
Docket7250
Candiloro Blasting Complaint Summary

Legal Requirements pertaining to Blasting

In Public Service Board Docket 7250, the Board issued aCefüficate of Public Good on April 16,
2009, which was amended on July 17,2009 which included four conditions pertaining to blasting
associated with the project.

Conditions 24,25,26 and27 of the7ll7l09 CPG (Attachment 1) were:

24. Blasting associatedwith constru,ction of the Project shall be minimized to the erctent

procticable and performed only during the hours of 9:00 AM-5:00 PM Monday-Friday, except
that no blasting may ocçur on state holidays.

25. All blasting shall be carried out by licensed and certified blasting technicians. All
blasting shall be performed in accordance with any and all applicable laws and regulations,
including, but not limited to, U.S. Department of Interior Rules 816.61-68 and 817.61-68 and the
Blasting Guidance Manual, Office of Surface Mining, Reclamation and Enforcement, (J.5.

Department of Interior to limit peak particle velocity and ground vibration to safe levels. Noise
and air blast effects shall be limited through application of proper techniques and blasting mats
wíll be used where needed to limit the occurrence offlyrock.

26. Prior to perþrming any blastingfor the Project, Deerfield shall develop a blasting
plan that includes pre-blast surveys ofwells and structures in the surrounding area and shall
arrange for a public information session with surrounding landowners to adãress concerns
related
to blasting.

27. In the event surrounding landowners express concern regarding the impacts of
blasting an wells or other structures on their property, Deerfield shall perform evaluations to
determine f ory damage has occurred as a result of blasting activities and, if so, remediate any
such damage.

In an Order dated 118116 (Attachment 2) the Board reviewêd a Blasting Plan filed by Deerfield
on 5llll5 and the Board directed certain modifications to that plan

A Revised Blasting Plan was filed by Deerfield with the Board on2l8ll6 (Attachment 3) In an
Order dated 4129116 (Attachment 4), the Board approved the Revised Blasting Plan.

The Revised Blasting Plan included the following protocols relevant to this complaint regarding
blasting damage:

Pre-Bløst Notfficøtíons and Surveys; Post-Blast Surveys
o One month prior to commencement of blasting, Deerfield Wind or íts blasting contractor will

hold public informatíon meetings in all towns within a one-half (0.5) mile radius of the
blasting site.



Two weeks prior to each meeting, all property owners within the one-half mile radius will
be sent a notice letter concerning the hearing by certified mail, return receipt requested.

"Door hangers" will also be left at all residences within one-half mile, providing the same

information as the notice letters.

The notice letters will ffir property owners pre-blast surveys of structures and water
sources or wells.
The letters will explain that pre- and post-blast structure surveys andwell monítoríng are
available, and will provide contact informationfor a person to answer proþerty owners'
questions.

The initial blasting schedule, and any subsequent changes to the schedule, will be provided to
property owners wíthin one-half (0.5) mile radius of blasting site, at least one week prior to
commencement of blasting activities.
Deerfield Wind or its contractor will arrange for a qualified contractor to conduct pre-blast
surveys for all inte.rested landowners. The results will be documented in written reports
accompønied by video or still photographs.

For any property owners within the one-half míle radius who express concerns about the

impacts of the blasting on structures or wells, Deerfield Wind or its contractor wíll perþrm
post-blast surveys to assess any damage, and will remediate any damage found. Deerfield
Wind or its contractor will make all reasonable efforts to complete each post-blast survey
within 30 days after the property owner comes forward with concerns

Blast Monitoríng
All blasts will bi monitored by an individual that is properly trained in the setup and use of
seismíc monitoríng equipment. At least one seismograph will be in use at all times, at the

structure nearest to the blast site. The results of blast monitoríng are typically available beþre
the next blast, so that design adjustments can be made þr the next blast if necessary.

Blast Vibratíon
Blasî vibration will be monitored, typically at the structures closest to the blost site.

Blasts will be designed tofollow industry vibration limits and state and local regulations, and to
protect any nearby structures.
Appendix B to this Plan setsforth preliminary vibration calculatíons based on known structures of
concern and anticipated inítîal blast designs
Ground vibration peak particle velocity limíts will not exceed the U.S. Bureau of Mines' Alternative
Blasting Criteria (adaptedfrom D.E. SISKIND, ET AL., REPORT OF INVESTIGATION 8507:
STRUCTURE KESPONSE AND DAMAGE PRODUCED BY GROUND VIBRATION FROM
SURFACE MINE BLASTING app. B (US Bureau of Mines I9S0)).
Air blast overpressure levels will not exceed 133 peak dB (linear) two Hertz high-pass system.

Blast Reports
A Blast ñ.eport will be producedfor each blast and made available as needed. A sample Blast
Report is enclosed as Appendix C.

Allegations by Mr. Frank Candiloro
glIll6 - A Blasting Notice was issued by Continental Placer Inc. (Attachment 5) and

sent to Mr. Candiloro via certified mail, alerting property owners and tenants wítlttnYz
mile radius of the anticipated blasting area of their opportunity to request pre-blast, post
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blast and well monitoring surveys. The notice stated 'oYour property is located within this

vicinity."

9116116? Searsburg - Public Pre-blast meetingT Need to confirm if Candiloro attended.

Unknown Date - A representative of Continental Placer named Paul Kretschmer
(Attachment 6) visited Mr. Candiloro's home, conducted a quality test on the drinking
water well but refused to conduct a quantity test on the well or to take any videos,
indicating he was in a hurry to leave the country
(It is unclear whether still photographs were taken at this visit).

(Jnknown Date (or Dates) - Approximately Autumn of 2016 Blasting occurs.

Unknown Date - Mr. Candiloro notices blast damage.

(Jnknown Date - Mr, Candiloro contacts Continental Placer to report damage but was

told they were not handling the project. (Do we lmow withwhom Mr. Candiloro spoke?)

(Jnknown Date - Mr. Candiloro contactS an onsite blaster (Do we Imow with whom Mr.
Candiloro spoke? ) who gives him a complaint form and an email address to which he

should send complaint and photos of damage.

4124117- Mr. Candiloro sends an email, damage complaint form and photos to a Mr. J.

Thomas at Maine Drilling & Btasting (AttachmentT) (Why did it take 6 inonths þr Mr.
Candiloro to report the damage?)

514117 - James Thomas of Maine Drilling & Blasting sends a letter to Mr. Candiloro
(Attachment 8) reporting that based on their investigation, (which appears to be a review
of blasting logs and seismograph readings) l'and in view of the overwhelming physical

evidence, we have no reason to believe that the claimed damages to the Property were

caused by any service provided by the Company."

5l?ll7 Mr. Candiloro fills out DPS complaint form (Attachment 9) (Form has no date)

and indicates that Mr. Thomas of Maine Drilling & Blasting visited his home and took
photographs. (Does Mr. Candiloro have copies of these photos?)



List of Attachrnents

Attachment I - PSB Amended Certificate of Public Good 7117109

Attachment 2- PSB Order RE: First and Seoond Complianec Filings 118116

Attachment 3- Deerfield V/ind Blasting Plan Revised2lSllí (with Appendices)

Attachment 4 - PSB Fourth Order RE: Compliance Filings 4129116

Attachment 5 - Continental Placer Inc. Blasting Notice 911116

Attachment 6 - Business Card of Paul Kretschmer Continental Placer Inc.

Attachment 7 - Maine Drilling & Blasting - Candiloro Damage Complaint 4l24ll7

Attachment I - Maine Drilling & Blasting - Claim Rejection Letter 514117

Attachment 9- Candiloro CPG Violation Complaint Form
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Consumer Àffairs Complaínt Record
Case No z 246562 l'feÈaCase #:

oÞen Date z 05/LL/L7
ðil;"ï;;", o7'tlã'tlt Resolved Date: 07/L2/L7

Staff Init: CLP
Referred from:

Case Nane
Àdd¡ess:

Tow¡r

Account Ptrone:
Contact Ftrone:
FAX:
E-l,fail :

ütiliÈy lYPe:
Uti1ity:
Contact flPe:
Complaint:
Issr¡e Codes:

Resolution:
Violation:

Do]-]-ars Saved: I

!4ailing Address
l,failiag Eo¡rn:

UtilitY Àccount:

HTSTORY

DaÈe ErrÈered:
To:
Entry Code:
SuonarY:
Corments:

Francis Candiloro
233 Vf Rte I

Searsburg State: VT ZíP" 05363-

Ext:

?¡II{D
OTTTER
GREDPS
CPG

I

PSBREF

0.00

StaÈe: Zípt

F,,i*fl åiï¡idriåTiffi,,ä**u,

Ol/LL/L1 Date Due: / / ComPleted :

From: AcÈíon B1':
INTÂKE Staff Initíals: CLP
f""., F1int, Carol Sent: lfedrresday , l{ay LO ' 20

grom: E'J.int, CaroJ.
Sã;Et wedrreåday, I'fay LO, 2OL-7 4:20 PM

To: porter, Louisä-?Looit..porterC.teroont.gcv),' Peterson' Chrístine
iCtttiE titte . PeterEon0 vermont' gov>
sr.rbje"t: pr¡d: ooãkãL lzso - óeerfield. Iûind - consuûer complaint

Hí,
Letts discuss p1ease? , Á---:- G^¡ rç¡rrÐ
Louise, pl-ease i;-;; know ¡rhen a good Eíu.e/ day is for you?

CaroL

CaroL Flint
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Consu.uer Affairs Complãint Record (Continued)

Case No:
Name:

246562
Francis Candiloro

From: ElLasr rjeanne
Sãnt: we<lneåday, May LO, 2OL1 4:10:51 PM

fo: Porter, James; Fl-inÈ, C?To} 
-siúiåã¡i-DL"l"E-iâsó-l--bå""fie1d Ìrind - consumer complaint

Hi ,fiu and. Carol:

PurguanÈtotl¡eInt'ernal(DeParÈoenÈ)qg¡np1ailthandaing.instructionsat
page 10 of the Ðepartnent,'s Þrotocol for -Handlino Comclaints al¡out a

violarion oe utelåä*r-ä¿-c;;äÈi;;r-oe " certiãicatä of Pr¡bric Good

i:;;ã ;; lãpe/ú,-i-*ãt to forward Èo cAPr a coucraint about a

potential v:-oratiãå ãf *r" Cpe iãsüã¿ in DockeÈ 725-0 - Deerfield Ìfind'
Ttre complaint is ãron a-nearUy-ttãiõf,¡"" who.asserts he suffered property
da.oase in tare ep"iil ¡rã_F Ë,r.ããirã-ãsããciated with the project, and

furÈher asserÈs -thã¿'the Blastíng CoõtracÈor.did not abide-by +e
blasting protocoi'iã""rp"tã[9q,UV reference into the CPG througth
ConditiõnË 26 a¡d 27 of the CPG'

Attached are tl:ree eoaí]-s from tl¡e,com-plainant, the Revised Blasting
Plan fíled bv oeãrfield lfind on i/A/tA-, the-Fourth Çong!1ance -Order

=äp;il;6tå 
ãG;;irrã-pi"t',- ¡-ssl¡L¿'b1'' ttre PSB on 4/2e/L6. arid the

Anended CpG which includes *te cãn¿iüott" referencing the Blasting Plan

iãeued by the PSB on 1/L7/O9

Departoent of Pr¡bJ.5-s Service

It lghiE comPlaint origina ted from a StaÈe Legiislator' Èh¡ougth contact
with ,fim, therefore I urge CAPI noÈ to take anY stePs. until Jim has

f,aura SíbiLia.fi¡sÈ determined how best to
The consùituent/comPlainant

È Lras

tl EO veaa¡

respond to the Legislator
Francis Candíloro, !ùas an Èouch with his

carefuI1y wi the

contacÈ wiùl¡
tl

Ëto
llolder, DeerfieJ-d lfind, who maY or n.ay not be 'a!ra!e that the comp1.aint
was filed
resolwed.

with Èhe Blasting CooPanY or the nanner in whietr it was

.!úedonoÈyeÈ}rawecoupleÈe-info¡:mation.ThegisÈoftheCPGviolatíon'
in my opinion, ';p;;ã-¿"-Uã 6tãi the blastiãs pla,"_requireg the
blasÈing contracLãi to ¿o a prê blasting surwey,- incJ-udilng the Èaking of
ptrotos and video-ãã åxisting-eonditions, uPon recruest of a homeowner'

for homes ¡cithin % mile of the blasÈ zorle,- Accordjr'ng-lo h. Candiloro,
he aade sr¡ch.a requesÈ, and a ""t"ãt"ttat-iw9 

of the-BLasÈing ContracÈor
did wisir rris rr"ãåiï;¿ iäf";"ã-'-ùg-Þke pÞoÈos and video' rhiS ¡¡ould
appear ro be irr-¿ii.ãi violation-ãf tüã ãiåsting Plan, and would be the

-- 

-¡r¡
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Consumer Àffairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case Nol 246562
Nane: Francis Cant{iloro

basis for the enforcement case. In the attaehed documents, !4r. Candiloro
i-n¿iãat.s thaÈ hã sigrred. solle sort of paper, buÈ no further- deÈail is
;-it;:-iã Èhis is a iaiver of his righl Lo have video and photo-s taken'
Ët¡at coutct be prãbienatic, but at thís point-,- we h?tg- no idea what he
;igr"ã.-Ne: rhäse eoails áo NoT print wãtt. MosÈ of the conÈent prints
outside the Page.

Ètra

have any inÈereEt in inmediatelY addressingi Ëhis issue
" It iE also
tractor, right
, and that ini

!ti. th Deerfield, should, in mY oPinion' be carefully thought
tial

contact
through in adwance.

,fím like the response to the legislatorPl-ease 1et me know trow you ¡vould
t scheilule. AE I beJ.ieve you have a long tandinghandled and on wha

reJ-ationshiP with her, pertraPs it woul-d be best for You to be in Èouch
firsÈ, but I am happy to do a fo1J-ow up if you think that aPProPriate.

Èed

witlr absolute claritY.

Thanks.
Jeannie

Date Entered:
To: DPSC.AÐ
Entry Code:
Sunnary:
Comrbents:

O5/LL/L1 Dat'e Due: / /
From: COùTS Àction BY:
CONSIV SÈaff Initials: CLP
attachments

attachments

CompJ-eted t / /
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Consurer Affairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No
Name:

Date Entered:
To:
EnÈry Code:
SunnarY:
CounenÈs:

Ðate Entered:
To:
EnÈry Code:
Sunnary:
Cooments:

246562
Francis Candiloro

OI/LL/L1 DateDue: / / ComPleted : / /
From: ÂcÈion Bryr:-Ñoges staff rnitials: cLP
Ï'-1-: g¡i gittãf- ¡'¡.r t age- - - - - From : FI inÈ, Caro I

--- --Original Messaçfe-- ---
From: FJ.ínt, Carol-G;E; rtto.tår"y, l'fav 11 , 2aL1 8:04 AÞl

fo: porter, ¡ane-s-¿¡arås.portergve¡:mont.grov); E1ias,,Ieanne
(Jeanne . E].iasGwers.ont ' gov>-
Cc: peÈerson, Christinè (ChrisÈine.Petersonßveroont'gov>; Porter' Louise
(Loui se . Porter8 wermont' çtov>
subjecr: ns, o"åiãr,-iãi5ó- - Deerfield lvind - consr¡ner complaint

Eí,

'Jhanks all , ancl lle aPPrecíate ttre sensitivitr¡'. _Christine is assigned to

t!¡ís case and will ger it roggeál -Ë;-Èh" cãmpraint been acknowredged

by rhe departmei;-"Ëã- tãV ¿íie"å 
"ã"="tpondeo-ce/contact 

with ttre

complainantl z e¡rã ñrrãr.'*"-. *t" áãpãtt ã"ï first made aware of tl¡is
complainrr r aplråãiãtå-tUe docuients relating to the CPG -- ve''¡
rrarnrrrl- chrisÈine set op " otiåã-tiããUãé-;ith Louise for Friday and we

llïïí-iäå* ä;;;t ¿o rÏ¡e -.rissussion vrirh ÞA next week.

Best,

Carol

OI/LL/L1 DateDue: / / CosP1eÈed : / /
!'rom: AcÈion BY:-Ñotes staff rnitíals: cl'P'-l--119¡iginal Messagte-----From: Elias, Jeann

- -- --Ori-ginal Message-- ---
From: Elias, ,leanne
i;;t; Thlr=tå.Y, laaY 11 , 29\7 9:1e ÃFt

õãï 
-F'riãr.-,- calo1-2é.rãí . Ft-inr0wermonr . gov) i Porter , James

ii"rãã.PoiterßverûorrÈ'çtov>- --^----Cc: peterson, C6ristinã (Christine.Petersongvermont'gov>; Porter' Louise
(T,ouise. Porterßverûorrt ' gov>
subject: ne, oociãI-ïãÈ-o- - Dee¡field l{ind - consuaer Compraint

The history of the contact is as fol-l-ows:

Legislator SibiJ.ia contacts Jim'.Li1¿- 
^- q/Ê

Jio euaíl" t" *t*t ã-ãå t" ¡4"' síbiIia on 5/8'
i;;;k-to Ms. sibi:.ia on 5/8'
Ëuã-ãil.ii" tá *tt"e documents on 5/8'
r ¡eviewed the docunents, ""r".""ã'ihe 

cPc and conditions and blasting

lt::#:":áå'rr-* Louise w'ro advised r norifv cApr accordins ro rhe DPS
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Censumer Àffairs Conplaint Rgcord (Continued)

Case Not 246562
Name: Fqancis Candilo¡o

Dale Entered:
Eo: CONS
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comnents:

pol-iclz. , :
i-ããir"¿ you a:-:- on 5/10
I hawe not contacted anYone else'

I ¡n not going to be in Ètre offise nexÈ week and will be unavailable
ãr¡=i"õ-ur¡ãitr"á" hours Monday - Thursday. -ilia I think you are out
tomorior, so I .n not sure how to proceed.
I can review "r.if 

next week in thä evenings, so how'about if we Èry t-o
communicate that ã"V-"¡"r:t moving forward.-I ttrink the first step may be
uðre ingormation laÊtrering from Lhe coapl-ainant, if indeed he wisheE to
proceed.
Jeannie

O5/LL/L1 DateDue: / / ComPleted z / /
From: DPSCAD ÀcÈion BY:
IÍRITEC Staff Initia]-s: CLP
From:. Peterson, Ch¡isÈine Sent: lEhursday, l"fa

From: Peterson, Christine
Sent: TtrursdaY, ldaY 11 , 2OL7 2:05 PM

To : ' syncrowáveßyahoo . coû r (syncrowaveGyahoo ' com)
Subject: ÐeerfieJ.d ?find compJ-aint

Dear l,fr. Candiloro'

Representative sibíl-ia eontacÈed tbe Depart¡ient-of !\¡blic service
re-garding v"r¡" ããrplainÈ thaÈ blastiag aÈ the Deerfield !{ind sight
caúsed Aanaée to yo-ur propercy. The Department will inwesÈigate your
ããrãiãi"¡ iã ¿"æ-r-in"i id theie is a pötential_wiolation by Deerfield
Vtind of rhe CpG iCã"ãiti"ate of ¡¡¡bLiã Good). I have been assigned this
äã*prãi.t ånd I tìill u" in touch with you with updated information as it
Uåããr"r awailable. Pl-ease feel free Èo contact me as needed.

