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Ms. Luly Massaro

Division Clerk

Diviston of Public Utilities and Carriers

89 Jefterson Boulevard

Warwick, Rhode Island 02888

inre: Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inc. — Docket No, D-13-31

Dear Luly:

On behalf of Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inc. ("RIFF™), please find an original and four (4) copies
enclosed for filing in the above docket:

1) Opposition of Rhode Island Fast Ferrv. Inc. to the Motion of the town of New
Shoreham for Summary Disposition.

2. Affidavit of Charies A. Donadio, Jr.
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS
DIVISION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES AND CARRIERS

In Re: Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inec. ) Docket No. D-13-51

OPPOSITION OF RHODE ISLAND FAST FERRY, INC. TO THE MOTION OF THE
TOWN OF NEW SHOREHAM FOR SUMMARY DISPOSETION

Rhode Island Fast Ferry. [nc. (*RIFF™) hereby submits this opposition to the Motion for

Sumumaryv Disposition filed by the Town of New Shoreham (“Town™). dated July 20, 2015.

I. INTRODUCTION

Once again, the Town (with Inferstate Navigation Company’s (“lnterstate”) consent 1o
the Town's Motion) seeks to block the publie from the convenience and necessity for an
alternative high speed fast ferry service to the Town of New Shoreham. As was the case more
than 15 vears ago. the Town complains that a certificate of public convenience and necessity
("CPONT} cannot be granted where there are unresolved issues related to dockage in the Town.
But the Division properly rejected this obstructionist line of attack last time, and should do so
AgAIN NOW,

In this new proceeding, the Division has already held that it is “ill-equipped to
meaningfully evaluate harbor congestion and dock adequacy issues as a condition-precedent to
the issuance of a CPON Inre: Applicarion by Rhode Island Fast Ferry. Inc. for Water Carrier
Authority. Division Docket D-13-31 at 18 (Sept. 24, 20135 (Order in Response o Monions 10
Intervene) (the “Intervention Order™). Ignoring the Division’s ruling, the Town, once again, tries
1o put the cart before the horse to incorrectly make harbor congestion and dock adequacy issues

the condition precedent 1o the issuance of a CPCN. The Town, through this Motion for



Summary Disposition. even goes so far as to argue that the Division should not even hold public
hearings on RIFFs license application. This effort must be denied.

The Division. in response to similar arguments in response 10 Motions to Intervene, has
cautioned that it “must defer to the CRMC and New Shoreham’s Harbormaster concerning
matters related to boat docks and ferry congestion in Old Harbor.™ Jd at 17, Nevertheless,
RIFF appreciates that, as was the case last time, the Town has concerns regarding the pubhic usc
of the harbors accessing the Town. These concerns certainly will be heard. and determined. at
the appropriate time and belore the appropriate forum. But the Division 1s not the place to
Jirigare these matters now. Since pursuant to the law-of~the-case in this very docket, concerns
over dockage and harbor congestion are not material issues of fact that are relevant in this
Hcensing proceeding, the Town's Motion should be dented.

Moreover. it is worth pointing out again that “the Division has not expected other
applicants to invest millions of dollars into a business [or securing all equipment and facitities]
before applving for operating antherity, and does not intend to do so now.” fniersiate
Navigation Co.v. Division of Public Liilities & Carriers of the State of Rhode Island. Nos. €A
G8-4804. C A, 98-4766. 1999 W1 813603, at *§ (R.L Super. Aug. 31, 1999} In tact the
Division has previously held that “given Donadio’s proven diligence as a businessmar. the
Division [was] satisfied that. if he [were] granted a certilicate. he will overcome any unresolbved
financing licensing or other issues that would otherwise prevent him from operating.” id’

Nevertheless, RIFT recognizes that the Hearing Officer and the other parties may be

curious as to what plans RIFF has, and what options RIFF has, in order to secure a place to fand

