STATE OF RHODE ISLAND
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN RE: THE NARRAGANSETT ELECTRIC : DOCKET NO.: 25-50-EL
COMPANY D/B/IA RHODE ISLAND :

ENERGY’S TARIFF ADVICE FILING TO

AMEND THE NET METERING PROVISION

PROPOSAL TO INCORPORATE 2025

LEGISLATIVE CHANGES

PROCEDURAL ORDER

This matter is before the Chairman of the Public Utilities Commission (Commission),
acting as Presiding Officer. This Procedural Order relates to a motion for leave to file surrebuttal
made by intervenor Holliston Sand Company, Inc. (Holliston).

In this docket, the Commission is examining The Narragansett Electric Company d/b/a
Rhode Island Energy’s (Company) proposed amendments to the Net Metering Provision and the
Qualifying Facilities Power Purchase Rate. The Commission established a deadline of February 5,
2026 for the parties to file testimony or position memoranda on the Company’s proposed
amendments, and a deadline of February 26, 2026 for the Company to file its rebuttal.

On March 30, 2026, Holliston filed what it characterized as “surrebuttal.” Parties were not
entitled to file surrebuttal under the Commission’s procedural schedule. Consequently, the filing
was rejected, and the Commission did not review the filing. Holliston was notified by counsel for
the Commission that in order to file surrebuttal at this stage of the proceedings, Holliston must file
a motion for leave to file surrebuttal. Holliston did so on March 31, 2026. Holliston’s motion
appears to relate to due process arguments, specifically that Holliston did not receive adequate
notice of proceedings in Docket No. 23-05-EL. Holliston also represented that the surrebuttal in

question was attached to the motion. However, no such surrebuttal was attached.?

1 See Am. Procedural Schedule (Dec. 4, 2025).
2 Holliston’s Mot. for Leave to File Surrebuttal (Mar. 31, 2026).



On April 8, 2026, the Company and the Division of Public Utilities and Carriers responded
to Holliston’s motion. However, the responses largely addressed the legal issue raised by Holliston
in its motion, as opposed to the procedural question as to whether Holliston had stated an adequate
basis to be granted leave to file surrebuttal.® At this juncture, the merits of Holliston’s arguments
are not ripe for review. Instead, the issue to be considered is whether Holliston has shown a basis
for leave to file surrebuttal.

The Commission typically allows surrebuttal in order for a party to respond through
testimony to new issues of fact that were raised in rebuttal. That is not the situation presented here.
Holliston’s arguments relate to notice and due process, which do not require sworn testimony from
a witness in this case. While the motion does assert that “Holliston and other similarly situated
parties only became aware of the outcome of the 2023 proceedings in the last few months,” there
is no need for Holliston to present a witness to confirm that factual assertion unless a party
challenges the veracity of that assertion.

It may be that Holliston filed the motion out of a concern that the Commission would
determine that the due process argument has been waived given that it was not raised in Holliston’s
position memorandum on February 5, 2026. Whether that was the intention or not, this Procedural
Order clarifies that Holliston is permitted to offer arguments relating to notice and due process at
oral argument currently scheduled for April 27, 2026, to which the other parties may respond. Only
after oral argument will the Commission address the merits of Holliston’s arguments.

Holliston’s motion is denied, without prejudice to Holliston raising the due process issue

relating to the adequacy of the notice in Docket No. 23-05-EL at oral argument.

3 Company’s Response to Holliston’s Mot. for Leave to File Surrebuttal (Apr. 8, 2026); Division’s Response to
Holliston’s Mot. for Leave to File Surrebuttal (Apr. 8, 2026).
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SO ORDERED. (25647)

DATED AND EFFECTIVE AT WARWICK, RHODE ISLAND ON APRIL 9, 2026.

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

it Mett

Ronald T. Gerwatowski, Chairman
Presiding Officer