To assist in our investigation, iÈ ¡vould be helpful Èo have additional
inforoation frou vòu. we-have ieceived three e-mails thaù you sent to
aãp"ããértative siÉiij-a on tfay 6th along,with the attachments erhich are
useful. I Ïrave attached. a coþy of our CÞG conplaint form to sholr what we

ask for to inwesiigate tl'eselãatÈers. If you_èouId fill in the Èiueline
ãã 

-"'ãrræ. includiñt ão^ottication with Dãerfield l{ind or the contracÈor
tfr.i i. nåt inclu¿eá io yotlr e-ûails, it woutd be helpful' Tq you have
ã¿¿itionrf ¿ocunÃntatíon-that has no! been settt' please provide Èhat as
weJ.J. if possibl-e.

I have included a liak to the Departuent website Èo assist you-in
¡¡nããt"tã¿ing thã õÞe co.pfaint þrotocol . Please let me kno¡c if there
are aray questions.

lle appreciate you bringing this to our atÈention and look forward to
working with You.

ÐaÈe Entered:
To: DPSC.AÐ
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comments:

O5/L5/L7 Date Due: / / ComPleted :

From: CONS Action BY:
CONS!Í SÈaff IniÈía].s: CLP
Froo: Frank [mai]-to: s]mcrovtaveßyahoo ' coml Se
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Consr¡ner Affairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No:
Ne.ûe:

246562
Francis Candiloro

Ðate Entered:
To: CONS
Entry Code:
Sr:onary:
Commerrts:

Date Entered:
3o: ÐPSCAD
Entry Code:
SumnarY:
Connents:

Froo: Frank luaiJ.to: sf'ncroritaveQVahoo' com]

Ëããt; uã"¿.v, ldat 1s ,-2ot1 1:10.âùr
To : peterrorr, 

"#ílËi"ã-lónririitr" 
. PeÈersotrGvermont. gov)

Ëi¡:åãtt-nè:'oeertiel.d wind complainÈ

Hel.l.o Christine,
IfiJ-J-edoutthefor:or-I.don'thaveactua].datesfromlaEtfalland

earlv r¡inter. f';t;-;åisting tv.'õ!Jãai-:t*^::*er after her sursery

fron a broken trip so I was on artå off-at uy hone. 
--After talking with

ConÈinenral placãr prior to ttre ;;J;";-thåte ¿iån'|"ãã11' -seeû 
a need

ro r¡olice my rrome fãr damages. i';å:ï"Ë-ãã"ãJ"ot ãt tttã blasts and I

honèsrly trroughJs;:""" õã.r. :-itä-ãy-ãã9rt-"5tg ttt-tto''t" sits ?0' off

Ètre road. r' *-.täãtiãõ ã"!h"" îi"'"e-*'e ct'innåv' o'il: 3i":i:ttË;"t
fl-ue brick buir.¿:*ã;ilõ ãã i-arse-it didn't rvith
äiãnãtit 1""" than 10 Yèars old'

Ttrank You for Your assistance'

S5-ncerelY I

Francis Candiloro

O5/L5/t1 DateDue: / / ComPleted : / /
froo: DPSCÂD AcÈion BY:-ñi'isC- staff rnitials: cLP' -j -!:-^ D^åà,ê^ñi
Froû: rrPeterEon, -ää;í""i <chtistine ' PetersonGve

E'rom: rrPeterson, ChrisÈine" (Christine' PetersonGvemorrt' gov>

: :1.:'nl;;:u;"iË: ", ãfi : å iii*'
fi;iåJ; nsi 'o".isieid win¿ conPlaint

Good Morning Frank '
Thankyoufort}reresponse..I.hawen,tbge¡abletoopenttreattached
foro. Arê you "îI"-ü-"ããen¿ 

:-iiJ-"-¿ire"rent fãrnà-t' such as rford or

Rich Text? If not, y99 can.fax-il-or nail it to Ee' the fax is
gO2-eZA -23 42 rl¡e åa-iling-a¿¿resË 

-iã-oãõãrt-ent'of -n¡¡lic Servi ce LL2

é!ãtå-st MonÈPe:.ier rrt 05620'

o5/L5/t1 Date Ðue: / / CooPleted
rrói: coNs Aetion BY:-õoÑsw - staff rnitiars: cLP

From: Frank tuaiît-o-t s:mcrowaveGyatroo' eoml

Froo: Frank t'e*.?ålq3îîîð:gð"t$"' coml

Sent: MondaY, I'fa
Eo : peÈe¡rorr, cnliiËírã-lcrt;i;Èirà . PetersonGveloorrt . sov>

ËiË:åEãl-ãål' oå"trie1d wíad complaint

zl/

Seof
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Consr¡mer Affairs Coaplaint' Record (Continued)

Case No
Nane:

Date Entered
To: CONS
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comnents

Date.Entered:
Io: ÐPSCAD
EnÈry Code:
Summary:
ComnenÈs:

246562
Francis Candiloro

Froo: Peterson, ChrisÈine
SenÈ: Thursday, \taY 25' 20L7'4:31 PM
Eo:'Frankr (syncrowaveßyahoo.coû>
Cc: Elias, ileanne (ileanne.Elias0veroont.giov)
Subject: RE: DeerfieLd llind compJ.aint

Hi E'rank t

I'u writing Èo fo]-Io¡y up. lVe are in the proces_s o-f gathering inforoation
regarding four conplaint and I ¡riJ-J. be iã touch when I have additional
information.

Do you hawe a eopy of Èhe complaint fora ttrat you submitted to the
uJ-aËting company? If so, it vrould be heJ.pful. to hawe.

Àlso, do you know if the blasting èook place 91.the road or one of the
turbine s]tes? If ít is possibJ.e-Èo provide additional detail al¡out
*frãi" your house is in räIaÈion Èo wtrere the blasting took Place' it
would be hel.Pful for uE.

Please fee]- free to contact me as needed

Christine,
Give this a Eryl if it donrt ¡vork IeÈ me know.

Frank

O5/25/L7 DateDue: / / ConPleted : / /
From: DPSCAD Àction B'¡r:
WRIEEC Staff Initia1s: CLP
From: Peterson, Christine Sent: Thursday' Ma

O5/26/L7 DateDue: / / ComP1eted z / /
From: CONS Action BY:
CONS9I Staff Initial-s: CLP
From: Frank [mailto: Efrnerowaveßyahoo. coml Se

E.roB: Frank [mai1Èo: sf¡ncrowaveGyahoo- com]
SenÈ: Friday, l{aY 26, 2OL1 L2:32 þû't
To: Petersoã, Chiistine (Christine- PetersonGvermont. gov>
Cc: Laura Sibi].ia (1hsibilía0gnai]..com>; E].ias, ileanne
(rTeanne . EliaE @ vea^oor¡t. gov>
Srrbject: Re: Deerfíeld !{ind compJ.aint

Hi Christíne,
I attachecl a cop\¡ of the complaint I filed with the blasting coûPany

(¡taine Dri11ín9 i'Éfas$ng) . i don't know v¡here the blasting was being
åonducted at tÉe ¡imes is-shook my lrone. I couldr¡'t irrvestigate due to
útã;;jÀ.- l.ing a reEt¡icted aréa. The residents in the sacrifice
rortdweíe kept,:-ã *re d.ark for the most, parÈ, I wasri't given a contact

Page 7



consuner Affairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No:, 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro

nr¡ml¡er Èo the project coordinator, it,certainly would hawe'been a huge

help if it ¡ras giíãr, ""t. 
Às I såated before, we !¡rere supposed Èo be

contacted uerore-åããn-l].asting evênt, Èhat newer happened... r lfaEnrÈ

always home duriù-;i;" Þl1¡ãjñS Uui-åan tl¡e ewidencä from it on uv deck

(brick fragnents) -when I ¿id "tti.tã 
at my home. M, home is just east of

the project.

RespectfuJ-J.Y,
Francis Canéi1oro

Date Entered
To:
EnÈry Code:
Sumnary:
Comments:

Datse Entered:
1o: CONS
EnÈry Code:
sun¡4ary:
Cooments:

O6/O2/t1 Date Due: /
From: Action BY:
NOfES Staff Initials:
From: Elias, Jeanne SenÈ

/compl-etedt//
CLP
Thursday, June 01, 2

From: El-ias, ileanne
s";i; utrrrsåay, June 01, 29L7 5:26 PM

;;; -p"¿ã;ããr, 
, 
- cr¡rGiine <ctrriErine . pere¡sonßverooaÈ . gow)

õãt Porter, James (itames'PorÈerGvermont'gov)
õ,¡r¡ããti-õått¿iloto Ð 7250 BJ-astingr Compl-a5.nt

Hi Christine:
I have a fen uore questions tl¡at I would l-ike to know if lvfr' candiLoro
call answer f,or uã ù'erore I contaeã Deerfield, bu! I hawe alerted
Deerfield's attolnãfãrtãt-r-*iil-¡" speaking to them shortly al¡out a

?l::::"9"å.åï"å"r.ary and rr¡e aÈrach.nenrs, and. aÈ vour-convenience, and

G-;;; *tinL'a¿.tis"rti", I suggest CÀPI contact t'f¡' Canðiloro to
ããér-it" if you can gèt arry more'information'
A1r the unknown'¿"r"r'ä¿ desu-ãtr!-ÈtrãI-i deweloped. are_highli_ghted in
ä]f""-il-*tã initiãi Wot¿-Oocuûent that is a Cooplaint Sunmary'

i=ä;i,'ä: ;ii rË-põF ãitacl*en-J-iust for couplätenese, but r dot¡l¡t
you ¡vil1 need to-rå;i.t-;;-.JÃ"-L"-theu to asC for the information'

Jeanne Elias
Special- Counsel
Vä::oont DepartmenÈ of Pr¡blic Serwice
112 State Stleet
Montpelier, \If 05620
ileanne . EJ.ias G wermonÈ . gow
802 82A-40LL

O6/O2/L1 DateDuet / / Conpleted z / /
From: DPSCAD Action BY:
WRITEC Staff Initia].s: CLP
Ëïãi t= r't.nk inai1to: s!'/ncrowave0yahoo ' coml sen!

Ihanks.
,Ieannie

From:
Sent:

Peterson, Ctr¡istine
Friday, June 02, 2OL1 8:51 All
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Consr¡ner Àffairs Conp1aint Record (Continued)

Case Noz 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro

Ðate Entered
To: DPSCAD
Entry Code:
Summary:
Com¡.ents:

To: 'Frank' <slrncroltaveGyahoo ' com>
õãi f,"r¡"" Sibi-]-ia <]-hsihi]-iaGgrnai]. .com>; E]-ias, Jeanne
(ileanne . Elias G wer:oont . gov)
Sr:bject: RE: DeerfieJ.d Tfind complaint

Good Morning' Frank t

one of our attorneys has reviewed. your colPlaint and she asked that I
react¡ out to yo,t-ãå-"ãquest addit-iona1 delails to assisÈ us wiÈh the
investigation.
your uessages to Representatlve sibili-a reference a meeÈiag Èhat you
attended where ufäãiing was discussed, was ÈÏris the publie Ple blast
ueeÈing is Searsburg?

llhea did Ì,fr. Kretschmer visit your trome Èo conduct the water quali-ty
läã-i ""-vã"r 

welL? Did !4¡. Kretschner take any photos during his visit
thaÈ you are eware of?

I{hen did you noÈice the damage to- your home?. w?t there a del3v-þetween
;i;ä y"; ããii""l*t"-á-ãg" ãtt¿ ntrtên you conÈacted Continental Placer to
report it?
Do you recall tl¡e date that you contacted Continental Plaeer initially
;; ;õ";¿-th. d.t"ge and do you know who you spoke to?

Do you recall the date vrhen ila¡¡es Tl'omas visited your home? Do you have

ããpi." of any of the photos taken by l4r' Thomas?

fhank you for your continued assistance

SincereJ-y I

Christine

O6/O2/L7 DateDue: / / ComPleted : / /
Frou: CONS Action BY:
CONSYÍ Staff Initia].s: CI,P
From: PeÈerson, Christine Sent: Friday, 'fune

F¡om: Frank [mai]-Èo: sf¡rrcrowaveGyahoo ' coml
Sent: FridaY, ,fune 02, 2OL7 L2¿46 Wt
i; -p"Éã;roã, CttrisÈine (Christine . Petersongvermont. çfov>
cãi r,"l¡r" sibilia <lhsibiliaGgroail .con>; E1ias, Jeanne
(Jeanae . EliasGwermont. gow)
Sr:bject: Re: Deerfield lVind complaínt

Hello Ctrristine,
ttre oeeting that was referenced rúas a fo::oal- special Èowfr meeting held

at ouÈ to¡vn ha11 ,in Searsburg for information orr- ttre upcomi-ng blasting'
The blasÈiag co.pãäy-dã-;; ñand at leasÈ'4 representatives. and gave
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ConsumerÀffairsComplaintRecord(ConÈinued)

Case No: 246562
Ñ".", Francis .Cantl'i 

].oro

ttreirpresenlalionho¡cotherprojectsoft}reirtswenÈ.Àtthemeeting
concernso,e'eu'oügiit.-rã'tt'"Ë"oÉ_p""p9r!Yglnage,andtheimpact
blasùing ¡rould fravã. There t"" ooï"'definite óutcome from the meeting

o*r.. rÉan to allåi-""ãr, p"op".ry"årätð-tË-;;";i-iice zone to be videoed

and picrures rakel'.ilü iiiñ-rãir-EããËi-"g before blasÈing started' If
nor alLowed. ir r"ä rtaiËd any ¿-ãqã-ãiãiã *ãl¡r¿ be cnrestionable ' r

.co¡plied wiÈh the blasting "ótp"tiÌ! 
;"q;"¿'- eft""-repeated calls to

continental pracer trtãv-"ãrt.lfr...ft¡etsctimer to survey our properties on

Lo/3/zoL6. lftren ñ.îr"itãã rr" ¿idttãt t r. pictures of, mv proPertlr nor

inspect ir: r felÈ it was ro". oã;-;tbfr; ielations visit to te1l me

,,ot'Èo worry "1,"#.";id¡;s.;ã 
i¡ ¿a.ag. occgÏred i.t would be taken

care of. I did ask abouÈ pictureã ;Iã-iã"-ùold bv him he wagn't goíng

ro rake picrures-ã" .\ri¿.orl r ptã";;d ;ñ iã t*å ã water flow Èest and

l¡aterEantrrJ.es*,.ä',å!-ãi9å"'.tilnedatt}'retownueeÈing.Iwastolda
fLo," resÈ wouLd iãtå-t"ã-iorrg.u..t';; ä"Iã-tãte a ¡rate! samPle and he

. did. He also æíã r"-rte was-in . ül¡""v-uãg"t¡1" |9 wag leaving -the
country but the Jäpi" would oe giïãã-to the testíng l'?joratory' The

blasrins srarred'ääE å-;;th-.Ë;å;-thå ;inspectioá" of mv propertl"
The chiuney starräã-ä h";¿ urict-iãcã--¿.-ãgi from Èhe beginning' the

windowE qenÈioaeá-ãtã.Ëã io crouá.;ã--tr"=:. ã""i¡ as time-prosressed' r
had faith in ¡¡as;;-¡oiã to me tt"i'orrt.n the proiect ¡¡as ãear blasting
completion it wouiã-U" t"L"r, """" 

-ãi' I contaêteá an on síte foreman

i3ä:ä;';äåil-!r,ã"sh ã-neiehlro; iã l-et him kno¡¡ abouÈ ttre damase'

This was an earry spiirrg. f b-elieiåJtft"t, this còuld be Èaken care of

at Ètre lo¡vesÈ lewel , instead rta.mes Ttromas l¡as sent to uy property after

äe3ti,,Ë:.!li:å";i TiÊ'.L j;æ'*$:¡å=îþ:';:Ëã"i':!iirT" *'"
wenr coûplerety ä.i":;-ñ;Jdåïã*t'"-õã"p1e were told from the town

meetitrg with Ètre Élastíng "otp*yf-'Ëft"V-tàid 
o:,to trusÈ the.¡ I didnrt

;hi;kÍnãe¿e¿Èokeepa-journalforda.oageeverrts.
SincereJ.Y r

Francis Candiloro

DaÈe Errtered:
To: UTIL
Entry Code:
Sumnary:
Connents:

06/07/L7 Date Due ' OA/2L/17----Completed
F;;;; ÐPscAD ÀcÈion BY: -glrt-wnirsu sÈaff rnitíals: CLP

Ë;;;t E1ias, Jeanne Sent: llednesday' ilune

207 /t2/L1

o1

From: Elias, Jeanne
ËãE; wã¿.t."¿.v, .Tune 07, 20t1^11:02 Àùt

il; -Attdt s."¡.tãá"r ?ãttrråtto geI ß dunki eL Eaunders' coû>

s,¡l¡àct, D ?250-Blasting conplaint

Andy:

As you a¡ad I díscussed via telephone this mornincr' the Departoent is
invest1garing a ;ü;d";-ã"rpr"-itrt-irõr a Mr. Srä¡ candiloro at the

siùe of the oeerË;;il;ií"ã-rãã1ïiv-ttã'" eonstruction in Searsburs'

Ver¡aont.
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Consumer Affairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No:
Na.me:

Date Entered:
To: CONS
Entry Code:
SummarY:
CoonenÈs:

Date EnÈered:
To:
Entry Code:
SuomarY:
Connents:

246562
Francis Caadiloro

||i. f;îf"H::.:ã""'Ë*:åÏ:g.Til;"" ror rris home ar 233 vernont Route I

t" t3iìoH:rchsmer from continentar P11::1 caûe to the' candiloro
properÈy_ "'lö737roiã-ã¿."";ñ;;;ã 

á-yeu qrr"ij'tv test' .ll!-="foted to

do a werr quantity test and ¿iã-""i take aniittãtãs or videos of the

lt"Fîn:-tt¿"rr*roro rúas not qrovíded wiËh a- wriùÈen pre -b'-ast rePort'
rr Ì,fr. can<liloro noÈiced ¿.råãã-ã"ring the- autunn- and rvinÈer of
20L6-20t1 and conÈacred condiåiüi--pïå""t-uãi was told thev were not

l-Tolin"*äi:::"!ventua*y obrained conÈacr ínformation ror I'laine

Drilling & Blasti-ng from ?t,;;ñËã on site d;;;g the sprinsi of 20L1

"Ji åii3o' JËq ãiTlil:;¿""*ll :, Z;,1LZi(Ll' a r e r ær r rom,rane q ll"Ë::o"'
traine oríuins-ä-er;åi"g aqiíiiø-ttiã-"itim for damases based
parrícte veroÉiry (ppv) """*läË"tä;täl;Jut"-9""ir1et¿ 

l{ind racílitv
during ttre blasting'

TheDepartEentseeksadditionalinforoationfromDeerfield!Ûindont}¡is
maÈter, in oiã"i-Ë-";;; *h;thã;-th¿re hawe been violations of
ä;åïi"Ë á-e'-"i¿-áz-ãr trr" 1/L7/oe Amended cPG.

