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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS
ENERGY FACILITY SITING BOARD

IN RE: 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 RESPONSE TO
THE ENERGY FACILITY SITING BOARD’S 1% SET OF DATA REQUESTS

EFSB 1-1 Please identify all of the Town of Burrillville permits and/or variance requests
that will be required of Invenergy Thermal Development LILC prior to
constructing the Clear River Energy Center. Include in the response what
permits and/or variance requests have been approved, what permit and/or
variance requests have been denied, and whether or not any remain pending
or have not been applied for.

RESPONSE: At this point, due to limited and incomplete information from Invenergy concerning
its proposed Clear River Energy Center (“CREC”) project, it is not possible for the
Town to definitively respond to this request. Invenergy and its architects,
engineers, contractors, etc. should have a better understanding than the Town of the
project plans and what permits and/or variances will be required. However, subject
to the above caveat, and in light of the limited information available to the Town,

we believe that the following permits/variances will be required for Invenergy to
construct the CREC:

- Building Permits (including electric, plumbing and mechanical, as well as
building), for the construction of the CREC. Procuring permits for construction is
not applicable at this juncture in the process. Presently, no plans have been
submitted by Invenergy pertinent to the review process.

- Application for a Use Variance from the Zoning Board to construct the CREC on
property within the Aquifer A-80 Overlay Zone. Based on what has been proposed
to date, use variances from 30-202. Aquifer Zoning. (f) Prohibited uses (4), (5), (6),
and (7) are required. Invenergy has not submitted an application to Zoning for any
use variances.

- Application for a Use Variance from the Zoning Board to construct the CREC,
requesting relief from 30-152, Multiple Structures on One Lot., to construct two
electric generating plants on one parcel of land in Burrillville. Invenergy has not
submitted such an application to zoning,.



Application for a Use Variance for relief from 30-153, Lots Containing Wetlands.
This may or may not be required. There is not enough information available to the
Town to determine the percentage of wetlands on the proposed parcel for the
CREC. If not in compliance with that section, the relief needed would require
another use variance. Invenergy has not submitted a plan for the CREC that
demonstrates whether Invenergy complies or does not comply with this
requirement.

Because the project requires a use variance, the construction of a power plant is not
allowed under the applicable zoning. Furthermore, because one or more use
variances are required to construct the CREC, a special use permit would not be
applicable for this proposed use. Therefore, an additional use variance would be

needed in place of the special use permit. The use variance has not been applied
for.

Invenergy submitted an application to the Zoning Board on June 17, 2016 for a
special use permit and a dimensional variance for relief for the height of some
proposed structures. However, for the reasons noted above, being granted a special
use permit is a moot point. Regarding the dimensional relief in the application, it
was unclear which structures were involved, and whether they were principal or
accessory structures. This made it impossible to determine what relief is requested
and for which structures, and whether relief should be granted.

Invenergy is proposing to create a parcel to construct the CREC out of property
owned by Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., Subdivision review and approval by
the Burrillville Planning Board, per their subdivision regulations would be required
to create this parcel of land. To date, Invenergy has submitted an administrative
subdivision plan to the Energy Facilities Siting Board, dated July 11, 2017.

If Invenergy plans to do any work that requires excavation within the Town roads,
a road excavation permit will be required from the Department of Public Works.
No application has been made.

Any proposal by Invenergy for the disposal of any kind of industrial waste at the
Burrillville treatment facility would need to be reviewed and approved by RIDEM
because the Burrillville facility is not an RIDEM licensed facility for the disposal
of industrial waste.

We believe that fire permits will be needed, but the Town does not control the local
fire departments.



- Invenergy needs a waiver of the Town’s octave band limitations that control low
frequency sound. Invenergy has requested such a waiver/special use permit under
Section 16-48.

- Approval will be needed for Invenergy’s Storm Water Management Plan and Soil
Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, which were submitted on March 27, 2017.
Issues regarding approval are set forth in the Building Inspector’s Supplemental
Advisory Opinion to the Energy Facility Siting Board.

The Building Inspector’s Supplemental Advisory Opinion to the Energy Facility
Siting Board is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

Prepared by: Joseph Raymond, Building Inspector
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IN RE: APPLICATION OF

INVENERGY THERMAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC;

(CLEAR RIVER ENERGY CENTER) and

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION, LLC. ‘ SB-2015-06
WALLUM LAKE ROAD (R.l. ROUTE 100}

BURRILLVILLE, RHODE ISLAND

ASSESSOR’S PLAT 120

LOT 7, PLAT 135 LOT2, PLAT 137

LOTS 1,2, 3 and 21, and

PLAT 153, LOTS1and 2

SUPLEMENTAL ADVISORY OPINICN TO THE ENERGY FACILITY SITING BOARD
FROM THE BURRILLVILLE BUILDING INSPECTOR

INTRODUCTION

On April 13, 2017, the Energy Facility Siting Board issued a Decision and Order that
supplemental information will assist the Board in its assessment of the above referenced
application. Subsequently, the Board has directed that the Burrillville Building Inspector shall
supplement his advisory opinion considering the new information that has been provided by
the applicant since his original opinion was published on September 07, 2016.

The Building Inspector has been directed to address the following:
(i) Whether the work proposed in the municipality as part of the Facility’s construction
and operation is subject to the Town of Burrillville Soil Erosion and Sediment Control

Ordinance and, if so, whether Invenergy’s Erosion and Sediment Control Plan would
conform to the Ordinance; and

(ii) Whether the Facility would meet the requirements of other Municipal Ordinances.

Following is my supplemental advisory opinion.



pf'*

~—”’

SUPPLEMENTAL TO FIRST ADVISQRY OPINION

Invenergy Thermal Development, LLC (Invenergy) submitted a draft copy of their
Preliminary Stormwater Management Plan to the EFSB on September 27, 2016. Also
submitted was a Preliminary Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan. In October, | started a
cursory examination of the SESC Plan to determine whether the project would be subject to
the Town’s Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance (“SESC”). The project would be
subject to the Town’s SESC Ordinance, however, there are a number of questions regarding
the proposed site and wetland issues that have not been addressed.

