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Michael R. McElroy Attorneys at Law Michael@McElroyLawOlffice.com

Leah J. Donaldson Leah@McElroyLawOlffice.com
, 21 Dryden Lane ‘

Members of the Rhode Island Post Office Box 6721 (401) 351-4100

and Massachusetts Bars Providence, RI 02940-6721 , Jax (401) 421-5696

August 31, 2017

Todd A. Bianco

Coordinator

Rhode Island Energy Facility Siting Board
89 Jefferson Boulevard

Warwick, RI 02888

Re:  Invenergy Thermal Development LLC — Clear River Energy Center
Docket No. SB-2015-06

Dear Dr. Bianco:

Enclosed for filing in this matter are an original and three (3) copies of the Town of
Burrillville’s Reply to Invenergy Thermal Development LLC’s Objection to the Town’s
Motion to Dismiss the Invenergy Application Due to Invenergy’s Failure to Furnish
Complete Plans as to All Structures, as required by the Energy Facility Siting Act and the
Board’s Rules. Electronic copies have been sent to the service list.

The Town has respectfully requested oral argument on this Motion.

If you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very gruly yours,
/a“ Lz

Michael R. McElroy

cc: Service List



STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS
ENERGY FACILITY SITING BOARD

INRE: INVENERGY THERMAL DEVELOPMENT LLC’s :
APPLICATION TO CONSTRUCT THE CLEAR RIVER : DOCKET No. SB-2015-06
ENERGY CENTER IN BURRILLVILLE, RHODE ISLAND

THE TOWN OF BURRILLVILLE’S REPLY TO INVENERGY THERMAL
DEVELOPMENT LLC’S OBJECTION TO THE TOWN’S MOTION TO DISMISS
THE INVENERGY APPLICATION DUE TO INVENERGY'’S FAILURE TO
FURNISH COMPLETE PLANS AS TO ALL STRUCTURES

The Town of Burrillville (“Town”) hereby submits its Reply to Invenergy Thermal
Development LLC’s (“Invenergy”) Objection to the Town’s Motion to Dismiss the Invenergy
Application due to Invenergy’s Failure to Furnish Complete Plans as to All Structures as required
by the Energy Facility Siting Act (“EFSA”) and the Energy Fécility Siting Board’s (“EFSB”)
Rules of Practice and Procedure (“EFSB Rules”). R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2); EFSB Rule 1.6(b)(8).

The Town has asked the EFSB to dismiss Invenergy’s licensing proceeding with prejudice
because:

(1) the jurisdiction of the EFSB is expressly based on the mandatory filing by Invenergy

of “complete plans as to all structures ... associated with the proposed facility” in its pre-

licensing application in accordance with R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2) and EFSB Rule

1.6(b)(8); !

! The phrase “complete plans” is not defined within the EFSA (or the EFSB Rules). It is well settled in Rhode Island
that when the language of a statute is clear and unambiguous, the statute must be interpreted literally and must give
the words of the statute their plain and ordinary meanings. Wigginton v. Centracchio, 787 A.2d 1151, 1154 (R.1.
2001) (quoting Providence & Worcester Railroad Co. v. Pine, 729 A.2d 202, 208 (R.1.1999)). "This is particularly
true where the Legislature has not defined or qualified the words used within the statute.” Ryan v. City of
Providence, 11 A3d 68,71 (R.1. 2011) (quoting Markham v. Allstate Insurance Co., 352 A.2d 651, 654 (R
1976)). The Rhode Island Supreme Court often looks to dictionary definitions to interpret statutes, especially where
the General Assembly has not defined the word used within the statute itself. “In carrying out the process of
determining the meaning of the words employed by an enacting legislature, reference to contemporaneous
dictionaries is appropriate and often helpful.” Chambers v. Ormiston, 935 A.2d 956, 962 (R.1. 2007).
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(2) Invenergy has failed to provide complete plans as to all structures associated with the
proposed facility;

(3) the complete plans “shall be the basis for determining jurisdiction.” R.1.G.L. § 42-98-
8(a)(2);

(4) jurisdictional requirements cannot be waived by the EFSB or the parties; and

(5) under RI.G.L. § 42-98-16(a), failure to comply with an EFSB rule, regulation,

requirement or procedure for licensing constitutes grounds for dismissal.