ThankyouforgeÈtingbacktoeeatyourearliestconvenience.
,fean¡ríe

,feanne E].ias
sã"ãi.r Counse1-
Verûont Oepartment of Prrblíe Service
112 State SÈreet
MontPelier, \Æ 05620
Jeanne. EliaEGvermont ' gov
802 828-40Lt

o6/a7/ú Date Ðuez / / comPleÈed :

E'rom: DPSCÂÐ AcÈion BY:-wni'ieC sÈaff rnit'ial-s: cr'P
From: Peterson, Eftiistitt" Sent: lfednesday'

From: Peterson, ChriEtine
Ë;t; wã¿ttãs¿aí, 'June 01 , 2oL1 2tL1 wt
õãl-'rr.rrk' (slmcrowaveGyahgg'9on}
õ;'i;;; sibitj-a' <:.bsibiLiaGemail.'com)
ËiÅ:"ãii-Rc : Ðeerfield lriad compraint

Good Àftesrroor! Frank,

Ihank you for the add:ltional inforoation' -ít -t" ,I;ilrå"*ÏÍåt;"ît
attorney tas teaãnããìut to Èhe.attorney for Dee

response ro yooJ-äã;pí;i.;: i "iîiî" 
-iå 

Eãl¡crt with vou rshen rve have

ittfãtt.tion Lo share wíth You'

O6/L4/L1 Date Due: / / ComPle

Froû: AcÈion BY:-¡¡õges SÈaff rnitials: cLP-
Ë-oãt E1ias, Jeanne Sent: ÎÍednesdaY'

Jun

tedz//
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Consuûer Àffai¡s Conp]-aint Record (ConÈinued)

Case Noz 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro

From: Elias, ileanne
Sent: Ifedrresday, ilune L4, 20L7 10:07 .âÞl

To: Porter, ila.mes (ilames.Porte¡Gve::nont. gov)
õãi riirt, Carol (Carol.Flint@ver.lonÈ.go+>; Peterson,'Ctrristine
(Chri s tine . Petersonß ve¡oont' gov>
Sr:bjecÈ: FI{: D ?250 Blastíng CoroplainÈ

Here is the mosÈ recent resPonse fron Deerfield lfind on the blasting
-onplaint. I .- ttãi-p"".ti-diãgr ÈÏ¡is information to eiÈher l{r. Canðiloro
;;--Rõ: si¡ifi.,=-ã" Ì t"..r" ít to Carol an61 Jim to det61:oine if it is
ãpp"ããriãtã ro åo so. I am conce¿ned abouÈ !þe passage -of È1a9.-
lday Bth, we goË thã-å.rpilint frou Rep- Sibilia-. lfe-gathered-information
unÈil June 7th "ttãã 

i cäntacted counEã} for Dee¡field. A ¡¡eek has passed
ãltn"V are gathering reporÈs. rf anyone.thinïs this needs to aove
faster Èhan it iã-ããiñ.g, ãittt.t for dêadlines ín ttre Consuoer Complaínt
p;i;¿"i;ìr-¡"ã"o=e yóú Èhink this is not an adequ¡tely rapid resPo¡rse'
;i;;Ã tåt rne ¡cnã¡v. rÊ yo'' have-any concerns along Qese-|11tes' please'
olease e:<Þress tT¡em now-. lfe could êet a target date for filing something
;rrh-rÈ Eãã;ã "n¿ 

r"t Deerfield know that da.te to spur thgm 91 to
;;;";e in time. w" ""tt also file nith tÏ¡e Board iooediately if we

believe ít approPriaÈe.
Please let me kno¡c what You think.
Jeannie

ileanne E1ias
Special. Counsel
Värmont DepartmenÈ of Pr¡b1ic Service
112 State StreeÈ
Montpelier, VT 05620
Jeanne . EJ-ias G weroont . gov
802 828-4011

Froo: Andy Rar:bwogel lmailto : araubvoge!-ßdunkíelsaunders. com]
Sent: Ivedrresday, June !4, 2OL7 9:56 ÃDf

To: Elias. Jeanne (,Jeanne.Eliasßve::oon!.9ov> -Cc: Sash íewis (slewis0dunkielsaunders.cõm>; Geoff Hand
<ghandG dunkiel s aunder g . e99>
Súbject: RE: D ?250 BJ.asÈing Complaint

ileannie - jirst wanÈed to give you an update on.this ítom' We are
ããfiããtir.g the relevanÈ dõcr¡meãts anç1 informa.tion. I oçecÈ to get it
by week's end.

Ifith respecÈ to your last buLlet below. y9u -ûentioned Èhat in your view
*.ã ¡AV ?*t f.ttår f"or MDB to Candiloio-óidn't seem to have enough-
infornation Èo "ãppã"¡itt 

conclusíon. I read Ëhe letter aE Providing a
;;;;;"bie e:çpfanãiiãn ¿irecÈed at a lay,persorr. RegardJ-ess,-I have
asked for tl¡e ;äã;1;ir9 Ufast reports -thãt n"e-. relied on. Beeause the
ããnplaint doesntt peitaia to one þarÈigular blast but raùher covers a
¡"ãä¿ pàrio¿ "¡ iiãã-iiãir throusÎr ea:lv sPrins)., F"t:-*:^i-:1sÎrricanÈ
ã;""i ãe ¿.t. (50-10d pages per-month) I rt iã being collected and I
wil-l- ereate a d¡obox for You-
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Consumer Affairs Complaint Record (ConÈinued)

Case No:
Name:

Ðate Entered:
To:
EnÈry Code:
SummarY:
Comnents:

246562
Francis Caadiloro

Best,

Andy

Ànd¡ew N. Raubvogelr Esg'-
Dr¡nkiel Saunderå-eiíj-"t€ Ran:bvogel & Hand' PLLC

91 CoJ-l,ege StreeÈ
P.O. Box 545
ãtrtiittgt"n, \Æ 05402-0545
ãóã.eoõ.1003, exÈ.107
áoz.¿gs-s413 direct' :-ine
á"ãlr¡.tog"LG dunkie1saunderg' com

O6/L4/L1 DateDue: I / Completed " / /
Froo: AcÈion B¡':-Ñóses staff rnitial.s: cLP

E'rom: Peterson' Z-i-"l"Utt" Sent: gfednesday' 'r

From: PeÈelson, Christine
Ë;t; wãottã"¿.i, ilune t4, 2oL7 1o:28 Ar'l

To: E1ias.,reanne-äi;"";å'eiiasg"er4anÈ'gov); Porter''Janes
iÍ"¡'.t.Porterßveroont'gov). ---! -^--\äî;ii;¿l -ðãior <caroÍ' F:-intover:nont' sov)
Ëii:åããï-áE;-ó 7250 BlasÈins complaint

Hi Jeanne,

Ehanksforyourworkonttris.I.t}rinktha!weareokayunderttre
orotocol at tt is-i;i";; l-ttãr"-u""tt 

-ir regrular contact with l-fr '
-cand.il-oro and Rep-èiuii:-a, and wå have beãn "tg"oittc 

with l4r' candiloro

ro saÈrrer irrro Éã ;;ilïí"-ittåãtÏõ"iitg- tu" ã"ããlåittt fot much of tÏ¡is

rime. trlr last ""ãüãt 
titr' ttit;;;-i;tú"drresday-' see below' s?rry r

didrr,t eopy yorr ãt this mess"g"'ããJñã-diå -not e'ór9ss any issues with

Èhe Procgss in tris resPonse'

r ¡¡onrt be al¡le !o follo¡¡ up with tfr. candiLoro betwee', 6/L9-6/21

beeause I will be out. I c1n send. him a ltressage iãttittg hio know that I

e:.I)ecr ro be "bü 
ä;"iriF¿ in;; ¿; hir ot 6728, or ca¡ol cara assaçfn

another caer peiãoi-tã-foU-ow up with him in my absence'

I,n happy to do wlratever Carol and Jim recommend'

Response time standa¡ds for Departoent. Etaff !9 reery to conpl?ínant

CAFI vrill 'eprv-Ëãã¡.-to 
ttre cooplainan! as soo¡1 as is reaEoflaþIy

oracricable afrer rhe compt.irrt"äãi'Ë.;rïr;;¿iãated, but at the least
-ril1 pto.riae upätt"-to titt-"otpïãittãt every twó (2) weeks with
proçrreE E abour Ëi-[n"- "oaprain-t-iã.rããiig"tiãn 

is proceeding

Frou: Peterson, Christine
Ë"ãI: wã¿nesday, June 'o1 , ?oLl 2:t7 *î
tã, -'S""ttk' (s1'nerowaveGyahoo' com>
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Consumer Affairs Complaint Record (ConÈinued)

Case Noz 246562
Nane: Francis Candilo¡o

Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Summ.ary:
CommenÈs:

Cc: rLaura SibiLiar (IhsibiliaGgroail'con>
Sr:bject: RE: Deerfield Wind complaint

Good Afteraoon Frank,

1ll¡ank you for the add:itional. info¡nation, it is v9¡y-he-1-pfgl , Our
ãit"tttêv has reaãhãã- ãut Èo Èhe attorr¡el¡ for Deerfie1d Ílind for a
response ro your--Jã.piãi"i. i will be iã èouch wittr iou when r¡e have
infã¡:oation to sha¡e with You.

From: Frank [uailto: sfrncrortaveßyahoo;com]
Sent,: Wednesday, eTune O7, 2OL1 3:16 PM

fãï -i"lã""on, êúristíne ighris Èine . Petersongwermont . gov)
Ce: Lâura siÉilia <1hsibil-iaGguai]-.com>
Sr:.bject: Re: Deerfiel-d !Íind eomplaint

Hi Christine'
Thank you very much for keeping ne informed'

O6/L4/t1 DaÈe Due: / / ComPleted
From: AcÈion BY:
NOTES Staff Initia].s: CLP
F"ot, FJ.int, Carol Sent: Itednesday, ilune 14,

From: F1int,, Carol
s;t; ¡rã¿tt"å¿"v, ilune t4, 2oL7 11:59 Ald

To: peÈerson, CrrrisÈinè tCtttit¡5-tte.PeÈersongweroont.gov]; E1ias. ileanne
(ileanne.El-ias0veãã;4.çtov>i PorÈer, ilaues (ila-mes.Portergveroont'gov)
Sr:bjeeÈ: RE: Ð 7250 BLastinþ Couplaint

Hi christine. my preference is that you continue. to be the priaary-point
person on this ".ãã 

for CAPI. Vã''r i¿e. to let him knovr that you'll
next ctreck in ruittr-him on or a¡tåi Èhe 2gth is grood. Best, Carol

Date EnÈered:
To: CONS
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comments:

O6/L5/L1 DateDuez / / eou.P.Ieted
From: DPSCAD Action BY:
WRIIEC Staff IniÈial-s: CLP
F¡om: Peterson, Christine Sent: Íhursd^ay,

¡//

du

From: Peterson, Ch¡istine
SenÈ: fhursdaY, June 15, 20t1 L2:4L *t
To:'Frankr (syncrowaweGyahoo.com>
Cc: Laura Si.bilia (l-hsibi]-iaGgrfcai]- .com>
Subject: RE: Deerfield gfind coaplaiaÈ

Hi Fränk,
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Consuner Àffairs Complaint Record (Continúed)

Case No:
Name:

Date Entered
To: DPSCÀD
Entry Code:
Suom,ary:
Comme¡rts:

246562
E.rancis Candiloro

Íle anticipate that, DeerfieJ-d lilindf s attorney will be in touch with our
attorney iitt¡in the next few days. I will be ouÈ of the office until
,fune 28Ëh and I will follo!'t uP wiÈh you upon my return.

I apprecíaÈe your cooperation and' continued patience-

O6/27/L7 DateDue: / / CooPleÈed : / I
From: UTIL Action B1':
UWRIIE Staff Initia]-s: CLP
From: Andy Raubwogrel [nai]-Èo:aran:bvoge1ßdunkie

From: Andy Raubwogel lmailto : arar:bvogelGdunkielsaunde¡s. com]
SenÈ: Monday, ,June 26,2OL1 11 :44 ÂI.f
To : Elias , ileanne (ileanne . EJ-iasßverûont. gov>
Cc: Sash I.ewis (slel¡isßdunkielsaunders.con>.' Geoff Hand'
<ghandG dunkieL saunders . com)
Snbject: RE: D 7250 BlasÈing CoopJ-ainÈ

Afternoon ileannie'

f have asseobled documenÈs in responEe to your reguesÈ,' all of the
documents pre-existed your inquily and were created by the bJ-asËing
contlactor or sr¡beonÈractor. They include:

L. Correspondence beÈween the blasting contractor and Mr. Candíloro
2. lhe resu]-ts of Mr. Candilorors water test
3. A letÈer from the euployee of the blasting subcontractor who visited
I'l.r. Candiloro's home.
4. The blasÈing logs from October 2016 - May 201-1

Giwen the voluninous nature of the blasting logs' I aù providing
everythi-ng through a dropbox. Please go to:
httpÉ://wi,*.aropËox.c.oo/-Et./aslpmsoeiÈfweZr¡/aeCNeSfGtewilütlXlJMw66lvra?dl-=
0

ïn terms of what transpired betl¡een Ì.fr. Candiloro and the pre-blast
inspector (!fr. Kretschãer), DeerfieJ-drs understanding of what occuæed
is -differen! than ¡Yhat Mr. Candiloro appearis to have conveyed to you.
This is add¡essed in the ].etÈer f¡on thé Continental Flacer e!trployee who
*étt to th.e Can*j-]-oro residence. In short, ttre inspector stated that
¡4¡. Candiloro declined to allolv video of his home, aad as a result a
pre-blasÈ. survey souJ.d noÈ be perforued as Èhis is the Bat¡ner in which
ã"ã-¡iãrt conclíÊions are doc,udented. lile unde¡stand that the results of
'tfrã water qual-ity test ¡¡ere sent to !,f¡. Candiloro. Ehe contractor has
furÈher adiised -that ùf¡. Kretschmer did noÈ refrrse to conduc'! a nater
quaatity test. Rather, he ocp1ained to I'fr. Candiloro that because l¡is
nrãif or"Ê a spring fed, dug welJ- and not a driLled well , conducting¡ a
draw,down teét wõuld not provide accurate, reproducible results.
Aceording'3-y, l,fr. K¡eÈschmer Èook a sampl-e of !,4r. CandilorotE ¡raÈer to
check for wàter qual.ity and delivered it to the lab'
please note Èhat according to t'laíne Ðri11ing and Blasting, !4r.
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Consr¡ner Àffairs Complaint Record (ConÈinued)

246562
Francis Candiloro

candiloro's property is outside the one-h"1g nirl! r?giu! (2,.640 feet,- as
measured grol tris sÊructure), that is specified in the Board-approved
Blasting Plan as requiring surveys uPon Teqt¡est of the property oÎú:rer'
A pre-bíast survey úti-ti=íng_ stañ¿arã induãtry techniquès (video/Photo
ãoã:mentationi waË woluntarlly offered as a cóurtes:r' thich, again he
refused. MDB'further info::ms us ttrat as a point of reference, the
industzl' standard for pre-blasÈ surveys is for strucÈures that are
¡vitl¡in 250 feeÈ.

vlith respect to I,fr. candiloro's claiu of danage, !þe Letter from MDB

prowides-"¡¡ "rçfáation 
of their rationale. lrhe Blasting logs are Èhe

backup info::aation.

Íhank you for the opportunity Èo provide- this info::nation. If you have
ãV spä"ieic qr¡ãstiäãs ¡vith iespeãt to these issugs, please Iet me know.
I ¡¡ould also'apprecj-aÈe being Ëept apprised of the status of the

Ðepartnent' s inwesÈigation.

Best,

Àr¡dy

Àndrew N. Raul¡voge1 , Esq.
Dunkie1 Saunders EJ-J.iott Raubvogel & Hand' PLI.C
91 CoJ.lege Street
P.O. Box 545
Burlington' vT 05402-0545
802.860.1003, exÈ. 107
802.495-5413 direct ].ine

Case No
Name:

Ðate EnÈered:
To: DPSC.AD
EnÈry Code:
Sunmarl':
CommenÈs:

Ðate Entered:
To: ÐPSCAD
Entry Code:
Summarl.:
Com¡oents:

DaÈe Entered
to:
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comnents:

Date Entered
To: CONS
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comments:

O6/29/L1 Ðate Duez / /
From: ItEIt Action BY:
t'WRITE SÈaff Initials: CLP
246562-j.EÅf

06/29/11 Date Ðue: / /
From: UTIL Àction BY:
UWRITE Staff IniÈials: CLP

O6/29/L7 Date Due: /
From: Àction BY:
NOTES Staff InitiaLs:
MeÈ with .Teanne and ,fim.

Completed t / /

Compl-eted z / /

/Conpletedz//
CLP

lle decided Èo ask Ðee

Met ¡vith Jeanne and .Tin.

Tûe decided to ask Deerfie].d fo¡ docueoentation thaË
is or¡tside the bJ-aEËing zone. !he consr¡.mer recieved
services that ¡¡ere promised in the CPG to residents
zone and letÈers to tt¡e consumer hawe noè menÈioned
of the blasÈ zorre.

Èhe coasuuerrs houe
tlre maÈerials and
inside the blast
Èhat he waE outEide

O6/29/L1 Ðate Due: / / CooPleted :

From: ÐPSC.AD Action El1':
?IRITEC Staff Initj-aLs: CLP
From: PeÈerson, Chrisèine SenÈ: Ehursday' ilu
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consumer Affairs Comp1aint Record (Continued)

Case Noz 246562
Nane: Francis Candiloro

Ðate Entered
To: DPSCAÐ
Entry Code:
SunmarY:
Comments:

From: Peterson, Christine
éã;¿, fhursdaY, 'June 29, 2OL'7 4:38 PM

to: f Frankr (èyncrowaveGyahoo'com>
õã, r'ãrri" sibiiia <lhsiblliaGginail'com); Elias' Jeanne
(Jeanne . E].ias G we¡:aonÈ . gov>
S',¡¡jectt RE: Deerfie1d ttind conplaint

Hí Fra.nk t

IamrrritingtoupdateyouorryourcomPlaint.Deerfie].d}Iindhas
responded to ourïnqui.f_;g irãt wítir ¡neubers of our Pl¡b1ic Advocac¡¡

sraff roday ¡o åi;ä;;-'th; it-""t"tiãtt provided and how to proceed'

Deerfield ?Iind ís maintaining the position that the blasting c¡='d not
eauÉe ttre danaså-ü-iä.lr;;;Ë"rè:'.- lrhe colrpany slys, çrr?È yg::_=l:t" tt
ãrtãi¿ã of the-Ul"ãt'""tg]anä we-have asked Deerfield to prov:'cte

docr¡nentaU-on tó-ããppõit ttttt positíon. AddiÈionally' Èhe- co¡pany
provided a sraË¿ûãrlã""r PauL ri¡ãtããf-"r where he Ëavs that he did
offer to take wideo of your p""p"riv rrtÃt rr. visited the property on oct
ãl-i-frãr"-ãta"ttãã-tt¡e Êtateñenl foi your revie¡r and response'

Às I menÈioned prewiouslYr vrê Ïrawe asked Deerfield for additional
info¡:oariot¡ ro irrror. oui'next ;¿;p;: I{hen-I haye additional info:maÈion
ro share n"itr, Våül-pi"U.¡f';ithiJdte next week or two/ I wil-l be in
touch' 

â¿l tô cret, in touch with me, please feelIf you hawe any gue-sÈions or need to-get in tou<
it"å-io contacl ne by ptrone or e-uail.'

