"telecommu
nications"

Yes 15-19 Couldn't	find	comments	on	
siting	of	telecommunications,	
just	that	they	want	it.	

increased	cell	phone	service	
coverage	is	a	high	priority	for	
residents.	

Orange https://orangevt.org/
wp-
content/uploads/201
9/01/2019011811160
2540-1.pdf

Yes 50 Yes 67-68 Addresses	aesthics	and	safety.	
Vague	but	decent	verbiage.	

Listed	as	a	medium	priorty	to	
inventory	and	map	the	ensure	
telecommunications	growth

Plainfield https://www.plainfiel
dvt.us/uploads/8/1/0
/6/81063668/plainfiel
dtownplandraft20-02-
28.pdf

Yes,	but	limited26,	43-44 Yes 26 very	general pg	26	-	broad	strategy	to	have	
permits	contingent	on	siting	
that	minimizes	negative	
impacts	to	natural,	cultural	
and	scenic	resources.		Prefers	
co-location.
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Roxbury https://roxburyvt.files

.wordpress.com/2018
/11/roxbury-town-
plan-2014_full.pdf

Yes,	briefly 37-	focus	is	
on	aesthetics

Yes 12-brief	scenic	
resources	
description

Focus	is	on	visual	impact	and	
aesthetics.		Only	specific	
recommendation	for	cell	
towers	is	use	of	stealth	design.		
No	development	is	allowed	
over	1800	feet.

pg	13	-	prohibit	development	
above	1800	ft;	pg	36	-	utilities	
discussion	notes	that	many	
have	opted	for	cell	phones	
over	landlines;	no	mention	of	
coverage	or	towers

Waitsfield http://centralvtplanni
ng.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
2/03/CENTRAL-VT-
REGIONAL-PLANNING-
Executive-Summary-
Report-for-2017-5.pdf

Yes 5-14,	7-16,	7-
23,	10-7

Yes 11-14	(general	
protection	of	
envt'l	sensitive	
areas	including	
wetlands,	
floodplains,	

5-14	policy	not	to	diminish	
scenic	landscape;	prohibits	
towers	that	exceed	height	of	
nearby	mountaintops	and	
ridge	lines);	7-23	policy	goal	to	
integrate	facilities	into	existing	
built	envt.;	10-7	policy	to	avoid	
impacts	on	cultural	and	scenic	
features	-	specifically	the	
Forest	Reserve	District	at	and	
above	1700	ft;	cell	tower	not	
to	exceed	elevation	of	10	ft	
higher	than	the	nearest	forest	
canopy.

Warren https://centralvtplan
ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
2/03/Warren-2019-
Town-Plan-adopted-
2019-04-23.pdf

Yes 60,	99 Yes 11-25 Not	clear	on	guidance	on	how	
to	balance	development	with	
telecommunications	needs.

References	Warren’s	Land	Use	
and	Development	Regulations	
which	include	standards	for	
construction	of	wireless	
telecommunication	facilities	
but	then	says	it's	no	longer	up	
to	the	town.
Some	strategies	to	balance	
development	with	scenic	
values
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Washington https://centralvtplan

ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
2/03/Washington-
2013-Adopted-Town-
Plan.pdf

No No Mentions	that	they	have	one	
cell	tower.	Plan	adopted	in	
2013

Waterbury https://www.waterbu
ryvt.com/fileadmin/fil
es/Zoning_Planning/b
b_Town_of_Waterbur
y_Municipal_Plan_20
18_Adopted_12-3-
18.pdf

Yes 106-109 Yes 65-Scenic	views;	
66-68	general

soft	language	on	encouraging	
co-location
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Williamstown https://centralvtplan

ning.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
2/03/04.11.2016-
Approved-Town-Plan-
Update-REVISED.pdf