L ARGUMENT

A, Invenergy must provide both a “detailed description of the facility” and “complete plans
as to all structures” in its pre-licensing application.

Under the EFSA and the EFSB Rules, a pre-licensing applicant before the EFSB must
submit both a “detailed description of the proposed facility, including its function and operating
characteristics, and complete plans as to all structures.” R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2); EFSB Rule
1.6(b)(8) (emphasis added).

In its Objection, Invenergy attempts to confuse the issue before the EFSB. Invenergy
argues that because it has provided some “detailed” information to the EFSB and the Town, it
should somehow be exempt from the requirement to provide “complete plans.”?> However,

Invenergy is not given the choice to provide one or the other. Invenergy must provide both.

% Invenergy places a great focus in its Objection on the alleged “details” it has provided to the EFSB and the Town.
In fact, the term “detail” appears in Invenergy’s Objection fifty-nine (59) times in various forms.
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These basic requirements should come as no surprise to Invenergy, which has built 105
energy projects worldwide, totaling over 15,900 megawatts (MW), including 10 natural gas fired
plants totaling 5,519 MW .2

The issue which forms the basis for the Town’s Motion to Dismiss is that Invenergy has
not provided “complete plans as to all structures™ in its pre-licensing application.* The issue before
the EFSB is not whether Invenergy has provided some “detailed” information.’ Even if the EFSB
finds that Invenergy has provided a “detailed description of the proposed facility” as Invenergy
alleges in its objection, this does not meet the requirements of the EFSA and the EFSB Rules.
Invenergy must provide both a “detailed description” and “complete plans.” It has not done so. ®

B. Invenergy must provide both “complete plans as to all structures” in its pre-licensing
application, and, if licensed, must then provide “final design drawings and plans for the
applicant’s energy facility” during post-licensing proceedings.

Under the EFSA and the EFSB Rules, a pre-licensing applicant must submit both
“complete plans as to all structures” in its pre-licensing application, then, if the license is issued,

the applicant must then submit “final drawings and plans for the applicant’s energy facility”

3 See Invenergy’s “Our Projects” website. https:/invenergyllc.com/projects/overview (last visited August 28, 2017).

* The term “plan” is a noun meaning a “drawing or diagram drawn on a plane.” https://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/plan (last visited August 28, 2017). The term “plan” can also be used as a verb that means
“to arrange the parts of.” /d. In the context of the EFSA legislation, “plan” has been used in its noun form, as shown
above. Similarly, the term “architectural plan” is a synonym of the term “plan” which means a “scale drawing of a
structure.” https://www.vocabulary.com/dictionary/architectural%20plan (last visited August 28, 2017).

3 The term “detail” is not synonymous with “complete.” “Detail” is a noun that means “extended treatment of or
attention to particular items” or “a part of a whole.” The word “detailed” is an adjective that means “marked by
abundant detail or by thoroughness in treating small items or parts.” https://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/detail (last visited August 28, 2017).

¢ The Town offers no opinion at this time regarding whether Invenergy has provided sufficiently detailed
descriptions of the proposed facility to meet the requirements of the EFSA and the Board’s Rules, as this isnot at
issue in the present Motion.
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during post-licensing proceedings. R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2); EFSB Rule 1.6(b)(8); EFSB Rule
1.14(a)(2) (emphasis added).

Invenergy again attempts to obscure the issue before the EFSB. Invenergy argues that
because post-licensing proceedings before the EFSB call for “final” plans, Invenergy should
somehow be exempt from providing “complete” plans with its pre-licensing application. This is
incorrect.