" nterstate's expert in the Marersrare case. Leonard Lardaro, Ph.D. testified in that case that it might not be a Wise
investment move for Donadio to spend millions of dollars securing a vessel, office space and equipment and
finatizing permits and employment contracts before obtaining the necessary authority to aperate ™ Jnrersiale
Nenwdgarion Co 1999 W 813603 ar *7



in the Town. As discussed below. RIFT has, and will continue, o pursue several options to
secure dockage in either the Old or New Jlarbors of the Town. Putling aside the fact that these
dockage issues are not malerial issues of fact that must be resolved by the Divi iston now, RIFF
provides the further analysis below, in order to fully respond to the Town's Motion and to

correct the misstatements made by the Town.

I ARGLU!

A. SUMMARY DISPOSITION STANDARD

A motion for summary disposition is analyzed under the same standard as a motion for
summary judgment under the Superior Court Rules of Civil Procedure. Rule 19(e) of the
Division's Rules of Practice and Procedure provides that summuary disposition may be granted
only if the Hearing Officer determines that there is no genuine issue of material fact to the
decision. Similarly, Rule 56(¢) of the Superior Court Rules of Civil Procedure provides that
summary judgment is granted onty if there is no genuine 1ssue as (o any material fact. Super. Ct,
. Civ. FL561¢)

Summary disposition is a “drastic remedy. and a motion for summary judgment should be
dealt with cautiously.” Employers Mui. Cas. Co. v. Arbella Protection Ins. Co., 24 A5d 344,
353 (R.L 2011, Thus, when considering a motion tor summary disposition. all facts and all
reasonable inferences therefrom must be viewed in the light most favorable to the party opposing
the motion. Delia Airlines. Inc v Neary. 785 A2d 112301126 (R.L 20013 Summary
disposition is only proper when there is no genuine issue of material fact in dispute. DeMarco v
Trevelers s, Co.. 26 A3d 385, 605 (R.L 2011). “[Dlispuied issues must be resolved by a trier
of fact and are not suitable for summary disposition.” Correire v. Tobin, 66 A3d 820, 825 (R.1.

2013 {vacating entry of summary judgment because genuine issucs of material fact existed).



Moreover. the determination of whether a party’s conduet is reasonable under the facts
and circumstances of a case is a question of fact, which cannot be disposed of by summary
disposition. See Empire Acquisition Group, LLC v, Ail. Mortg. Co . 35 A.3d 878, 884 (R.L.
2012) (citing DeMurco v. Travelers Ins. Co. 26 A3d 585614 (RE 2011 see also Gillete of
Kingston. Ine. v Bank of Rhade Island. C.A. No. WC05-0616, 2006 R Super. LEXIS 51 {(R.1.
Super. Ct. May 5, 2006). Likewise, summary disposition is ordinarily inapproptiate for
resobving issues of intent and state of mind. See Aerna Casualty & Surety Co. v, Jarr, 594 A2d
179381 (R, 1991). With this standard of review, RIFI responds as tollows to the Town's
Motion.

B. THE TOWN’S MOTION SHOULD BE DENIED AS RIFF IS ABLE TO
DOCK ITS VESSEL ON BLOCK ISLAND

proceeding, the Town's argument that it and. by extension, Interstate are entitled to summary
disposition of RIFF s CPCN application without hearing. because RIFF has not secured dock

space on Block Island should be summarily dented. The Affidavit of Charles Donadio, attached

articulate further its plans for a terminus in Block Island af the hearings in this maiter. not
hefore. Therelore. as much as the Town and Interstate would like to short-circuit the hearing
process. RIFF was clearly teft the opportunity to continue to explore its Block Island docking

options both during and after the hearings, in the event the Division grants RIFF a CPCN. In the

event more detaifs are available before the hearings the Objeciors will have adequate notice ol



any changes in that regard by way supplemental responses to their Data Requests if the facts

should change,

i. RIF¥ Has the Ability to Dack in Old Harbor

As is evident from the historical documents contained in the Supplemental Response 10
the Town's Data Reguest at Deposition (filed on July 14, 2015), and also produced in Exhibit
“A” 1o the Donadio Affidavit, RIFF has the ability (o dock its ferry vessel at the South Pier in
Od Harbor.” Perhaps the Town will argue that it is the owner in fec of the South Pier and RIFH
may not make such use of its property. However, it is worth pointing out and emphasizing now
that the South Pier was conveyed to the Town by the federal government subject to the right of