?Ie apprecíate your conÈj-nued patience'

O6/3O/L1 DateDue: / / CooPleted z / /
Frou: CONS Action BY:
CONSñ{ Staff Initia]-s: CLP
F;"t, Frank lmai].to: s]rtreroli¡aveGyahoo ' coml Se

Froo: Erank lmailÈo:sfracrolraveGyahoo'com]
sã;È, Thursday, June 29, 2o!7 11:34 PM

tãl -p"iã"-on, - Cfrririitt"' (Chrístine. PeÈerson@vernont ' gov)
õ;t ñr;" siáilia (lhsibilia8grnail'com>; Elias' 'Teanne
(Jeanne . Eliasß wermont . gov>
dn¡jãðtt Re: DeerfieJ.d Wind complaint

Hi Christine'
ThankyoufortheupdaÈe..Ia"mweryconfused.withPaulKretschmer'E
statenenÈ. wtren-trã'arr:-wed at ry'-ftåuã I met hio at l¡is ca¡' he did not
knoek on ay ¿oo=.---gã-iãtio¿uceininsetf and handed me his businesE
card. r offereá hiu a coffee "rd-i;;iEã¿ 

tir in my house, he passed on

both, this ig *teä-fre-tãfã t" fte *aJ in a trurrl' duã to him Leavíng the
countlA,. He took a quic! visuai åãL-ã¡-w y.ia ttittout a camera and

made the statemeãt- tfiat I was loo far from the blasting: area to worrry'
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Consu¡ner Affairs Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No:
ñame:

246562
Francis Canéj-loro

tfe also offered if there was ¿u¡y daoage it ¡rould be taken care of. He
wa¡rÈed to leave at. tt¡is poinË. I asked about my well and he sarÍ no
reaso¡r for testing iÈ. I ¡ras ada.mant ttrat iÈ was to be tesÈed. I nas
Èo1d on ttre phone-befo¡e hand by ConÈinental- Blasters that I would have
to reuowe tl¡ê weLl cap due to liability standards which sounded
reasonable to me. fheie vras supposed to be a quality and flo¡r rate tesÈ
àonducted. I got him to agree to quality test the neLl. I brought a
racltet Eet to ny well to renowe the caP, he told me he Yfastlrt doing a
flow test due tã his schedule because iÈ takes a bit of t:ime. He put.a
IiÈ match under the faucet then d¡ew wate¡ in a cotrtainer and p]-aced iÈ
in his vet¡icle. I then asked agaín if he was goirtg to do a video scar¡
ãi t}t" inside of my home, I iras-Èold no. Ile then drove ?way, Ãbout 45
ninutes later oy néigtøor stopped at my home and asked if the surveyor
was coming. I -to1d ñin t¡e came and tegt. ¡{1' neighso1 innedia-tely
called thã coapany oaly to get a run aror¡nd until lre demanded !4r.
Kretsehmer reCurn-to survey-his home. He was also scheduled for Oct
3rd, l"fr. Kretschner did rãturn for a quick sanple of my neighbor's well-
then']-eft.
Irm su¡nising t'fr. K¡eÈschmer was coached with his stateoent. llhen I'fr'
Thomas came Èo my home to evaluate Ëhe damage he was very cold
shoutdered and dãnying the damage nas due to blasting. I never
mentioned anythingl I just let hin video record, he leas ranting about
it. !4¡. ThOnaE t01d mè to Eub¡nit a claim Èhrough rny olrlr insu¡ance
company for reasons other than blastingi results.. He made me feel li-ke a
cri-minåt in ay own hoqe. ¡4¡. Kretschmèr states he has been doing thís
iine of surveling for_ 21 years, I'd have to question his note keeping.
I do not Trawe-a ãpring aE he states that I get uy wa-tgr frgmr_I'have a
drilled !re11 , tl¡ai's á huge difference and I shovted him it'E location.
!{as this a false stateme¡lt by hin or !{as he ni sconstrued or a
conbination of both? I'm not èzying to play the he said she said' al-L I
want is ey proPerty leÈurrred to þre-blasÈ condition. The claim that I
Iive too far away -f¡om the blast-area doesn't t¡otd1v9i,ght. Iiltry were the
rãsidents given Ëlast notices? I{hy was t}rere a special.town-ueeting-
¡¡iÈh tt.e biasting cottrp¿¡ny there to makê their preèentation along.with
Ètreir false promíses ãf uating rePairE if needecl? Ifhy 9i9 tl neighbors
anå nyself fäeL the treuors wÉen they were _blasting? .\f in facË I díd
refuså (which I didn't) to allow hio to video the inside of !Y home,
where is the video of the outside of it where my chinney is located? At
the tovm ueetíng they Èhe blast comPany brought up al _an exampJ-e_ chinney
4".-gã as a sliiht cãncern and he c-an'L produce _outside pictur-es? The
Uiggã"t qr¡estioá is; wåy did Èhe d¡nage happen when they were blasting
if it ¡vasn'È due to blasting?

I applaud you for the time and effort Ètrat you are puÈting into this.
Tha;ir you iery mucl¡. I'm not one of thgse people tl¡a¿ are anti
ã.ãw¡i1ittg. i feet if energy progress is tþ.gò forward now and in Èhe
fuèuie thé residents of W,-ãeè¿ ádwocates like you. l{hat I really
*tir.t happened ¡Yas the comPany felÈ they ltere 

- 
so reûotely- located in Èhe

6,"tãit tirãy usea Uigget bf-äsC charges tÉan origiinally outlined to finish
Èhe projecÈ on Èime.

PJ-ease keep me posted.
Sineere1y,
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Consu¡er Àffairs CompJ.aint Record (Continued)

Case No: 246562
Na¡ire: Fransis Candil'oro

Frank Candiloro

Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Summary:
Comnents:

Date Entered:
to:
EnÈry Code:
Summary:
Comments:

Date Entered
To: DPSC.AD
EnÈry Code:
Suonary:
Comments:

O6/3O/L1 Date Due: /
Frou: Àction Bry':
NOIES Staff Initials:
From: El-ias, ,feanne SenÈ

/CoøpLeted://
CLP
Fridal', June 30, 2

From: Elias, ileanne
Senl: FridaY, ,fune 30, 2OL1 8:59 Ãl't
To: porter, ¡a.eã-<Íáeã.porte¡Gver:nont.gtov>; Peterson, Christine
(Chrístine. Pete¡sonGve:¡uont. gov>
Sr:bject: F!iI: DeerfieJ.d Wind complaint

I wil.L keep you posted on Yrhat I hear back from Andy'
,Jeanni-e
PS Jim, aE yol1 ca]r see r'fr. Candiloro is keeping Laura Sibilia up to
speed.

O6/3O/L7 Date Due: /
From: AcÈion BY:

/CoopLeted://

O6/30/L7 Date Dr¡e: / / ConPleted : /
From: CONS AcÈion BY:
CONSC Staff Initials: CLP
Spoke to consumer. He is very uPset about the

Spoke to consumer.
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Consumer Àffairs ComplainÈ Reco¡d (Continued)

Case No : 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro

He is very upset al¡out Èhe staÈenen!. He said tt¡at many thinSs. il it are
not true. !dr. Ke¡Èchner did noÈ sugigêst the ¡vater test, he wan!9$ to go

tît"trãft-ttt" bulkhead and not throuiñ tl¡e house.. lle was -upseÈ with the
;*-Ë. iãtúfttt"t-"ãp"ãt*ted the ãonsumer's behavior during ttre visit'
üã'".vÀ it sounds líî<e he !ûas "rantingi and raving on his porchr.

conEuuer says tbat a neighbor of his reported. !o the blastin-g comPatìy
that his Ïrouse tãÀ ãAãtiãg and the comp-any said they would'back off on
tr.ã-"rrã"ger the neighbor lives about a nile ctroser to the site.

I told the consuner Èhat I're ¡tere not castifrg aEPelsions on his version
ãr-ãwãnts, ry inEããt nr"" to keep hiu informãd, Just as ne provided his
info to the comPanY.

CoapleÈed : / /Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Sunmary:
Comnents:

O6/3O/L1 Ðate Due: / /
From: Àction $¡':
NOTES Staff Initials:
From: Elias, ,feanne Sent:

CLP
Friday, ,fune 30, 2

From: El-ias, ,Ieanne
Sent: Friday, ,Iune 30 ' 2OL7 3:52 FM
fãi-p"t"r=oi, Cfrtistiáe (Ch¡i-stine.Petersoaßvermont.gov); Porter, James
(,fanes . PorterGwerßonÈ. gov>
Cc: F1iaÈ, Carol (Ca¡ol .FlintGver[ont.gov>
Subject: RE: DeerfieJ.d IÍind' couplaint

There a:ce sorre deËai]-s in the technical sectiotl of tl.e
t may addtess this buÈ I an ¡1ot

on our
wi]-].
Ëo

encoï¡rag'e hin Èo file direetl-y and let him we ¡ci1I supPort the
investigation.
,t

Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Suonary:
Connents':

O7/O3/L7 Date Due¡ / / Cor¡P1eted :

From: Action BY:
NOTES Staff Initia]-s: CLP
-----Orig¡ina1 Message-----From : Porter,'Iame

-----original Message-----
From: PorÈer, ilames
Sent: FridaY, ,Iune 30, 2QL7 6:14 PM

Eo: Elias,,feanne ('Jeanne.EliaEGveruont.gov)
õ;; Flñ¿, carot-<Carol.Flint@vermont.gov>; Peterson, Christine
(ChrisÈine. Pete:rsonßvermont. gov>
Sr:bjeeè: Re: D 7250 BJ-asting Conplaint
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Consumer Àffairs Complaj-nt Record (Continued)

Case Noz 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro
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Consuner Affairs CompJ.aint Record (Continued)

Case No:
Na.me:

246562
Francis CandiLoio

pr¡blic Utilities Con¡aission, pJ-ease contact tÏ¡e Clerk aÈ' (802) 828-2358
or by emaiJ. a! or by enaiJ- aÈ PtlC.C1erkGveroont'gow'

RespectfualY Yours t

O7 /LL/L1 DaÈe Due z / / coupleÈed
From: AcÈion B1':
NOTES Staff Initials: CLP
From: PeÈerson, Ch¡istine Sent: Tuesday, rJUI

Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Summarl':
Comments:

Date EnÈered:
To:
Entry Code:
Suumary:
Comments:

From: Elias, Jeanne
Sent: Tuesday, ,fu]-Y 11 , 20L7 6:44 ÀI'l
iãi -p"Èà"sorr] ' CnriËtinå (Christine . Pete¡sonGvermont . 9ov),', Porter , James
(James . Porter@veruont . gow)
Cc: FJ.int, Car.oL (Carol.FlintBwer4ont'gov>
Sr:bject: Re: Deerfield wind e-mail drafÈ

Hi ChrisÈine
of an

lire caf¡ say Èlrat tl¡e DePartoen trs review of the
informa on awai1able to date Leads us to beliewe that Èlrere is adequate
reason Èo be]-ieve there uay have been

a Commission
a violatíon of the CPG and ttrat

tlre Departnent beJ-ieves investigation iE rtecessalY to
additiona1 faeùE.

Completed z / /O7/LL/L1 Date Due: / /
From: Àction BY:
NOIES Staff Initials:
From: Elias, ,Ieanne Sent:

CLP
Tuesday, JulY 11'

From: Porter, James
SenÈ:. Íuesday. Jut.y 11 , 2OL1 7:08 ^ât'l
To: EJ-ias, ¡ãanne i'teanne.Eliasßweraont'gov>
Cc: peterson, Chri"ùirr" <Christinã.PetetãottgvelaonÈ.gov>; Flint, Carol
(Caro]- . FLintßweroont. gov>
Sr:bject: Re: Deerfield ¡vind e-mail d¡afÈ

I think Jeannie is correcÈ.

Coup3-eÈed : / /Date Entered:
To:
EnÈry Code:
Summary:
Cornents:

O7/tL/t7 Date Ðue: / /
From: AcÈion BY:
NOÍES Staff Initials:
Froc: Porter, rfames Senf:

CLP
tuesday, ,fuly 11,

From: Peterson, ChrisÈine
sent: Tuesday, ,fuJ-y 11 , 2OL1 7:53 AI"f

iãi-Sfj-"", ¡ãånne ?Jeanne.Eliasgver'ont. gov); Porter, ilames
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Consumer Affai¡s Complaint Record (Continued)

Case No: 246562
Na.me: Francis Cancliloro

Date Entered:
To: CONS
EnÈry Code:
Suanary:
CoonenÈs:

(James . PorterG ver:mont. gow)
Cc: Fl-int, Carol (Carol.FlinÈ0veruonÈ'gov)
õlr¡j"ãt, ÉE: Dee¡fieJ-d ¡rind e-mail d¡afÈ

Thanks for the feedback. I will anend tl¡e e-nail and send it out today

Thanks for al-l Your helP.

A7/LL/17 Date Due: / / ComPleÈed :

Froe: DPSCÀÐ Àction By:
WRITEC Staff Initia].s: CLP
From: Peterson, Cb¡istine Sent: Tuesday, 'Iu1

From: Peterson, ChrisÈine
Sent: TuesdaY, ilulY tl , 2OL7 3242 PM'

fo: r Frank' ?syncrowaveßyalroo. com>
õã, r,ããr" SiU¿iia <Lhsibl1iaggnai¡-.som>; El-ias, Jeanne
(Jeanne . Eliasgweãoãi . go.t>,' Põrter , ilames <itames . Portergvermont ' gov);
E'l-int, CaroJ- (Carol-.FlinÈGvenaonÈ'gow)
s"¡j"åt, RE: Deerfield lÛind complaint

Good Àfterrtoon Frank,

I hope you trad a nice hoJ.iday..I'n writing Èo.foIlow up on your
coaplaint. IIpon'r;;;;;f-ttê ittg"t åtiãt ó""ttided bv yõu and Deerfield
Wind an<l inte¡nai ¿iãár¡tãi"n, lhe Departueãt of. Pr¡l¡Lic Service
recommends rhar ;";ãii¿-a såroai ãããpiaint îiq the Publie lrtiJ.itl'
Commission. Our åiiice ¡vill suPPolt the Connission opening an

invesÈigation into ttris maÈter'

Ttre Department's rewiew of tÏ¡e íaforuation avaiLable to date Leads us to
believe ttrat ürárã-is aaequate reason to believe tÏ¡ere D?Y h3v9 been a
violation oe *rá-õpc-"tã-€tt"t tl¡e Deparlmentrs positign i9 !¡"! '
Counission inveJtiéãtiã. is neceãsã"i' !g obtairiadditional facts' rhe
pr¡blic Service Coosission sets *.ã-ãã"¿itions for CPGE and has authoríty
Èo requir" "orpii"tãã 

ot impose;è;i-ÈGs. -I ¡ril1 adwise Èl¡e Conmission
thaÈ ¡ye rra.re coilJ"ãã¿=v"r ã¿ rããá *.i" referral .and why we have done

so. rf you pr.iã"-to withdtao, t;;; ¿o'Plaint and/or request that ¡ce not
orowide this uaãiã iteott"tion åÈãut-vàitr complaint to the Board' please
iet oe know bY FridaY.

The pr¡l¡lic uÈiIiÈies commíssion process is formal, much like a court
proceeding. It is ttot necessary -for alr altoñtey tó rePreEent you in this
process, but V"i-r"v-"I;a-!| it:-"è "tt attor¡1ey-to repies-ent Yor¡' if you

¡¡anÈ to. shoulã vãír ããci.¿e t" tã.t"-iorward aã¿ e4e a foroal complaint
with tt'e pui¡Iic uiiiiti"t gq--i Esiott, qor¡- should sl¡bmiÈ a letter (tlie
åãör-iãe-ro"t Uã-in-writing. and naiíeã through the U'S' nail)
specifically describing youi comptainÈ and stãCincr what relief you are
seeking from tr¡ã õã--iãsiott. u.ã-õããäta"-ttt-"¿ttisés that you submiÈ a

sigmed and notaii;ãe "eri¿.t':'t 
(t;tãtv-¡Ã-i'g9¡ are g:eneráIlv avai]-able

at a bank or a cour!) about y""i-ã"rpiaint with the letter, arthougih
rhís is not req;irãã'Uy the -co--i;;iã.. .An affidawit iE a s!ùor'1 writÈen
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Consumer Àffairs Complaint Record (Cont'inued)

Case Noz 246562
Name: Francis Candiloro

Date Entered
To: ÐPSCÃD
Entry Code:
Suonazy:
Commenfs:

staÈemenè containing all pertinent facts related to your complaint.
include copies of aãy dociuenÈs relaÈed to your complaint ttrat you want
the ConmisËion to coisider. I wiLL provide éopies from ou¡ records about
your coûplainÈ directly Èo_the Pubtic Utilities Conmission at its'
iequesÈ.- These recordã will be provided !o tÞ" Con¡nission under seal
and will remain confidenÈial unlèss a docket is opened, at which point
the records will be available to the public as Part of Èhe docket
record.

ÀlL of these documents together (J-etter, affidavit, copies of any other
relevant dosu:nents) becomã a petiÈion. 'Íhe petition should be sigmed by
yor¡ and maiJ-ed to the ConniEsion as followE:

Judith T{hitney - CJ-erk of È}re PUC
Pr¡blic Uti].ities Qsnni EEi6n
112 State Street
MonÇ>eJ.ieE, W O562O-21OL

The Conmission may either grant or deny your request lor a hearing.-.If
it ir grranted, thå Connisslon will lnfó:ao_you of any fi¡-ture proceedings.
lf youi 'requeåt is denied¡ You wilJ- be informed as to why'

ff you trawe further questions about reguesting a hearing
pu¡iic Uti].ities Co¡omission, please èontact the Clerk aÈ
or by emaiJ- at or by eoail at PUC.CJ.erkGve::mont.gtow.

before the
(802) 828-2358

Respectfully yours'

ChrisÈine L Peterson
Coor*inator of Consr¡ner Affairs
Consurer Affaírs and Pr¡b1ic Information Ðivision
VermonÈ Departoent of Pul¡lic Service
112 State Streef
MontpeJ-ier, \If 05602
802-82A-4078
800-622-4496
chrisÈine . peÈersonß vermont - gow

O7/L2/L7 DaÈeDue: / / CompJ-eted z / /
From: CONS Act'ion BY:
CONSW Staff Initials: CLP
Frou: Peterson, Christine SenÈ: Euesday, ilul

HeJ-l-o Christine,
I appreeiate the effort you are putting ínto thiE, thank Y9u-.. I am

goiàä to go forward with-thi-sr, i'11 need a shorÈ amount of tiue to
i".páre tñe l-ettãi to ttt" Pub1ic Util-iÈies Comni-ssíon. !&' neiqhbor who
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Consumer .Affairs Complaint Record (ConÈínued)

246562
Francis Candiloro

contacted tl¡e blasting foreuan is willing to.hawe a notarized letter
;ü¿il;-;eter rriã-trãoã" was shaken varioús times ttre blaqÈing forenan
agreed to aa3uãã- (ããwnsi_ze) ütà Ufasèj-ng charges. I also have a fuLl
rrã.ã-ir"pectíãtt-¡õ;;a from when I purcñased uy home in Àug.- 2014

ãt ii"g--ttt. rtãü"ã--*ãã i" excellenÈ Ëhape, ttris was conducted by a

licensèd trome inspection comPa!¡y'

fhanks again for Your assistance,

SineereJ.Y '
Frank Candiloro

Case No:
Name:

Date EaÈered:
To: CONS
Entry Code:
Sumnary:
Com¡ents:

Date Entered:
To:
Entry Code:
Sunmarlr:
Comments:

O1/L2/11 Date Due: / / ComPleted i

From: DPSCAD Action BY::
!{RITEC Staff fnitia]-s: CLP
From: Peterson, Christine Sent: !'ilednesday, ,t

From: Pet,erson, Christine
SenÈ: !Íedrresday, July L2, 2OL7 1225 þùl
To: 'Frank' (syncrowaveßyahoo ' com>
õã, úrr" si¡iiia <lhsibiliaggnail .com>,' Elias, Jeanne
(Jeanne . El-iasGwet-ottt . gov>; Põrter , itanes (Janes ' PorlerGweroont ' gov);
Flint, Carol (Carol.FJ.intGwermont'gov)
Sr:bjeirt: RE: Deerfield lfind eomplaint

Good Morníng Frank.

