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VIA ELECTRONIC AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 

 
 

Mrs. Susan Hudson, Clerk 

Vermont Public Service Board 

112 State Street, Drawer 20 

Montpelier, VT 05620-2701 

 

 

RE: DOCKET NO. 7250 - DEERFIELD WIND PROJECT 

 COMMENTS POST-CPG COMPLAINCE FILING 

 

Dear Mrs. Hudson: 

 

In accordance with the Board's May 22, 2015 order, the Wind Action Group respectfully submits 

these supplemental comments in reference to the above matter.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this docket. If you have any questions, please do 

not hesitate to contact me by phone at 603-838-6588 or e-mail at llinowes@windaction.org. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 
Lisa Linowes 

for The Windaction Group 

 

 

 

cc:  Service List 
 
 
 
 

 

http://www.windaction.org/
mailto:llinowes@windaction.org
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STATE OF VERMONT 

PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 

 

Petition of Deerfield Wind, LLC, for a certificate of public good ) 

authorizing construction and operation of a 15-turbine, 30 MW ) 

wind generation facility, and associated transmission and   )  PSB Docket N. 7250 

interconnection facilities.      ) 
 

 

 

SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS OF INDUSTRIAL WIND ACTION GROUP, INC.  

DEERFIELD WIND, LLC POST-CPG COMPLIANCE FILINGS  

 

 

The Wind Action Group
1
 (“Windaction”), through its representative, Lisa Linowes, 

respectfully offers these supplemental
2
 comments in response to compliance filings submitted by 

Deerfield Wind LLC ("Deerfield"). The comments herein are specific to the Operation phase of 

the Stormwater Permit issued to Deerfield. We note for the record that Deerfield's filing with the 

Public Service Board ("Board") was entirely devoid of drawings or maps identifying the 

locations of impacted wet areas and proposed stormwater treatment practices ("STPs"). Without 

the drawings, we are limited in our ability to evaluate the plan. 

I. COMMENTS 

1. The project contains over twenty acres of impervious surfaces, thus requiring Deerfield 

to maintain a permit from ANR to regulate the management of its stormwater runoff as long as 

the project is operational.  (10 V.S.A. § 1264(a)(11)) 

                                                           
1
 In 2008-09, the Windaction Group was referred to more generally as The Industrial Wind Action Group ("IWA"). 

The Industrial Wind Action Group is the organization's official name.  

2
 On May 15, 2015, Windaction submitted comments to the Public Service Board pertaining to Deerfield's  FAA 

determinations and blasting plan.  
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2. All of the soils in the project area were found to be highly erodible or potentially 

highly erodible owing to the texture of the soils and the steep slopes that exist on the site.
3
 Strict 

adherence to the performance standards cannot be overstated.  

3. Deerfield relies on a presumption that the project will not cause or contribute to 

violations of any of the Vermont Water Quality Standards (“VWQS”) as long as the project 

complies with the permitting requirements.  

4. Deerfield was issued a permit (Discharge Permit #6584-INDS) authorizing the 

discharge of treated stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces associated with the project. 

5. The permit identifies twenty-two (22) areas where discharge is expected to occur. At 

least 8 Wet Ponds and 19 Level Spreaders are identified in the Permit to be used for managing 

runoff from the site.  

6. Similar stormwater treatment practices ("STP") have been proposed and constructed at 

other operating wind energy facilities in Vermont. These STP's have also been challenged by 

others in Vermont. (Appeal of Lowell Mountain Wind Project Stormwater Discharge Permits, 

Docket 7628A-E). 

7. The science of stormwater treatment is quickly evolving and new STPs are emerging. 

It is important that the adequacy of the Wet Ponds and Level Spreaders used at other Vermont 

wind projects first be evaluated by the Board before agreeing to their use at the Deerfield site. 

8. Exhibit A of these comments (attached) include links to videos taken at the Kingdom 

Community Wind facility in September 2013 where such STPs were used. The videos were 

                                                           
3
 Existing Natural Resource Conditions At The Proposed Deerfield Wind Project, January 31, 2006 at 37 

(http://psb.vermont.gov/sites/psb/files/docket/7250Deerfield/Petition+SupportDocs/Lew-Smith/DFLD-MLS-

2_Existing_ConditionsReport.pdf) 
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created approximately a year after the project was constructed. The transcripts of the videos are 

also included in Exhibit A.  

9. The videos examine Wet Pond O and Level Spreader LS-C1. It is evident that these 

particular structures failed to work as expected resulting in channeling along the forest floor with 

water carrying sediment to streams further down slope. Exhibit B shows the map of the area 

where Wet Pond O and Level Spreader LS-C1 are located at the Kingdom Community Wind 

project site. 