“public use™ by any and all vessels, not just those vessels the Town sees fit 1o allow wharfage.

it appears [rom those documents that at the turn of the last century. shortly afier the South
Pier was conveved to the Town, controversy arose over the Town's use of the South Pier by
deliberately wharfing its own steamer there in such a way as to prevent all other use. As a result,
numerous complaints were filed by the private vessel owners with the US. Army Corps of

Engincers over a period of ten years. while the initial investigation by a lower ranking officer of

the Army Corps of Engineers resulted in an opinion that was at best equivocal.
However. the final reports by the Chief of Engineers and by the Army Judpe Advocate
General were clear. in that the pier was a “public whar{™ dedicated to the Town for “public use”
including use by the complaining private vessel owners. Those reports opined that itis a
criminal offense (o obstruct the navigable waters of the ULS., which the Town’s harbors are, by
tving up or anchoring vessels in such a way as to obstruct navigation by the sublic and that the
action by the Town in blockading the South Pler might warrant prosecution under the

circumstances. In the specitic case cited by Chief of Lngineers and the JAG, it appears that the

S The Town's Motion neglects o reference these documents produced in discovery.



Town was anchoring its own vessel at the South Pier so as to obstruct a privately owned steamer
from using the “public wharf.”

In fact after these cautionary opinions from the U.S. Army. privately owned ferries,
including ferries owned by Interstate Navigation used the South Pier as a landing until at least
1941, The photographs and articles attached to the Donadio Affidavit as Exhibit "B show not
only the MV George W Danielson (the ferry the Town apparently used (o blockade the South
Pier) docked there, but they also show other ferry™s owned by Interstate Navigation. the MV
Sprig Carroll, the MV Westport and the MV Block Isiand (later renamed the Yankee) using the
South Pier in the late 1930s and carly 1940s

While the Town may. at the appropriate time. argue that the right of privately owned
ferries 1o make “public use” of the South Pier was never fully resolved and in fact may require
further legal determination, this is the same argument it made in Division Docket 98-MC-16 with
regard to Island Hi-Speed Ferry’s (hereinafter “THSF™) right - and ability —to use Payne’s Pock
in New Harbor for its operations. This line of argument was summarily rejected by the Superior
Court in the THSF CPON appeal, and it should be rejected by the Division here as not having any
hearing on determination of whether RIFF has the ability to dock at the South Pier in Oid
Harbor. as will be more fully developed. infra.. Imerstate Navigation Co.. 1999 WL 813603, at
#3 (“the Division explains that, in a sense, every one of its [CPCNY decisions is conditional”
upon the happening of future evenisy. Indeed. as pointed out above, the Division has already
realfirmed this policy here in denying a prior motion to intervene by Cross Sound ey, noting
that it “routinely issues ‘conditional’ certificates of public convenience and necessity (CPUNs)
and certificates of operating authority (COAS) to prospective common carriers.” Iniervention

Order at 19,



Again, the THSF proceedings are instructive on this point. In IHSF, both the Town and
Interstate challenged the ability of THSF to land at Payne’s Dock in New Harbor on the grounds
that the Town's Zoning Ordinance did not permit such a use of the pier faciiity. Specifically. the
Town argued: “Ferries are prohibited from operating with New Harbor by the town’s Zoning
Ordinances and Comprehensive Plan, and it is well within the Town’s jurisdiction o regulate
‘management and control of all vessels™ by the enactment of Zoning Ordinances. Rhode Island
General Laws 46.4-6-6.10 and in Type [ waters as defined in the Regulations of the Coastal