Thank you for letting me kno¡¡. I will contact the PUC Clerk by the end

ãi-ift"-n""ek to let hér knosr to oçect the letÈer'

ThankyouforyoureooPe¡ationthrougihoutourProcess.

O7/L2/L7 Date Duet / / Coo.p.1eted :

From: Action BY:
NOTES Staff Initia]-s: CLP
From: Peterson, ChrisÈine Sent: Tledrresday' 'l

From: Peterson, ChrisÈine
Sent: ltedrresday, ,fuly L2, 2OL7 9:11 'âÞf
Eo: PuC - C1erÈ (PuC.Clerk0wermont.çtov>
õã: gil-ae., Jeanne (ileanne.Eliasßweruont-go1); Porter' James
(James . Por!erßv";;;t:t;v> ; FIiãt , Carol -(ca1,o-l 

' FlinÈGwe::mont ' gov)
Sr:bject: Consumer coaplaint referral. to the PUC

Good Morning,

on Ì"fay LL, 2OL7 CAPI opened a couplalnt on behalf of Frank candiloro of
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Consuner Affairs Conp1aint Record (Continued)

Case No: 246562
Name: Francis Can¿iloro

233 \J/T RÈe I in searsburg 4egarding an alleged-CPc, viol-ation by
Deerfield Tfind. Cepi à¿-pr¡¡iic ldlocaqy hawe inwestigated this
complaint an¿ Uaseã-ot ttt" info¡:natiãn ieceived by thé complainant and
õãäãGld Ttind, rã rrãt" advised !{r. Candiloro to fiLe an fo¡:nal
gqõlãñÈ ritt 'diã p,t¡r:-c Utilities Coomission. l{r. Candiloro has
indicaËed that he ¡rou1d like to nãwe forward wiùÌr this processr-so the
pUC shoula er.pecã üi;-;"q,tãsÈ inìriging in ttre neqr future' CÀPr will
,.¡"-"oi ,"coids available to the PUC upon request.

PJ.ease fee1 free to contact me rrith any questions'



kbreûdling
eBh$illg

RE

Marclr 27,2017

Frank Candiloro
233 RT I
Searsburg VT. 05363

Clairnant: Frank Candiloro
Ðate of Loss: To be detemrined
Loss location: 233 RT I

Dear Mr. Canclilolo:

Enclosed please find a Damage Complaint Form, In orcler for us to begin our
investigation iuto tlte cause of your allegecl darnage(s), this form nrnst be completed and
returned along with all photograplts and other documentation which supports yonr claim.
Please rettun the cornpletecl Ðamage Conrplaint Form and supporting docunrents to my
attention at P,O Box 1140 Gardiner ME 04345, or by fax (207)582-8794 or email
ì t hani as f@ lncl anclb 

" 
c orr

We look fonvarcl to receiving the above clocrunentation so that we *ray begin onr
investigation. Please note that no furthel notification, action or consiclelation will be
taken as to your claim turtil the requiled docurnentation is provided, Please retum within
tliirty days so we ean halrdle in a timely lnanner. In the meantime, should you have any
qtrestions please feel fi'ee to contact rne dilectly at Q07)203-1694.

Thank you for ¡,our attention to this matfer

Safety Department

Enclosul'e

Malne Drilling & Blasting, tnc.
88 Gold Ledge Avenue
Auburn, NH 03032
603.647.0239
603.647.9770 FÂX

Divisionaf Offlces
Connecticut 86t.242.7419

Maine 207.582.2338
Massachusetts,rRl 508.478.0273

NewHampshire 603,647.0299
New York 518.632.9170

Pennsylvania 80A.422.4927
Vermont 802.479.3341



UaLrcDrilliry
eBhsl¡ng

Date of lnciclent:

Location Of lncident:

T)'pe of Structure:

-' ,'ug-t'
7ift,fi,!¡

Blastillg Ðantage Conr plailtt,Form

Tinrç oflnciclent: t / l f , ( S Date FirstNoticed:

u'l fa
úu,.d

{
,*¿

{3e s

PropeÉy O*'ner's Narne:

Propeil¡' Otvner's
Address:

Clailnant's Naure (lf
Dift'ererrt):

Clairttnttt's Acklress:

u ¿i-s

Relationship'lb Property
otvner:

Daytirne Phone
Nuntl¡er:

yO t _ ./ /t;.rr? Ë:i,l','i,ne 
ro

ilPe
Dcscllption Of Dnnrnge

e

Cer.llflcat¡on Of DRntage

I declare uncler ¡renally of pe{uLy tlìftt t0 the best of nry knorvleclge and l¡ellef the stritenrents macle anql

info¡'nralion given herein sre true as of the clate of thi.s con:plaittl. I ant arvare thât thele are signlficant
nalties for submittlng ing possible fines, civilpenalties ancl

¿

s

lvlalne Drllling & Blasflng, lnc,
P.O. Box 1140
423 Brunswlck Avenue
Gardlner, MË 04345
2A7.582.2338
207,582.A794F¡.X..

$re Date

0lvlslonal offlces
Connectlcut 86A.242,7419

Mâine 207.582.2338
Massàchusetts/Rl 508.478,0273

NewHampshlre 603.647.0299
NewYo¡k 518.632.9170

Pennsylvania 500.422.4927
Verrnonl 802.479.3341

Sellhg Fadrr-Shaltelng $fandards Since 1966 , An Equal Qppoftunily Employer



lklrrcÐrflling
&Hasing

Date of Incident:

Location Of Incident:

Type ofStructure:

Blasting Damase Complaint Form

-{--,, ll.:r,c Time of Incident t / 4/ t( I Date FirstNoticed:

ulÍ,
{¿. ^r*
{f .-7 i, / ,'s 0o ¿¿Properfy Orvner' s Name:

Property Olner's
Address:

Claimant's Name (If
Different):

Claimant's Address:

J 4,rYa lur s ós

Relationship To Property
owner:

Daytime Phone
Number:

e

YÒ2 -'//o-;fl? 
Best rime ro

Description Of Damage

rt/ oe

I

Certification Of Damage

I declare under penalty of pedury that 1o the best of my knowledge and belief the statements made and

information given herein are true as of the date of this complaint. I am aware that there are significant
for possible fines, civil penalties and

¿
Date

Ma¡ne Ðr¡lling & Blasting, lnc.
P.O. Box 1140
423 Brunswick Avenue
Gardiner, ME 04345
207,582.2338
207.582.8794 Fþ.x.

Divisional Offices
Connecticut 860.242.7 419

Maine 207.582.2338
Mässachusetts/Rl 508.478.0273

New Hampshire 603.647.0299
New York 518.632.9170

Pennsylvania 800.422.4927
Vermont 802.479.3341

Sefting Ead¿,-Shattering Standards Slnce 1966 . An Equal Opportuniv Employer



AtrAI
Analytícal Labs

33 Whittemore Farm Rd- Swanzey, NH 03446
Phone: (603) 357 -257 7 / Toll Frree: (8OO) 7 604246 / Fax (603) 3 52-3 899

Anal¡ical Report Form
Client:
Contact:
Address

Phone:

email:

Continental Placer lnc.
Brent Tardif
2 Winners Cirlce
Albany, NY 12205
51 8-458-9203 x308
btardif@contin en.t¿¡lplacer. com

Project Description: Maine Drilling & Blasting (Windmills)

Sample Type: Drinking Water
Sampled By: Dutch Kretschmer
Report Date: rclß12016

Date and Time
Collected

Date and Time
Analysis

Gompleted

Detectlon
Result

Un¡t of
Measure

Sample lD # Sample Location Analyst Analyte Method #
L¡mit

56803 233 w Rte. I 1013116 1045 1014116170A KC
Total

Coliform
sM 92238 PIA ABSENT P/A /100m1

10141161700 KC E,coli sM e2238 P/A ABSENT P/A/100m1

Results relate only to the samples, as received by EAI Analytical Labs.

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written approval from EAI Analytical Labs.

EAI Analytical Labs maintains accreditation with the State of New Hampshire Environmental Laboratory Accreditation
Program (NHELAP), adhering to all standards put forth by the National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation
Conference (NELAC). EAI Analytical Labs is certified by the States of Vermont and Massachusettes.

NH Laboratory Certification Number: 1007
US EPA lD Code: NH01013
VT Laboratory Certification Number: VT-100704

1¡ ACCO
I

2
-

()
0

Page 1 of 1



Laboratory RePort

EAI Analvtical Labs

33 Whittemore Farm Road

Swanzey, NH 03446

090465

Reviewed by:

Alexander J Rakotz

Laboratory Director Lebanon, NH

nvt ronmental Lab oralorles

PROJECT: Maine Drilling & Blasting

WORK ORDER: 1610-22714

DATE RECEIVED: October 04,2016

DATEREPORTED: October 19,2016

SAMPLER: D Kretschmer

Inc.

56 Etna Road, Lebanon, NH 0376ô

Ph 603-6784891 Fax 603-678-4893

ENDYAIE
Page 1 of3

VTP

Enclosed please find the results of the analyses performed for the samples referenced on the

attached chain ofcustody located at the end of this report'

The column iabeled LablTechin the accompanying report denotes the laboratory facility

where the testing *ur p".fot*td and the technicián who conducted the assay' A "W"-designates

the 
'williston, vT lab under NELAC certification ELAP It263; "R" designates the Lebanon, NH

facility úndei certification NH 2037 and "N" the Plattsburgh, NY lab under certification ELAP

fiSg;. "Sub" indicates the testing was performed by a subcontracted laboratory' The

accreditation status of the subcontrãcted iab is referenced in the conesponding NELAC and Qual

fîeids.

This NELAC column also denotes the accreditation status of each laboratory for each

reported parameter. "4" indicates the referenced laboratory is NEI.AC accredited for the

parameter reported. "N" indicates the laboratory is not accredited'. "U" indicates that NELAC

does not offer accreditation for that parameter in that specific matrix' Test results denoted with an

.,A" meet all National Environmentål Laboratory Accrèditation Program requirements except

w-here denoted by pertinent data qualifiers'

Endyne, Inc. warrants, to the best of its knowledge and beliet the accuracy of the analytical

test results contained i" ttrir t pott, but makes no other warranty, expressed or implied, especially

no warranties of merchantabilþ or fitness for a particular pufpose.

,""m.
ELAP 11263

*{m,160 James Brown Dr., W¡lliston, VT 05495

Ph802-8794333 Fax802-879J103

www.endYnelabs.com

NH20s7



Laboratory RepoÉ

Page 2 of 3

DATEREPORTED: 1011912016

CLIENT; EAI Analytioal Labs

PROJECT: Maine Drilling & Blasting

WORK ORDER: l6t0-22714
DATE RECEIVED: 10104/2016

Site: #56803 Rte. 8 Date 1013116 Time: 10:45002

Paramete¡

Uraniurn

Chloride

Fluoride

Hardness, Total as CaCO3

Nitrate as N
Nitrite as N

pH

Arsenic, Total

Calcium, Total

Copper, Total

Iron, Total

Lead, Total

Magnesium, Total

Manganese, Total

Sodium, Total

EPA 200.8

EPA 300.0

EPA 300.0

E,PA200.7

EPA 353.2

EPA 353.2

sM20 4500 H+ B

sM 31138-04

EPA 200.7

F,P4.200.7

EPA 200,7

sM 3l l3B-04

EPA 200.7

F,PA200.7

EPA2OO,7

Analysis Dateffime

l0/71t6 17:20

rQ/5116

t0t5/16

l0/18/16

1014/16 16t37

1014/16 t6:37

1014116 17:3Q

10n4lt6
l0/t8lr6
l0n8/16
10t18116

r0n7t16

10/18/16

t0n8lt6
10/18/16

Result Method Lab/Tech

SRSUB

WCM
wcM
W MGT

R SMY

R SMY

RLS
W MGT

W MGT

W MGT

W MGT

U/ FAA

V/ MGT

W MGT

W MGT

NELAC

A

A

A
U

A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A

Oual.

SPG

E

<1
<2.5

< 0.10

24

1.1

< 0.01

6.2

< 0.001

7.6

0.21

0.032

0.0077

1.1

< 0.010

3.4

Units

uglL
mglL

mg/L

mglL

mgll-

mglL

su @20c
mglL

me/L

mglL

mglL

mglL

mglL
.mg/L

mg/L

YNE rnt.
rvww.endynelabs.com



Laboratory Repor,t

Page 3 ci'3

DATEREPORTED: 10/1912016

CLIENT: EAI Analytical Labs
PROJECT: MaineDrilling & Blasting

WORK ORDER: l6t0-22714
DATE RECEIVED: 10lù4/2016

Report Summary of Oualifiers and Notes

E: pH should be measured within 15 minutes of collection; however it may not be possible to do so given

transportation times. The sample(s) was analyzed as soon as possible after delivery to the laboratory.

Samples were received at the laboratory with a temperature of 16.9 degrees Celsius. Samples must be received in a

cooler with suffrcient ice to attain a temperature of 6 degrees Celsius or below. Samples must not be frozen,

SPG: Analysis performed by subcontracted laboratory, Granite State, Results are presented here for your

convenience. Refer to the complete subcontracted report, which has been appended to this report, for detailed

information regarding this result.

QA+: QA/QC assooiated with this analysis did not meet laboratory acceptance limits indicating the results may be

biæed high. '

YNE rnt.
rvww.endynelabs.com



DATE PRINTED¡

CLIENÏ NAME¡

CLIENT A.DÞRESST

SAMPLE ID#¡
SAMPLËó BYI

SAMPLE ADDRËSS:

LOCATION¡

Test Description

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS FOR DRINKTNG WATER
LOftA/ZOti Lesend

Endyne Inc -Lebanon Passes -¡
Fails EPA Primary æ56 Etna Rd

Lebanon, NH 03766 Fa¡ls ÉpA secondäry V
Fa¡ls EPA Proposed Llmlt ffi

1610-00606-001 DATE AND TIMË coLLEcTED: 7O/æl2Aß 10:45 AM

Client-Customer DATE AND TIME RECÉIVED¡ LO/06/ZAß 11:2Û AM

ANALYSTS PACI(AGEI Uranium-GSA

16LA-22714-OOZ RECEIPTTEMPERATURE: 16.0 CELSIUS
EAI #56803 CLTENTJOB #

RL EPA Umit Method Analyst Date-T¡rne

Analyzed
Results Test Unlts Pess DQ

/Fail Flag

Uranium*

Ur¿nium

uelL d
pci/L d

30 ug/L

20 pCi/L

'..t

t<1.

o.57<0.67

FPA 200.8 BB-NH 10/0/16 5:20 PM

EPA 200.8 Calc. BB-NH 10/0216 s;20 PM

The results presented in this report relate to the samples iisted above in lhe condítion in which they were received.
RLr "ReportÍng limlf' means the lowest level of an analyte that can be accurately recovered from the matrix of interest.

Data Qualifier (DQ) Flags: None

* NELAC Accredited Analysis ¡CCo

<)
c)

fi*,úa.úa,r
Laboratory D¡rector

This analysis meets NELAC requirements except as noted.
State Certifications: l NH 1015 I MA M-NH003 l ME NH00003 l Rl lû1s13 I VT VI-101s07 1

This certificate shall not be reproduced, except in full, without the wr¡tten approval of Granìte State Analyt¡cal Services, LLC

Page 1 of 1



STATE OIì VEI{MON'T
PUBLIC SERVICE BO,ARD

1..;l

---i - ..1

.;::. /. 'tttt'

Docket No. 7250

Amenried Petition of Deerfield Wincl, LLC, f,or ¿

cerlificate of public good authorizing it to construct and

operate a l5-turbine, 30 MW wind generation facility,

anci asscciated transnrission and interconnection

facilitiss, orr approximately 80 acres in the Green

Mountain National Foresl, located in Searsburg and

Readsboro, Vermont, with ? turbines to be placed on the

east side of Route I on the sarne ritlgeline as the existing

CMP Searsburg wind facility (Eastern Project Area), anci

8 turbines along the ridgeline to the west of Route I in
ûre northwesterly orientadon (Western Project Area)
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ûrderenrered: a f Af faatt-

FpunrH On?nn Rn: Çolvr.f Lþncn Ftt lNcs

L l¡¡rnonucllox

on February 22,2076,Ðeerfield wind, LLC ("Deerfield") submitted informaÍion in

resporlsc to t11e Vermont public Service Board's ("Board") compliance orders dated January 8,

20l6,pertaining fo oonditions contained in an order (the "Order'o) and amended certificate of

public good (14¡1ended CPG') issued by the Board on .Iuly 17,2009,for construction and

operation of a :lAMSl wind elecfric generation facility iocated in Searsburg and Readsbolo,

Vermont (the ,.project,'). Deerfield's response acldresses the.Federal Aviation Administralion

(,,FAA,) Detsrrninations of No Hazard to Air Navigation ("Detenninations"), the blasting plan

(,.Blasting plan,,), the construction and operational stotmwater permits, and the decornmissioning

plan for the Project.

For the reasons seî forth below, in this order we accept the FAA Determinatious, the

biasting plan, the stormwater permits, and the decommissioning plan, and cletermine that these

materials satisff the requirements for compliance with the relevant conditions of the order and

Amended CPG.

vt



Docket No. 7250 Page2

Il. Pnoc$nunnl, IIlsIonY

ûn January 8,2016,the Board issued an order {"Otder re: First ancl Seconcl Compliance

Filings" or "First Compliance Order") addressing the first tws sets of compliance materiáls filed

by Deerfield. The Bsard stated tJrat Thomas Shea {'*Mr. Shea") would have a two-week period to

provide comments on thc stonnwater permit application materials that the Board ordered

Deerfìeid to provide.

Also on January 8,2016, the Board issued an order ("Orde1re: Third Compliance Filing"

or "second Cornpliance Order") addressing tlie third set of compliance materials filed by

Deerfield.

On February 22,2016, Deerfield flrled additional matsrials requested by the Board in the

First a4d Second Compliance Orders. The additional materials include a response to the Board

request regarding the FAA Determinations, a revised blasting plan, application rnaterials

referenced in the construction and operational phase stormwater permits, and a revised

decommissioning cost estimate.