Yes 59-60,	67 Yes Throughout	NR	
section

Desire	for	combination	of	
cable	and	wireless	service	to	
ensure	universal	internet	
access.		Cites	FTC	Act	of	1996,	
which	does	not	allow	
prohibition	of	wireless	
facilities	or	creating	regulatory	
barriers	so	difficult	as	to	
effectively	block	service.		Pg	67	
-	Goal	5	to	preserve	the	
character,	appearance,	and	
natural	resources	of	the	town	
while	allowing	adequate	
telecommunication	services	to	
be	developed.		Task	5A	-	
Discourage	ridge-line	
development	or	consipicuous	
development	on	locally	
prominent	landscape/scenic	
features	unless	maximally	
screened	or	clearly	in	the	best	
interest	of	the	general	public.	

pg	18	calls	for	landscape	
assessment	to	ID	important	
scenic	resources.		Pg	37	Task	
4C:		Discourage	ridge-liine	
development	or	conspicuous	
development	on	locally	
prominent	landscape/scenic	
features	unless	effectively	
screened,	or	clearly	in	the	best	
interest	of	the	general	public.	
Pg	67:		Task	5B	-	Encourage	
adequate	setback	and	health	
effects	by	locating	
telecommunication	services	
away	from	sensitive	areas	such	
as	schools,	hospitals,	teen	
centers,	and	childcare	
facilities.	(Not	sure	if	this	is	
legal!)	Task	5C	-	Work	with	the	
community	to	draft	a	Model	
Wireless	Telecomminications	
Facilities	ordinance	to	protect	
our	scenic,	historic,	
environmental,	natural	
resources,	and	other	sensitive	
areas	like	the	schools	and	
childcare	facilities.	
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect?Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Woodbury http://centralvtplanni

ng.org/wp-
content/uploads/201
2/03/2003-Town-
Plan.pdf

yes 30,	36-37	(PC	
to	develop	a	
Wireless	Tele	
Facilities	
Ordinance,	
but	I	can't	
find	one	
developed	
on	their	
website)

Yes 30	(general	
reference	to	
visibility/aesthet
ics,	envt'l	
sensitive	areas)

36	(minimize	negative	impacts	
on	natural	and	scenic	
resources;	away	from	schools,	
daycare	facilities,	and	areas	
where	they	may	become	a	
nuisance)

Town	engaged	in	process	to	
update	2003	plan	for	the	last	5-
6	years	but	no	final	plan.		At	
the	end	of	2020,	it	applied	for	
and	obtained	a	grant	to	help	
them	do	this.

Worcester http://www.worceste
rvt.org/town-
government/worcest
er-town-plan-adopted-
1152007

Yes N/A	-	not	a	
PDF	-	just	on	
the	site.	
ctrl+F	for	
"tower"

Yes N/A	-	not	a	PDF	-	
just	on	the	site.	
ctrl+F	for	
"resource	
protection	
lands"

Must	be	sited	to	minimize	
impacts	on	natural	and	
aesthetic	resources,	must	
include	funding	to	remove	the	
tower	once	it's	no	longer	in	
use,	requires	colocation.	

Very	old	(2007)	so	may	not	be	
applicable	under	new	state	
and	federal	laws



9

Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Other	Vermont	Towns

Bennington https://benningtonvt.
org/wp-
content/uploads/201
6/01/Bennington-
Town-Plan-2015-
compressed.pdf

Yes 88,	93 Yes pg	45-46	-	Scenic	
resources

Brief	discussion	notes	
importance	of	
telecommunications.		"The	
town	should	work	with	
wireless	companies	to	
maintain	and	enhance	these	
services,	while	remaining	
sensitie	to	scenic	and	
environmental	concerns.		A	
visual	proliferation	of	highrly	
visible	towers	and	antennas	
can	be	avoided	thorugh	
careful	siting	and	co-location	
on	single	low	visibility	tower	
structures."

Good	sentiments	but	
insufficient	detail	and	
standards	for	PUC.		Town	
conducted	a	Scenic	Resource	
Inventory,	discussing	each	
element	contributing	visual	
qualities	of	a	landscape.		Plan	
notes	specific	visual	and	
resource	impacts	of	renewable	
energy	development.

Brattleboro https://www.brattleb
oro.org/vertical/Sites/
%7BFABA8FB3-EBD9-
4E2C-91F9-
C74DE6CECDFD%7D/
uploads/Brattleboro_
2018_TownPlan-

No Yes,	briefly pg	85 Policy	to	protect	historic	and	
scenic	resources.

