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Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission & o -
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Warwick, RI 02888

Re: Docket No. 4185/Review of Proposed Town of New Shoreham Project

Dear Luly:

Attached is an original and twelve (12) copies of the Town of New Shoreham’s
Objections to Motions to Dismiss filed by the Conservation Law Foundation, the Department of
the Attorney General, TransCanada Power Marketing, Ltd., and other parties who have
incorporated by reference and adopted the substantive arguments of the above-named parties

(collectively, the “Motions to Dismiss™).

Copies of the enclosed Objections are being emailed to the service list.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely yours,

(N0, S At (e

Alan D. Mandl, Bar No. 6590

Enclosures
cc: Service List




STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS
PUBL.IC UTILITIES COMMISSION

Review of Proposed Town of New Shoreham
Project Pursuant to Rl General Laws,
§39-26.1-7

DOCKET NO. 4185

OBJECTIONS OF THE TOWN OF NEW SHOREHAM TO MOTIONS TO DISMISS
FILED BY THE CONSERVATION LAW FOUNDATION, THE DEPARTMENT OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL, TRANSCANADA POWER MARKETING LTD., AND OTHER
PARTIES ADOPTING THE ARGUMENTS OF CONSERVATION LAW FOUNDATION,
THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND TRANSCANADA POWER

MARKETING L.TD.

Pursuant to the procedural schedule in the above-referenced matter and Rule 1.15 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the Town of New Shoreham (“Town™) hereby
objects to Motions to Dismiss filed by the Conservation Law Foundation, the Department of the
Attorney General, TransCanada Power Marketing, Ltd., and other parties who have incorporated
by reference and adopted the substantive arguments of the above-named parties (collectively, the
“Motions to Dismiss™).

The Town incorporates by reference as grounds for its Objections the arguments
presented by National Grid and Deepwater Wind in their oppositions to the Motions to Dismiss.

The Commission should deny the Motions to Dismiss and conduct evidentiary hearings without

delay.




