State of Vernont
WATER RESOURCES BOARD

In re: Champlain G| Conpany . .
(Denial of Conditional Use Determnation #91~351),
Docket No. CUD 94-11

ORDER

On Cctober 4, 1995, the Water Resources Board issued the
Fi ndi ngs of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order in the above-
captioned matter. On Cctober 18, 1995, the Agency of Natural
Resources (ANR) filed a tinely Mtion to Correct Decision,
pursuant to Rule 29(B) of the Board's Rules of Procedure. The
ANR asked the Board to strike the followi ng sentence in the first b
full paragraph on page 11 of the decision: "Moreover, conpensa-
tion may be considered only if there is a showing by the appli-
cant that the adverse inpacts are ‘necessary in the course of
nmeeting a conpelling public need to protect public health and
safetJ." The ANR asserted that the inclusion of this sentence in
the decision constitutes manifest error, in that the standard
quoted from Section 8.5(c) of the Vernont Wetland Rules is appli-
cable only to dass One wetlands and the wetland that is the
subject of this appeal is a Cass Two wetl and.

After providing the other parties to this proceeding with an
opportunity to file witten responses to the ANR's notion, and
after receliving none in opposition to the pendi ng request, the
Board deliberated on Novenber 1, 1995. The Board determ ned that
the ANR's Mdtion to Correct decision should be granted on the
basis that the statement heretofor referred to is an incorrect
statenent of the law as applied to the facts of this case and
therefore its inclusion in the Cctober 4 decision constitutes
mani fest error.

_ For this reason, the Board orders that a revised page 11
Issue to reflect the requested anendnent.

Dated at Berlin, Vermont, this/Z'day of Novenber, 1995,

Vermont WAter Resources Board
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