On February 2g,2016,Mr. Shea requested an extension of time to file comments on the

stormwater permit application materials'

On March 14,28t6,the Board granted an extension of Mr. Shea's review period to April

1,2076.

. On April 7,2Q16,Mr. Shea filed comments on the stormwater permit application

materials.

On April 15,20l6,Deerfîeld filed a response to Mr. Shea's comments'

On April 27,"2A16, Wind Action Group ("'WAGI') filed comments in re-sponse to Mr.

Shea's comments.

III. Drscu$stoN

The FAA Determinations

Conditis-n 33 of the Amended CPG sta'te$:



DocketNo.7250
Page 3

Ðeerfieid shall obtain and subniit the final Federal Aviation Administratiou

determination prior to the erectio¡r of,the tr¡rbine towel's, Parties shall have two

weeks to conrment on tire filing.

In the First Compliance Order, the Board directed Deerfreld to clarify with fhe FAA

qihether re-anaiysis of the FAA Determinations for the turbines is required based on turbine

micro-sitirrg andlor based on the revised turbine helghls, which æe less than the hciglrt refeffed

to in the FAA Determinations.

Deerfield stated in its Febru a\y 22,2}rc, fìling that the FAA Determinations pr:eviously

filed with the Board reflect the revised turbine locations a¡rd turbine lieights specifred in

Ðeerfield's final design plans filed on June 1, 2Aß. Deerfield provided a side-by-side

comparison of the turbíne locations and heights specified in its fînal design plans and in the FAA

Deteminations. The comparison of urbine locations consists of the latitudc and longitude for

each turbine location, which are the same for the Project plans and the FAA determinations'

The comparison of turbine heights in<licates that the actual turbinç heights wili be

3g9 feet(G3? modet) and 415 feet (G97 rnodel), and the FAA Determinations are based on

turbine heights of 428 feet. Ðeerfield states that a higher turbine height was provided to the FAA

to account for potential changes in turbine model and to allow for minor v.ariations in existing

site elevation.

Based on this information, Deerfield contends that no further FAA filing is necessary'

'while Deerfield did not obtain clarification from the FAA, wê note that the FAA recently

updated the frequently asked questions on their website to clarify that there is no nçed for a new

study for Deternrinations for structules based on a decrease in the height of the structurc.l

Therefore, we determine that the FAA Determinations previously filed by Deerfield satisff the

requirements of Conditio¡r 33 of the Arnended CPG, with the caveat that Deçrfield remains

responsible for ensuring it complies with all permit requirements'

I . https://oe aaa'faa'gov/oeaaalexleînal/searchAction jsp?action=generalFÂQs; late st revision lil I I nal5



Docket No. 7250 Page 4

Blasting Plan

Conditio¡s 24,25,26, and27 of the À¡ncnded CPG pertain to blasting and development

of a blasting plan for the Project. In the First Compliance Order, the Board directed Ðeerficld to

{ile a revised Blasting Plan, signed by a licensed, ce*ihed blasting technician, with the following

revisions and additions:

(a) The Blasting Plan shall be revised by clarifying the text regarding the use of blast

mats as follows:

"The blasting mafs will be employed when blasting within 500 feet of nearby

structures, roadways and other sensitive areas, as well as in other circr¡mstanees

deemed appropriate by the blaster to protect people, structures, raadways, and

sensitive areas located around the blast sites."

ib) The Blasting Plan shall be modified to indicate that lhe blasting schedule, and any

subsequent changes to the schedule, will be plovided to prpperty owncrs within a one-half mile

radius of the blasting site, at least one week prior to commencement of blasting activities.

(c) The Blasting Plan shall be modifieci by increasing ttre time for advance notiftcation to

properfy o\ryneïs of the public meetings from one week to two weeks'

' (d) The Blasting Plan'shall be modified by incorporating the Vermont Agency of Natural

Resources ("ANR") biasting best managemellt practices ("BMPs") into the Plan.

Deerfield provided a revised version of the blasting plan (dated "Revised as of February

8,2016") that inclu{9¡ the revisions required in the First Cornpliance Order. Therefore, we

determine that the revised blasting plan fulfills the requirçments of Conditions24 through 27 af

the Amended CPG.

Stormrvater ?ermits

Condition 17 of the Amencled CPt states:

Deerfield shall submit to rhe Board and parties its NPÐES Pertnit for

Construction Sites for the Project prior to the commencement of earfh-disturbing

construction activities.

Condition 18 of the Amended CPG slates:

DeerfieldshallsubmiltotheBoardandpartiesitsVermontoperatio¡alphase
stormwater permit prior to the crealion of any inrpervious surfaces at the site.
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In the First Cornpiiance Orcler, the Boarcl directed Deerfield to file the Erosion Prevention

and Seclirirent Control ("EPSC") Plan incorporated by refurence as part of the NPDES

construction permit. The Board also c{irectecl l}eerfielcl to file copies of the site plans, deþil

sheets, anrl ali application rnaterials and supporting infomation incorporated by reference in the

operational phase NPDES pemrit. Deerfield was directed to provicle a copy of ths permit

application materials to Mr. Shea.

în its Febru ary 22,2016,filing, Ðeedieid provided operational phase stormwater pemiit

application materials and plans clated March 8, 20 i 1 , construction stormwater peflnit application

materials and plans dated September 9,2011, revised permit applioation materials and plans

dated November 23,2811, and revisions and final plans based on ANR review dated February

28,2013.

Mr. Shea provided his own coRtments on the stormwater permil materials and additional

comments prepared by an indepenclent engineer. Mr. Shea contends that the level spreaders

proposed as paft of the operational stormwater Çontrol plan for the Project were insþlled at

another wind energy site in Vermont (Docket 1628,1(ingdorn Community Wind) ln àOt 1, that

none of the required monitoring has been condusted atthat site, and tìrat this raises substantive

issues with regard to the Section 248 eríteria. Mr. Shea requests a hearing on Deerfield's

stormwater dischargerpermit and plan based on his contentions that use of level spreaders is

experimental, their use on an existing project site has not been monitored for effectiveness, and

the Deerfîeld Project setting is a unique and fragile setting'

Mr. Shea's engineer contends that there is national çonsensus for use of level spreaders

on slopes no greater than 10%. The engineer provides discussion refuting each of the Deerfield

stormwater engineer's asseúions about the use of level spreaders at the Project site. On technical

points, the engineer crnterlds that Deerfield's storm'water engineer mis-modeled stormwater

nrnoff as sheetflow over 150 feet below the level spreaders, when it should have useil 100 feet-

The engineer cites a Natrual Resource Conservalio¡r S{irvice ("NRCS") reference from 2001 and

concludes that Deerfield's stormwater engineer ". . . has nlodelecl the hydrology of the

stor¡nwater runoff counter to acceptecl stanclarcls for calculating time of concentrations and peak

flow of runoff.t' Mr. Shea's engineer conclulcles that use of the NRCS modeling approach would
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result in tirs prediction of increased peak flows and an increased probabiiity of violating

perfonnance standards.

Mr. Shea's engineer also statss that tlre Deerfield stonlwatel'monit<xing plan laeks

rnethocls or paraneters to assess the effectiveness of the level spr,eaders ancl buff'ers to lrreet the

stormwater quality and volume nranagement thøy- are intended to provide. He contends, based

on his review olpublic rçcords fiom the Vermont Deparlment of Environntental Conservation,

that there is no evidence that any post-consltuction stornrwater monitoring has been conducted,

as required by ihe stormwater pemil, at the Kingdom Comrnuirity Sind sitc where level

spreaders were incorporated as part of the stormwater controls. He therefore conçludes that there

is insufficient information about the effectiveness of level spreaders in steep tet'rain and that there

is uncertainty regarding the State's ability to ensure permit compliance for the Dcerfîeld Project'

WAG's comments reiterate Mr. Shea's comments regarding concerns with stornrwâter

monitoring at the Kingdom Community Wind project site, and the appropriateness of using level

spreaders on steep slopes.

Deerfield contends that Mr. Shea is seeking to litigate issues that should have been raised

through an appeal of the stormwater permit, that the issue of stottnwater monitoring was already

addressed by the Boald in its Janua¡'y 8,2016, compliance order, that the Lowell Mountain

project storunwatçr issues were resolved by the Board2 and upheld by the Vermont Supreme

Court, that Mr. Shea's stûrmwaler concems are not related to his status as an intelvenor,3 and

that

Mr. Shea's concer$ regarding stormwater impacts from the Project lack substantive merit.

The operational phase stoRnwater permit application nraterials describe how the

standards in the Vermont Stormwate¡ Management Manual ("YSMM') are met by the Project

via use of sediment basins ¿nd alteuraTil¡e slormwâter treatment designs consisting of level

spreaders with 1S0-foot vegetated buffers. The plans meei tlte design arrd monitoring

requirements of the VSMM, zurd the level spreader designs meet the specifications in'draft

2. Irl re: Lowell Mountain Wind Project Stornrrvatcr Pcrmit #6216-lND(1, Dockel No. 7628,20i3 WL Il9l203

Order ol'MarchZA,2tl3; aff d,7,Al4 YT 50'

3. Order of Novenrber 6,2tA'7, at 8.
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revisions to the VSMM for high-elevation sites. The application rnaterials and final pernit plans

address minor rcvis'íons rnade in the design process and as a result of ANR's review. The use of

an alternative stornwatsr treâtnent approach requires monitoring, and the application materials

describe the monitoring plan to be iraplemented to monitor total suspended solids and total

phosphorous in downgradient surface waters.

Vy'e agree with Deerfield that many of Mr. Shea's (as well as WAG's) soncelns relate to

the details of ANR's permit, which should have been challenged through anappevlof the pennit

rather than through comments here. Based upon our examination of Mr. Shea's and TVAG's

comments, we find thatthey have not preserrted sufficient evidence to indicate that the

stormwater permit cannot be relied upon as part of our evidentiary conclusion that the Project

will not have an undue adverse effect upon soil erosisn. In particular, we find no basis to

conclude that the technical issues raised by Mr. Shea's engineer regarding a "national consensus"

for appropriate slopes for t¡se of level spreaders and regarding the mocleiing inputs used to

estimate peak flows point to deficiencies in the stormwater modeling, design, and operational

phase storrnwater perrnit for the Project. Finally, we dçtermine that the use and ftnction of level

spreaders on a different project site, aná the status of ANR's stor¡nwater monitoring for that

project, are not relevant to the Deeriield Project compliance deterrnination.

The construction stormwater permit application materiels inçlude thc EPSC Plan and

details regarding compliance with ANR's requirements regarding construction monitoring,

construction seqqence, and winter constr¡ction seasoq requirements'

We deten¡ine that the submittals, in cor{unution with the stormwatçr perrnits previously

fliled, fulfill the requirements of Conditíon 17 and Condition 18 of the Amended CPG.

Decommissioning Cost Estimate

Condition 2l of the Amended CPG states:

Prior to commencement of construclion, Ðeerfîeld shall prepaÍe a revised detailed

estimate of the costs of dec.ommissioning, covering all of thc activities specified

in the Decommissioning Plan. The Plan shall certify that the cost estimate has

been prepared by a person(s) with appropriate knowledge and experience in wind
generation prÕjects and cost estimating. The cos{ estimate shall be submitted to
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the Board for rcview and approval. Parties shall have two wceks to file any

coffilnents.

In the Sesond Compliance Order, ths Board required Deerfield to o'. . . provide

conf-l¡natio¡ of ths per-turbine cast of demolishing and disposi*g of each concrete foundation

atd transformer pad; to clarify the line item fcrr meteorological tower renroval, replacing it, if

appropriæe, with remo-val of the two light detection and ranging ("LiDAR ) stations; and to

confinn the extent of roads to be removed, regraded, and restored for decommissioning ancl

which sections of road would remain in place (e.g., Putnam Road, Sieepy l{ollow Road, and

GMP access road), Deerfield shall provide these clarihcations and shall. provide a revised

decommissioning cost estimate if waranted."

-Deerfield provided a revisecl decommissioning cost estimate that replaces the cost of

MET tower removal ($?,4û0) with the cost of LiDAR station removal ($5,00Û). The cost for

tower disrnantlin g andsalvage preparation was inçreased from $315,000 to $450,000. The cost

for foundation and transfornrer pad removal was increased fram 82,467 per turbine to $5,000 per

turbine. This revision brings this line itçm within the range for other wind projects that was

provicled by the Vennont Department of Public Serryice.4 The Deparlnent did not comment on

the revised cost estimate.

The totai decommissioning cost estimate with these changes is increased from $,1 ,g17,440

to $2,048,000. Deerfield also confrrrned that pre-existing roads would not be removed as part of

the decommissioning plan.

Based on these revisions, we tleternrine that the revised decommissioning cost estimate

fulfills tlre requirements of Condition 21 of the Amended CPG.

IV. CoLcl,uslol.¡

We have reviewed the compliance filings macle by Deerfîeld on Febru ary 22,20!6, and

we have determined that the F'AA Determinations previously hled by Deerfield satisfy the

requirernents of Conditior 33 of the Amendecl CPG; that the revised blasting plan satisfies the

requirements of Con{itions 24 through 2T of the Amended CPG; that thc stormwater permit

4. DepâÌ-tmenl filing of 8l7ll20l5 at2.
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applicatio¡r rnaterials, along with the stormwater pernrits previously filed, satisfy the

requirements of Conditions 17 zurcl 1I of the Amended CPG; and that the tcvised

decomnrissioning cost estimate satisfies the requirements of Condition 21 of the Amended CPG'

So OnunRnu.

Dated at Montpelier, Vermont, this - 29th day of April' - '2A16'

Punuc SrRvlcP

BOARD

I
OFVERMONT

A True Copy:

OTTICE OF TFIE CLERK

Fn nn: April 29,2A1'6

)
)

)
)

A C.
Clerk of the Board

Norrce ro Ra¡nnxs: Tkís decision is subjecr þ revisíon of^technícal errars' Readers are requested lo

notify the Cterk of the ilo-ir¿ fii i-*oit, tqtephon;, or inwriting) of any apparent errors' ín order that any

,uiirrory 
"orreition, 

may be itade. (E-mail address: psb.clerlc@vermont'gov)

Appeal of this decísíon to the Supreme Court of Vermoø mu* be fited with the Cterk of the Board within

thírty days. Appealwilt not stay the ffiit of rhis ordet:, absentfitrthu, oriln, by this Boarcl or apprapriate actÍon by

the Supreme Court of Vernwnt. Motiot , ¡i ,u"onni¿erçlion ar slfly, if any, mast be f ted with the Clerk of the

ßosrd within ten days of the date of this decísion and Arden



STATE OF VERMONT
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Docket No. 7250

Amended Petition of Deerfield Wind, LLC, for a

certificate of public good authorizingit to construct and

operate a l5-turbine, 30 MV/ wind generation facility,

and as sociated transmis sion and interconnection

facilities, on apprôximately 80 acres in the Green

Mountain National Forest, located in Searsburg and

Readsboro, Vermont, with 7 turbines to be placed on the

east side of Route I on the same ridgeline as the existing

GMP Searsburg wind facility (Eastern Project Area), and

8 turbines along the ridgeline to the west of Route 8 in

the northwesterly orientation (Western Project Area)

Entered: 711712009

PURSUANT TO 30 V.S.A $ 248

On April 16,2009,the Public Service Board of the State of Vermont ("Board") issued a

Certificate of public Good ("CPG") in this Docket. On July 17,2009,the Board issued an order

Re Motions To Alter, in which several of the conditions contained in the April 16 CPG were

altered. This Amended CPG reflects the changes contained in the July 17 Order.

Ir Is HBnsBy CERTrFreo that the Public Service Board of the State of Vermont ("Board")

this day found and adjudged that the construction of the proposed Deerfîeld Wind Generation

Facility project (the "Project") will promote the general good of the State of Vermont, arrd a

Certificate of public Good is hereby issued to Deerfield Wind, LLC ("Deerfie1d"), subject to the

following conditions:

1. Construction, operation and maintenance of the Project qhall be in accordance with the

findings and requirements set forth in the Order.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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2. Prior to proceeding with construction, Deerfield shall file, for Board approval, final

construction plans for the turbines, access roads, collector lines, and substation. Deerlield shall

note any changes in.the final plans form the plans approved by this Order.

3. Deerfield shall obtain all necessary permits and approvals for the Project.

Construction, áperation, and maintenance of the Project shall be in accordance with such permits

and approvals.

4. Deerfield shall enter into long-term, stably-priced power contracts with Vermont

utilities for a substantial portion of the Project's power output. Deerfield shall provide an update

of any negotiations with Vermont utilities 90 days after the date of this Order.

5. Prior to commencement of site preparation or construction, unless otherwise

authorized by the Board, Deerfield shall file any such contracts entered into with Vermont

utilities'for Board review to determine if the conträcts contain appropriate terms and conditions,

including price stability and prices favorable to market purchases, to promote the general good of

the State of Vermont. Along with the contracts, Deerfîeld must also file an explanation as to

how the contracts promote the general good of the state. If, after good-faith efforts on the part of

Deerfield and the utilities, Deerfield cannot obtain in-state power contracts as specif,red above for

the Project for a substantial portion of the ouþut, it shall file a statement explaining why an

agreement cannot be reached and why the Board should modify or remove this requirement.

6. Access roads will be gated and access to facility roads will be limited to authorized

personnel only. The east-side access road will be double-gated with the existing gate at the end

of the current Green Mountain Power Corporation access road (at the beginning of the Deerfield

access road). The west-side access road will be gated at the beginning of the Deerfield access

road and againafter the transmission corridor. Deerfield will include measures to prohibit and '

deter illegal ATV access and other unauthorized access.

7. Deerfield will prohibit major scheduled repairs and maintenance activities during fall

periods when bears may be using beech trees.

8. Deerfield personnel will be restricted from the site during the nightime hours and

during the crepuscular periods that have been shown to be important periods for bear activity
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(one hour before and after sunrise and sunset), except in emergency situations and during

necessary wildlife study periods not otherwise avoidable'

9. On the ground lighting at the facility will be limited to motion sensor lights at the

substation.

10. Deerfield will evaluate each access road after construction to determine whether there

are aîyspecific bear crossings, and if identified, will take actions to preserve those crossing

areas.

11. Deerfîeld shall file a proposal, for approval by the Board, for the land it proposes to

conserve as a mitigation measure for the impact of the Project on bears. The proposal shall

conserve at least 144 acresof land that is comparable to the remote, high elevation area of

concentrated beech sfands impacted by the Project. Deerfield may not commence site

preparation or construction until the Board has approved the mitigation proposal, unless

otherwise authorized by the Board.

12. Deerfield shall conduct a multi-year study on the impact of the Project on bears.

Deerfield shall file a proposed study protocol for approval by the Board.

13. Deerfield shall file a detailed proposal describing how it will minimize indirect

impacts to bears. Such a proposal shall address, at a minimum, gating the access roads, utilizing

remote cam.eras to deter illegal entry, pãtrols by law enforcement, limiting activity at the Project

during certain time periods, and preserving bear crossing areas along the access roads.

14. Deerfield shall not undertake bulldozing, tree cutting, and blasting in areas proximate

to breeding bird habitat during May and June to protect breeding birds. If Deerfield anticipates

that construction will occur over the course of two seasons, Deerfield may propose that

construction be allowed during May and June, but shall demonstrate that such permission will

lessen the impact on breeding birds.

