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RESPONSE OF CHRISTINE AND DUSTIN LANG 

TO RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD REVIEW OF 

HEARING OFFICER’S ORDER ON INTERVENTION AND 

MOTION FOR MORE DEFINITE STATEMENT 

 

Dustin and Christine Lang hereby responds to Respondent Travis Belisle’s 

Motion of December 3, 2015 for full Public Service Board Review of the Hearing 

Officer’s decision on the second motion to intervene filed by Christine and Dustin Lang, 

and to Mr. Belisle’s Motion of December 4, 2015 requesting a more definite and detailed 

statement of the issues for hearing and which party bears the burden to prove the 

elements of Respondent’s alleged violation of law, the basis for the imposition of a civil 

penalty, and the basis for the amount of any civil penalty. 

I. Response to Motion for Full Board Review 

The Langs do not oppose Respondent’s request for full Board review of the Hearing 

Officer’s Second Order on Intervention. Although the Langs do not believe the Hearing 

Officer erred in granting Christine and Dustin Lang party status, they do object to the 

limited status that was granted.  

The Langs have a particularized interest in these proceedings that cannot be 

adequately represented by any other party. The Langs are negatively affected if Travis 
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Belisle is not appropriately fined for this violation of the law. Their homeowner's 

declaration states that Travis Belisle can do further work on the land adjacent to their 

property - wind, gravel pit, homes or logging. If Mr. Belisle is not appropriately penalized 

now, where is his incentive to behave properly for any of these options? He was in 

violation in the past when building their development and he was given 'after the fact' 

permits because he didn't obtain his permits before starting his work. Now, he does the 

same thing by putting up this Met Tower without first receiving the proper permits. This 

shows that he did not learn anything from his prior violations.  

Number 3 from the Lang’s Second Motion to Intervene has to do with their 

Homeowner’s declaration that they were presented with when they purchased their land 

from Mr. Belisle. Their Homeowner's declaration states “Electrical generation wind 

farm” as a possibility for development. This is a particularized interest for the Langs that 

cannot be adequately represented by any other party as this document was presented to 

them when they closed on purchasing their property. This declaration was produced in 

2010. The Met tower was not put up until January, 2012. So, even though Travis Belisle 

disclosed to them that he was thinking of doing an “Electrical generation wind farm” in 

2010, he didn't apply for the proper permit when he put up a Met Tower in 2012 to 

measure the wind to see if it was feasible for an “Electrical generation wind farm.” He 

has stated that he spoke with Jim Harrison before he put up his Met Tower. Jim Harrison 

is the developer and part owner of an Industrial Wind Turbine project in Georgia, Vt. The 

result of Travis Belilse skipping the CPG permitting process for his Met tower 
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installation is that the Langs were denied, as adjoining landowners, their due process in 

the Met Tower application which is the Public Service Board review process for issuing a 

Certificate of Public Good.  

The fine should reflect the loss of due process for them as adjoining landowners to 

know that this project was beginning. 

Number 8 from the Lang’s Second Motion to Intervene had to do with Travis 

Belisle’s wetland violations. The hearing officer was wrong to deny them intervention in 

this area. The Agency of Natural Resources did not ask to intervene in this area. Travis 

Belisle filled in wetlands when building their development to 'dry it up'. This also goes to 

his record of compliance which is one of the criteria evaluated under § 30.  How do they 

know he didn't do the same thing when he installed this Met tower? There are wetlands 

all around up on the ridge where the Met Tower was installed. Knowledge of this 

careless attitude towards wetlands in the past would affect the amount of the fine. 

We are asking the Hearing Officer to reconsider the original ruling limiting their 

scope of intervention and to grant them full intervention based on their motion to 

intervene.  

The Langs understand that they are not entitled to any portion of any civil penalty that 

is payable by Mr. Belisle in this proceeding. Their interests in this proceeding are to 

ensure the penalty is sufficient to prevent future infractions by Mr. Belisle that would 

have an effect on the Langs.  
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II. Response to Motion for a More Definite Statement 

The Department of Public Service has responded to this motion with a Motion for 

Partial Summary Judgment and they agree with their response. 

 

     Dated this 15th day of January, 2016. 

 

      

 

 
_____________________ 

Christine and Dustin Lang 

21 Rocky Ridge Rd. 

Saint Albans, Vt. 05478 

(802) 528-5242 

cmlangvt@gmail.com            