Charlotte https://www.dropbox
.com/s/96fpsau2cej9
3bq/COMBINED%20-
%20Charlotte_Town_
Plan_Amended_2019
1105.pdf?dl=0

Yes 44 Yes Decent	verbage	 Worth	reviewing	
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Hinesburg http://www.hinesbur

g.org/townplan/hines
burg-townplan-
092517.pdf

No Yes 63-ridgelines	
and	scenic	areas

scenic	resource	inventory	and	
assessment	studies	done	to	ID	
and	quantify	scenic	resources;	
some	public	input/review.		
But,	plan	does	not	identify	
specific	resources	to	protect

Hyde	Park https://hydeparkvt.co
m/wp-
content/uploads/201
7/12/2017-2015-Hyde-
Park-Municipal-Plan-
Eff-12-21-2017.pdf

Yes 25-27 Yes,	broadly Natural	
resources	
section

pg	25	-	Specific	discussion	of	
telcom	towers.		Notes	adopted	
standards	within	the	zoning	
bylaws	related	to	height	and	
aesthetic	impacts	of	towers.		
Explicit	policies:		co-location	
first;	protection	of	ridgelines	
and	mountainsides;	consider	
site	environmental	limitations;	
decommissioning	required.

Good	model	to	look	at.
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Jericho https://s3-us-west-

1.amazonaws.com/eh
q-production-us-
california/5bba0c0c7
4c7cafc240716822f7d
b3b44b59264c/origin
al/1593622582/Town
_Plan_All_Chapters_F
inal_1-2-
20.pdf_773344b5592
2de61f2b354aabad78
a23?1593622582

Yes,	briefly pg	100 Yes pg	31++ pg	46-47	Scenic	Resources	
discussion

Telcom	and	broadband	
discussed	as	an	economic	
infrastructure	need;		calls	for	
town	to	work	with	service	
providers	to	achieve	access	in	
villages	and	commercial	
district.		"Given	that	towers	by	
necessity	often	must	be	placed	
on	undeveloped	ridgelines,	the	
siting	of	new	towers	and	
associated	facilities	must	take	
into	account	factors	such	as	
visual	impacts,	wildlife	habitat,	
erosion,	and	potential	impacts	
on	headwaters.		Coloaction	of	
new	antennae	on	existing	
towers	shall	be	preferred	over	
the	construction	of	new	
towers	whenever	feasible."		
Strategy	and	action	to	ID	areas	
that	would	be	adversely	
affected	by	location	of	telcom	
towers

Manchester http://manchester-
vt.gov/wp-
content/uploads/201
8/10/Manchester-
Town-Plan-2017-
adopted-May-9-
2017.pdf

Yes 38 No telecommunications	facilities)	
should	be	relocated	from	
public	view	along	main	streets	
wherever	possible
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Middlebury https://cms5.revize.c

om/revize/middlebur
y/document_center/P
lanning%20Zoning/Mi
ddlebury-2017-Town-
Plan.pdf

Yes 125,	129 Yes 21-41 has	good	existing	
infrastructure.	Not	clear	if	they	
face	same	coverage	gaps	to	
make	strategy	comparable.

Richmond http://www.richmon
dvt.gov/wp-
content/uploads/201
8/01/2018-Richmond-
Town-Plan.pdf

Yes	-	very	
general

40,	51 Yes 25	(general	goal	
to	protect	
floodplains,	
scenic	views,	
and	high	priorty	
forest	
blocks),69,	72	
(id'd	
representative	
viewsheds)
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Stowe http://www.townofst

owevt.org/vertical/sit
es/%7B97FA91EA-
60A3-4AC6-8466-
F386C5AE9012%7D/u
ploads/STOWE_TOW
N_PLAN_adopted_6.8
.15.pdf

Yes,	briefly 102 Yes 141-142 pg	44	Discussion	of	scenic	
gateways;	pg	141-142	
Communications	goals,	
policies,	tasks.		Specific	policy	
to	"participate	in	PUC	248a	
review	as	necessary	to	ensure	
tha	adopted	community	
standards	are	given	due	
consideration".		Policy	to	
support	installation	of	telecom	
facilities	in	appropriate	
locations	as	long	as	they	meet	
the	following	standards	(4	
standards	that	address	
setback,	ag	land	
fragmentation,	sited	outside	of	
or	to	the	edge	of	scencie	views	
or	viewsheds,	and	screening)

Focus	is	on	cell	coverage,	
rather	than	siting.		However,	
brief	discussion	about	VTA	
strategy	to	build	out	coverage	
by	helping	build	personal	112	
ft	wind	turbines	and	then	co-
locating	antennas.

