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A Ballad for VCE  
(Sung to the tune of “Sweet Betsy from Pike”) 
 
A lifetime ago, on a dusty road 
Annette Smith and I walked where the turbines would go, 
In Windham, we walked to the land's very height 
All I knew then was that it didn't seem right. 
 
So donate today, hear the clarion call  
Keep VCE thriving, it's good for us all! 
 
It didn't seem right to pave all that land 
To make room for the places the turbines would stand. 
It didn't seem right, our town was so near.  
It filled lots of neighbors with anger and fear.  
 
So donate today, it's the right thing to do 
Keep VCE thriving, it'll be there for you!  
 
I just knew it was wrong that we had no say 
Over our futures. And from that very day, 
VCE and Annette have been by our side, 
Helping and teaching and being our guide. 

 
Your donation today, it is right and it's just 
Keep VCE thriving, and fighting for us! 
 
As we watched the tricks the developers use 
To destroy communities, they use every ruse.  
We're glad that we had Annette to turn to 
Her advice has been practical, useful, and true.  
 
Donate right now, before you forget 
Keep VCE thriving, it's your best bet! 
 
Her instincts unfailing, in what turns out to be 
The toughest fight that we'll ever see. 
The fight for our town, for our neighbors, our lands 
The fight against wrong-headed developers' plans. 
 
VCE is our champion, and may be yours some day  
Donate, be generous, so it won't wither away. 
	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  - Windham, Vermont 



     Spending time at 
the Statehouse this 
session was a real eye 
opener for me for how 
State Government 
works in Vermont. 
Unfortunately, it 
was not a pleasant 
experience. The 
bright spots were the 
few legislators that 
were willing to stand 
up for the citizens of  
Vermont. The dark 
spot was that those 
legislators were run 
over by the legislators who prefer to listen to the 
lobbyists. 
     I was at the Statehouse the day the House 
took a roll call vote on their original version of  
bill S.230, which called for new standards to 
be set by Sept. 2017 and all wind projects from 
April forward would have had to abide by those 
new standards. The House voted unanimously 
(142 – 0) for the bill. Reps. said that the noise 
piece was the reason they were voting for it. 
They were glad that Vermont was finally taking 
noise from wind projects seriously and that 
something was going to be done to protect 
Vermonters. It was honestly a good feeling to 
hear those Reps. speak from their hearts about 
an issue that really mattered to them.
     What happened from there was a travesty 
of  democracy. Suddenly, there was talk about 
the retroactivity if  these new rules were going 
to apply to wind projects that hadn’t been 
approved yet. Rep. Tony Klein stated many 
times that we NEVER apply rules retroactively. 
I beg to differ – we apply rules retroactively ALL 
the time. What if  we find a company is polluting 
groundwater and wells? Aren’t we going to 
retroactively apply rules to stop that? Why is 
noise pollution treated differently? 
     As the legislative session was getting ready to 
wrap up for the year, this bill was still floating 
around un-finalized. On one of  the last days, 
Tony Klein declared that the Governor said 
he would veto the bill as it stood due to the 
retroactivity. Eventually, we got a bill that called 

for temporary noise 
standards to be created 
within 45 days using 
emergency rule making 
procedures and that 
would apply to any 
projects applying for a 
CPG before the final 
rulemaking process 
completes in 2017. It 
wasn’t the greatest bill 
and it wasn’t what 142 
Representatives wanted 
for the State, but it was 
close. 
     You might think 

that was the end of  the story, but it wasn’t. Even 
though the bill had been watered down for the 
Governor, he still vetoed it. With the original 
votes, it seemed like a simple solution would be 
to override the veto. But no, Governor Shumlin 
said he just wanted a few changes and then the 
bill would be fine with him. Shumlin stated that 
he didn’t want any bill that would slow down the 
pace of  renewables in Vermont. That statement 
says that he doesn’t care if  renewables are done 
right in Vermont, he just wants them done. 
     The veto session day was a disgusting 
display of  politics in Vermont. It was almost 
embarrassing watching the political process be 
abused by those who are supposed to be there to 
support the citizens of  Vermont. A new bill was 
introduced (S.260) and that bill was basically 
rammed down the throats of  the House and 
forced through. S.230 died when the Senate 
didn’t have enough votes to override the Veto. 
The House never got to vote on S.230.
     One of  the major pieces taken out the 
bill for S.260 was to remove the ‘emergency’ 
designation from the temporary noise standard 
process. That is a slap in the face for both the 
current and future victims of  industrial wind. 
Those 142 Representatives who voted for the 
original bill and the strict noise standard piece 
were all denied democracy for their constituents. 
The battle is not over as we work through the 
45 days of  the temporary rule making. Will the 
PSB actually set a new standard that will protect 
future Vermonters? We will see very soon. 