On March 27, 2017, Invenergy submitted a Preliminary Stormwater Management Plan
with a preliminary Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan to the Energy Facility Siting Board .
As to whether it will comply with the ordinance remains to be seen for a number of reasons.
Some of these issues are as follows:

Referencing the “new” proposed lot for the CREC site, the topsoil stockpile area
appears to be smaller than originally proposed, as is the construction staging area. It is
unclear how the site contractor will be able to move around the site to utilize both
areas due to the wetland constraints on the existing access road as well as the
proposed entrance road during construction.

The directions given as to how the project will progress are again vague. For example,
the directions for phasing the project in section 2.1 states: “ Due to the cut/fill nature
of this development in creating a 17+ acre flat site for the facility, stripping and
stockpiling topsoil in order to access desirable soils for fill, it will be very difficult to
define distinct boundaries for phasing of the grading operations.... If any semblance of
construction phasing exists in the plans, it will be that the construction staging/soil
stockpile area will be constructed first followed by excavation of basin “A”. Thenthe
main facility site will be mass graded.” It is unclear how the access to this site todo all
this can be accomplished without first constructing the access road.

Construction of an access road on the property will incorporate at least four wetland
crossings to construct as planned. There already exists an access road on the
Algonquin property and this existing road should be shared by Invenergy to access
their site to reduce wetland impacts.



The applicant, Invenergy, withheld submitting a legitimate proposed plan creatingalot
where the Clear River Energy Center (CREC) is proposed to be constructed until just recently
in July, 2017.

This is something that should have been one of the first things prepared by the applicant,
as without a definitive plan, it is impossible to determine whether this project can actually be
constructed on the site. It goes without saying that in order to evaluate any site
development project, let alone one of this magnitude, the borders and site conditions must
be delineated upon a plan that sets forth defined lot lines and parameters of setbacks,
wetlands edges, overlay districts and all other relevant information and features necessary to.
identify the constraints of the property and what relief and safeguards and conditions must

be applied in order to properly develop the site. It is without question, in my professional

opinion, that the applicant has still not submitted a satisfactory plan which meets the
minimum requirements necessary to vet the project.

Itis astounding to me that a project of this magnitude has been undergoing evaluation
for permitting without a legitimate site plan first being finalized and committed to. The
project would never have been allowed to proceed in administrative review by the Burrillville

Planning or Zoning Boards or my office due to the lack of specific detail and lack of a site
plan.

The applicant has yet to receive RIDEM Wetland approval for the proposed project.
Invenergy submitted a Request to Alter Wetlands to RIDEM on April 04, 2017 (#17-0079).
The application is under review by the RIDEM biologist at this time. Under the Town’s SESC
Ordinance, where any portion of a pi’oposed development requires approval by DEM
Wetlands, and, where the approval contains provisions for soil erosion and sediment
controls, DEM Wetlands approval of the plan shall become a component of the overall SESC
plan for the project. Any potential approval for the project should require final approval from
DEM for their component of the project as any work undertaken within the wetland areas
and wetland jurisdictional areas of the proposed site requires a wetland permit from RIDEM.

Due to the degree of wetland constraints on and around the proposed site, it will be
impossible to conclude with certainty that the SESC plan will comply with the Ordinance until
the applicants have obtained a wetland permit. Also, this project will require a Rhode Island
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (RIPDES) Construction General Permit.

The applicant has yet to receive approval for an on-site wastewater treatment system
(OWTS) for the project. Invenergy submitted an application to DEM-OWTS on March 08,
2017 (#1703-0050). | last reviewed the RIDEM OWTS Permit Search on August 09, 2017. The



last entry on the page was dated August 07, 2017 regarding the dry season application,
which was received on that date.

I am aware that any permit or license whereby DEM is acting as the permitting or
licensing authority pursuant to its delegated authority from the federal government is
exempted from the EFSB’s jurisdiction. Notwithstanding, whether it is DEM who has
jurisdiction over onsite waste disposal or it is the EFSB, you should be aware that in theRI
State Building Code, RIGL 23-27.3-113.6.1 Approval of an individual sewage disposal system,
it states that,

” No person shall install, construct, alter, or repair or cause to be installed, constructed,
altered, or repaired any individual sewage disposal system, nor shall he or she begin
construction of any improvement to his or her property from which sewage will have to
be disposed of by means of an individual sewage disposal system,..., until he or she has
obtained the written approval of the director of the department of environmental
management of the plans and specifications for the work....A municipality may only
grant a building permit pursuant to the State Building Code where the person applying
for the building permit presents to the municipality the written approval of the director
as required by departmental regulations on the individual sewage disposal system.”

Whether permits for construction are procured through the Town Building Department, or
through the EFSB, | believe that the Board will also require the wetland permits and the OWTS
permit prior to any building permits being issued.

Moreover, the Town of Burrillville Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance requires
that an applicant submit a plan with the following detail:

Sec. 12-64. - Plan preparation; contents.

(a) The erosion and sediment control plan shall be prepared by a registered
engineer, or landscape architect or a Soil and Water Conservation Society
certified soil erosion and sediment control specialist and five copies of the plan
shall be submitted to the building official or his designee. However, plans
requiring planning board approval shall follow the rules as contained in the
subdivision and land development regulations.

(b) The erosion and sediment control plan shall include sufficient information
about the proposed activities and land parcels to form a clear basis for discussion
and review and to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements of this
article. The plan shall be consistent with the data collection, data analysis, and



plan preparation guidelines in the current "Rhode Island Soil Erosion and
Sediment Control Handbook," prepared by the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Soil Conservation Service, state department of environmental management, state
conservation committee and at a minimum, shall contain:

(1) A narrative describing the proposed land disturbing activity and the soil
erosion and sediment control measures and stormwater management measures to
be installed to control erosion that could result from the proposed activity.
Supporting documentation, such as a drainage area, existing site, and soil maps
shall be provided as required by the building official as his designee.

(2) Construction drawings illustrating in detail existing and proposed contours,
drainage features, and vegetation; limits of clearing and grading, the location of
soil erosion and sediment control and stormwater management measures, detail
drawings of measures; stock piles and borrow areas; sequence and staging of land
disturbing activities; and other such information needed for construction.

(3) Other information or construction plans and details as deemed necessary by
the building official or his designee for thorough review of the plan prior to action
being taken as prescribed in this chapter. Withholding or delay of such
information may be reasons for the building official or his designee to judge the
application as incomplete and grounds for disapproval.