Resources Management Council”. Post Hearing Memorandum of Law of the Town of New
Shoreham. Docket 98-MC-16. at page 2. attached hereto as Exhibit 1. Similarly. Interstate

argued: 3. Applicant is not “able”. . The zoning laws of Block Island will not atlow the

applicant to dock its vessel at its proposed location in New Harbor. The applicant has not even
applied for the necessary CRMC assent for Payne’s dock™. Interstate Navigation Company s
Post-Hearing Brief, Docket 98-MC-16. at page 3. attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

[t is significant to note for purposes of this Docket that at the time of its application and at
hearing [HSEs ability 1o whart its vessel at Pavne’s Dock was predicated solely upon a simple.
one-page. Letter of Intent between the owner of the facility and IHSE. See Donadio Affidavit.’
FHSF had no formal lease of the pier and, as Interstate correctly noted, it had made no
application 10 CRMC. or to any other governmental authority for that matter. for use of the pier,
See Donadio Aftidavit at 9 6. Nonetheless, the Division found that THSE was fit, willing and
abie to conduct the proposed ferry operation for all purposes.

This theme of the THSF Objectors arosc again on appeal in the Superior Court. In fact,

Interstate actualy argued that its own appeal was not ripe for review, because the Division Order

" Ag an alternative to docking in Old Harbor, according to the Donadio Affidavit RIFF inteads 1o continue
discussions with Pavne’s Dock Incorporated to use s facility in New Harbor, if necessary, While this is not RIFE™s

first chotce for Block istand wharfage, itis & viable second option.

7



granting the IHSF CPCN contained numerous post-issuance conditions that stifl had to be met
before actual operating authority would vest. The Superior Court rejected this effort outright.

after licking off the list of conditions that the Division placed upon HHSE and. once again,
observing that at oral argument “the Division explains that, in a sense. every onc of its [CPON]
decisions is conditional” upon the happening of future events. Intersiaie Navigation Co.. 1969
WL 813603, at *3.

Of greater significance was the Court’s treatment of the Town zoning/CRMC
jurisdictional issue. In the context of its analysis of whether the record contained substantial
evidence 1o support the Division’s finding that [HSF was fit, willing and able. the Court wrote as
tollows:

Interstate also questions the Divisions finding that Hi-Speed Ferry “is 1t, willing and

able 1o provide the service proposed in its application. According to Interstate, the

Divisions Report and Order is clearly erroncous in making the i inding because Hi-Speed

Ferry had not secured financing, had not purchased a hoat, had not hired personnel to run

the husiness and had not finalized other components to offering the ferry service ]

"For example. Interstate argues that Hi-Speed will never secure the zoning approval.

which it contends is necessary, to use Payne’s Dock. Alternatively. Hi-Speed claims that

the Town of New Shoreham Zoning board does pot have junisdiction over Payne's Dock:
rather Hi-Speed asserts that the Coastal Resources ’*«’Ean&gcmcm Councit (CRMC) has
jurisdiction seaward of the mean high water mark. This Court will refrain from
addressing these arguments at this mm Since comphiance with all necessary government
regulations is a condition of the ,mm "Hi-Speed Ferry is unable to obtain the necessary
permits, then jurisdiction over Pavne’s E)mk 15 NOt an issue.

Interstate Navigarion Co., 1999 WL 813603, at *7 & n.7.

As it turned out, HISE's position regarding CRMCs preemptive jurisdiction over
Payne’s Dock was correct and a separate Superior Court judgment to that effect was atiirmed by

the Rhode island Supreme Court. See Champlin's Realty Associates, L7 v Tillson. 823 A 2d

162 (R.1. 2003, However, had the Division not been so judicious, and agreed with the



Objectors” attempt to derail the IHSE CPCN on this singular issue, the course of events would
have been very different.