  
    We believe that
    Vermont’s 
    economic health 
    depends on its
    environmental
    health.  VCE is
    fighting for the
    economic well-
    being of all 
    Vermonters by
    promoting the
    sensible use of our
    resources – our
    land, our air, our
    water and our 
    people.

    VCE provides facts
    and information so
    Vermonters can
    make informed
    decisions.
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House Speaker Shap Smith speaks to VCE’s Annette Smith and 
Green Vesters Monique Thurston of  Ferrisburgh, Judith Jackson 

of  Irasburg, Dennis Hendy of  Fairfield on Veto Session Day



Developers Use AG to Try to Shut Me & VCE Up
     “This is a criminal investigation.”  So said the very 
serious voice on the other end of the phone. Jonathan 
Treadwell, chief of the Attorney General’s criminal 
division, was calling in response to my Public Records 
Act request seeking documents filed with Vermont’s 
AG. The previous day, I had received a “target letter” 
from the AG stating that I was being investigated for 
practicing law without a license.
     My reaction? Laughter. And I couldn’t stop laughing 
as I was thinking about my work for the last 17 
years assisting Vermonters with various regulatory 
processes, helping raise people’s voices to have a say 
in what goes on in their communities, and holding 
corporations accountable.
     “You mean for helping people? at the Public Service 
Board (PSB), which is work I hate doing? You’ve got to 
be kidding?,” I said.
     Mr. Treadwell did not seem to have a sense of 
humor.  He was not kidding. I was under criminal 
investigation by the VT AG after undisclosed parties 
filed documents alleging that by assisting people in 
their dealings with the PSB, I was practicing law.
   19 days later the AG 
dropped its investigation 
after my newly-hired 
criminal defense attorney 
David Sleigh sent a letter 
telling the AG that “the 
Attorney General’s Office 
is not the surrogate of the 
politically frustrated.”
     Who were those politically frustrated people?  
Ritchie Berger, attorney at Dinse, Knapp & McAndrew 

(where Speaker of the House 
Shap Smith is a managing 
partner) admitted that he 
filed the complaint, claiming 
he acted on his own behalf. 
Berger also sent me a certified 
lettter last September. The first 
sentence said, “I represent David 
Blittersdorf.” Others involved in 
the effort to take me down were 
obvious from the references 
in the “target letter” which 
identified five cases. Four were 
attorney Leslie Cadwell’s, two 

representing Blittersdorf. The fifth case was GMP’s, 
represented by Primmer, Piper’s Joslyn Wilczek whose 
husband Anthony Iarrapino is co-counsel with Leslie 
Cadwell representing Swanton Wind. 
     In a surprise twist, Green Mountain Power came to 

my defense, saying 
in a statement to 
the media, “As I’m 
sure you know, 
we have ardently 
disagreed with 
some of Annette 
Smith’s positions, 
but we have never 

witnessed her crossing any line beyond what active 
citizens would do. We appreciate the passion she 
brings to the public debate and believe her perspective 
is an important one.”
     Five newspapers ran editorials defending our work.  
The Rutland Herald and Times Argus wrote, “If Smith 
has become one of the most well-recognized pains 
in the neck in Vermont, more power to her.” The St. 
Albans Messenger and Addison Independent editorial 
headlines read “Moneyed interests just made Annette 
Smith a Vt. hero.”
     The Vermont legal 
community came 
to my swift aid, for 
which I am extremely 
grateful. Upon advice 
I set up a gofundme 
site which raised 
more than $17,000 in less than three weeks. Thank 
you so much to everyone who supported me through 
what was a surreal and difficult experience where I 
lived with the long arm of the government threatening 
my very thoughts, actions, words I put on paper, and 
speech. Your support made a huge difference.
     I had a new business card made, and it is now the 
the tag on all emails with people I assist at the PSB. If 
my correspondence is disclosed through Discovery, it 
comes with cupcakes. Keep smiling. If ever there was 
proof that we are making a difference, we sure got it 
this year. ~Annette

Page 2                                                            VCE 2016 Mid Year Report
     Message from the Director

Attorney Ritchie Berger, 
a/k/a “the terminator” 

of  Dinse, Knapp & 
McAndrew took credit for 

filing the complaint with the 
Attorney General. He lost.