(Ord. of 4-25-2001(1), art. VI(a), (b))

The SESC plan must have the requisite information contained within it in order to allow for it to
be evaluated in order to ensure that it meets the following performance principles:

Sec. 12-65. - Performance principles.

The contents of the erosion and sediment control plan shall clearly demonstrate
how the principles outlined in this section have been met in the design and are to
be accomplished by the proposed development project.

(1) The site selected shall show due regard for natural drainage characteristics and
topography.

(2) To the extent possible, steep slopes shall be avoided.
(3) The grade of slopes created shall be minimized.

(4) Post development runoff rates should not exceed predevelopment rates,
consistent with other stormwater requirements, which may be in effect. Any



increase in storm runoff shall be retained and recharged as close as feasible to its
place of origin by means of detention ponds or basins, seepage areas, subsurface
drains, porous paving, or similar technique.

(5) Original boundaries, alignment, and slope of watercourses within the project
locus shall be preserved to the greatest extent feasible.

(6) In general, drainage shall be directed away from structures intended for human
occupancy, municipal or utility use, or similar structures.

(7) All drainage provisions shall be of such a design and capacity so as to
adequately handle stormwater runoff, including runoff from tributary upstream
areas, which may be outside the locus of the project.

(8) Drainage facilities shall be installed as early as feasible during construction,
prior to site clearance, if possible.

(9) Fill located adjacent to watercourses shall be suitably protected from erosion

by means of rip-rap, gabions, retaining walls, vegetative stabilization, or similar
measures.

(10) Temporary vegetation and/or mulching shall be used to protect bare areas
and stockpiles from erosion during construction; the smallest areas feasible shall
be exposed at any one time; disturbed areas shall be protected during the
nongrowing months, November through March.

(11) Permanent vegetation shall be placed immediately following fine grading.

(12) Trees and other existing vegetation shall be retained whenever feasible; the
area within the dripline shall be fenced or roped off to protect trees from
construction equipment.

(13) All areas damaged during construction shall be resodded, reseeded, or
otherwise restored. Monitoring and maintenance schedules, where required, shall
be predetermined.

(Ord. of 4-25-2001(1), art. VI(c))

As of the present time, it is impossible to state that the SESC plan provided by the
applicant fulfills the requirements of the Ordinance because of the lack of definiteness and
detail. Therefore, it is my opinion that it does not pass muster.
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SUPPLEMENTAL TO SECONDARY ADVISORY OPINION

It is clear that the proposed site for the CREC has changed on a number of occasions
since this project began. | previously noted that there is no actual lot yet created for thissite,
leaving it our responsibility to carefully review anything that is sent to the Board in the form of
a “site plan” to determine what has changed. Presently, there still is no lot and the entirety of
the property is still owned by Algonquin Gas Transmission LLC. Regarding ownership of the
proposed site, the Town has never seen anything except a substantially redacted purchase and
sale agreement between Invenergy Thermal Development, LLC and Algonquin Gas
Transmission, LLC. As noted in the first advisory, | received a plan on July 19 from Invenergy
to subdivide a lot out of the Algonquin property for the CREC site.

I requested assistance from the Town Planner, Ray Goff, regarding what would the

process, absent the act, be for the applicant to subdivide the lot. | have included his memo as
exhibit A at the end of this opinion. ’

Based on available information, it is Mr. Goff’s position that the applicant would require an
Administrative Subdivision to reconfigure the lot lines. Regarding the process for the
subdivision, he notes that, “As of this date, information relevant to the submission of these
applications has not been forthcoming. With respect to this, the Planning Board has not been
provided with enough information to adequately evaluate the project for compliance with local
laws and processes.” Mr. Goff also notes that the Administrative Subdivision regulations can be
found in 15-6.3 of the Burrillville Subdivision Regulations.

Under Chapter 42-98-7,(the Energy Facility Siting Act), (a)(1),” The Siting Board is the
licensing and permitting authority for all licenses, permits, assents, or variances which, under
any statute of the State or ordinance of any political subdivision of the state, would be required
for siting, construction or alteration of a major energy facility in the State.” If the Board
determines that the proposed subdivision is required for the siting of the CREC, | would request
that the Board requires Invenergy to comply with the subdivision requirements of the
Burrillville Subdivision Regulations as applicable for this site.

It has been almost a year since | noted that Invenergy failed to submit the proper requests
for relief from the Burrillville Zoning Board in their application. My position has not changed. In

the Preliminary Decision and Order of the Board dated March 10, 2017 (Order 86), it states
that:



“ While the Siting Act makes the Board the final licensing authority, an applicant for a Board
license must still apply to all state and local governmental bodies for permits and license that
would, absent the Siting Act, be required.” In respect to the Zoning Board application, there is
no question that the applicant has clearly not done so. It is also clear that with regard tothe
Planning Board, the applicant has also failed to properly apply for the requisite relief needed.

The EFSB previously directed the Burrillville Zoning Board to render an advisory opinion
as to whether the Facility would meet the requirements of its respective zoning ordinances, and
whether any variance should be granted, among other requests. In requesting zoning relief, it is
the responsibility of the applicant to know what he or she is requesting and in this instance it
was Invenergy’s opinion that all that was needed was a special use permit and assorted
dimensional variances for the height of structures on the property. It is my determination, as
Zoning Official, that they are incorrect. At a minimum, the following relief is also required:

The CREC Project Requires a Use Variance

The applicant requires a use variance to construct the CREC
because this use is not allowed in an Aquifer A-80 Overlay Zone.

The property presently comprising the lot on which the project is to be built is located
within an aquifer overlay area and falls specifically within the Clear River Basin (as depicted
upon the U.S. Geological Survey Water Resources Investigations 18-74 on the map number
plate 1) and the Aquifer Overlay Map of the Town of Burrillville. Therefore, the subject area is
subject to more stringent zoning restrictions specifically designed to safeguard water resources.
The Burrillville Zoning Ordinance contains these specific restrictions in Sec. 30-202. - Aquifer
zoning. There is an important rationale behind such heightened protections and it is clearly
identified as the underlying basis for maintaining such restrictions. As stated in Sec. 30-202:

(a) Purposes.