The terms “complete” and “final” cannot be used interchangeably. According to the
Merriam-Webster Dictionary, the word “complete” is an adjective that means “having all
necessary parts, elements, or steps.”’” The word “final” is an adjective that means “coming at the
end” or “being the last in a series, process, or progress.”

As Invenergy notes in its Objection, the EFSB has adopted post-licensure proceedings
guidelines which are now found in EFSB Rule 1.14. Part of the post-licensure process requires the
applicant to submit “final design drawings and plans for the applicant’s energy facility” until after
the license has been issued. EFSB Rule 1.14(a)(2) (emphasis added). It is logical for the EFSB to
wait to review final plans at the end of the licensure process.

However, the requirement for “final” plans in the post-licensing process did not replace

the requirement that “complete” plans must be filed with the pre-licensing application. Even after

the adoption of post-licensing proceedings in Rule 1.14, the EFSB expressly retained the

7 The term “complete” can also be used as a verb that means “to make whole or perfect.” https://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/complete (last visited August 28, 2017). In the context of the EFSA legislation, “complete”
has been used in its adjective form, as shown above.

& The term “final” can also be used as a noun that means “a deciding match, game, heat, or trial” or “the last
examination in a course.” https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/final (last visited August 28, 2017). In the
context of the EFSA, “final” has been used in its adjective form, as shown above.
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requirement that “complete” plans must be submitted with each application. Rule 1.6(b)(4) (“An
application shall include the following [...] complete plans as to all structures, including, where
applicable, underground construction, transmission facilities, cooling systems, pollution control
systems and fuel storage facilities associated with the proposed location of the project.”).’

This requirement is mirrored in R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2), which states:

The application shall contain at least the following, where applicable: [...] (2)

[...] complete plans as to all structures, including underground construction and

transmission facilities, underground or aerial, associated with the proposed

facility.

The complete plans shall be the basis for determining jurisdiction under the

energy facility siting act and shall be the plans submitted to all agencies whose
permit is required under law. (Emphasis added.)

Invenergy must therefore provide “complete plans as to all structures” in order for its pre-
licensing application to be complete. However, Invenergy has failed to provide a plan for fifty-
four of the fifty-five proposed structures. Invenergy’s application is therefore incomplete as a
matter of law, has been for almost two years, and accordingly should be dismissed with
prejudice.

C. Invenergy’s failure to provide “complete” plans as to all fifty-five proposed structures
renders Invenergy’s pre-licensing application incomplete as a matter of law.

Invenergy argues that “[t]he Town appears to believe that Invenergy must provide
detailed design, engineering and construction plans for each of the buildings and equipment...”

Invenergy Objection at 15. This is untrue.

® When the legislature reenacts a statute, and leaves a provision unchanged, the legislature has ratified that
provision. "Congress is presumed to be aware of an administrative or judicial interpretation of a statute and to adopt
that interpretation when it re-enacts a statute without change." Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith v. Curran,
456 U.S. 343, 382 n.66 (1982).
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For large projects such as Invenergy’s proposed facility, architectural design and
engineering firms typically follow a staged process.'? A proposal evolves from an identified
market need and pre-licensing “not for construction” plans at the start to final engineering and
construction plans at the end. The level of detail included for each stage increases as the project
advances. For example, a typical project may progress as follows: (1) preliminary or schematic
design phase, (2) design development phase, and (3) construction document phase. The plans
created during the construction document phase often proceed from 50% completion, to 75%
completion, and finally to 100% completion. Construction documents that are 100% complete
are usually referred to as “issued for construction” plans, whereas plans created in all previous
phases are typically stamped as “not for construction” plans.

Invenergy objects to providing “final” or “issued for construction” plans at this point in
the EFSB pre-licensing process. The EFSA and the EFSB Rules do not require “final”
construction plans for the proposed facility at this stage; nor is the Town’s Motion to Dismiss
based on Invenergy’s failure to provide such “final” construction plans. The law requires
“complete” design plans (not “final” construction plans) for each of the fifty-five proposed
structures during pre-licensing proceedings with enough detail to allow for adequate review by
the building official and the EFSB.