Annette Smith with her attorney at 
Statehouse press conference



SWANTON WIND - WHAT ABOUT THE WATER?

Rocky Ridge in Swanton is a very wet ridge.  So is
the mountainous area between Windham and Grafton where Iberdrola is proposing
twenty-eight 500 ft. 3.45 MW wind turbines with 126 meter long blades. In Swanton, 
the proposal is for seven 500 ft. 2.5 MW wind turbines.

     Residents of  both areas are concerned about wind 
development degrading water quality, polluting already-
impaired waters, and increasing stormwater runoff.  It 
turns out their concerns are warranted under the current 
regulatory regime. In March, environmental engineer 
Geoffrey Goll of  Princeton Hydro gave a presentation in 
Grafton, and also to the 
House Fish, Wildlife & Water Resources Committee, 
about the failure of  Vermont’s Agency of  Natural 
Resources to enforce monitoring requirements 
included in the GMP Lowell Wind stormwater 
permit. As a result, ANR, GMP and their expert 
Jeff Nelson of  VHB hustled and came up with an 
approved plan to do the monitoring that should 
have begun at least two years ago.  And that is how 
Vermont protects some of  the purest waters on earth.

Grafton bear says NO to wind turbines 
and worries for the bears in Searsburg and 
Readsboro who are about to lose their home 
in the GMNF to Iberdrola’s Deerfield Wind 

THE FACE OF VERMONT’S WIND INDUSTRY 
The Magic Formula of Politicians, Regulators, Developers, Lawyers & Lobbyists
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Gov. Peter Shumlin        Rep. Tony Klein      DPS Comm. Chris Recchia   PSB Margaret Cheney    David Blittersdorf  Paul Burns

     Geoff Hand        Andy Raubvogel       Leslie Cadwell         Anthony Iarrapino               Todd Bailey             Alex MacLean

 Lawyers                                                                                                       Lobbyists

Many people have asked what 
happens to all the dirt/silt that 
runs off the roads at the Lowell 
Wind site. We have heard that 
high school students are hired to 
clean out the level spreaders. VCE 
learned from public records that 
they take the silt uphill and dump 

it by the roadside.  

Wetlands on Rocky Ridge, Simulated Turbines



     The legislative session of  2016 once again 
continued the polarization between Vermont’s 
most prominent “environmental” organizations 
and the people, communities and protection of  
Vermont’s natural environment they purport 
to represent.  As VCE’s new Regulatory 
Affairs Director covering the statehouse this 
session, I found myself  to be at once feeling 
dismayed, saddened, discouraged and ultimately 
betrayed by positions taken by the very people 