(1) In order to protect the water resources of the Town of Burrillville, prevent the
development or use of land in the groundwater sources and aquifer.area ina
manner tending to adversely affect the water quality within the Town of
Burrillville, or tending to destroy or have a substantially adverse effect on the
environment of the town by virtue of pollution of the land or water by foreign
substances including noxious liquids, gases or solid wastes or any potentially
harmful conditions which may endanger the health, safety and general welfare of
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the citizens of the Town of Burrillville. Through use of the following sections,

density and uses will be controlled over and around our groundwater sources and
aquifer zones;

(2) To protect, preserve and maintain the quality and supply of groundwater
reservoirs upon which the residents of the Town of Burrillville and others depend
for drinking water supply; :

(3) To protect the quality and supply of water by regulating the use and
development of land adjoining wetlands and watercourses which replenish
groundwater reservoirs, to protect primary groundwater recharge areas, and to
prevent uses of land detrimental thereto; and

(4) To otherwise protect the health, safety and general welfare of the public.

These are legitimate interests advanced by restrictive regulation and protected by the
town of Burrillville and adhered to in the best interests of the citizens of the State of Rhode
Island and residents of the town. The designation of such protected land is specified within the
Aquifer Overlay District provisions of the ordinance which states:

(b) Description and designation. Groundwater sources are those that are upstream
from any public well site or lying within the drainage basin of a known public
water sources. Some examples of such groundwater sources are as follows:

Wallum Lake, Wilson Reservoir, Chocklog River Basin, Round Top River Basin,
Herring Pond (a.k.a. Spring Lake), Slatersville Reservoir, Branch River Basin,
Nichols Pond, Tarkiln Pond, Pascoag Reservoir, Chepachet River Basin, Sucker
Pond, Clear River Basin, and any other bodies of water which are or may be a
recharge area. (Emphasis added).

And other such areas as may be from time to time delineated by the Ground
Water Protection Act (G.L. 1956, § 46-13.1-1 et seq.).

(1) Designation. The aquifer zones and wellhead protection areas are herein
established as overlay zones or districts as shown on the "Aquifer Overlay Map of
the Town of Burrillville" (duplicated from the U.S. Geological Survey Water
Resources Investigations 18-74 on the map number plate 1) and as most recently
identified by the Rhode Island Department of Environmental Management (DEM)
Office of Water Resources as public water supply Wellhead Protection Areas.
Said maps are hereby adopted by reference and are declared to be a part of this
section. Said maps shall be on display at the office of the zoning enforcement
officer, or available at the Rhode Island DEM, and shall include all land in the
town denoted as overlaying saturated stratified drift or of any thickness and of any
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transmissivity and shall identify all groundwater sources and aquifers. These
overlay zones shall take precedence over any other zone use regulation overlaying
them in this zoning chapter, unless otherwise mentioned.

(2) Description of aquifer zones. All areas of stratified drift delineated on the
"Aquifer Overlay Map of the Town of Burrillville."

(3) Appeal of designation. Where the bounds of the aquifer zones are in doubt or
in dispute, as delineated by the overlay map, the burden of proof and all
associated expenses shall be borne by the owners of the land in question to show
where said aquifer zones are property [properly] located. At the request of the
landowners, the town shall engage, at the owner's expense, a professional
hydrogeologist or a soil scientist to determine more accurately the location and
extent of the aquifer zone.

In the event the classification of groundwater is such that the groundwater source
is not suitable for public or private drinking with or without treatment, then the
applicant may apply for an exemption from the provisions of this section;
provided, however, that the applicant can demonstrate by clear and convincing
evidence that any intended use will not cause further deterioration, degradation,
or, if applicable, materially interfere with restoration of such groundwater source.

(4) Multiple zone parcels. Parcels containing more than one "A" zone, or if any
part of a parcel lies within an "A" zone, the most restrictive zone shall take
precedence.

(5) Applicability. The provisions of this section shall apply insofar as
groundwater sources are suitable for public or private drinking sources with or
without treatment as designated by the director of the department of
environmental management under General Laws of Rhode Island, as amended.

Because the property falls within the A-80 zone, and is located within the identified
Clear River Basin and defined aquifer overlay district, any development within it must conform
to the heightened restrictions contained within Section 30-202. While it is true that the
applicant has recently provided a plan for a proposed subdivision to create a lot for
construction of the CREC, there is not sufficient detail or reliability in that plan to properly
evaluate it. This was done presumably for the purpose of attempting to avoid implicatingthe
Aquifer Overlay district and to exclude as much as practicable any wetlands. However, the
proposed subdivision would necessarily require planning board approval and in turn, the
applicant proving that the lot being created was conforming in all respects with the minimum
dimensional and other requirements. This reconfiguration of the property would only bea
solution if it can be proven, once the subdivision is approved, that the entirety of the newlot
falls outside the Aquifer Overlay District.

10
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In fact, in a case such as the one presented here, where there is a question regarding
whether a proposed project’s land area is within the Aquifer Overlay District, there is a built in
procedure contained within Section 30-202 to resolve the issue. As is stated in the Ordinance,

(3) Appeal of designation. Where the bounds of the aquifer zones are in doubt or
in dispute, as delineated by the overlay map, the burden of proof and all
associated expenses shall be borne by the owners of the land in question to show
where said aquifer zones are property [properly] located. At the request of the
landowners, the town shall engage, at the owner's expense, a professional v
hydrogeologist or a soil scientist to determine more accurately the location and
extent of the aquifer zone.

Seeing that the applicant is proposing to create a new lot, for the purpose of creating one
outside of the defined Aquifer Overlay Zone, it is up to them to prove that it is. Therefore, the
applicant must follow the provisions of 30-202(b)(3) and a professional hydrogeologist or a soil
scientist must be retained by the town, at the applicant’s expense, to determine more
accurately the location and extent of the aquifer located upon the portion of the Algonquin
property sought to be made a new lot. In the meantime, however, seeing that the property as
it stands now is unequivocally within the Aquifer Overlay District, the applicant must apply for a
use variance because the proposed CREC is not allowed.