15. Deerfield shall submit a post-construction bird and bat mortality study to the Board

for review and approv al, andshall obtain such approval prior to commencing commercial

operation of the project. prior to submission to the Board, Deerfield shall first submit a draft of

the plan to Vermont Agency of Natural Resources ("ANR") for its review and concurrence. If

after good faith discussions, Deerfield is unable to obtain ANR's approval of the plan, it may
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submit the plan to the Board for resolution of any outstanding issues and final approval. The bird

and bat mortality sfudyplan shall at a minimum include the fbllowing elements:

(a) The study will be conducted for up to three years, with a minimum of two years.

(b) The studies will be performed by a qualified third party consultant;

(c) The study periods will cover both spring and fall migration;

(d) Scavenging rates and searcher efficiency controls will be established for each period .

of study;

(e) Scientifically and statistically valid surveyprotocols will be employed based on the
best available scientifi c information;

(Ð Use of dogs on the project site will be limited to the extent absolutely necessary to
design and test valid survey methods;

(g) The methodology will be designed to minimize impacts on other natural resources
within the project area including bear and moose habitat; and

(h) The Board and parties will have the opportunity to review the study results at the end
of each study year.

16. Deerfîeld will engage with ANR in a cooperative, team-based process to review bird

and bat mortalify data. If post-construction fatality monitoring demonstrates that the Project is

having an undue adverse impact, i.e., avian or bat fatality estimates over the two-year period

exceed the most current established threshold ranges for mortality at wind projects on northern

forested ridges, Deerfield shall submit an adaptive management plan to ANR and the Board. The

adaptive management plan will incorporate reasonable scientifically-proven measures to reduce

fatality rates of the affected bird or bat species, and perform monitoring to evaluate the efficacy

of the adaptive management measures. Actual measures to be taken will depend on the type and

severity of impacts, cost benefit considerations, likelihood of accomplishing the desired outcome,

and practicality. In the event that Deerfield is unable to reach consensus with ANR during this

review process, either entity may bring the matter to the Board for resolution. The Board shall

retain final review and approval authority regarding the implementation of any adaptive

management plar¡ and the need for a third year of mo rtalitystudies.

17. Deerfield shall submit to the Board anrJ parties its Ì.IPDES Permit for Construction

Sites for the Project prior to the commencement of earth-disturbing construction activities
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18. Deerfield shall submit to the Board and parties its Vermont operational phase

stormwater permit prior to the creation of any impervious surfaces at the site'

19. Deerfield shall implement the Decommissioning Plan submitted as Exh. DFLD-

HGC-2. The Decommissioning Plan may allow the fund to grow as the construction process

proceeds such that the funding level is commensurate with the costs of removing infrastructure in

place. The amount of the fund may not net out the projected salvage value of the infrastructure.

20. Ifactual power production falls below 650/o of projected production during any

consecutive two-yèar period, a decommissioning review is initiated; however, if Deerfield can

demonstrate that it has entered into stably-priced power contracts with Vermont utilities through

which a substantial amount of power is to be sold at stable prices, the Board may reduce the

decommissioning trigger to as low as 50Yo-

21. Priwto commencement of construction, Deerfield shall prepare a revised detailed

estimate of the costs of decommissioning, covering all of the activities specified in the

Decommissioning Plan. The Plan shall certify that the cost estimate has been prepared by a

person(s) with appropriate knowledge and experience in wind generation projects and cost

estimating. The cost estimate shall be submitted to the Board for review and approval. Parties

shall have two weeks to file any comments.

22. Deerfteld shall submit to the Board, for review and approval, any permits, or

executed lease agreements with involved private landowners. Any such lease agreements maybe

redacted to protect confidential business information. At a minimum, such lease agreements

shall contain provisions which ensure that decommissioning can effectively occur in the event of

Deerfield's insolvency or dissolution, the revocation of any permit issued to Deerfield, Deerfield's

breach of any lease, or an order of the Bomd requiring decommissioning, and allow access to the

impacted land for purposes of fulfilling any CPG condition, including access by representatives

of the Department of Public Service, the Board, and ANR. Upon approval by the Board, a notice

of leasehold interest for each lease agreement shall be recorded in the land records of the relevant

municipality. Deerfield may not begin significant construction activities prior to Board approval
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of any permits and leases, but may perform site preparatory work such as geotechnical

investigations, survoys, light construction, and other similar activities

23. Deerfteld shall submit to the Board the United States Forest Service special use

permit and lease covering the federal lands on the site. Parties may file comments on whether the

federal permit and lease contain terms that effectively meet the same objectives as detailed in the

prior paragraph.

24. Blasting associated with construction of the Project shall be minimized to the extent

practicable and performed only during the hours of 9:00 AM-5:00 PM Monday-Friday, except

that no blasting may occur on state holidays.

. 25. AII blasting shall be carried out by licensed and certified blasting technicians. All
blasting shall be performed in accordance with any and all applicable laws and regulations,

including, but not limited to, U.S. Department of Interior Rules 816.61-68 and 817.61-68 and the

Blasting Guidance Manual, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement, U.S.

Department of Interior to limit peak particle velocity and ground vibration to safe levels. Noise

and air blast effects shall be limited through application of proper techniques and blasting mats

will be used where needed to liqit the occurrence of flyrock.

26. Priorto performing any blasting for the Project, Deerfield shall develop a blasting

plan that includes pre-blast surveys of wells and structures in the surrounding area and shall

affangefor a public information session with surrounding landowners to address concerns related

to blasting.

27. Inthe event surrounding landowners express concern regarding the impacts of
blasting on wells or other structures on their property, Deerfield shall perform evaluations to

determine if any damage has occu:red as a result of blasting activities and, if so, remediate any

such damage.

28. Deerfield shall construct and operate the Project so that the turbines emit no

prominent discrete tones pursuant to ANSI standards at the receptor locations; and Project-

related sound levels at any existing surrounding residences do not'exceecl

45 dBA(exterior)(Leq)(1 hr) or 30 dBA (interior bedrooms)(Iæq)(1 hr).
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Zg. Inthe event noise from operation of the Project exceeds the maximum allowable

levels, Deerfield shall take all remedial steps necessary to bring the'sound levels produced by the

turbine(s) into compliance with allowable levels, including modification or cessation of

turbine(s) operation.

30. Deerfield shall submit to the Board for review and approval a noise monitoring plan

to be implemented during the first full year of operation. The plan shall establish a monitoring

program to confirm, under avanety of seasonal and climatic conditions, compliance with the

maximum allowable sound levels described above. The plan shall also specify the protocols

Deerfield will implement in the event complaints are received that the Project is exceeding the

noise limit (including, if appropriate, monitoring at the affected locations). All monitoring

results shall be promptly provided to the Board.

31. Deerfield shall submit the final System Impact Study ("SIS") and interconnection and

substation plans to the Board, parties, and owners of the facilities to which the Project will

interconnect prior to construction. Parties shall have two weeks to file comments on the SIS

study. Deerfield shall implement any changes determined necessaryby the Board or ISO-New

England to ensure system stability and reliability, and shall pay for any costs associated with such

measures.

' 32. All turbine towers shall be painted white or off white.

33. Deerfield shall obtain and submit the final Federal Aviation Administration

determination prior to the erection of the turbine towers. Parties shall have two weeks to

comment on the filing.

34. Deerfteld shall submit a re-vegetation and landscape plan for disturbed areas created

by the access road, substation, and transmission line ihfrastructure.

35. Deerfield shall take measures to ensure that disruptions to traffic flows are

minimized and will implement appropriate safety measures, as described in this Order.

36. Deerfield must receive the necessary permits from the Vermont Agency of

Transportation for oversized vehicles.

37. Deerfteld shall payto repair any damage to town roads caused by construction or

other oversized vehicles.
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38. Deerfield shall comply with the terms and conditions of the agreements between

Deerfield and the Towns of Searsburg and Readsboro

39. Shadow flicker from the Project shall be limited to the amount specifîed in exhibit

DFLD-JZ-31. Deerfield shall file a protocol that it will implement in the event complaints are

received that the Project is exceeding the allowable amount of shadow flicker (inctuding if
appropriate, monitoring at the affected locations).

40. Deerfield must use turbines at this Project site that automatically enter into standby

mode when ice build-up is present.

41. Deerfield shall file a plan for approval by the Board that addresses the hours of the

day and days of the week when construction will take place, any limitations on the timing of

construction activities thatare expected to produce significant noise, and anyplans to mitigate

the noise of such activities.

42. Priorto commencement of construction, Deerfield shall conduct a study of reception

quality at the Duncan Cable TV Service ("DCTV") headend facility in Wilmingtor¡ Vermont,

and provide a copy of this study to the Board, the Department of Public Service, and DCTV. The

study shall measure and document the signal strength and video quality received off-air at the

DCTV headend of analog and digital television stations of sufficient quality for commercial

distribution (defined as having at least 20 dB carrier to noise ratio), and the signal strength

received at the DCTV headend of each FM radio station DCTV distributes to its subscribers as of
the date of the study.

Signal levels shall be measured using a commercially available test antenna with a known

gain figure.

The study shall include a one-minute recording of each measured television channel and

radio station.

Measurements and recording shall be conducted no more than 45 days prior to

commencement of construction.

DCTV shall allow Deerfield access to the DCTV headend facility as necessary to conduct

the baseline study with at least 7 days' advance notice. DCTV personnel shall be permitted to

observe all measurements and recordings taken at the DCTV headend facility.
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Deerfield shall provide at least seven days'notice to DCTV prior to commencement of

commercial operation of the turbines. Deerfield shall remediate any material interference at the

DCTV headend facility that is caus.ed by operation of.the Project. Within two weeks of receipt of

a complaint, Deerfield shall complete an interferencs measurement study for the DCTV headend

facility, and provide a copy of this study to DCTV, the Department of Public Service and the

Board. Deerfield may seek an extension of this time frame for good cause. If the interference

measurement study demonstrates that the Project is causing material interference at the DCTV

headend facility, Deerfield shall at the same time submit a plan and schedule to remediate any

materialinterference to DCTV, the Department of Public Service and the Board. Deerfield shall

complete remediation within fwo weeks of the date it submits any such remediation plan, and

shall submit to DCTV, the Department of Public Service and the Board a report demonstrating

the elimination of the interference upon completion of the remediation work. Deerfield may seek

an extension of this timeframe for good cause.

Deerfield and DCTV shall make good-faith efforts to resolve between themselves any

disputes concerning the methodology for investigating or remediating a complaint, or the time

frame for completion of remediation. Unresolved disputes maybe taken to the Board for

resolution, which the Board will process in an expedited manner.

During operation of the Project, Deerfield shall investigate complaints of Project-related

interference with television broadcast signals received atany residence. Deerfield shall use

commercially practicable efforts to remediate material interference experienced at any residence

affected by the project. Deerfield and the affected homeowner(s) shall make good-faith efforts to

resolve amongst themselves any disputes concerning the methodology for investigation or

remediating a compláint, or the time frame for completion of remediation. Unresolved disputes

may be taken to the Board for resolution.
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Dated at Montpelier, Vermont, this 17th day of Julv 200e

) Punrrc SBnvrcB

)
s/ David C. Coen ) BoeRo

I
J' ) oF VERMoNT,l

)

Opprcs oF THE CrBm

FnBo: JuIy 17,2009

ArrBsr c/ Srrcqn l\¡f IJrr

Clerk of the Board

Norrc¿ ro Rttonns: This decision is subject to revision oftechnical errors, Readers are requested to
notifu the Clerk of the Board þy e-mail, telephone, or in writing) of any apparent errors, in order that any
necessary conections may be made. (E-mail address: psb.clerk@state.vt.us)
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General

This Blasting Plan outlines the general procedures that Deerfield Wind, LLC and its blasting
contractor will follow in conducting blasting associated with conshuction of the Deerfield Wind
Project ("Project"), including pre-blast surveys, use of explosives, security, monitoring, and
documentation.

Pre-Blast Notifications and Surveys¡ Post-Blast Surveys

One month prior to coÍrmencement of blasting, Deerfield Wind or its blasting contractor will
hold public information meetings in all towns within a one-half (0.5) mile radius of the blasting
site. Two woeks prior to each meeting, all property owners within the one-half mile radius will
be sent a notice letter concerning the hearing by oertified mail, return receþ requested. ooDoor

hangers" will also be left at all residences within one-half mile, providing the same information
as the notice letters. The notice letters will offer property owners pre-blast surveys of structures
and water sources or wells. The letters will explain that pre- and post-blast structure surveys and
well monitoring are available, and will provide contact information for a person to answer
property owners' questions.

The initial blasting schedule, and any subsequent changes to theschedule, will be provided to
property owners within one-half (0.5) mile radius of blasting site, at least one week priorto
coûrmencement of blasting actìvities.

Deerfield Wind or its contractor will anange for a qualified contractor to conduct pre-blast
surveys for all interested landowners. The results will be documented in witten reports
accompanied by video or still photographs.

For any property owners within the one-half mile radius who express concerns about the impacts
of the blasting on structures or wells, Deerfield Wind or its contractor will perform post-blast
surveys to assess any damage, and will remediate any damage found. Deerfield Wind or its
contractor will make all reasonable efforts to complete each post-blast survey within 30 days
after the property owner comes forward with concerns.

Blast Monitoring

All blasts will be monitored by an individual that is properly trained in the setup and use of
seismic monitoring equipment. At least one seismograph will be in use at all times, at the
structure nearest to the blast site. The results of blast monitoring are typically available before
the next blast, so that design adjustments can be made for the next blast if necessary.

Blasting Procedures

All blasting operations will be strictly coordinated with Deerfield Wind's on-site representatives
and with the local Fire Department, emphasizing the safe and efficient removal of rock without



impact to surrounding structures. Blasts will be developed to minimize ground vibrations and to

maxirrnze protection for surrounding structures. Blasts will comply with the following
requirements:

1. Blasting will occur only during the hours of 9:ûû am to 5:00 pm on Ìvlonday through

Friday. No blasting will occur on state or federal holidays.

2. Blasting will occur oniy as set forth in the blasting schedule, except in emergency

situations, such as electrical storms or where public safety requires an unscheduled

detonation.

3. Warning signals will be sounded before and after each blast to warn of the impending

blast and to indicate all clear. The warning and all-clear signals will be audible within a

quarter-mile radius, and will be distinguishable from one another.' Al1 individuals within
lhe project site will be instructed on what the signals mean. The project site will be

posted with signs explaining the signals, and similar signs will be made avajlable to

property owt"ls *ithin a half-mile radius of the blasting site. All people within the

safety zone around the blast site will be evacuated prior to each detonation'

4. Access to blasting area will be restriôted. Deerfield V/ind'or its contractor will actively

control access toìhe blasting before and after each blast, until it has been determined that

no unusual circumstances exist and that access to and travel in or through the atea can

safely resume.

5. Areas in which charged holes are awaiting flrring will be guarded, barricaded, and posted

or flagged against unauthorized entry.

6. All blasts will be made in the direction of the stress relieved face of the rock being

blasted that has been previously marked out or previously blasted.

7 . All stemming will use clean, dry 3/8 " crushed stone.

8. All rock-drilling operations will be equipped with emission controls to control fugitive

particulate matter. Blasting mats will be also used where needed to limit the occurrence

offlyrock.

g. The Blasting Contractor will insure that extra safety and judgment is exercised by the

blaster to prevent the simultaneous blasting of numerous holes.

Blast Safetv and Warnins Sisnals

Signs will be posted atthe project site entrance to warn that blasting is occurring, and to explain

thã warning signal sequence. Deerfield S/ind or its blasting contractor will communicate with

local officials as required to ensure the safest possible operation.

2



Before each blast, Deerfield Wind or its contractor will conduct a security check within a radius
of at least 1,000 feet around the blast site, and will wam all personnel in the vicinity of the blast
site. No blasting will occur until the area has been secured and determined to be safe.

V/aming signals will be sounded in the following sequence:

3 whistles: 5 minutes to blast

zwhistles: 1 minute to blast

L whistle: All clear

Deerfield V/ind or its contractor will examine the blast site before sounding the all-clear signal to
determine that it is safe to resume work.

Delivery and Storaqe of ExplosÍves

All explosives will be delivered to the job site on a daily basis. There will be no overnight
storage on site. Only the amount of explosives required for the day's work will be brought to the
site. All explosives will be stored in approved magazines when not in use.

Technical Data andMaterial Safety Data Sheets for all explosive products will be provided to
Deerfield Wind before any blasting occurs. The Material Safety Data Sheets for anticipated
explosives are included as Appendix A to this Plan.

Blastins Mats

Rubber tire blasting mats and backfill will be used to control excessive rock movement and
debris cast. The blasting mats wiJl be enrployed when blasting within 500 feet o'f nearby
structures, exisfing roadways and sther sensitive areas, as we'll as in othcr cirsumstanoes deemed
appropriate by the blaster to protect people, structures, roadways, and sensitive areas lseated
aror¡rd the blast sites. Rubber tire blasting mats will be laid to protect people and structures on or
surrounding the blast site. The mats will be approximately 12'x24' in size. At 38 pounds per
square foot, each mat will weigh approximately 10,944 pounds.

Blaster Oualifications

All blasters on this project will be licensed and certified in the State of Vermont and have
appropriate frainingin the safe use and handling of explosives. They will also comply with all
state and f,ederal statutes and regulations regarding construction site safety, including the
transportation, use, and handling of explosives. Weekly safety meetings will be held on-site and
documented by Deerfield Wind or its blasting contractor.

All blasting will be conducted by experienced, trained, and competent individuals who
understand tbehazards involved. Individuals working with explosive materials will:

J



1 Demonstrate knowledge of and willingness to comply with safety and security

requirements.

Be capable of using mature judgment in all situations.

Be in good physical condition, and not addicted to intoxicants, narcotics, or other drugs.

Have current knowledge of the relevant local, state and federal statutes and regulations.

Have obtained a Certificate of Cornpetency or a license as required by State law.

Licenses and Fermits; Compliance with Regulations

Deerfield'Wind's blasting contractor will be fully licensed and insured for the transportation,

use, and handling of explosives. Proof of insurance will be provided to Deerfield V/ind'

Deerfîeld \üind or its contractor will obtain any blasting permits required.

Blasting will be conducted in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations, including but

not limited to 29 C.F.R. Parts 1910.109 (Explosives and Blasting Agents) and 1910.119 (Process

Safety Management), adopted by reference at CVR 24 050 013 (Vt. Admin. Code 13-3-9: Rules

Pertaining to VOSHA - Process Safety Management of Highly Hazardous Chemicals;

Explosivãs and Blasting Agents). In addition, U.S. Department of Interior Rules 816.61-68 and

gli.6l-68,and the Office of Surface Mining, Reclamation and Enforcement's Blasting

Guidance Manual wiil be followed where applicable.

Blast Vibration

Blast vibration will be monitored, typically at the structures closest to the blast site. Blasts will
be designed to follow industry vibration limits and state and local regulations, and to protect any

nearby structures. Appendix B to this Plan sets forth preliminary vibration caleulations based on

known structures of õõncern and anticipated initial blast designs.