and organizations that for decades were considered pillars of  the grassroots 
environmental movement in Vermont, unsullied by the influence of  big 
corporate contributions.  
     Coming from 25 years as a state employee with the Vermont Agency of  
Natural Resources as an outspoken career scientist and regulator, my historical 
experience had been that our Vermont environmental community differentiated 
itself  from the mainstream national and international environmental 
organizations by being truly representative of  the interests of  individual 
Vermonters, taking on their causes and working tirelessly to give them voice 
and against any administration or legislature that would seek to diminish or 
altogether stifle citizen access to public process.  Vermont’s environmental 
organizations were highly sensitive to the issue of  conflict of  interest and would, 
individually, avoid working on issues that involved the business interests of  
their board members, at the very least to avoid the appearance of  a conflict of  
interest.  
     But times change as they say and there has been a quiet sea-change that 
most Vermonters are completely unaware of; as a lifelong environmentalist 
engaged on the issues of  the day, I know I was.  What I found in clear evidence 
while working the committee rooms and halls of  the Vermont statehouse was 
that the very high standards of  conduct once held dear by the state’s leading 
environmental organizations have been largely abandoned to the point that 
not knowing the individual lobbyists and who they worked for, one would have 
great difficulty distinguishing the “environmental” lobbyists (and officials from 
Governor Shumlin’s Department of  Public Service (DPS) for that matter) from 
the black-hat energy lobbyists.  When I say this, I mean that in addition to 
having their stated positions being in lockstep with the energy company lobbyists 
when it came to industrial wind and solar development, these environmental 
organizations were noticeably silent on energy projects involving fracked gas 
pipeline permitting and development and turned a blind eye to coal, oil and 
nuclear interests held by the energy corporations that in addition promoted 
industrial wind and solar.  These “environmental groups” did nothing to 
enhance the process for concerned citizens at the Public Service Board and 
DPS, but would collaborate with the energy lobbyists to kill any legitimate 
effort to make these processes more accessible and responsive to citizen and 
town needs.  VCE and Energize Vermont were the only two environmental 
organizations that continued in the Vermont tradition to call out misdeeds of  
the big utilities and energy interests regardless of  the political implications.  
Instead of  working with other environmental groups, our partners were 
Vermont League of  Cities and Towns and AARP.
     So what were the successes of  this legislative session?  
     The Senate Natural Resources and Energy Committee chair prevented any testimony on the record regarding impacts 
to residents who live near industrial wind turbine projects.  This was a very deliberate act of  Chair Chris Bray to prevent 
a record from being developed which would work against what was clearly his agenda:  to prevent legislation from passing 
regarding wind energy and noise standards.  Only committee members Sens. John Rodgers (Orleans) and Diane Snelling 
(Chittenden) pressed (to no avail) to have noise impacts addressed.  The rest turned a deaf  ear.  The Senate Committee 
on Health and Welfare, chaired by Sen. Claire Ayer (Addison) did take testimony from neighbors living near existing wind 

Page 4                                                               VCE 2016 Mid Year Report
Legislative Report by John Brabant, Regulatory Affairs Director



turbine projects and from VCE Executive Director Annette Smith.  Those who 
provided testimony were Luann Therrien formerly of  Sheffield, Robbin Clark 
of  Lowell, and Melodie McLane who lives adjacent to the Georgia Mountain 
Wind project and regularly experiences noise levels in her home that disrupt 
her sleep, with no relief.  Their heart-wrenching presentation appeared to 
resonate with Senators Ayer and Anthony Pollina (Washington).  
     The House Natural Resources and Energy Committee, chaired by Rep. 
Tony Klein (East Montpelier) did take testimony on noise impacts from 
industrial wind turbine projects.  Chair Klein allowed testimony on noise only 
after members of  his committee, Reps. Kesha Ram (Burlington), Marianna 
Gamache (Swanton), Warren Van Wyck (Ferrisburgh) and Michael Hebert 
(Vernon) all pressed to allow Vermont citizens to be heard on this issue.  This 
testimony resulted in the committee amending S. 230 to require that the PSB 
develop noise standards as described by Christine Lang (see VCE newsletter 
cover story).
     In the Senate-House Conference Committee negotiations on S. 230, there 
was immense pressure being applied by Green Mountain Power and Iberdrola 
lobbyist Todd Bailey of  KSE Partners together with the Deputy Commissioner 
of  Public Service Jon Copans, to get the conferees to eliminate the indoor noise 
standard as part of  the Temporary Rule.  During the conference committee 
discussion, Todd Bailey was observed texting Chairman Tony Klein in a 
desperate attempt to see this change made.  The committee members all agreed 
to not eliminate the indoor noise standard, but to require that the PSB adopt 
standards in the Temporary Rule no less stringent than the most stringent 
standards contained in any issued CPG for wind turbines projects of  that class. 
     Despite the very clear legislative intent of  this conference committee, the 
DPS has filed a request with the PSB that the temporary sound rules not 
contain the indoor standard.  The legislative intent of  the S. 230 conferees as 
well as the legislature is well documented in video recordings made during these 
discussions; nevertheless, this point is illustrative at how captured the current 
administration is by the big energy corporations, to the point that they would 
use public tax dollars to lobby against clear legislative intent and against the 
public interest.  It is also illustrative that without an active citizenry scrutinizing 
their elected representatives, the greater public interest of  protection of  the 
health and wellbeing of  its citizens and the environment will fall prey to the 
forces of  corporate money and power.
     S.260 has been marketed by captured administration officials and their 
environmental lobby/energy industry cohorts as providing towns and regions 
more say in the CPG permitting process.  The reality is something very 
different, in that town and regional plans will have to comply with standards 
for energy plant siting and development as promulgated by the Department 
of  Public Service.  Among the statements made by DPS officials about the 
standards, regional and municipal plans that ban or substantially limit industrial 
wind turbines and industrial solar will not receive the certification required to 
receive “substantial deference” in energy project hearings at the PSB. 
     Despite the immense opposition, strides were made and the tide appears 
to be turning.  This could not have been possible without the daily presence 
of  citizens across the state showing up at the statehouse, most wearing green 
reflective safety vests, to stand up against the forces that are working to strip 
our citizens and communities of  any voice in the siting and operation of  