There are a number of uses and standards for uses that are listed in 30-202 (f)
(prohibited uses) which would prohibit the proposed CREC site on this parcel of land without
obtaining a use variance. Rather than repeating myself, | will simply mention number 7. “All
uses not specifically permitted in the Aquifer Zones and wellhead protection areas (this section)
are prohibited.” An electric generating facility is not specifically permitted in the Aquifer Zones.
Therefore, the use is prohibited. To allow a prohibited use to be created upon propertyinthe
Town of Burrillville, absent the Act, an applicant would be required to obtain a use variance. To
successfully obtain a use variance, sometimes called a true variance, the applicant must also
demonstrate that “the subject land or structure cannot yield any beneficial use if it is required
to conform to the provisions of the Zoning Chapter.”

The applicant would never be able to satisfy the burden for obtaining a use variance.
Moreover, since it is determined that a use variance is required, the issue of whether ornot the
applicant can meet the burden for a special use permit is moot as a special use permit cannot
be granted in conjunction with a use variance as a matter of law. This goes without saying
because the use for which the variance is sought cannot be a conditionally permitted use.
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Section 30-202 specifically lists what the permitted uses are within the various A-zones,

and in this case, the A-80 zone. As stated in the ordinance, the permitted uses are listed as

follows:
Transmissivity Overlay .
(feet/day) District ; Permitted Uses
0— A-80 Single-family residential, multifamily !, recreation/open space, farming
2,500 2 commercial !, industrial !

I Must be sewered.

2 Permitted by special use permit only.

In addition to specifying the permitted uses within the Aquifer zones, the Ordinance also

delineates prohibited uses. As stated in Section 30-202(f)

(f) Prohibited uses. The following uses are prohibited in aquifer zones ("A"
zones) and wellhead protection areas:

(1) Storage and/or loading of road salt or deicing chemicals.

(2) Incinerators, sanitary landfill sites, solid waste transfer stations and
wastewater treatment plants, except publicly owned sewage treatment facilities.

(3) Septage disposal inconsistent with the requirements of this section.

(4) All uses which involve the use or storage of hazardous substances designated
under 40 CFR 116, pursuant to section 311 of the Federal Clean Water Actand
subsequent amendments thereto or other toxic pollutant as defined under G.L.
1956, § 46-13.1-3, as amended. Provided, however, that minor or insignificant
quantities of such substances for office use may be used or stored on the premises
if, in the opinion of the zoning enforcement officer and building official, the
presence of such substance does not constitute a potential for degradation of
surface water or groundwater resources in the area and such substance is
contained in a suitable storage area. Insignificant quantities of hazardous
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substance may be constructed as that which is necessary for the operation of an
office or business including the operation of equipment, vehicles or other
mechanical systems necessary for the operation of a permitted use. All uses which
involve the use or storage of hazardous wastes or materials required for water or
wastewater treatment such as storage of chemical products required by statute,
rule or regulation are prohibited; such storage in freestanding, above-ground
containers with enclosed and covered, full secondary containment are excluded
from these criteria.

(5) Storage or piping of petroleum or refined petroleum products, except within
buildings in which said petroleum products will provide heat when burned.
Storage of liquid fuel for said heating purpose in excess of 300 gallons is
prohibited except for storage of said liquid fuel which conforms with the
regulations of the Rhode Island Department of Environmental Management
(DEM); provided, however, that the department of environmental management
has promulgated regulations for said storage. Underground storage of petroleurn
fuel or refined petroleum products in any quantity is prohibited.

(6) The alteration of any natural site features or topography including but not
limited to the cutting or removal of trees or other vegetation, or dumping, filling,
excavation, grading, transferring or removal of any gravel, sand, loam or other
soft material, rock or ledge, prior to obtaining all permits and approvals for final
development plans, including where the use of land is for the primary purpose of
agriculture. Where such alteration is less than one-half acre in area or 100 cubic
yards in volume and is incidental to a permitted use and performed in the normal
course of maintenance or operation of such permitted use, this paragraph shall not
apply.

(7) All uses not specifically permitted in the aquifer zones and wellhead
protection areas (this section) are prohibited.

The proposed electric generating facilities will violate the provisions of subsections 4, 5,
6 and 7 above, which prohibit the uses which will necessarily be engaged in and which arein
violation of Section 30-202 of the Ordinance. To suggest otherwise would be tantamount to
blatant misrepresentation. Each of the aforementioned uses and activities are expressly
prohibited under the Ordinance yet required to be engaged in connection with the construction
and operation of the CREC and thus, will require a use variance to be applied for and granted in
order to construct the project. Facts supporting this conclusion include:

An electric generating facility is not specifically permitted in the Aquifer Overlay
Zones;

It is not permitted by right in any zoning district in the Town of Burrillville;
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C) As it stands now, the CREC would be constructed in the A-80 Aquifer Overlay
Zone.

And despite the fact that the project site is located within the F-5, in accordance with
Section 30-202 (b) (4), the more restrictive zone applies. The A-80 zone which prohibits such a
use is more restrictive than the F-5 zone which conditionally allows the use via a special use
permit. Therefore, the A-80 zone takes precedence over the F-5 zone and mandates that the
use not be permitted unless and until a use variance or zone change is obtained for the subject
property.

The applicant will also require a use variance as the zoning ordinance only allows an
“electric generating facility” (in the singular) as a use in the F-5 zoning ordinance by
special use permit. It is clear that the CREC facility is proposed with two electric
generating facilities on the site.

From the beginning of this process, there has been clear evidence in all the narrative
from Invenergy’s application to the EFSB and to all other parties involved, that the CRECwould,
in effect, be constructed as two distinct power plants. The applicant’s expert’s erroneous
position is that, “There is no basis for the Building inspectot’s assertion that the development
entails multiple energy production facilities. The CREC development proposes construction of a
singular energy production facility.” (page 21, lines 12-14, pre-filed testimony of Ed Pimental)
While challenging my determination by using terms like “multiple energy production facilities”,
“singular energy production facility” or even utilizing the term “electric generating facilities”
when speaking of our use table in the Zoning Ordinance, it is clear that the term electric

generating facility is singular, not plural. This does not change the fact that there is a distinction
between the singular and the plural in zoning uses.

In my advisory opinion | previously noted a number of examples of Invenergy
demonstrating that this project, the Clear River Energy Center is designed as two distinct power
plants to generate electricity on the site, both in narrative and in pictures.

- See Drawings: “single shaft site arrangement”, “single shaft plot plan”
- “The facility will be configured as a two unit one-on-one combined cycle generation
station.”

