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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  ) Docket No. SB-2015-06 

CLEAR RIVER ENERGY CENTER IN    ) 

BURRILLVILLE, RHODE ISLAND   )       

 

OBJECTION OF INVENERGY THERMAL DEVELOPMENT LLC TO  

THE TOWN OF BURRILLVILLE’S MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Now comes Invenergy Thermal Development LLC (“Invenergy”) and hereby objects to 

the Town of Burrillville’s (“Town’s”) Motion requesting the Rhode Island Energy Facility Siting 

Board (“EFSB” or “Board”) dismiss Invenergy’s EFSB Application (“Invenergy’s Application” 

or “Application”) and close this docket.   

The Town contends that Invenergy’s Application should be dismissed because it is 

allegedly incomplete as it does not presently have an alternative water supply source for CREC.  

See Town’s September 13, 2016 Motion (“Town Motion”), 2.  The Town further asserts that 

Invenergy’s Application should be dismissed as incomplete because Invenergy purportedly failed 

to “timely provide the EFSB, the Town and its Entities with requested information regarding its 

proposed water supply.”  Id. at 3.  The Town also contends that Invenergy not immediately filing 

an alternative water supply violates due process, stating that “[w]ithout the water information, 

the Town and its Entities have been denied a meaningful opportunity to fully evaluate and be 

heard on Invenergy’s Application and its impact on the Town’s residents and the Town’s 

environment[.]”  Id. at 3-4.
1
   

                                                 
1
 The Town states that it issued a data request to Invenergy on August 10, 2016 and that “Invenergy refused to 

provide any details related to its proposed water source.”  Id. at 3 n.4.  However, Invenergy responded to the Town’s 

data request stating:   
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As explained more thoroughly herein, the Town’s assertions are incorrect and the Town’s 

Motion to Dismiss should be denied for the following reasons: (1) Invenergy’s Application 

contained the best available information on all support facilities, including water, when it was 

deemed complete, as Invenergy complied with all the requirements pursuant to the Energy 

Facility Siting Act (“Act”) and the EFSB Rules of Practice and Procedure (“EFSB Rules”); (2) 

the Act allows Invenergy to introduce new evidence prior to and during the final hearing stage; 

(3) EFSB precedent establishes that amending and/or supplementing an application does not 

render the application incomplete under the Act; (4) the parties’ due process rights have not been 

violated; and (5) dismissal is unwarranted and would result in drastically unfair and impractical 

consequences. 

II. BACKGROUND 

Pursuant to the Act, Chapter 42-98, et seq. of the General Laws of Rhode Island and the 

EFSB Rules, Invenergy filed its Application to seek the approval of the Board to site and 

construct the Clear River Energy Center, an approximately 850-1000 MW combined cycle 

electric generating facility on Wallum Lake Road in Burrillville, R.I. (“CREC” or “Project”).  

The application was reviewed by the Board for completeness in accordance with Rule 1.7 and 

deemed complete as it provided the required contents set forth in the EFSB Rules.  The 

Application was properly docketed on November 16, 2015. 

When Invenergy’s Application was deemed complete, it contained the best available 

                                                                                                                                                             
Due to the confidential nature of the discussions we are involved with potential suppliers, we are 

not able to disclose the names of the counterparties.  For each of the options we are examining, we 

are simultaneously performing the development work, permitting evaluation and engineering to 

determine viability.  There are viable alternatives, and we anticipate making a selection in the very 

near term. 

Invenergy has never “refused to provide any details.”  Invenergy has consistently reported that when a supplier is 

selected, it will provide the Town and all parties to the proceeding with the related details. See Invenergy’s 

Notification Letter to the EFSB, dated August 22, 2016; Invenergy’s Motion For Extension, filed with the EFSB on 

September 9, 2016.   
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information at the time on all support facilities, including water.  At that time, Invenergy had a 

letter of intent with the Pascoag Utilities District (“PUD”) for the use of Well 3A.  During public 

comment, concerns were raised regarding Invenergy’s use of Well 3A, including 

recommendations from many commenters, including the Town’s expert before the Planning 

Board Advisory Opinion process, that Invenergy not use Well 3A and seek alternative supply 

options.  Following public comments, the PUD terminated its letter of intent on August 19, 2016 

and later issued an advisory opinion opposing the use of Well 3A. 