For example, Invenergy argues that a “conceptual plan set” provided to the Town on
October 14, 2016 constitutes the required “complete plans” for the proposed project. Invenergy’s

Objection at 6. However, the “conceptual plan set” that Invenergy refers to is neither “complete”

10 Refer to the following examples of design and construction processes for large projects:
http://www.ucop.edu/construction-services/facilities-manual/volume-3/vol-3-chapter-1.html
http:/facilities.yale.edu/departments/planning-project-management/design-construction-process
http://hamden.com/filestorage/43/79/Stages_of Construction.pdf
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nor helpful. There are two pages with an aerial view of the proposed facility and surrounding
property, along with a single page ﬂoér plan for one building.!! See Exhibit A, attached. A
simple review makes clear that these three documents do not constitute “complete plans as to all
structures.” At a minimum, Invenergy must provide a “not for construction” conceptual plan or
schematic for each of the fifty-five structures.

To be clear, the Town does not expect Invenergy to provide close-to-final construction
plans for each structure with its pre-licensing application. But plans for each of the fifty-five
proposed structures are required during the pre-licensing application stage to allow the Town and
the EFSB to properly review the proposed facility.

The burden is on Invenergy to provide all documents required by law for a complete pre-
licensing application, including “complete plans as to all structures” for its proposed facility.
R.I.G.L. § 42-98-8(a)(2); EFSB Rule 1.6(b)(8). Since Invenergy has failed to do so, its

application should be dismissed with prejudice.

D. The EFSB’s ruling in Ocean State Power does not help Invenergy.

In its Objection, Invenergy attempts to argue that its position is supported by a prior EFSB
opinion rendered in the Ocean State Power (“OSP”) docket in 1988. Invenergy’s Objection at 9.
However, the EFSB’s decision in the OSP docket is fully consistent with the Town’s Motion.

In the OSP decision, the EFSB addresses the need to provide “final” plans, suggesting that
such final plans should be submitted after the EFSB license is granted. The OSP decision does

not remove the requirement for an applicant to provide “complete” plans with the pre-licensing

"' Invenergy also included thirteen drawings related to Invenergy’s proposed stormwater management plan and
drawings related to two buildings from a different energy project in Pennsylvania. None of these drawings depict
any of the fifty-five proposed structures Invenergy proposes to build in Rhode Island.
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application. The two requirements can and do co-exist within the application process (pre-
licensing and post-licensing).

In its decision in the OSP docket, the EFSB held that technical permits, such as building
permits, should not be issued until “final construction drawings” are thoroughly reviewed.
Therefore, it held that if an EFSB license is granted, such final drawings would then be developed,
but if an EFSB license is denied “the applicant need not be burdened with the costs of detailed
final design.” (Emphasis added.) For this reason, the EFSB suggested creating a “post licensure
proceeding” wherein building permits could be issued, allowing the applicant to have a “prompt
review of its final building design without having to commit to final design before a decision
regarding the overall board license.” (Emphasis added.)

The holding by the EFSB in the OSP docket is entirely consistent with the Town’s Motion
to Dismiss Invenergy’s Application for failure to provide complete plans as part of the pre-
licensing application. Complete plans must be submitted with a pre-licensing application. Final

plans must be submitted during post-licensing proceedings. Therefore, dismissal is proper here."

1L CONCLUSION
WHEREFORE, the Town respectfully requests that the EFSB dismiss this licensing
proceeding with prejudice for the failure of Invenergy to provide complete plans as to all structures

in its pre-licensing application.