- “the two units at this facility will be installed in phases”
- “the common BOP systems shall be designed for both units”
- "nor is Invenergy proposing individual ULSD usage limits for each turbine”

i4



it is clear that the language in the Zoning Ordinance noting the use as “electric
generating facility” denotes a singular use. Section 30-152 multiple structures on one lot states:
“Only one principal structure shall be permitted on any lot in the F-5, F-2, R-40, R-20, R-12
zones as well as the aquifer overlay zone.”

The definition of an electric generating facility in the zoning ordinance is: “any
generating facility designed to generate electric energy in excess of 180 megawatts (MW)
annually.” As stated by Invenergy, each natural gas combustion turbine will generate up to 500

megawatts of electrical power. Each one of these turbines meets the definition of an electric
generating facility.

To make the statement that the CREC development proposes construction of a singular
energy production facility merely implies an individual site. For example, Invenergy is
constructing an energy center right now in Pennsylvania that will utilize three gas turbinesto
generate 1,500 megawatts of electrical power. Invenergy’s position is that the site can beas
large as the owner wants, utilizing as many turbines as the owner can fit on the site, and as long
as it is constructed under the guise of a singular energy production facility, it is an electric
generating facility. This is as ludicrous as treating a forty unit apartment house no differently

_> than a single family dwelling because there are both one, single building.

There is no question that the turbines will be the principal structures on the project
property. Each of the turbines, in conjunction with their related accessory structures and
equipment, will be able to generate electricity in and of themselves. In other words, each of
the two turbines may operate exclusive of the other. Under Section 30-152 of the Burrillville
Zoning Ordinance, “Only one principal structure may be permitted on any lot in the F-5, F-2, R~
40, R-20, R-12 zones as well as the aquifer overlay zone.”

Because there will in effect be two (2) stand-alone electric generating facilities onthe
subject property if this application is approved, relief in the form of a use variance will also have
to be applied for and granted to obtain relief from the restrictions of Section 30-152.

Summary and Conclusion

( As there has been no submission from Invenergy to create a lot for the CREC, it is
\) unclear as to whether the subdivision would meet the requirements of the Burrillville
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Subdivision Regulations. | would recommend that the EFSB direct Invenergy to submit an
Administrative Subdivision Application and Plan to the Burrillville Planning Board, per the
requirements of 15-6.3 in the Burrillville Subdivision Regulations, allowing the Planning Board
to review and advise the EFSB whether the plan submitted by Invenergy would be, absentthe
Act, acceptable for subdivision approval, and if not, what else would be needed for compliance.

Invenergy failed to submit the proper information for zoning relief in its application to
the Burrillville Zoning Board. As noted above, Invenergy was required to submit an application
for zoning relief demonstrating what, absent the Act, would be required to construct the CREC,
however they failed to address all of the relief that would have been required.

At a minimum, Invenergy would be required, absent the Act, to obtain a use variance to
construct the CREC in the Aquifer A-80 Overlay District.

At a minimum, Invenergy would be required, absent the Act, to obtain a use variance

from Burrillville Zoning Ordinance Section 30-152, Multiple Structures on one lot, to construct
the CREC.

As one cannot obtain a use variance on a property for a use of that property thatis only
allowed by special use permit, Invenergy would require, absent the Act, a use variance to
construct the CREC.

As substantial as the aforementioned issues are in themselves, and with no actual lot
definitively determined for the CREC, there may even be other additional zoning relief required
once asite is finally determined. The fact that any one of the three aforementioned variances
is required also renders moot the issue of whether a special use permit may be granted due to
the fact that a special use permit is not allowed to be applied for, let alone granted, in
conjunction with a use variance.

In conclusion, it is my determination that the rendering of an additional supplemental
advisory opinion will be necessary once the applicant has provided the sufficient, specific
information required to be delineated within the Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan and
the proposed subdivision of the lot on which the project is to be constructed. My prior
expressed opinion has not changed as a result of any new information received from the
Applicant. Furthermore, the information supplied by the Applicant has not been sufficient
enough in substance to address my previous concerns and the concerns stated herein.
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It is clear, two years into the public portion of this process, that the choice of a site for
the Clear River Energy Center, from a planning and zoning perspective alone, was poorly
thought through. Whether the EFSB determines that there is a need for a power plant or not, it
is glaringly clear that this proposed location is an extremely poor choice of a lot for one.

I again would like to thank the members of the Energy Facility Siting Board for
considering my advisory opinion in rendering your decision.

’\\ .
Dated: A\'ft‘.,il?aq Q\f‘{}{\é SU@{\\\(\%),\ Q

"(w\

José aymcmd K \

Town cf Burrillville
Building/Zoning Official

/
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TOWN OF BURRILLVILLE Phone (401) 5684300 ext. 130
Planning and Economic Development Town Hall Annex Fax{401) 710-9307
144 Harrisville Main Street Rl Relay 1-800-745-5555

Harrisville, R 02830-1499

TO: Joe Raymond, Building & Zoning Official

o
FROM: Ray Goff, Diré’&@of Planning and Economic Development
DATE: August 10, 2017

CC: Mike Wood, Town Manager

I write this memo in an attempt to help you by outlining the local review process that is normally
followed with a large project such as the proposed Invenergy power plant. The state of Rhode Island
enabling legislation RIGL 45-23 Section 25 — 74, directs the local community administrative processes for
submission of materials and proper review of the subdivision and land development project
applications. The town follows these laws through the application of their subdivision regulations to
ensure a complete but streamlined local review process. With this project, there would be an
Administrative Subdivision to reconfigure the existing lot lines. Additionally, there would also bean
application for a Land Development Project which includes simultaneously a Development Plan Review
of the entire project. As a matter of expediency, the Planning Board in most cases would include the

Administrative Subdivision as part of the local review so that the project would be reviewed and decided
upon simultaneously.

As of this date, information relevant to the submission of these applications has not been forthcoming.
With respect to this, the Planning Board has not been provided with enough information to adequately
evaluate the project for compliance with local laws and processes. A concept set of plans was sentto the
Planning Board which was discussed at a meeting on May 2, 2016. A Master Plan was subsequently
heard on June 20, July 11, August 15 and finally August 22. As of the close of this last meeting, the Board
did not allow the project to proceed to Preliminary due to inadequate details in the filings and
incomplete information from the applicant.