Upon notification that the PUD had terminated the letter of intent, Invenergy timely 

notified the Board of the PUD’s decision and that Invenergy was exploring alternatives.  See 

Invenergy’s Notification Letter to the EFSB, dated August 22, 2016.  As one alternative water 

supply option, Invenergy explored the potential to utilize water from the Harrisville Fire District 

(“Harrisville”). The Harrisville Board recently voted against providing water to CREC.  

Invenergy has continued to explore other alternative water supply options and is confident that it 

will have another supply option ready for the Board’s review within the coming weeks.  In order 

to ensure that all parties have enough time to review Invenergy’s alternative water supply, it filed 

a Motion for Extension on September 9, 2016, requesting the Board extend the dates listed in the 

current remaining Procedural Schedule thirty (30) days, subject of course to accommodating the 

Board’s scheduling. 

III. ARGUMENT 

A. The Town’s Motion To Dismiss Should Be Denied Because Invenergy’s Application 

Was Properly Deemed Complete On November 16, 2015. 

 

On October 28, 2015, Invenergy submitted its Application to the EFSB Coordinator for 

initial review, as required by Rule 1.7.  The Coordinator properly coordinated his review with the 

Board and properly determined that Invenergy’s Application is complete.  In fact, on November 
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16, 2015, Invenergy’s Application was deemed complete by the Coordinator and formally 

docketed with the Board.  At the time Invenergy’s Application was deemed complete, it 

contained the best available information on all support facilities, including water.  As noted 

above, at the time the Application was docketed, Invenergy had a letter of intent with the PUD, 

although it did not at that time have a formal binding water supply agreement.  

Accordingly, the Board should deny the Town’s motion solely on the grounds that the 

EFSB Coordinator has already deemed Invenergy’s Application complete after thoroughly 

reviewing the Application in accordance with the Rules. 

B. The Town’s Motion To Dismiss Should Be Denied Because The Act Allows 

Applicants to Introduce New Evidence At The Final Hearing Stage. 

 

Pursuant to the Act, “[t]he board at this [final] hearing may, at its discretion, allow the 

presentation of new evidence by any party as to the issues considered by the agencies designated 

under § 42-98-9.”  R.I. Gen. Laws § 42-98-11.  The Act governing the EFSB process specifically 

contemplates that as the process moves through the public comment and advisory opinion stages, 

new evidence may come to light.  R.I. Gen. Laws § 42-98-11 provides that new evidence may be 

introduced at the final hearing stage. 

 The issues raised by the PUD in its advisory opinion with regard to Invenergy using Well 

3A, coupled with the PUD terminating its letter of intent, provide a circumstance where 

Invenergy can and should be allowed the opportunity to introduce new evidence concerning 

Invenergy’s alternative water supply plans, as authorized by R.I. Gen. Laws § 42-98-11. And, 

Invenergy has specifically requested that the Board grant its Motion for Extension in order for 

the parties and certain agencies to have an opportunity to review the alternative water supply 

prior to final hearings.   

Nevertheless, the Act specifically contemplates that a party, including the applicant, may 
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need to present new evidence at the final hearing stage, depending on the review and opinions of 

the agencies and provides a mechanism for a party to do so. See R.I. Gen. Laws § 42-98-11.  

Invenergy should therefore be allowed to introduce an alternative water supply, and the Town’s 

Motion to Dismiss should be denied.   

C. The Town’s Motion To Dismiss Should Be Denied Because EFSB Precedent 

Establishes That Amending And/Or Supplementing An Application Does Not 

Render the Application Incomplete.  

 

Additionally, it is not unusual for a new energy generating facility project to undergo 

changes associated with the design and plans for the project during the EFSB process.
2
  For 

example, in Manchester Street, applicants made multiple revisions and supplementations to their 

original application during the EFSB process.  Prior to final hearings, and in response to public 

comment concerns, the applicants supplemented their original application by revising, among 

other items, the net generating capacity of the facility, as well as the amount of water 

consumption needed for the project.  Manchester Street: Final Decision and Order, Order 12, 

Docket No. SB-89-1, Dec. 17, 1990.
3
  Importantly, the applicants in Manchester Street 

actually changed their water supply plans during the EFSB process. Id. (stating “[w]hereas 

the [a]pplicants originally proposed to obtain all water required in excess of the daily maximum 

output of the Olneyville well from the Providence water system . . ., the [a]pplicants (in response 

                                                 
2
 In Rhode Island Hope Energy, an applicant submitted a supplemental application to the Board with a revised 

height for two of the project’s emission stacks.  Rhode Island Hope Energy: Final Order, Order 35, Docket No. SB-

98-1, May 24, 1999 (stating that “[i]n its supplemental application, Hope reduced the height of the two emission 

stacks from 210 feet above plant grade to 175 feet above plant grade”).   

