
   

 

Adam M. Ramos 
aramos@hinckleyallen.com 
Direct Dial:  401-457-5164 

 
 
November 5, 2021 
 
VIA E-MAIL AND HAND DELIVERY 
     Emma.Rodvien@puc.ri.gov 
 
Emma Rodvien, Coordinator 
Energy Facility Siting Board 
89 Jefferson Boulevard 
Warwick, Rhode Island  02888 
 
Re: Docket No. SB-2021-01 – In Re: Revolution Wind, LLC’s Application to Construct 

and Alter Major Energy Facilities in North Kingstown, Rhode Island 
 
Dear Ms. Rodvien: 
 

Enclosed please find an original and four copies of Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
(“Revolution Wind”) Responses to the Division of Public Utilities and Carriers’ (the “Division”) 
First Set of Data Requests, issued on November 1, 2021. This filing contains Revolution Wind’s 
complete response to the First Set of Data Requests. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

  
Adam M. Ramos  Robin L. Main 
 
AMR:cw 
Enclosures 
 
cc: SB-2021-01 Service List (via e-mail) 
 Meredith Brady (via hand delivery) 
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Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-1 
 
Request: 
 
In your responses, you reference a concern about thermal interference if you install the cables 
along the proposed access road route. 

a. What is the level of thermal interference that you anticipated? 

b. Provide the current carrying capability of the cable as designed. 

c. Provide the calculated cable derating due to thermal interference including the 
calculations. 

d. Provide each source creating the thermal interference and the level of that 
interference. 

Response: 

a. Please see The Narragansett Electric Company’s (TNEC) response to EFSB 3-1 and 3-2.  

Based on our present knowledge that no existing TNEC utility infrastructure exists within 
the proposed alternate access road route, there would be no thermal interference with the 
Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR 1-1. 

b. The 275 kV onshore transmission system is presently designed to carry 880 amps of full 
load current at 100% load factor, per 3 phase circuit (1760 amps for both circuits). 

c. Based on response a., above, cable derating due to thermal interference is not applicable 
for the Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR 1-1.  
Revolution Wind will update this response if any underground facilities are located 
during subsurface utility engineering survey.  

d. Based on response a. and c., above, there are no sources of thermal interference that 
would result in cable derating associated with the Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route 
depicted on Attachment EFSB RR 1-1.  Revolution Wind will update this response if any 
underground facilities are located during subsurface utility engineering survey. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-2 
 
Request: 
 
Can you describe the facilities that National Grid has along the access road currently? 

Response: 

Please see The Narragansett Electric Company’s (TNEC) response to data request EFSB 1-3.  

Based on TNEC’s statement that no existing underground utility infrastructure exists, Revolution 
Wind’s understanding is that TNEC’s present infrastructure (communication line) along the 
access road is overhead only.  It should be noted that Revolution Wind performed a subsurface 
utility engineering survey along the private portion of Camp Ave and additional subsurface 
utility surveys need to be completed along the remainder of the Potential Alternate Cable Duct 
Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR1-1 to confirm all underground facilities present. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-3 
 
Request: 
 
If National Grid extends either transmission or distribution facilities along the access road and 
your cable is along your preferred route, will your cable experience thermal interference since 
the National Grid facilities will most likely be along either Circuit Drive or Camp Avenue? 

Response: 

Please see The Narragansett Electric Company’s (TNEC) response to data request EFSB 
3-2.  

If additional future heat generating infrastructure is installed along Circuit Drive or Camp 
Avenue in the proximity of the proposed preferred route, then the probability does exist 
for mutual heating of adjacent utilities and subsequent derating issues.  The extent of 
mutual heating can only be addressed based on specific electrical attributes of the 
proposed utility, the proximity to Revolution Wind’s facilities, thermal resistivity of the 
proposed future utility backfill, etc.  Engineering measures or physical separation could 
be incorporated to reduce or negate the mutual heating, but this would have to be studied 
on a case by case basis. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes, Demetrios Sakellaris 
and Elizabeth Pietrantuono 

DIV 1-4 
 
Request: 
 
Are you aware whether National Grid has any plans to extend additional facilities along the 
access road?  If so, state your understanding. 

Response: 

Revolution Wind is not aware at this time whether National Grid has any plans to extend 
facilities along the access road. Revolution Wind has contacted National Grid about this matter, 
and National Grid has agreed to provide a response to the Division. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes 

DIV 1-5 
 
Request: 
 
Can you describe the width of the National Grid easement along the access road? 

Response: 

Please see The Narragansett Electric Company’s response to data request EFSB 1-1, Response 
C, and Attachment 1-1C to the response. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes 

DIV 1-6 
 
Request: 
 
You indicate the owner of Parcel 179-019 was not responsive.  Did you approach the owner of 
Parcel 179-003 as a possible route?  Would this also reduce the chance of thermal interference 
which is a concern to Revolution Wind? 

Response: 

Please see Revolution Wind’s response to data request EFSB 3-1, clarifying the communication 
with the owner of Parcel 179-019. 

Revolution Wind approached and received subsequent approval from the owner of Parcel 
179-003 on a number of occasions for passive access to the property located at 646 Camp Ave, 
which is owned by North Kingstown Camp Ave. Real Estate Inc. (Eurofins).  