In light of this, | provide you with the following summary of each of the required reviews:

Administrative Subdivision

Definition: “Re-subdivision of existing lots that yield no additional lots for development, and involves no
creation or extension of streets. Such re-subdivision shall only involve divisions, mergers and divisions,
or adjustments of boundaries of existing lots.”

This development as proposed involves the adjustment of boundaries of existing lots which does not
create a new lot or lots. As such, this proposal should have followed the regulations for Administrative
Subdivisions 15-6.3in the Burrillville Subdivision Regulations.

Since the initiation of review by the EFSB, the Planning Board has occasion to see one plan, dated
5/6/16, that by all accounts was a concept plan for the subdivision. Since that time, a revised plan,
dated 6/3/17 showing a second reconfiguration of lots lines has been submitted to the Building Official,
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but no subdivision has been submitted to the Planning Board. No further plan has been submitted to
the Planning Board for consideration of an Administrative Subdivision.

v

Land Development Project

Definition: “A project in which one (1) or more lots, tracts or parcels of land are to be developed or
redeveloped as a coordinated site for a complex of uses, units, or structures, including but not limited
to: planned development and/or cluster development for residential, commercial, institutional,
recreational, open space, and/or mixed uses as may be provided for in the Zoning Ordinance.”

With relation to this project, there is only one proposed lot that is being considered with the proposal;
there is only one land use being considered, not a complex of uses or units. It is assumed that there will
be a number of structures. It is therefore determined that this project fits within the definition ofa Land
Development Project by the town Subdivision Regulations.

With relation to the submission to the Planning Board, an acceptable submission would have involved a
pre-application to the Board. If the project progressed, it would have included a Preliminary Wetlands
Determination by RIDEM, depiction of vegetative cover that included unfragmented forest, a soilsmap,
location of any stonewalls or rock outcroppings, historic sites or cemeteries or other archeological sites
related to the development area. There would have been a discussion about why the lot lines are not
rectangular in shape and why the wetlands have been carved out of the development site.

The review of the development project stopped as of the last meeting with the Planning Board. No

further information has been provided to answer any of the questions that were asked by the Planning
Board.

Development Plan Review

“R.1.G.L. Title 45, Chapter 23, Section 50, which enables the town to perform a comprehensive review of
certain proposed land developments, including additions to existing buildings. The Zoning ordinance
Section 30-201 enables the town to review certain types of developments, specifically, “Any proposed
commercial or industrial development, including additions and expansions of existing development
constructed after the effective date of this section which in aggregate, exceeds 10,000 square feet...”
The Planning Board is identified to serve as “the technical review committee and is the responsible
agent for reviewing Development Plans in their entirety.” In addition, projects with building footprints
greater than 10,000 square feet shall be reviewed as a Major Development Plan.

A development of this magnitude would generate numerous and in-depth questions which the town
Planning Board has not had an opportunity to address. Nor has the board had an opportunity to see any
updated plans. Submitting one copy to the building official to share with the entire planning board is
ridiculous and uncooperative to any local review process.

With an industrial project of this type, one of the more important review aspects would deal with
impact on neighbors, abutters, traffic, town services, just to name a few. In a word, it would be
imperative that the board consider all aspects of nuisance in this respect. With that, the concernwould
be with noise, light, vibration emanating from the site. In addition, other concerns would involve access
and egress to the site, loading and unloading areas, hours of operation, lighting of the facility, trash and
garbage collection. None of these issues could be discussed with the minimal information that was
provided.
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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@puc.ri.gov; 401-780-2106
Todd Bianco, Coordinator Kathleen Mignanelli@puc.ri.gov;
Energy Facility Siting Board Patricia.lucarelli@puc.ri.gov;
89 Jefferson Boulevard Margaret.Curran@guc.ri.gov;
Warwick, RT 02888 | janet.coit@dem.ri.gov;
Margaret Curran, Chairperson Catherine. Pitassi@doa.ri.gov;
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
Catlierine Pitassi, Asst. to. Assoc. Dir. Plann.
Margaret Hogan, Sr. Legal Counsel

Margaret.hogan@pue.ri.gov;

susan.forcier@dem.ri.gov;

rayna.maguire@dem.ri.gov;

Parag.Agrawal@doa.ri.gov;

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
“rovidence, RI 02903

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

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@jinvenergylic.com;

Tthomas@invenergyllc.com:

mblazer@invenergvllc.com:

generalcounsel@invenergylic.com;

312-224-1400

Town of Burrillville

Michael McElroy, Esq., Special Counsel
Leah Donaldson, Esq., Special Counsel 4
Schacht & McElroy

PO Box 6721

Providence, RI 02940-6721

William Dimitri, Esq., Acting Town Solicitor

Michael@mcelrovlawoffice.com;

leah@mcelroylawoffice.com;

401-351-4100

_ dimifrilaw@icloud.com;

401-273-9092

Conservation Law Foundation

Jelmer@clf.org;

Jerry Elmer, Esq. Mgreene@clf.org;
Max Greene, Esq.

55 Dorrance Street

Providence RI, 02903 -

401-351-1102

Vs. Bess B. Gorman, Esq.

-.-Assistant General Counsel and Director

Legal Department, National Grid

Bess.Gorman@nationalgrid.com;

781-907-1834




40 Sylvan Road Mark rielly@nationalgrid.com:;
Waltham, MA 02451 :

Mark Rielly, Esq.
' Senior Counsel

‘Office of Energy Resources Andrew Marcaccio@doa.ri.gov: 401-222-3417
Andrew Marcaccio, Esq. '

Nick Ucci, Chief of Staff _

gﬁzﬁgﬁsﬁ%""fp rogram Development Nicholas.Ucci@energy.fi.gov; 401-574-9100
Providence, RI 02908 Christopher Kearns@energy.ri.gov;

egc@levitan.com;

ggjﬁagcgl Associates Brenna.McCabe@doa.ri.gov:

Rhode Island Building and Construction Trades gmancinilaw@gmail.com; 401-739-9690
Council

Gregory Mancini, Esq.

Sinapi Law Associates, Ltd.

