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CONSERVATION COMMISSION’S STATEMENT ON ACT 250 APPLICATION 
#9A0158-11 

 

Regarding the Vermont Agency of Transportation’s proposal to clear-cut six acres of forested land on 
the north end of the Middlebury Airport, the Town of Middlebury’s Conservation Commission has 
the following questions: 

(1) Does compliance with FAA safety regulations currently require the immediate 
removal of trees from this parcel? While we understand the importance of airport 
safety, given that the tallest trees were removed from this parcel quite recently (winter 
2016-17), we are concerned that this project is motivated primarily by the availability 
of federal funds and less for pressing safety concerns.  

(2) Does the Act 250 application for the project imply that the parcel is part of the Town 
of Middlebury’s Airport District (Criterion 10 - Local and Regional Plans)? We 
believe that this is an error and the parcel is zoned in the Forest District. This can be 
seen in the Town’s online zoning map and the map on page 212 of Middlebury’s 2017 
Town Plan.  Middlebury’s Town Plan (page 149) reads: “The Forest District includes 
areas where the topography, natural resources, aquifer/wellhead protection, wetlands, 
wildlife habitats and/or poor access severely limit development or dictate it.” We 
believe that, until the Town of Middlebury changes the zoning designation of this 
parcel, any references to the Airport District by the applicant to justify this project are 
irrelevant and misleading. We also question whether clear-cutting forest conforms to 
the uses and policies identified for the Forest District in the Town Plan.   

(3) The parcel is part of a known travel corridor for the Indiana Bat and Northern 
Long-Eared Bat. Given that the 2016-17 tree removal project was required to include 
post-project monitoring of bat activity, we would like to know what was learned about 
the effects of the 2016-17 project on bat activity. We would also like to know how to 
access this monitoring data. 

(4) Was the 25’ bat corridor proposed as part of the selective timber harvest project in 
2016-17? We are concerned that the same corridor width may not adequately protect 
bat habitat in the new context of a clear-cut. 

http://geography.middlebury.edu/applications/Middlebury_Planning/Zoning_Map/
https://cms5.revize.com/revize/middlebury/document_center/Planning%20Zoning/Middlebury-2017-Town-Plan.pdf
https://cms5.revize.com/revize/middlebury/document_center/Planning%20Zoning/Middlebury-2017-Town-Plan.pdf


(5) Exhibit 021, the “Forest Cover” map, shows the percent of forested land protected 
within a one mile radius of the project. We feel that the small size of the parcel 
reported in Exhibit 021 obscures the ecological function of the parcel at a landscape 
scale. The Forest Cover map shows that the parcel connects a large block of forest land 
to the west of the project site and the airport to the much larger region of contiguous 
forest in the Green Mountains. The proposed clear-cut will largely remove this 
connector between the valley block and the mountain region. We again question if a 
25’ corridor will be sufficient to maintain the connectivity of these forested lands and 
ask how the State will monitor the impacts of the project on wildlife corridors?  

Overall, while we understand the importance of airport safety, we are puzzled by the need for 
clear-cutting this parcel in the Forest District less than five years after a project to selectively remove 
the largest trees from the parcel was carried out in the name of airport safety. We are also concerned 
that the project contradicts the will of the Town Plan and the function of the Forest District to 
prioritize the protection of the Town’s drinking water, wetlands, and wildlife habitat. Given that the 
parcel has been forested for at least the last 80 years (based on the 1942 aerial photographs for 
Middlebury), we feel that the conflict between forested habitat and airport safety will likely return in 
the future, when the forest again begins to recover the land, unless the prevention of forest habitat 
becomes the recurring land use of this site. We feel that this is a long-term conflict best worked out 
through the Municipal Planning process and future revisions of the Town Plan. Given that the State 
has already cut the tallest trees on the parcel in the name of airport safety less than five years ago, we 
question the haste of this proposal and ask if there might not be time enough to respect the process of 
municipal planning and local stewardship of the land. 
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