
September 4, 2015 

 

Susan Hudson, Clerk 

Vermont Public Service Board 

112 State Street 

Montpelier, VT  05620-2701 

 

Re: Docket No. 8561 

 

Dear Ms. Hudson, 

 

Attached please find our Motion to Intervene in the above referenced docket. 

 

Four hard copies are being delivered to the Board today. 

 

Electronic copies are attached to this email. 

 

Hard copies are being mailed to the Service List, as noted on the Certificate of Service.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
_________________   

Christine and Dustin Lang 

21 Rocky Ridge Rd. 

Saint Albans, Vt. 05478 

(802) 528-5242 

cmlangvt@gmail.com 

 

tel:%28802%29%20528-5242
mailto:cmlangvt@gmail.com


STATE OF VERMONT 
PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 

 
 

Docket No. 8561  
 
Investigation pursuant to 30 V.S.A. §§ 30 and  ) 
209 regarding the Construction and Operation of  ) 
a Meteorological Tower located in Swanton,  ) 
Vermont       ) 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that hard copies of the foregoing filing were sent by U.S. Mail on 
September 4, 2015 to the parties in this docket, listed below. 
 

 

 
      _________________   

      Christine and Dustin Lang 
21 Rocky Ridge Rd. 
Saint Albans, Vt. 05478 
(802) 528-5242 
cmlangvt@gmail.com 

 
 

SERVICE LIST 
 

Leslie Cadwell, Esq. 
P.O. Box 827 
Castleton, VT  05735 
 
Geoffrey Commons, Esq. 
Vermont Department of Public Service 
112 State Street 
Montpelier, VT  05620-2601 
 
Jen Duggan, Esq. 
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources 
1 National Life Drive, Davis 2 
Montpelier, VT  05620 
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MOTION TO INTERVENE OF  
CHRISTINE AND DUSTIN LANG  

 
 Now come Christine and Dustin Lang and move to intervene in the matter 
referenced above pursuant to Public Service Board Rule 2.209(B). 
 
1. Christine and Dustin Lang are property owners who have substantial, particularized 
interests protected by Section 248 and related to criteria of § 30 which are relevant to the 
outcome of the proceedings in this matter.   

 
2. The owner of the meteorological monitoring tower, Travis Belisle, made written 
disclosures to Movants that provide evidence regarding  

§30(c)(1) the extent that the violation harmed or might have harmed the public health, 
safety, or welfare, the environment, the reliability of utility service, or the other 
interests of utility customers 
(2) whether the respondent knew or had reason to know the violation existed and 
whether the violation was intentional 
(3) the economic benefit, if any, that could have been anticipated from an intentional 
or knowing violation  
(4) the length of time that the violation existed and 
(7) the respondent’s record of compliance 

 
Movants have a substantial interest in the development of the factual record in this case.  
 
Movants’ interests may be adversely affected by the outcome of this proceeding.   
 
No other party will adequately protect these interests of the Movants and there are no 
alternative means by which these interests may be protected.  
 
Intervention is timely and will not unduly delay these proceedings or prejudice the 
interests of existing parties or of the public.  
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Discussion 
 
At the pre-hearing conference, Hearing Officer Michael Tousley compared this 
proceeding to the recent Vermont Gas System (VGS) docket regarding the ongoing duty 
of VGS to report a substantial change – i.e. a cost increase of 20% or more to the Project 
as required by law – noting that motions to intervene are not contemplated in these types 
of cases.  Hearing Officer Tousley suggested in the alternative that interested parties 
could request the opportunity to file an amicus brief.  
 
Movants argue that this proceeding is entirely different.  In the VGS case, the issues 
involved legal requirements for disclosure in a docket that had a record already 
established.  This Docket 8561 does not have any record yet.  The PSB’s decision 
regarding possible penalties and sanctions must be based on facts introduced into the 
record as evidence.  An amicus brief would not achieve the necessary introduction of 
evidence submitted into the record upon which the PSB will make its decision. 
 
The PSB’s decision-making will benefit from the evidence that Movants intend to 
submit.  The evidence Movants intend to present is not in the possession of the 
Department of Public Service or the Agency of Natural Resources and would otherwise 
not be available for the PSB to consider.  The PSB’s decision will be based on an 
inadequate record if Movants are unable to present the evidence in their possession. 
 
Wherefore, Movants pray that they be permitted to participate in this Docket No. 8561 as 
parties in accordance with PSB Rule 2.209(B). 
 
Dated this 4th day of September, 2015 in Swanton, Vermont. 

 

 

 
      _________________   

      Christine and Dustin Lang 
21 Rocky Ridge Rd. 
Saint Albans, Vt. 05478 
(802) 528-5242 
cmlangvt@gmail.com 