10. It is possible that these failures have since been identified by Deerfield and/or the 

ANR and corrected. Even if the deficiencies were resolved, our concerns also apply to the length 

of time when runoff was allowed to concentrate and channel along the forest floor. 

II. SUMMARY 

It has been 6 years since the Board issued a CPG to Deerfield Wind. The project proposes 

to use "new-design alternative systems" in accordance with the requirements of Section 2.5.2 of 

the Vermont Stormwater Management Manual (VSMM). Such STPs have been implemented at 

other wind project sites in Vermont and may have proven inadequate. We recommend that the 

Board thoroughly investigate why the STPs used at the Kingdom Community Wind facility 

appear to have failed and to obtain specific information on the cause and what actions, if any, 

were taken to resolve the issue. Such information shall be used to further inform this Docket. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. 

 

Date at Lyman, New Hampshire, this 6th day of June, 2015. 

 

      INDUSTRIAL WIND ACTION GROUP, INC. 

       

      __________________________________________ 

      Lisa Linowes 

      286 Parker Hill Road 

      Lyman, NH 03535 

      603-838-6588 
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EXHIBIT A - Videos and Transcripts for two locations near the Kingdom Community Wind Energy 

Facility 

1.  Transcript of Wet Pond O video - https://youtu.be/P7Fv-05YDts 

This is Wet Pond O from Turbine T-3, so that’s Turbine T-3. As you can see, it’s supposed to be wet, but 

all the water appears to have seeped out. So it’s not really a wet pond, it’s not holding water for water 

quality purposes, it’s empty. Again T-3, T-2, T-1. 

 

Here’s the outlet for Wet Pond O. That’s the outlet for Wet Pond O, and we’re going to follow it down. 

You can see it’s seeping out, means it’s not going into the pipe, it’s leaking out and discharging into the 

woods, into the forest. We’re going to follow it down through the woods. As you can see there’s the 

outlet, and it’s starting to gather down here, a little bit of erosion here, you can see it’s starting to clear 

out the plants and the soil, it’s carrying soil with it, it’s ponding down here, looks like it fills here, it 

overtops over here, overtops this little berm in the woods, as you can see here. Starts to carry more soil 

with it. It’s also carrying some fragments of sediment as well, gravel, sands.  

 

You can see what it’s doing is it’s stripping the soil off of here and it’s creating an erosion gully. It’s 

eroded here already. You can see how it’s eroded here. Of course as it goes down the hill it gains 

momentum. You can see how it’s starting to strip out the grass, excuse me, the leaves, essentially 

creating an erosion area that will probably continue. You can see how it kind of starts to erode and 

follow it down, it’s still eroding, then hits this steeper section, starts to pull the leaves, organic materials 

with it, comes down the hill. Still carrying more leaves and soil with it. Then continues down and around 

to this stream here which is Stream 2009-TB/SCC25, that's the stream in the Class 3 wetland 2009-C21, 

below it 2009-C22. 

 

And so, because it’s not attenuating the peak flows and is coming straight down the hill, it’s increasing 

flood flows. So there is erosion. But what you can’t see is the fact that whenever it rains now you get an 

increase in flow. So they didn’t meet the performance standards for the stormwater rules. See all the 

soil that gets carried with it? You can see, if you really come down, zooming in. So this is probably 

happening all over the mountain. 

 

Following it back up. So the basin is not holding water. The treatment, it’s not a wet pond, it’s actually a 

dry pond when the water leaks through the rock, it empties the basin out, probably brings sediment 

with it, but also the discharge is causing erosion in and of itself. So that was Wet Pond O. 

 

 

 

https://youtu.be/P7Fv-05YDts
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2.  Transcript of Level Spreader LS-C1 video -  https://youtu.be/nCloYIeUISg 

This is Wetland 2010-S2, Class 3 wetland, receiving water body for LS-C1 level spreader.   

You can see that there’s sedimentation, there’s some grit, there’s erosion that’s starting to be caused in 

the entrance to the wetland from the shallow concentrated flow that we found upstream.  So you can 

see the sedimentation in the bottom from the material from the roads and level spreaders.  You can see 

the erosion that’s getting caused here from the shallow concentrating flow converting to channel flow. 

And if we take it back up it’s about 400 feet so, pace this off and follow the path uphill.  So that’s the 

wetland.   

So the water is like channelized flow right here. 

Here’s the erosion.  You can see the level spreader up in the distance.  Pace it off from here.  Here’s 

erosion, more erosion from that area.   

It’s about 250 feet. Downhill is where I found evidence of channelized flow.  I will check that with the 

calculations and see what they found before. 

 

 

       

https://youtu.be/nCloYIeUISg


Lisa
Typewritten Text
EXHIBIT B