Revolution Wind approached Eurofins beginning on October 20, 2021, to discuss the possible 
granting of an easement to site the 275kV transmission lines on either the northern or southern 
portion of its property.  Revolution Wind representatives called and were referred to the 
President of Eurofins Environment Testing New England.  Revolution Wind representatives 
exchanged emails with Eurofins representatives on October 20, 2021, and received email 
approval to walk the Eurofins property on October 22, 2021, for the EFSB Site Tour.  Calls also 
were placed to Eurofins on October 22 as the tour was entering their property.  

Eurofins representatives also informed Revolution Wind representatives that there would be a 
discussion with the Eurofins Board of Directors and legal department as to whether they would 
be interested in considering granting the project an easement for a possible cable route across the 
Eurofins property.     

Follow-up emails were sent on October 21 and October 26.  As of November 5, 2021, 
Revolution Wind has not received any further follow-up.   

 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-7 
 
Request: 
 
How much additional cable would be required if this access road route was utilized compared to 
the route along Camp Avenue? 

Response: 

If the Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR1-1 were utilized 
in lieu of the Revolution Wind preferred route, then there would be approximately 2,250 
additional feet of cable (6 phases x 375’).  There would also be the need for the additional 
conduit, thermal backfill and excavation associated with the added duct bank. 

 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-8 
 
Request: 
 
Are there water and sewer facilities along Camp Avenue that would need to be avoided?  If so, 
please provide details. 

Response: 

Yes, the proposed preferred route has been designed to avoid the existing underground utilities 
including gas, water, and storm sewer.  In general, the proposed preferred route runs in parallel 
with the gas and water with some lateral crossings of the above-listed utilities.  These lateral 
crossings were provided in Revolution Wind’s response to data request EFSB 4-2.  The plan and 
profile designs for the proposed preferred route were provided in the Application for a Major 
Energy Facility, Volume 1, December 30, 2020, Appendix A, Onshore Transmission Cable 
Plans.  Those plans specifically show all the existing utility infrastructure that was found as part 
of our Subsurface Utility Engineering survey.    

For the Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR1-1, the existing 
underground facilities in the private portion of Camp Ave are included in Application for a 
Major Energy Facility, Volume 1, December 30, 2020, Appendix A, Onshore Transmission 
Cable Plans.   

 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-9 
 
Request: 
 
Based upon the map you provided on October 22, 2021, the Camp Avenue route has both gas 
and electric facilities which Revolution Wind will have to contend with along this entire route.  
However, the access road route only has a short section (approximately 2 spans) of overhead 
poles.  Explain in detail why this would not be an easier route to install the cable and reduce both 
the installation time and cost of the project? 

Response: 

The proposed preferred route runs parallel to, and with sufficient offset from, existing 
utilities along Camp Ave aside from a few gas or water service connections, as depicted 
in the Application for a Major Energy Facility, Volume 1, December 30, 2020, Appendix 
A, Onshore Transmission Cable Plans.  This type of construction is common for new 
subsurface utility installation; as such, the proposed preferred route has minimal if any 
impact associated with increased difficulty or added costs attributable to working in 
proximity to other utilities.  

The proposed preferred route utilizes a new access road to the proposed OnSS that needs 
to be built regardless of the path of the underground transmission route.  In addition to 
not requiring additional easements, revised electrical and civil engineering designs and 
updates to permits, a process that would entail some time and cost, the proposed preferred 
route is shorter than the proposed alternate access road route, and will result in a shorter 
installation duration.  

Construction in the paved portion of the TNEC access road may be faster; however, 
TNEC has informed Revolution Wind that TNEC must maintain 24-hour access to its 
substation, which may complicate and lengthen the duration of construction along the 
TNEC access road.  To evaluate the overall installation time and cost, several other items 
have been considered by Revolution Wind.  These include the underground utilities along 
Circuit Dr. and the private portion of Camp Ave, which impact the installation of splice 
vaults, and the construction of an additional access road to build and maintain the 275kV 
transmission line across TNEC property. 



Revolution Wind, LLC Application to Construct a Major Energy Facility 
EFSB Docket No. SB-2021-01 

Revolution Wind, LLC’s 
Response to the Division’s Data Requests, Set 1 

Issued on November 1, 2021 
              
 
 

Prepared by or under the supervision of:  Kenneth Bowes and Demetrios Sakellaris 

DIV 1-10 
 
Request: 
 
Will Revolution Wind have to contend with any water or sewer lines along either route?  If yes, 
please explain in detail. 

Response: 

The proposed preferred route will have relatively minor crossings of existing utility 
infrastructure compared to other typical underground transmission projects.  The total number of 
existing utility crossings of the proposed preferred route was provided in Revolution Wind’s 
response to data request EFSB 4-2.  Additional details are available in the design drawings 
included in Application for a Major Energy Facility, Volume 1, December 30, 2020, Appendix 
A, Onshore Transmission Cable Plans.  To understand the existing underground utility 
infrastructure for the Potential Alternate Cable Duct Route depicted on Attachment EFSB RR1-
1, additional subsurface utility engineering surveys need to be completed along the TNEC access 
road to complement the subsurface utility information already acquired.  Based on current 
information, neither route will have significant complications associated with water or sewer 
lines.    

 