energy projects in Vermont.  These citizens, together with a number of  very brave Democratic and Republican legislators 
who dared stand up to the leadership in the House and Senate made all the difference.  So too did the (at last count) 162 
“rebellion” towns who signed onto what has become known as the “Rutland Resolution” which demands that towns be 
provided absolute legal authority to decide where and when energy developments will occur in their communities.  We 
have very long way to go, but with the changes in leadership that will be coming to the legislature and the Governor’s office 
in January, we remain hopeful that 2017 will prove to be an even greater success.
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A Certificate of  Public Good? 

by Elizabeth Cooper, Community Outreach Coordinator 
     After countless hours sitting in hearings, task force 
meetings, and legislative committee meetings, walking on 
site visits, all with recorders in hand, and reading through 
endless streams of  digitized paperwork, I am, to say the 
least, jaded. I am bearing witness to a process designated to 
determine the Public Good, or from my jaded perspective, 
to construct parameters of  Sacrifice for the so-called Public 
Good.
    This is theater. It is a shell game, contrived and 
manipulated to create a smokescreen of  false belief  in doing 
what needs to be done, while making sacrifices in the name 
of  the greater public good and environmental sustainability 
which benefit a very few. The 
question is, who are the real 
beneficiaries? Where are the 
real sacrifices being made?
     I recently sat through a 
technical hearing for a 2.2 MW 
solar project in Chittenden 
County. This proposed 
project is on designated Class 
2 forested wetland, borders 
two residential developments 
and drains directly into 
Lake Champlain. The 
landowner of  this site has 
made attempts in the past 
to get permits for residential 
and other development, but 
has been thwarted due to Act 250 regulations.  But now, 
with the Section 248 process, along with Memoranda 
Of  Understanding with State agencies, the developer 
will be allowed to clear cut the forest and cover this land 
with acres and acres of  solar panels—all in the name of  
renewable energy and the Public Good—even though 
the project will sell the renewable energy attributes out of  
state. The solar company, the landowner, and the utilities 
are clearly the short-term beneficiaries, in a big way. The 
long-term benefits and contributions of  this project to the 
state, renewable energy production and environmental 
sustainability are miniscule. The land, the lake, natural 
ecosystems, the neighbors and neighboring property owners 
are all sacrificing. And this is only one in hundreds of  
industrial solar projects being pushed through the process 
or already in operation.
     Then there are the industrial wind developments. 
Watch, listen, and learn, the basis, I have always been 
told, for making beneficial progress and improvement. 
This is not the path of  developers and regulators when it 
comes to industrial wind. Little attention has been paid 
to the impacts of  the three operating wind projects and 
smaller turbines that have been permitted in recent years. 
Monitoring data, though mandatory, has been essentially 
ignored and any issues with environmental and human 
health have up to now been pushed aside.  
     In bearing witness to this convoluted, ‘quasi-judicial’ 

process leading to the granting, or denial, of  a Certificate 
of  Public Good (CPG) I stop to think. This is different 
or supposed to be, than the application and granting of  
a regulated permit. A storm water permit for instance is 
granted according to compliance with specific regulations. 
A CPG on the other hand connotes that there is a weighing 
of  the trade-offs of  impacts or effects along with regulations 
and laws in place in regard to what may in the long run 
be best for the public good. This weighing allows for the 
bending of  regulations in order to determine what is best 
for the greater public good. And the determination of  what 
is in the best interest of  the public at large appears to be 