 
3
 In Manchester Street, the EFSB specifically noted that “[a]t the time of the Preliminary Order, the [a]pplicants 

proposed to increase the net generating capacity of the Station . . .. The final [a]pplication, however, specifies [a 

lesser proposed net generating capacity].” Id. The EFSB also stated that “[t]he applicants now project substantially 

greater water consumption at the repowered Station than was indicated at the time of the Preliminary Order.  

Whereas the [a]pplicants in their original flings stated that the Alteration would increase the Station’s freshwater 

demand from an average use of 307,000 gpd to 900,000 gdp, the Application as amended not indicates a project 

average use of 1,116,000 gpd.  Similarly, whereas the [a]pplicants originally indicated an increase in the maximum 

water demand from 414,000 gpd to 1,300,000 gpd, the [a]pplicants now project a maximum water demand of 

1,450,000 gpd”). Id. 
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to inquiries from the Board as to the adequacy of the single well) proposed a program to utilize 

water storage capacity at the Station to optimize use of the groundwater resources and reduce the 

use of City water”).   

Moreover, at the time the EFSB rendered its decision in Manchester Street, the applicants 

had not yet identified alternative technology to ensure a control strategy was in place for both 

CO2 and NOx emissions, in the event CO2 re-designation was denied.  Id.  In that case, the 

Board certainly did not dismiss the entire application merely because this data was not supplied 

in the application; instead the Board properly conditioned its license and gave the applicants 

sixty (60) days from the date the decision was rendered to submit an alternative plan for air 

emissions control. Id.   

Accordingly, the Board is well within its authority to deny the Town’s Motion to Dismiss 

and grant Invenergy’s request for an extension to allow it an opportunity to supplement with an 

alternative water supply.  See also Ocean State Power: Final Decision and Order, Order 7, 

Docket No. S.B. 87-1, Oct. 25, 1988 (The EFSB opted to suspend the hearings to allow the 

introduction of supplemental data in order to “balance timeliness with a comprehensive review 

of all issues.”). 

D. The Town’s Motion To Dismiss Should Be Denied Because The Parties’ Due Process 

Rights Have Not Been Violated. 

 

In the Town’s Motion to Dismiss, it asserts due process concerns because Invenergy has 

not immediately filed an alternative water supply, upon demand by the Town, stating that 

“[w]ithout the water information, the Town and its Entities have been denied a meaningful 

opportunity to fully evaluate and be heard on Invenergy’s Application and its impact on the 

Town’s residents and the Town’s environment[.]”  Town’s Motion, 3-4.  Invenergy appreciates 

that “the fundamental requisite of due process is the opportunity to be heard at a meaningful time 
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and in a meaningful manner; this certainly requires one to be forewarned about the subject matter 

of the hearing with sufficient detail so an intelligent explanation or rebuttal can be formulated.” 

Boyer v. Bedrosian, 57 A.3d 259, 273 (R.I. 2012) (citing Avanzo v. Rhode Island Department of 

Human Services, 625 A.2d 208, 210-11 (R.I. 1993)).  That is why Invenergy requested an 

extension of the remaining procedural schedule, with the intent to allow all parties, including the 

Town, the requisite notice of an alternative water supply plan, with a sufficient opportunity to 

present witnesses and evidence at the hearing. See Invenergy’s Notification Letter to the EFSB, 

dated August 22, 2016; Invenergy’s Motion For Extension, filed with the EFSB on September 9, 

2016.   This process will afford the Town and all parties with the required due process.  Larue v. 

Registrar of Motor Vehicles, Dep't of Transp., Office of Operator Control 568 A.2d 755, 758 

(R.I. 1990).    