13 Moreover, even if the OSP decision could somehow be considered to be inconsistent with the Town’s Motion,
which it is not, the Rhode Island Supreme Court has long held that administrative agencies, such as the EFSB, are
not bound by prior rulings, decisions or opinions by that agency. Ricci v. R.I. Dept. of Human Services, No. PC 07-
1068 (R.I. Superior Court, February 28, 2008); see also Michaelson v. New England Tel. & Tel. Co., 404 A2d 799,
804 n. 5 (R.1. 1979) (holding that in a public utility context an agency is “not bound by either a factual determination
reached or a method utilized in an earlier docket™).
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The Town requests oral argument on its Motion to Dismiss.
Respectfully submitted,

Town of Burrillville
By its attorneys

VG MDD L E

William C. Dimitri, Esq. #24 Michael R. McElroy, Esq. #am,?[;__
Leah J. Donaldson, Esq. #7711

Town Solicitor

462 Broadway Special Counsel
Providence, RI 02909-1626 21 Dryden Lane

Tel: (401) 474-4370 P.O. Box 6721

Fax: (401) 273-5290 Providence, R1 02940-6721
dimitrilaw@icloud.com Tel: (401) 351-4100

Fax: (401) 421-5696

Michael@McElroyLawOffice.com

Leah@McElroyLawOffice.com
Date: August 31, 2017

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

M ld ég
Michael R. McElrdyA:::é_,\

I hereby certify that on the 31st day of August, 2017, I sent a copy of the foregoing to the
attached service list. X
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SB-2015-06 Invenergy CREC Service List as of 07/11/2017

Name/Address

E-mail

Phone/FAX

File an original and 10 copies with EFSB:
Todd Bianco, Coordinator

Energy Facility Siting Board

89 Jefferson Boulevard

Warwick, RI 02888

Margaret Curran, Chairperson

Janet Coit, Board Member

Assoc. Dir., Div. of Planning Parag Agrawal
Patti Lucarelli Esq., Board Counsel

Susan Forcier Esq., Counsel

Rayna Maguire, Asst. to the Director DEM
Catherine Pitassi, Asst. to. Assoc. Dir. Plann.
Margaret Hogan, Sr. Legal Counsel

Todd.Bianco@puc.ri.gov;

Kathleen.Mignanelli@puc.ri.gov;

Patricia.lucarelli@puc.ri.gov;

Margaret. Curran(@puc.ri.gov;

janet.coit@dem.ri.gov;

Catherine.Pitassi@doa.ri.gov;

Margaret.hogan@puc.ri.gov;

susan.forcier@dem.ri.gov;

rayna.maguire@dem.ri.gov;

Parag. Agrawal@doa.ri.gov;

401-780-2106

Parties (Electronic Service Only, Unless by
Request)

Invenergy Thermal Development LLC
Alan Shoer, Esq.

Richard Beretta, Esq.

Elizabeth Noonan, Esq.

Nicole Verdi, Esq.

Adler, Pollock & Sheehan

One Citizens Plaza, 8 Floor
Providence, RI 02903

John Niland, Dir. Of Business Development
Tyrone Thomas, Esq., Asst. General Counsel
Mike Blazer, Esq., Chief Legal Officer
Invenergy Thermal Development LLC

One South Wacker Drive, Suite 1900
Chicago, IL 60600

ashoer@apslaw.com;

rberetta@apslaw.com;

enoonan@apslaw.com;

nverdi@apslaw.com;

401-274-7200

iniland@jinvenergyllc.com;

Tthomas@invenergyllc.com;

mblazer@invenergvlle.com;

generalcounsel@invenergylle.com;

312-224-1400

Town of Burrillville

Michael McElroy, Esq., Special Counsel
Leah Donaldson, Esq., Special Counsel
Schacht & McElroy

PO Box 6721

Providence, RI 02940-6721

William Dimitri, Esq., Acting Town Solicitor

Michael@mecelroylawoffice.com;

leah@mcelroylawoffice.com;

401-351-4100

dimitrilaw@jicloud.com;

401-273-9092

Conservation Law Foundation
Jerry Elmer, Esq.

Max Greene, Esq.

55 Dorrance Street
Providence RI, 02903

Jelmer@gclf.org;

Magreene@clf.org;

401-351-1102

Ms. Bess B. Gorman, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel and Director
Legal Department, National Grid

Bess.Gorman@nationalgrid.com;

781-907-1834




40 Sylvan Road
Waltham, MA 02451
Mark Rielly, Esq.
Senior Counsel

Mark rielly@nationalgrid.com;

Office of Energy Resources

Andrew Marcaccio, Esq.