The Division in this docket has afready ruled that it is “ill-equipped to meaninglully
evaluate harbor congestion and dock adequacy issues as a condition-precedent to the issuance of
4 CPONT in the Intervention Order. Intervention Order at 18, Similarly. the Division is not the
appropriate forum for resobation of RIFEs right to use the South Pier, let alone any other
potentiai sites for dockage. The Town cannot show that there are no genuine issues of material
fact that RIFF has no right or abifity to dock in Old Harbor. On the contrary. RIF F has shown
sufficient facts in that regard. But the Division cannot and should not attempt to resolve that
issue now and instead can. as is customary, condition a CPCN Old Harbor terminus upon further
documented proof of RIFF s right 1o land at the South Pier, or some other location.”

HI. CONCLUSION

Accordingly. since dockage is not a material tact here, or, alternatively, since there is no
“cene of material fact as 1o RIFFs ability to dock in Old Harbor because it is an undisputed fact
that RIFF has the option of docking in either Old Harbor or New | {arbor. the Town's Motion for

Summary Disposition must be denied.

U The Division has previously held that “given Donadio’s proven diligence as a businessman, the Division [was]

satistied that, if he Twere} granted & certificate, e will gvercome any unresoived financmg leensing or other issues
that would otherwise pravert him frons operating ™ Jiersiare Novigarion o 1999 W BT3683, at *].

g



Respectfutly submitted.

Alan M. Shoer, Esq (#3248)
fames A. Hall, Esq. (56167)
ADLER POLLOCK & SHEREHAN, P.C.
One Citizens Plaza, 8" Floor
Providence, RE 02903-1345

Tel: 401-274.7200

Fax: 401-751-0604

Dated: July 31, 2015

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that on July 31, 2015, I delivered a true copy of the foregoing document
via electronic mail to the parties on the attached service list,

10
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BEFORE THE
RHODE ISLAND DIVISION OF
PUBLIC UTILITIES AND CARRIERS
MOTOR CARRIERS DIVISION

IN RE: ISLAND HI-SPEED FERRY, LLC . DOCKET #98-MC-16

INTERSTATE NAVIGATION COMPANY'S
POST-HEARING BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO THE
APPLICANT'S REQUEST FOR A WATER CARRIER
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY

interstate Navigation Co.
d/b/a Block Island Ferry

by its Attorney,

Michael R McElroy, #2627
SCHACHT & McELROY
21 Diryden Lane

P.O. Box 6721

Providence, RI 02940-6721
(401) 35141060

(401 421-5696 fax
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND
DIVISION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES AND CARRIERS

IN RE: ISLAND HI-SPEED FERRY, LLC. ; DOCKET NO. 98-MC-16

INTERSTATE NAVIGATION COMPANY'S POST-HEARING BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO
THE APPLICANT'S REQUEST FOR A WATER CARRIER CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY

[ SUMMARY OF INTERSTATE'S ARGUMENT

A. The Applicant Is Not Fit. Willing, Or Able - The applicant has not proven that it is fit, willing,

or able to provide the proposed service for the following reasons, among others:

1. Apulicant s not iit"
. Applicant is proposing an entity which has only $10,000 of invested capital and $2,200,000 of

borrowed capital.  Applicant believes that it should take only 0.5% of the risk and the
ratepayers should take 99.5% of the risk. Further, no evidence was presented to show how the
applicant would fund its operations should it suffer losses. Proposing a company that shifts
99 5% of the risk to the ratepayers shows a lack of fitness. Not having a plan to cover possible

start-up losses also shows a lack of fitness.

. Applicant has no experience runmng a regulated utility or an offshore ferry.
® Applicant's proposed manager, Charles Donadio, Jr., has trouble finding the truth as follows:
B Mr. Donadio originally testified that his vessel would have “airline style seating”, but on

cross examination, he admitted that the Friendship IV did not have such seating.

[

Mr. Donadio originally testified that his vessel would have carpeting, but on Cross

examination, he admitted that the Friendship IV did not have carpeting.