The EFSB process has sufficient flexibility to allow the procedural schedule to adjust in 

order to provide the parties and certain agencies adequate time to “be forewarned about the 

subject matter” before final hearings so that the parties (including the Town) and certain agencies 

can form an “intelligent explanation or rebuttal.”  See Boyer, 57 A.3d at 273.  After the parties 

and agencies are given an opportunity to review the alternative water supply, final hearings to 

evaluate the water supply alternative can proceed, and the Town will be “given an opportunity to 

present witnesses and evidence at the hearing,” which the Rhode Island Supreme Court has 

established protects due process rights.  See Larue, 568 A.2d at 758. 

Accordingly, because neither the Town nor any of the other parties or agencies due 

process rights will be violated by allowing Invenergy an opportunity to amend its application to 

present an alternative water supply, the Town’s Motion to Dismiss should be denied. 

E. The Town’s Motion To Dismiss Should Be Denied Because Dismissal Is 

Unwarranted And Would Result In Drastically Unfair and Impractical 
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Consequences. 

 

When Invenergy found out that the PUD had rescinded its letter of intent, Invenergy 

timely notified the Board that the water supply analysis detailed in its Application would be 

supplemented, putting all parties on notice.  See Invenergy’s Notification Letter to the EFSB, 

dated August 22, 2016; Invenergy’s Motion For Extension, filed with the EFSB on September 9, 

2016.  An extension will allow the relevant state agencies sufficient time to review and opine 

upon Invenergy’s alternative water source when the details are filed with the Board.   

In any event, the fact that Invenergy plans to supplement its Application is not a reason to 

dismiss the Application and start over, especially where many other aspects of the Application 

that were reviewed by the agencies are not related to water supply.  Dismissing Invenergy’s 

Application at this time, without providing Invenergy with an opportunity to supplement, would 

be unduly prejudicial to Invenergy and the other participants in this process. Throughout the past 

year, the EFSB has held numerous hearings and public meetings.  The EFSB has tasked twelve 

(12) local and state agencies to render advisory opinions about the Project with many issues 

concerning other matters beyond water supply. 

If the Board were to grant the Town’s Motion to Dismiss and close the docket, all of that 

time, effort and energy utilized by all those involved in this process would need to be replicated, 

as Invenergy would surely file another application.  The second application would include all the 

same information in the original Application that was deemed complete on November 16, 2015, 

as well as the additional alternative water supply information Invenergy plans to supplement to 

the Board.  It would not be fair to Invenergy and the other agencies (for example, the Public 

Utilities Commission) to “re-do” all areas of the process that are not relevant to water (need, cost 

effectiveness, jobs, taxes, etc.). 
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Accordingly, as dismissal is unwarranted and would result in wasteful, inefficient and 

impractical results, the Town’s Motion to Dismiss should be denied. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, closing this docket and forcing Invenergy to re-file is not only 

unnecessary, but it also does not make practical sense.  The Board can provide Invenergy with 

time to supplement its Application, extend the deadline for certain state agencies to review the 

supplemented material and possibly supplement their advisory opinions and then proceed to 

Final Hearings sometime in December or January.   

Therefore, Invenergy respectfully requests that the Board deny the Town’s Motion to 

Dismiss and grant Invenergy’s Motion For Extension to allow Invenergy the opportunity to 

supplement its Application with an alternative water supply plan and continue on with the EFSB 

proceedings. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

INVENERGY THERMAL DEVELOPMENT LLC 

       

      By Its Attorneys:  

 

 

 

      /s/ Alan M. Shoer   

Alan M. Shoer, Esq. (#3248) 

Richard R. Beretta, Jr., Esq. (#4313) 

Nicole M. Verdi, Esq. (#9370) 

ADLER POLLOCK & SHEEHAN, P.C. 

      One Citizens Plaza, 8
th

 Floor 

      Providence, RI  02903-1345 

      Tel:  401-274-7200  

Fax: 401-751-0604 

       

Dated:  September 19, 2016 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I hereby certify that on September 19, 2016, I delivered a true copy of the foregoing 

responses to the Energy Facilities Siting Board via electronic mail to the parties on the attached 

service list. 

 

     _/s/ Alan M. Shoer ___________________________ 

 

 



SB-2015-06 Invenergy CREC Service List as of 08/26/2016 

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. 