Nick Ucci, Chief of Staff

Chris Kearns, Chief Program Development
One Capitol Hill

Providence, RI 02908

Ellen Cool
Levitan & Associates

Andrew.Marcaccio@doa.ri.gov;

401-222-3417

Nicholas.Ucci@energy.ri.gov;

Christopher Kearns@energy.ri.gov;

egc(@levitan.com;

Brenna.McCabe@doa.ri.gov;

401-574-9100

Rhode Island Building and Construction Trades
Council

Gregory Mancini, Esq.

Sinapi Law Associates, Ltd.

2374 Post Road, Suite 201

Warwick, RI 02886

gmancinilaw@gmail.com;

401-739-9690

Residents of Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, RI
Dennis Sherman and Kathryn Sherman
Christian Capizzo, Esq.

Shechtman Halperin Savage, LLP

1080 Main Street

Pawtucket, RI 02869

ccapizzo@shslawfirm.com;

401-272-1400

kags8943@gmail.com;

Residents of Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, RI
Paul Bolduc and Mary Bolduc

Joseph Keough Jr., Esq.

41 Mendon Avenue

Pawtucket, RI 02861

Paul and Mary Bolduc
915 Wallum Lake Road
Pascoag, RI 02859

ikeoughir@keoughsweeney.com;

401-724-3600

oatyssl@verizon.net;

401-529-0367

Abutter David B. Harris
Michael] Sendley, Esq.
600 Putnam Pike, St. 13
Greenville, RT 02828

msendlev@cox.net;

401-349-4405

Interested Persons (Electronic Service Only)

Harrisville Fire District
Richard Sinapi, Esq.
Joshua Xavier, Esq.

2347 Post Road, Suite 201
Warwick, RI 02886

ras(@sinapilaw.com;

idx@sinapilaw.com;

401-739-9690

Residents of 945 Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag,
RI (Walkers)

Nicholas Gorham, Esq.

P.O. Box 46

North Scituate, RI 02857

nickgorham@gorhamlaw.com;

edaigled@gmail.com:

401-647-1400




Peter Nightingale, member
Fossil Free Rhode Island
52 Nichols Road
Kingston, RI 02881

divest@fossilfreeri.org;

401-789-7649

Sister Mary Pendergast, RSM
99 Fillmore Street
Pawtucket, RI 02860

mpendergast@mercyne.org;

401-724-2237

Patricia J. Fontes, member
Occupy Providence

57 Lawton Foster Road South
Hopkinton, RI 02833

Patfontes167@gmail.com;

401-516-7678

Burrillville Land Trust

Marc Gertsacov, Esq.

Law Offices of Ronald C. Markoff
144 Medway Street

Providence, RI 02906

Paul Roselli, President
Burrillville Land Trust
PO Box 506
Harrisville, RI 02830

marc@ronmarkoff.com:

401-272-9330

proselli@cox.net;

401-447-1560

Rhode Island Progressive Democrats of America
Andrew Aleman, Esq.

168 Elmgrove Avenue

Providence, RI 02906

andrew@andrewaleman.com;

401-429-6779

Fighting Against Natural Gas and Burrillville
Against Spectra Expansion

Jillian Dubois, Esq.

The Law Office of Jillian Dubois

91 Friendship Street, 4™ Floor

Providence, RI 02903

jillian.dubois.esq@gmail.com;

401-274-4591

Burrillville Town Council

c¢/o Louise Phaneuf, Town Clerk
105 Harrisville Main Street
Harrisville, RI 02830

Iphaneuf@burrillville.org:

401-568-4300

Christine Langlois, Deputy Planner
Town of Burrillville

144 Harrisville Main Street
Harrisville, RI 02830

Joseph Raymond, Building Official

clanglois@burrillville.org;

raymond@burrillville.org;

401-568-4300

Michael C. Wood, Town Manager
Town of Burrillville

105 Harrisville Main Street
Harrisville, RI 02830

mewood@burrillville.org:

401-568-4300
ext. 115




Mr. Leo Wold, Esq.

