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Residents question WRAT’s final expert
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By Haley Behre

LAKE COMO — Residents got a chance to question the only remaining expert for the WRAT radio tower
application at Monday night’s planning board meeting.

John Madden Jr., the applicant’s planner, was the last person to testify for Greater Media, which is the
applicant and is going before the board seeking to replace the existing 300-foot tower with a taller, 533-foot
tower at the same location, 1731 Main St.

Greater Media is the parent company of WRAT.

Over the past six months or so, the board and residents have heard testimony from various experts, including
Mr. Madden, who testified in July as to why the applicant should be granted a D-6 variance, which is the
variance being sought.

A D-6 variance is sought when an applicant is looking to have the height of a principal
structure exceed 10 feet or 10 percent of the maximum height allowed by ordinance,
in this case 35 feet.

While Mr. Madden completed his testimony at the July meeting, residents and board
members were unable to ask him questions until this month’s meeting.

Prior to residents asking questions, board members grilled Mr. Madden for about two
hours [see story above].

Tom Neff, of 19th Avenue, asked whether increasing the height of the tower would
cause the tower to clash, more so than it already does, with other buildings and cause it to be inconsistent
with the “aesthetic characteristic of the surrounding community.”

Mr. Madden said the extra 241 feet would not be a measurably negative impact aesthetically since there are
changes, such as the tower’s color and new lights, being proposed to mitigate it.

He added that aesthetics are a subjective judgement as “some would regard towers as rather attractive
facilities if they are interested in the engineering aspects.”

For instance, he said, the Eiffel Tower, in Paris, France, was once considered aesthetically “offensive,” but
today it is the symbol of Paris.

Mr. Neff also asked whether the WRAT trying to cater to a broader audience will make the news they provide
less relevant to the immediate area than it has been in the past. If so, would the information provided by the
emergency broadcasting services be “diluted and less valuable than it is today,” Mr. Neff said.

Mr. Madden said the station will remain a primary emergency alert station and a provider of information during
emergencies to Lake Como, as it did during Hurricane Sandy. He then said it is not a question he should answer
as a planner and that Milford Smith, vice president of engineering for Greater Media, should answer the
question.

Mr. Neff also asked about planting shrubs around the tower so residents would not have to view it.

He said residents who live closer to the tower could plant shrubs in their yards.
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Mr. Neff added that it becomes harder to mask the structure the tower increases in height.

Mr. Madden said “that is a good point.” If residents put “vertical elements,” like a tree, on their property it
would mitigate and screen the view from close up.

But as one gets further away, the trees would not serve as much as a buffer, he said.

Gretchen Schmidhausler, of Margerum Avenue, asked whether it was unheard of for towns to construct their
own tower on municipal land and have cellular antennas colocate there so they could make money from the
leases.

Mr. Madden said it does happen.

David Smith, of 19th Avenue, said Mr. Madden has testified about the positive and negative impacts associated
with the tower. The only negative impact Mr. Madden testified about was the perceived visual impact, which
would be mitigated by the gray color of the tower and new lights.

Mr. Smith asked if there were any other negative impacts.

Mr. Madden said he does not know of any “substantial detrimental impacts” other than the one he spoke about.
He does not consider the aesthetics “substantially detrimental” because there is mitigation that “outweighs
the height issue.”

Mr. Smith followed up by asking whether Mr. Madden thought it were “appropriate” to consider the negative
impact on the community during construction.

Previous testimony has said that the total project, from start to finish, is expected to take more than one year,
with the heaviest construction taking place for two to three months.

Other than the three-month period where roads will be closed, Mr. Madden does not see other “detrimental
impact” during construction, he said.

The application will continue at the Sept. 9 meeting, where final questions for Mr. Madden will be asked. At
that time, the applicant will provide a summary of the application and residents will have a chance to provide
their testimony. The board members will then give final comments before a vote is cast. The meeting is slated
for 7 p.m. in borough hall, 1740 Main St.

© 2013 Star News Group. All rights reserved. Any copying, redistribution or retransmission of any of the
contents of this service without the express written consent of Star News Group is prohibited.

Privacy Policy | Visitor Agreement

Reader Comments
Leave a comment on “Residents question WRAT’s final expert”

Incredulous → Posted: Thursday, Aug 22 at 02:12 PM

Did Mr. Madden really compare the WRAT to the Eiffel Tower and suggest that a 533' foot radio tower would come to
symbolize Lake Como? Should we begin working on a new town crest??
Report this comment as inappropriate.
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