Underhill https://www.underhil
lvt.gov/vertical/sites/
%7B4E962BB9-B4BB-
4504-A3EE-
ED54521A1BCE%7D/u
ploads/Underhill_Tow
n_Plan-
_Approved_by_Select
board_6-23-
2015_with_resolution
.pdf

Yes 12 Yes 1-15 protecting	hillsides	and	
ridgelines.	integrates	zoning	
districts	and	makes	the	towers	
a	conditional	use..	not	sure	if	
that	will	get	legal	sway	in	
court.	

just	suggests	proving	a	link	on	
town	website	so	folks	know	if	
there's	service	provided	and	to	
continue	monitoring.	Sets	a	
goal	for	better	coverage	but	
no	streategy	to	that	end.	
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect?Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Westford https://westfordvt.us

/wp-
content/uploads/202
0/12/2021-Town-
Plan.pdf

No Yes 2,26	and	47 No	cell	tower	mention	only	
coveraage

Town	should	encourage	and	
seek	to	improve	cell	coverage	
for	general	community	use,	
emergency	response,	public	
safety,	and	economic	
development.

Williston https://www.town.wi
lliston.vt.us/vertical/S
ites/%7BF506B13C-
605B-4878-8062-
87E5927E49F0%7D/u
ploads/2016-
2024_Williston_Comp
rehensive_Plan_with_
Maps_Reduced_Size.
pdf

No Yes 97-107 13.2	-	Scenic	Viewsheds	-	town	
will	protect	and	maintain	the	
visual	character	tha	define	
Williston,	including	open	fields	
and	meadows,	wooded	slopes	
and	ridgelines,	and	scenic	
viewpoints.		Map	19	shows	
results	of	scenic	analysis.		
Some	of	most	important	visual	
resources	are	listed	in	text.		
13.2.1policy	to	update	the	
visual	resource	assessment.

Town	did	a	detailed	
asssessmentin	1989		to	
systematically	evaluate	the	
visual	character	and	quality	of	
the	landscape.		Results	
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Town Plan	weblink Addresses	cell	towers? Addresses	resources	to	protect? Describe	lessons	for	E.	MontpelierOther	Comments

Yes/No Pages Yes/No Pages
Woodstock https://townofwoods

tock.org/wp-
content/uploads/202
0/09/2016-Town-Plan-
08-05-16-completed-
with-inserted-maps-
and-amendments.pdf

Yes 14	
(specifically	
refers	to	
zoning	regs),	
21,	

Yes 64-	,	78	(Conserv	
Comm	to	
develop	
conservation	
priorities	plan	-	
which	serves	as	
guide	to	PC	in	
making	land	use	
decisions);	can't	
find	
conservation	
priorities	plan	on	
website.

Woodstock	zoning	regs	
specifically	on	cell	towers	
(section	506	and	507):		
https://townofwoodstock.org/
wp-
content/uploads/2013/10/To
wn-Wireless-
Telecommunications-
Regulations-Adopted-11-05-
2002.pdf;	and	
https://townofwoodstock.org/
wp-
content/uploads/2013/10/Vill
age-of-Woodstock-Wireless-
Telecommunications-
Regulations.pdf

Reg	506	Town:		protection	of	
scenic,	historic,	cultural,	
aesthetic,	and	natural	
resources;	requirement	of	
towers	be	sited	in	non-
residential	areas,	away	from	
homes,	schools,	hospitals,	
childcare	facilities,	and	
sensitive	natural	areas.		Spells	
out	the	permitted	and	
prohibited	areas	and	approval	
process.		Reg	507	village:	
similar	to	506.