Department of Attorney General
150 South Main Street
Providence, RI 02903

LWold@riag.ri.cov;

401-274-4400

Public Utilities Commission

Cynthia Wilson Frias, Esq., Dep. Chief of Legal

Alan Nault, Rate Analyst

Cynthia. Wilsonfrias@puc.ri.gov;

Alan.nault@puec.ri.gov;

401-941-4500

Division of Public Utilities and Carriers
John J. Spirito, Esq., Chief of Legal
Steve Scialabba, Chief Accountant
Tom Kogut, Chief of Information

john.spirito@dpuc.ri.gov;

steve.scialabba@dpuc.ri.gov;

thomas.kogut@dpuc.ri.gov;

401-941-4500

Matthew Jerzyk, Deputy Legal Counsel
Office of the Speaker of the House
State House, Room 302

Providence RI, 02903

mjerzvk@rilin.state.ri.us;

401-222-2466

Hon. Cale Keable, Esq.,
Representative of Burrillville and Glocester

Cale.keable@gmail.com;

401-222-2258

Nick Katkevich

nkatkevich@gmail.com;

Avory Brookins

abrookins@ripr.org;

Joseph Bucci, Acting Administrator
Highway and Bridge Maintenance Operations
RI Department of Transportation

joseph.bucci@dot.ri.gov;

Jared Rhodes, Chief
Statewide Planning Program

Jennifer Sternick
Chief of Legal Services
RI Department of Administration

jared.rhodes@doa.ri.gov;

Jennifer.sternick@doa.ri.gov;

Doug Gablinske, Executive Director
TEC-RI

doug(@tecri.org;

Tim Faulkner

ecoRI News

111 Hope Street
Providence, RI 02906

tim@ecori.org;

401-330-6276

Sally Mendzela salgalpal@hotmail.com;
Keep Burrillville Beautiful paul@acumenriskgroup.com; 401-714-4493
Paul LeFebvre

Mark Baumer

everydayveah@gmail.com:

Nisha Swinton
Food & Water Watch New England

nswinton@fwwatch.org;

Kaitlin Kelliher

Kaitlin.kelliher@yahoo.com;

Joe Piconi, Jr.

jiggzy(@hotmail.com;




Hon. Aaron Regunberg
Representative of Providence, District 4

Aaron.regunberg@gmail.com;

Paul Ernest paulwernest@gmail.com;
Skip Carlson scarlson@metrocast.net;
Kathryn Scaramella kscaramella@outlook.com;
Diana Razzano Dlrazzanol3@verizon.net;
David Goldstein tmdgroup@yahoo.com;
Douglas Jobling djobling@cox.net;

Claudia Gorman

corkvh mail.com;

Curt Nordgaard Curt.nordgaard@gmail.com;
Colleen Joubert Colleenjl@cox.net;

Matt Smith msmith@fwwatch.org:
Food & Water Watch

Christina Hoefsmit, Esq.
Senior Legal Counsel
RI Department of Environmental Management

Christina.hoefsmit@dem.ri.gov;

Steven Ahlquist, RIFuture

atomicsteve@gmail.com;

Pascoag Utility District
William Bernstein, Esq.
Michael Kirkwood, General Manager

Robert Ferrari, Northeast Water Solutions, Inc.

mkirkwood@pud-ri.org;

Wiblaw7@gmail.com;

rferrari@nwsi.net;

Ben Weilerstein
Toxics Action Center

ben@toxicsaction.org;

Russ Olivo
Woonsocket Call

rolivo232(@gmail.com;

Suzanne Enser

svetromile@gmail.com;

Rhode Island Student Climate Coalition

risce@brown.edu;

Tom Kravitz

tkravitz@nsmithfieldri.org;

Barry Craig

barrygcraigl @gmail.com;