Todd.Bianco@puc.ri.gov;  401-780-2106 

Patricia.lucarelli@puc.ri.gov;  

Margaret.Curran@puc.ri.gov;  

janet.coit@dem.ri.gov;  

Catherine.Pitassi@doa.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
th

 Floor 

Providence, RI 02903 

John Niland, Dir. Of Business Development 

Tyrone Thomas, Esq., Asst. General Counsel 

Invenergy Thermal Development LLC 

One South Wacker Drive, Suite 1900 

Chicago, IL 60600 

ashoer@apslaw.com;  401-274-7200 

 

 

 
rberetta@apslaw.com;  

enoonan@apslaw.com;  

nverdi@apslaw.com;  

jniland@invenergyllc.com;  312-224-1400 

 

Tthomas@invenergyllc.com;  

Town of Burrillville 

Michael McElroy, Esq., Special Counsel 

Leah Donaldson, Esq., Special Counsel 

Schacht & McElroy 

PO Box 6721 

Providence, RI  02940-6721 

 

Oleg Nikolyszyn, Esq., Town Solicitor 

155 South Main St., Suite 303 

Providence, RI 02903 

Michael@mcelroylawoffice.com;  401-351-4100 

leah@mcelroylawoffice.com;  

Nikolyszyn@gmail.com;  401-474-4370 

Conservation Law Foundation 

Jerry Elmer, Esq.  

Max Greene, Esq.  

55 Dorrance Street  

Providence RI, 02903  

Jelmer@clf.org;  401-351-1102 

Mgreene@clf.org;  

Ms. Bess B. Gorman, Esq.  

Assistant General Counsel and Director  

Legal Department, National Grid  

Bess.Gorman@nationalgrid.com;  781-907-1834 

mailto:Todd.Bianco@puc.ri.gov
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mailto:Bess.Gorman@nationalgrid.com


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;  401-574-9100 

Christopher.Kearns@energy.ri.gov;  

egc@levitan.com;  

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 

jkeoughjr@keoughsweeney.com;  401-724-3600 

oatyss1@verizon.net;  401-529-0367 

Abutter David B. Harris 

Michael Sendley, Esq. 

600 Putnam Pike, St. 13 

Greenville, RI 02828 

msendley@cox.net;  401-349-4405 

Entities with Pending Motions to Intervene 

(Electronic Service Only) 

  

Harrisville Fire District 

Richard Sinapi, Esq.  

Joshua Xavier, Esq.  

2347 Post Road, Suite 201 

Warwick, RI 02886 

ras@sinapilaw.com;  401-739-9690 

jdx@sinapilaw.com;  

Interested Persons (Electronic Service Only)   

Residents of 945 Wallum Lake Road, Pascoag, 

RI (Walkers) 

nickgorham@gorhamlaw.com;  401-647-1400 

mailto:Mark.rielly@nationalgrid.com
mailto:Andrew.Marcaccio@doa.ri.gov
mailto:Nicholas.Ucci@energy.ri.gov
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Nicholas Gorham, Esq.  

P.O. Box 46 

North Scituate, RI 02857 

edaigle4@gmail.com;  

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
th

 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  

lphaneuf@burrillville.org;  401-568-4300 

Thomas J. Kravitz, Town Planner 

Christine Langlois, Deputy Planner 

Town of Burrillville 

144 Harrisville Main Street 

Harrisville, RI 02830 

Joseph Raymond, Building Official 

tkravitz@burrillville.org;  401-568-4300 

 
clanglois@burrillville.org;  

jraymond@burrillville.org;  
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Michael C. Wood, Town Manager 

Town of Burrillville 

105 Harrisville Main Street 

Harrisville, RI 02830 

mcwood@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.gov;  401-274-4400 

Public Utilities Commission 

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

Alan Nault, Rate Analyst 

Cynthia.Wilsonfrias@puc.ri.gov;  401-941-4500 

Alan.nault@puc.ri.gov;  

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;  401-941-4500 

steve.scialabba@dpuc.ri.gov;  

thomas.kogut@dpuc.ri.gov;  

Matthew Jerzyk, Deputy Legal Counsel 

Office of the Speaker of the House 

State House, Room 302 

Providence RI, 02903 

mjerzyk@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;   

Ambar Espinoza aespinoza@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 
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