quite subjective depending on who is making 
the application, who will benefit, and lastly 
who or what will be sacrificed.
     My first hand observations have made 
it clear that this weighing and bending 
along with a blind eye and lax enforcement 
and monitoring processes, has enabled the 
renewable industry to build and operate 
their projects without any concern or 
accountability for harming natural resources, 
wildlife, or the health and welfare of  human 
neighbors.  
     What if  all officials involved in the CPG 
process-- members of  the PSB, the DPS and 
the Senate and House Natural Resource and 
Energy Committees were required to record 
specific characteristics of  their homes in light 

of  a CPG evaluation.  
    The record should include these characteristics:
    • Home address and whether or not they own their home
    • A description of  the ‘view’ from their home and how it   
       changes seasonally
    • A subjective recording of  sound levels day and night,  
       indoors and out when it is ‘quiet’, when it is ‘noisy’.
    • An account of  how much time and type of  activities 
       engaged in outdoors at home
    • An account of  home energy use and the utility that 
       supplies electricity to their home
     I can only imagine that if  any one of  the ‘grantors’ of  
a CPG or proponents of  big industrial renewable energy 
development were to have an industrial-sized project 
proposed out their front door they may have a change in 
perspective. But then, perhaps they have the means to just 
move elsewhere.
     If  the adage ‘think globally’ were to guide the CPG 
process, and the grantors watched, listened, and learned, 
Vermont would be a healthier, happier place and could be a 
true leader in the move to a new energy paradigm.
     Though I am jaded, I do have hope about our future. 
While bearing witness to the CPG process I’ve had the 
pleasure of  being with many Vermonters who are watching, 
listening, learning and speaking out with heart to do what 
needs to be done to make this positive, egalitarian process a 
reality. 



   Solar Net-Metering on Steroids       

If  it seems like solar arrays are being proposed 
anywhere and everywhere, on back roads and in 
strange places, it is not your imagination. This graph 
shows GMP’s Annual Net Metering Interconnection 
Applications. The 151-500 kW projects shown by the 
red bar are the most lucrative, are filling up the grid 
in some areas so that there is no room for residential 
solar, and raising rates. The PSB’s new rules will 
make these projects more difficult to develop.  

PSB Denies CPG to Bad Bennington Solar
Citizens Prevail (with help from VCE)

After approving hundreds of  solar projects, the 
PSB finally said “no” to one, and it happened to 
be intrepid citizens without lawyers who claim 
victory, with VCE’s assistance. Congratulations 
and thanks to Bennington residents Libby 
Harris, Rick Carroll and Rep. Mary Morrissey 
who worked diligently throughout the regulatory 
process and raised awareness with the Town 
of  Bennington Select Board, which finally 
intervened in the project (upper left, the lower 
one is still pending) after the CPG was denied. 
Never give up!   
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 “Independent, Secure, Reliable”  
  Energy Supply: Fact or Fiction?
Near the end of  the 2016 legislative session Representative 
Tony Klein remarked in a radio interview that what we want 
is an “…..independent, secure, reliable……” energy supply. 
The comment had a nice ring to it, was concise, and had the 
recognizable undertone of  fear (secure) that is woven into 
much of  Vermont’s energy policy debate.
     Rep. Klein’s remark seemed to imply that if  we choose 
certain energy sources (solar and wind prominently among 
them) we will have an ‘independent, secure, reliable’ energy 
supply. Nothing could be further from the truth.
     No one gets to make such a claim in a global marketplace 
where the manufactured products require natural resources 
mined and refined elsewhere. 
For turbines and solar panels 
(and virtually all IT gadgets) 
those essential natural resources 
include Rare Earth Elements 
(REE).  China, as the source of  
85%~ of  the current worldwide 
supply of  REE has a powerful 
negotiating stick, and is using it.
     This has occurred not because REE’s are abundant only 
in China’s soils, but because China is willing to endure the 
environmental destruction of  mining and refining these 
materials. It is a mighty toll: One ton of  REE results in up 
to 2,000 tons of  toxic sludge (that’s right 1:2000), including 
radioactive material. A 3 MW turbine (like the ones on the 
Lowell Mountain Range), requires 1 to 2 tons of  REE.  See 
links to reports/news stories.
     Using tacit environmental destruction to corner the 
global market is China’s current ‘ace’ in international 
negotiations. The more we (the global ‘we’) rely on these 
materials, build societal and economic infrastructure 
dependent on them, the more our future is not one of  self  
determined choice. Rather it is akin to a chess piece in the 
ever-evolving web of  international negotiations. 
     The environmental justice and international relations 
issues associated with today’s wind and solar technologies 
are ‘inconvenient truths’ largely ignored by supporters of  the 
technologies. Rather, they are cause to rethink our energy 
transformation agenda. Independent, secure, reliable energy 
infrastructure is a desirable, if  lofty, goal. Our best and surest 
road to achieve it is investing in our communities: reduce 
consumption through efficiency, and protect the natural 
systems that buffer the effects of  climate change. 
     “To provide most of  our power through renewables 
would take hundreds of  times the amount of  rare earth 
metals that we are mining today,” said Thomas Graedel, 
Clifton R. Musser Professor of  Industrial Ecology and 
professor of  geology and geophysics at the Yale School of  
Forestry & Environmental Studies.  (https://environment.
yale.edu/profile/graedel) “I’m not worried that we’ll run out 
of  rare earth metals, but will we have enough energy at a 
reasonable price to extract it?” 