2374 Post Road, Suite 201

Warwick, RI 02886

Residents of Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, RI ceapizzo@shslawfirm.com: 401-272-1400
Dennis Sherman and Kathryn Sherman

Christian Capizzo, Esq. kags8943 @gmail.com:

Shechtman Halperin Savage, LLP

1080 Main Street

Pawtucket, RT 02869

Residents of Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, RI jkeoughir@keoughsweeney.com: 401-724-3600
1 Paul Bolduc and Mary Bolduc ’

Joseph Keough Jr., Esq.
41 Mendon Avenue

Pawtucket, RI 02861

Paul and Mary Bolduc
915 Wallum Lake Road
Pascoag, R1 02859

oatyssl@verizon.net: 401-529-0367

Abutter David B. Harris msendlev@cox.net; 401-349-4405
Michael Sendley, Esq.
600 Putnam Pike, St. 13
Greenville, RT1 02828

Interested Persons (Electronic Service Only)

Harrisville Fire District ras@sinapilaw.com: 401-739-9690
Richard Sinapi, Esq.
Joshua Xavier, Esq. - P -
2347 Post Road, Suite 201 jdx@sinapilaw.com;

Warwick, RI 02886

Residents of 945 Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, nickgorham@gorhamlaw.com: 401-647-1400
RI (Walkers)

Nicholas Gorham, Esq. i i .
2.0. Box 46 edaigled ail.com;

| North Scituate, RI 02857




Peter Nightingale, member
Fossil Free Rhode Island
.| 52 Nichols Road

1 Kingston, RI 02881

divest@fossilﬁeeri.org;

401-789-7649

Sister Mary Pendergast, RSM
99 Fillmore Street
Pawtucket, RT 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, RT 02830

marc@ronmarkoff.com;

401-272-9330

proselli@cox.net:

401-447-1560

Rhode Island Progressive Democrats of America
-1 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

iilﬁan.dubois.esg@g;gaﬂ.com;

401-274-4591

Joseph Raymond, Building Official

Providence, RI 02903

Burrillville Town Council Iphaneuf@burrillville.org: 401-568-4300
c/o Louise Phaneuf, Town Clerk

105 Harrisville Main Street

Harrisville, RI 02830

Christine Langlois, Deputy Planner clanglois@burrillville.org; 401-568-4300
Town of Burrillville

144 Harrisville Main Street —

Harrisville, RT 02830 jraymond@burrillville.org;

Michael C. Wood, Town Manager
Town of Burrillville

/05 Harrisville Main Street
,L,Aarrisvine, RI 02830

mewood@burrillville.org:

401-568-4300
ext. 115




Mr. Leo Wold, Esq. LWold@riag.ri.gov: 401-274-4400
Department of Attorney General

| 150 South Main Street

- Providence, RI 02903
Public Utilities Commission Cynthia. Wilsonfrias@puc.zi. ov; 401-941-4500
Cynthia Wilson Frias, Esq., Dep. Chief of Legal | Alannault@puc.ri.gov:
Alan Nault, Rate Analyst .
Division of Public Utilities and Carriers %5%%&%@5 - 401-541-4500
John J. Spirito, Bsq., Chief of Legal fhﬂ“ﬂ’;—{———i—f@%%—
Steve Scialabba, Chief Accountant fﬂm—&g@@—ﬂ‘&&gﬂ’
Tom Kogut, Chief of Information »
Matthew Jerzyk, Deputy Legal Counsel mjerzyk(@rilin.state.ri.us; 401-222-2466
Office of the Speaker of the House
State House, Room 302
Providence RI, 02903
Hon. Cale Keable, Esq., Cale keable@gmail.com; 401-222-2258
Representative of Burrillville and Glocester
Nick Katkevich nkatkevich@gmail.com;
Avory Brookins abrookins@ripr.org;
Joseph Bucci, Acting Administrator joseph.bucci@dot.ri.gov:
! Highway and Bridge Maintenance Operations
. RIDepartment of Transportation

o Jared Rhodes, Chief jared.rhodes@doa.ri.gov;
Statewide Planning Program ‘
J en.nifer Sternick ) Jennifer.sternick@doa.ri.gov:
Chief of Legal Services
RI Department of Administration
Doug Gablinske, Executive Director doug@tecri.org;
TEC-RI
Tim Faulkner tim@ecori.org; 401-330-6276
ecoRI News
111 Hope Street
Providence, R1 02906
Sally Mendzela salgalpal@hotmail.com;
Keep Burrillville Beautiful paul@acumenriskeroup.com: 401-714-4493
Paul LeFebvre
Mark Baumer everydayyeah@gmail.com;
Nisha Swinton nswinton@fwwatch.org;
Food & Water Watch New England
Kaitlin Kelliher , Kaitlin kelliher@vahoo.com:

. LJ'O e Piconi, Jr. jiggzy@hotmail.com;




Hon. Aaron Regunberg
Representative of Providence, District 4

Aaron.reg@berg@maﬂ.com;

William Bernstein, Esq.

-1 Michael Kirkwood, General Manager
Robert Ferrari, Northeast Water Solutions, Inc.

‘Paul Emest paulwernest@gmail.com;

' Skip Carlson scarlson@metrocast.net:
Kathryn Scaramella kscaramella@outlook.com:
Diana Razzano Dlrazzano13@verizon.net;
David Goldstein tmdgroup@yahoo.com;
Douglas Jobling djobling@cox.net;

Claudia Gorman corkyhg@gmail.com;
Curt Nordgaard Curt.nordgaard ail.com;
Colleen Joubert Colleenjl@cox.net;
Matt Smith msmith@fwwatch.org:
Food & Water Watch
Christina Hoefsmit, Esq. Chﬂsﬁna.hoefsnﬁt@dem.ri.gov;
Senior Legal Counsel
RI Department of Environmental Management
Steven Ahlquist, RIFuture atomicsteve@gmail.com;
_ | Pascoag Utility District mkirkwood@pud-ri.org;

Wiblaw7@gmail.com;

rferrari@nwsi.net:

Ben Weilerstein ben@toxicsaction.org;
Toxics Action Center

Russ Olivo rolivo232@gmail.com;
Woonsocket Call

Suzanne Enser svetromile@gmail.com:

Rhode Island Student Climate Coalition

riscc@brown.edu;

Tom Kravitz

tkravitz@nsmithfieldri.org;

Barry Craig

barrygeraigl@gmail.com;