Ground vibration peak particle velocity limits will not exceed the U.S. Bureau of Mines'

Alternative Blasting Criteria (adapted from D.E. Stsrruo, ET AL., Rpponr oF INVESTIGATION

8507: SrRucTuRE RESPONSE AND DRveCe PNOOUCBP BY GROLJND VIBRATON FROM SUNTACP

MtNs BI-asrlNc app.B (US Bureau of Mines 1980).

Air blast overpressure levels will not exceed 133 peak dB (linea$ two Hertz high-pass system.

Blast Reports

A Blast Report will be produced for each blast and made available as needed. A sample Blast

Report is enclosed as ApPendix C.

2.

a
J.

4.

5.
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Typical Blast Desiqn

Before conducting any blasting, the Deerflreld Wind's blasting contractor will submit a blast
design. The design will include, aL a minimum, hole sizes, depths, spacing, and loading
information. A sample loaded hole diagram is enclosed as Appendix D. If necessary, the design
will be adjusted after the first blasts to meet control and seismic requirements.

Best Management Practices for Blasting to Avoid Environmental Contamination

The Vermont ANR "Best Management Practices for Blasting to Avoid Environmental
Contamination" dated 2014 wi\lbe utilized throughout ttre necessary blasting for the project.

L Dríllíng ønd Loadìng prøctices. The blasting contractor shall utilize the þllowing drilling
and loading practices to minimíze environmentøl fficts.

a) Blasthole boring logs shall be maintained by the dríller and communicated directly to

the blaster. The logs shall indicate depths ønd lengths ofvoids, cavíties, andfault zones

or other weok zones encountered as well as any groundwater conditions the driller notes

ffhís ß not aformal assessment of groundwater).

b) Blastholes shall be withinfive (5) degrees of the intended orientation.

c) Blasthotes shqll be drittedwithin onefoot of the intendedb;last pattern.

d) Explosive products shall be managed on-site so that they are eíther used in the

borehole, returned to the delivery vehicle, or placed in secure containers for afJ:site

dísposal.

e) Unpackøged/unsleeved ANFO and emulsíons shøll not be used íf artesian or water

flow íng c ondítíons øre encountered.

fl Loaded explosives shall be detonated as soon as possible and shall not be left in the

blasthoîes overníght unless weaîher or other safety concerns reasonøbly dicîate that
detonation should be postponed.

g) Loadíng equipment shall be cleøned in an areawherewastewater canbe properly
contained and handled in a manner that prevents release of contaminants to the
envíronment.

2. Explosíve Selectíon. The þllowing BMPs shall be ftllowed to reduce the potentíøl for
groundtvater contømînatíon when explosives are used:

a) Explosive products shatl be selected that are appropriate þr site conditíons .and safe

blost executíon.
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b) Exptosive products shalt be selected that have the appropríate water resistanceþr tke

site conditíons present to mínímíze the potentialþr hazardous effect of the proútct upon

groundwater.

3. AmmaníumNitrate and Fuel0¡t (ANFO). Theþtlowing BMP's shall beþllowed to retduce

nítrate or other írnpacts when ANFO is used:

a) Identiþ blastholes containíng water and remove water príor to loadingwith ANFO.

b) llater resistanî ANFO (ANFO-WR) shatt be used in blastholes that recharge with

groundtvater and remainwet even arter pumping.

c) ANFO should be handled ín a manner to avoíd spills'

d) If spílts of ANFO otr other blasting agents occur at the ground surfaee around the

blasthole collars, these shall be cleaned up promptly and the ANFO either reused or
taken off síte for appropriaîe handling ar dîsposal.

e) Adequate unloaded collør lengths shalt be established to reduce both "blawback" when

loødîng pneumatically ønd blasthole proximity effeets.

fl Þioper "standoff' dístance and loadíng vessel pressure shall be maintained to reduce

"bI owb ac k" during pneumatically I o ading ANFO.

g) Partiatty used bags of ANFO sholt'be resealed and returned to the explosíve

magazine.

h) Loødíng equípment shatt be cleaned in qn areswkere the water can be properly

contained and handled ín a manner thøt prevents releøses,

i) Explosives shall only be delivered to the site in appraved magazín9 trucks ønd should

not be stored overnîght on-síte unless there is a demonstrated needþr an on:síte

explosives magazine.

4, Butk emulsíons ønd slarry/wøtergel explosíves. Thefollowing BMP's shall befollowed to

reduce nitrate or ather ímpacts wken bulk emulsíons or slurry/vatergel explasives øre used:

a) Spîlts of the produet shøll be removedfrom the spíllage ørea, and eíther reused or

tøken aff site þr díspos al.

b) Proper toading techniques shølt be foltowed when toøding a bulk product into a wet

btasthote. The buik liquídproduct should be extruded ínto ítselffrom the bottom of the

htasrhole and not into the standíng wøîer above the product.

c) If groundwater conditíons dre severe, e.g., artesíøn$lowíng conditions, pøckaged

exþlosnes þmulsions, watergels, slurrles, blends, cørffldged, etc.) shøll be used instead

of bulkproduets or øs required by the Blasting Engíneer.
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T, do hereby certit/ that in conjunction with Deerfield Wind I prepared the

Deerfield W Blasting Plan, and that I am a licensed and certified blasting technician.

,(/r # ßa
NAME
License Number (Add State of applicable)

State of l/tgt/¿twr---

County of
/.--

The foregoing instrument was signed and acknowledged before me this lz day of

2016 at by

who acknowledged the act to be his/her free act and deed.

Notary

Name of Notary (print):

Commission Expires: ,¿//l'r', î

I



Peterson, Christine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Laura Sibilia <lhsibilia@gmail.com>

Monday, May 08, 20L7 10:014M
Elias, Jeanne

3/3 FWd: BLASTING DAMAGE

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message :

From : Frank <syncrowave@Yahoo.co

Date: May 6, 2017 at 10.24:33 PM EDT
To: Laura Sibilia <lhsibilia@gmail.c
Subject: Fw: BLASTING DAMAGE
Reply-To: Frank <syncrowave@yahoo.co

More Pictures.

---- Foruvarded Message -----
From : Frank <svnçrowave@yahoo.com>
To: "ithomas(Omdandb. '<jthomas@mdandb. >

Sent: Tuesday, APril 25,2017 2:44 AM
Subject: Fw: BLASTING DAMAGE

Dear Mr. Thomas,

After feeling and hearing the blasting, the chimney face started falling onto

my deck andpicnic table. I also started not¡cing a few windows clouding and

cracked. I calied to have my home inspected pr¡or to the blasting events.
paul ..Dutch" Kretschmer from Continental Placer Inc. did visit my property.

He stated he was very busy and not to worry about anything it would be

taken care of. He did not want to enter my home nor take pictures as

outlined by the pre-blast notice mailed to us via certified mail. He also didn't
take a flow rate on my well as I requested. I felt like I was twisting his arm

to take a qual¡ty test on my well. I didn't get the results back unt¡l I
contacted Maine Drilling & Blasting early this year. The meet¡ng that was

conducted with town's þeople was vague about damage that can occur. I do
1



have damage from the blasting to my chimney, sheetrock and windows. My
home was purchased 2 years prior to the blasting. A site home inspection
was taken for the bank and myself by a licensed professional and was found
in pristine condition when purchased. The home was recently totally redone
about 7 years ago. I attached a few pictures of the chimney damage but the
camera can't capture the true damage to the windows. I anticipate a quick
resolution to the blasting damage.

Sincerely,
Francis Candiloro
233 VT Route 8
Searsburg, VT. 05363

2
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Peterson, Christine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Laura Sibilia <lhsibilia@gmail.com>

Monday, May 08, 201-7 1-0:00 AM

Elias, Jeanne

1/3 Fwd: Blast damage

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message :

From: Frank <syncrowave@yahoo.com>
Date: May 6, 2017 at 11:35:03 PM EDT
To: I aura Sibilia <lhsibilia@email.c
Subject: Blast damage
Reply-To: Frank <syncrowave@yahoo.co

Hi Laura,

This was the certified letter that was sent out to the people in the "sacrifice
zone". I followed their protocol to a tee. I scheduled the company to survey
my property for real t¡me condit¡on before blasting started. They broke theír
own pròtocol by not following through. This would only have me think that if
damage was ¡n fact done by the blasting it couldn't be proved. I had to sign

for that letter, I d¡d everything that was outlined. Now they are
reneging. Attached is also the business card of the Blast / Vibration
Consultant they sent. He refused to take any pictures or notes. Craig

Goman had so much shaking from the blasting he went and seen the
blasting crew, they told him they didn't think the wave would travel that far
but would reduce the loads. I don't know if Craig has any damage. Also,

they were supposed to text or call us before each blast and never
did. Please help...

Frank

1
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Peterson, Christine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

Laura Sibilia <lhsibilia@gmail.com>

Monday, May 08, 2017 10:00 AM
Elias, Jeanne

2/3 twd: Blast damage

From : Frank <syncrowave@yahoo.com>

Date: May 6, 2017 at 1 1:14:55 PM EDT
To: Laura Sibilia <lhsibilia@gmail.com>

Subject: Blast damage
Reply-To: Frank <syncro\¡/ave@yahoo.com>

Hi Laura, this was what I received as the outcome of their "investigation" of
the blasting damage. If you read the statements it sounds scientific. (well
almost) did you not¡ce there wasn't any references to who or whom did the
studies? Just studies were made, again vague but I should be used to it by

now. I don't feel I should have to contact my insurance company for any
part of their negligence. They know a homeowner'S ins. co. won't get
involved anyway. Do you remember at the town meet¡ng the gentfeman
with the laptop presentation stated an example how a homeowner near the
blasting site said his well was ta¡nted and made stains in his toilet? The man
(blasting rep) said we drilled a new well for him even though our work didn't
effect his well. Proving what a great bunch'of people in management work
for the blasting company. I know what I heard at the meet¡ng, di'd I miss
something?
Frank
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CPG VroiaroN coMP.LAINT FoRM

Please feel free to paste the information into an e-mail

Are you a: Complainant X State agency n

n
Intake for Complainant
Complainant name Francis Candiloro

Address (physical) 233 VT Route 8 Searsburg, VT. 05363-9669

Address (mailing) 233 VT Route 8 Searsburg, VT. 05363-9669

Email syncrowave@yahoo.com
Contactphone 802-440-2589
How to you prefer to be contacted by CAPI: Phone or Email

Type of project n Solar Array XW¡nd fttt nCelltower nother

Other

Name of project and CPG number Deerfield V/ind
Location of project Searsburg, VT.

Proximity of the project to your home (approximate) 4000' .

Details of complaint, please be as specific as possible, include dates of incidents, frequency of
problems, dates that you contacted the CPG holder or a representative and what if any act¡on the CPG

holder took to resolve your issue.

Blasting hai done damage to my home. I tried to have a home survey prior to the start of project as

outlined in the blast notice I received via certified mail. Paul Kretschmer of Continental Placer arrived

at my property and refused to take any videos of existing conditions, inside or outside. I was told not

to worry about it, no damage would be done and if so it would be taken care of. I had to persuade

him to do a quality test of my well as outlined at the public meeting. He refused to do a quantity test

(agreed upon at same meeting) stating he was in a hurry to leave the country. This was also part of
the conditions of the meeting. After the blasting started there was noticeable shaking of my home'

Face of the brick fell from my outside chimney onto my deck and picnic table. Four windows lost the

thermo seal. I called Continental Placer and was told they are not handling the project. I finally made

contact with an on site blaster. He gave me a complaint form. I asked for an email address to send

form and pictures which I did. James Thomas came and took pictures and responded back through

mail stating that people jumping up and down creates more vibration. Basically I was told to deal

with it.
Are you currently waiting for follow-up from the CPG holder on this issue? This is rRy l't contact.

What resolution are you seeking? Repairs made to my home bringing it back to pre-blast condition.



CONTINENTAL PLACER
II Winners Circle . AlbanS New York 12205

(5ls) 458-92031tx (sl8) 458-9206

www. continentalPlac€r. com

INC.

March 28,2017

Mr. Michael Weider, SafetyManager
Maine Drilling & Blasting
88 Gold Lædge Avenue
Auburn, NH 03032

RE: Personal Statement - Searsburg, VT

Mr.'üeider:

I have been asked to explain my actions on October 3,2016, regarding an attempted Prc-Blast Survey at

the home ofFrank Candilorq 233 W RT 8 ia Searsbwg' VT-

Continental Placer Inc. (CP! had scheduled a survey and water test at this property for October 3,2A16.

There was no set time noted as this is usual when the homeowner will be g€n€rally available thnughout

the day. Three surveys were schedule that day; one for an interior and exterior snrrvey and wats test, Mr.

Candiloro's, and another for and exterior only survey with no water test.

I arrived in Searsburg at approximately 9:30 AM and immediately went to my first appoitrtü€ût at 33

Bond Brook Rd. After completing the pre-blast survey and taking a water samplg I went to Mr-

Candiloro's properly and attempted to complete my work. Upon knocking on the door and introducing

myself I explained wbat a survey was and Mr. Candiloro stated unequivocally that he did not want any

videotape doouqentation of the home. In my experience in conducting this type of work for the past27

years, when the owrer refuses the survey in the way that he did there is no use in trying to *alk my n¡ay

in" and said that there was no requirement that he allow anryone in his home. At the sane time he stated

he was very concemed with his spring that supplied his water. As this was the qa$e I suggested that we

take awater sample and document the quality of the water.

After some general discussion about the projeot and the general effect of blasting on structures and wells,

he allowed me to get a $¡ater sample from pþs in the cella¡ of his home. After that, I left to complete the

final survey that was scheduled and left Searsburg shortly after to get to the waúer smples to the lab in

Keene, NH.

hdr. Candiloro in his "submission fonn" stated that I told him I did not have time to take pictures. This

wàs never said as I had only an exterior surv€y left to complete that would take only an additional te,lr

minutes of the day and did not have to deliver the water samples in Kee'ne, NH until 5:00. I took his

sample at 10:45. Afrer leaving 233 VT RT 8 I did the survey, drore to the lab, and was notified that

another homeowner called to request a water sample and demanded lhat rt be done that day. I rcturned to

Searsburg, met withthepropeÉy owner, took the sauple and returnedto tle lab inKeene, Nllbefore they

closed at 5:00 PM. I drove througb southe,rn VT and NH for about six hours after læving his property. I
certainly hâd 30 to 45 minutes to docr¡ment his home-

GEOLOGIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES



Personal Statement
Searsburg, VT
3/28/17
Pg.2

Respectively Submitted,

CONrr¡reNreL PLACER INC.

Paul'Dutch" Kretschmer
Blast / Vibration Consultant

Acknowledgment of Individual

STATE OFNEW YORK

coLrNrYoF fttûâþ/
onthe Ag*ú davof ffi.tKúil inthe year dþ/7 beforeme,theundersigned,
perso¡ally appearcA PkUL ]l\tf€olinf{ ,personallyknowntomeorprovedtomeonthe
basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individua(s) whose name(Ð is (are) subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his¡her/their capacity (ies), and

that by his/her/their signature(s) on the inskument, the individual(s), or the person upon behalf of which
the individua(s) acted, executed the instn¡ment.

o llohry Itrt

NotaryPublic

PrintedName:

My Commission Expires:

b l¡e la aàa

frnqe/n O, Fr¿ lds

ty

GEOLOGIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES



ì.OUR TRU.STFÞ Uß¡'BI¡

ma lcing it ha PPen

May 4,2017

VIA RAGULAR MAIL

Francis Candiloro
233VT. Route 8

Seasburg VT.05363

RE: Claimant: Francis Cancliloro
Date of Loss: Fall 

.Wintel 
2016-2017

Loss location: 233 VT, Route 8

Dear Mr. Canclilolo,

This letter is in response to clailrrs of certain property damage in connection with the

above-referenced pi*prtty ("Property") that you contencl were a result of blasting

services proyidecf 
'by ^if,taine 

Driliing & Biasting, Inc. (the "Company") at yout home

(,,project"). As pariof our claim irwestigation? w€ have revielvecl yotrr blast clantage

òornplaint'form datecl Aprit 24,2}fi ntãct wittr the Company. 11 addition, our claim

investigation has consisied of a complete tevier.r'of Project blasting logs, seismograph

reading's ancl a revierv of post blast inspection. After a thorough review of all available

data, rie have detegninecl that blasting is not the cause of yottt'claims as listecl.

you have clairnecl on your blast clarnage cornplaint form that the Company's blasting

activities have ca¡secl-crumbling of chimney face, winclow seals leaking ancl chywall

cracks. You have identifiect the date of loss as falll winter 2A16'2017,

As cliscussecl above, our claim investigation inclucled a revierv of all relevant project

blasting logs a¡d ,rirr,rogruph leatlings. By way of cotttext, seismogÍaphs are usecl during

blasting operations to recolcl grouncl vibrations,

The peak particle velocity (PPV) of the ground vibration is used to detçrmine the

pr"UäUinty of yibration-i-ndìced'darttug. to a stlricture. (PPV is the velocity of particles of

äar.th osciilating arotrnd their equilibrium point as tlre blast inducecl grouncl vlbtations

pass; this veloc-ity is rneastrred in inches pir second). 1tre. 
industry stanclarcl fof safe

fturiing is 2.0 iisec PPV or less and is bìsed on a study by the U.S. Bureau of Mines (RI

g507).-Two inches per.seconcl is the accepted gtrideline usecl to protect $'eakel buitcling
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materials (e.g., sheet rock and/or plaster) fi'om clamage in a typical structure. This
criterion is vel"y conset'vative ancl reflects caution usecl by the industry as well as public
safety officials. To put this in perspective, studies have showr that a person jurnping
produces rp to 1.8 inches per second ancl slaurming a cloor can produce up to t.j inõtres
per second. By conrparison, otlrer tnaterials such as concrete, blick, block and tile can
withstancl much greater ground vibrations (4,0 inlsec to 10.0 irr/sec).

While sflidies have sltown that PPV as low as 0.03 in/sec ancl a peak air over pressure of
115 dBL can be felt, tlrese readings clo not approach threshold danrage or thoie levels
knorvn to cause the types of clarnages that liave been claimed. Notabi¡', none of tlre
recorcled grouncl vibrations at the Ploject exceecled 0.?85 in/sec. This was measured
approxintately 400 ft. fi'om the blast location .Wlren consiclering the aclclitional clistance to
¡'our lronre, approxiurataly 3,220 ft. frorn your honre, presents a peak particle velocity of
only 0.280 inlsec, This vibration is only 1.4V0 of the intensity requirecl to approaclr
tluesholcl damage (i.e., 2.0 irfsec) and $'ell belos'those levels known to cairie the types
of daniages that have been claimed.

Based on the foregoing ancl in view of the overrvhelming physical evidence, we have no
leason to believe that the claimecl clamages to the Property were causecl by any sen ice
provided by the Cornpany. Accorclingly, we nrust inform you that the claim in connection
withthe above-rcferencecl Property has been denied. . ,

Shoulcl you have any questions regæcling onr conclusions please feel fi'ee to contact me
directly at (207)-582-2338 ext.l684. If you are not satisfi.ed rvith our conclusion we
recomnrend that you contact ¡'our insnrance corrrpany so that they may concluct an
investigation using an inclependent engineer who is trainecl in vibration analysis. We will
be glad to share ottr records with them so that they may concluct a pr.oper irwestigation.

"tfcr*>ün

ames Thornas
Pre-Blast Specialist
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