“This industry wants 
to save the world. 
We can’t do it and 
leave a product that 
is glowing in the dark 
somewhere else, 
killing people.”
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$100___$250___$500___

Other: $________

Mail to: VCE, 789 Baker Brook Road,
Danby, VT  05739

VCE is a 501(c)3 organization.
Your contribution is tax deductible.

Thank you!

Members receive two newsletters a year.
Printed on 100% recycled paper

THANK YOUS
To Justin Lindholm, Sally Collopy, Penny 
and Brian Dubie, Keith Balleck, Christine 

and Dustin Lang, Monique Thurston, Paula 
Pearsall, Sens. Ashe, Ayer, Rodgers, Starr, 
Reps. Gamache, Hebert, van Wyck and 

everyone who showed up!  THANK YOU!!

Vermonters for a 
Clean Environment

789 Baker Brook Road
Danby, VT  05739

(802) 446-2094

Annette Smith
Executive Director

vce@vce.org

Elizabeth Cooper
Community Outreach

Coordinator
elizabeth@vce.org

John Brabant
Regulatory Affairs Director
johnbvce@yahoo.com

July 2016

www.vce.org

hg

Join us for VCE’s Annual Meeting 
Thursday, July 21, 2016, 5:30 p.m. 

Bliss Road, Tinmouth VT

Potluck Fundraiser

SPONSORED BY THE LOWELL 
MOUNTAINS GROUP

JULY 16th   12:00-5:00 P.M.
RAIN OR SHINE

 
PLEASE BRING SOMETHING 

TO SHARE FOR THE 
POTLUCK

Fundraiser for
Vermonters for a Clean 

Environment
 

Live music

DONATION:  $10 ADULTS   
$5 FOR CHILDREN

Silent auction, 50-50 Raffle
and More

 LOCATION: 
Hazen Notch Camp Ground

RSVP BY JULY 12th  IF POSSIBLE
 

Directions: RT. 58 West From Lowell VT
3 1/2 Miles Right on Green Hill Rd.

CONTACT INFORMATION 
CALL 802-744-2465

Email rsclark@myfairpoint.net

This is a wonderful event! 
See you there!
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Name  _______________________________________________________

Address  _____________________________________________________

Town______________________________  State______  Zip  ____________

Phone_________________  E-mail_________________________________

Name  _______________________________________________________

Address  _____________________________________________________

Town______________________________  State______  Zip  ____________

Phone_________________  E-mail  ________________________________

Name  _______________________________________________________

Address  _____________________________________________________

Town______________________________  State______  Zip  ____________

Phone_________________  E-mail  ________________________________

          ___

          

          ___

          ___

Flash
PayPalDonate

https://www.paypal.com/us/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_flow&SESSION=Bz_AcycAMK1J7_M5F9jAMcNcI74SKqCyhQ-gyAk4Z-AYms1T_d1dPFhy3Ci&dispatch=50a222a57771920b6a3d7b606239e4d529b525e0b7e69bf0224adecfb0124e9b61f737ba21b08198163eee001d8a5bd337af8e5197b2a388