3. Mr Donadio testified that no permit was needed from either Block Island or the
CRMC to run his proposed service. FHowever, Block Island says that a notice of
violation will be issued if the ferry tries to run into New Harbor, and the CRMC says an
sssent from the full Council is nzeded before the ferry can operate. The apphicant has
not applied for Town zoning relief, nor has it applied for the CRMC assent.

4. Mr. Donadio testified that he had approval from DEM to operate the ferry from the

came berth at the State Pler he currently uses for the Southland. Cross examination

however, made it clear that he does not have a permit for the ferry and that there are

certain conditions that have to be met which have still not been met.

(A

Mr. Donadio has proposed a rate of $26 round trip adult. This was apparently

cateuiated by dividing in half another company's rate that travels twice as fur. The fact
P s ¥



10,

11

that Mr. Donadio didn't even try to determine what the PUC approved rate would be
shows his cavalier approach. This is certainly a lack of fitness.

M Donadio lost the truth again when he testified that his vessel will "depart earlier”
then Interstate’s vessel. In fact, under his own schedules, this is simply not true.

Mr. Donadio admitted that he had no idea as to how many passengers would ride his
ferry, His estimate of 50,000 was originally his "conservative” estimate, then it was his
“hest" estimate, and finally it became his "speculative” ridership. Mr. Donadio had to
waiver on his answer because he did not perform due difigence or complete a survey 6f
study to determine potential ridership. He could not even caleulate that 50,000 round
trip customers on his vessel was 38% capacity, not 19%. This is not the way a person
who is "fit" to operate a reguiated ferry company should do business.

Mr. Donadio has proposed a ticket price of $26 of which $11 is pure profit. This
totally unreasonable proposal shows a lack of fitness. To assume that the PUC would
allow a §,417% return on equity and a ticket price which includes 42% profit shows
either a lack of effort or 2 lack of knowledge.

Mr. Donadio snubs his nose at R L licensing laws by not getting a R.1L driver's license,
even though he admits it is required by law. Someone who doesn't follow the law
could alse ignote safety considerations, the Division, the PUC, or the Coast Guard
rules and regulations.

Mr. Donadio's business plan shows pictures of the inside of a vessel.  Until cross
examination, everyone thought those pictures were of the Friendship IV, They are not
pictures of the Friendship TV, but rather some other better built ship. Once again, Mr.
Donadio tried 1o hide the truth and mislead the Division and his potential lenders.

Mir Donadio on cross examination stated that he had not calculated the total costs
shown in his business plan, which included both principal payments and depreciation
allowance, This is clear duplication. When confronted, he claimed that his accountant
had done that calculation. But his accountant under oath testified that he did not do
the calculation. Rather than admit to making an error, My Donadio blamed someone
else and misspoke the truth.

Mr, Donadio misspoke again when he stated that he was “continually in contact with
the owner of the Friendship {V", and yet claimed he didn't know that the boat was no
longer available for the summer of 1998. However, it is possible that he was n contact
with the owner and knew that it was no longer available, but tried to keep this
information from the Hearing Officer.

Mr. Donadio testified that the Friendship IV had a great ride, implying that he had
actually ridden on the Friendship IV. On cross examination, we found that he had
never ridden on the vessel His attempt to mislead is a clear reflection on his lack of

fitness.



14, Mr. Donadio testified that Mr. Bendokas of New England Ajrlines provided him with
passenger information of 30,000 a year. Wr. Bendokas testified that he never spoke to
WMr. Donadio and that he carried only about 12,000 per year. Once again someone 18
lying. If it is Mr. Donadio, his fitness is questionable.

15 Mr. Donadio lied under oath when he claimed, both in the data request signed by his
lawyers, and in his testimony, that he had never been arrested or charged with a crime,
when in fact he had been arrested and charged with a crime of domestic violence in
1696,

16, Mr. Donadio fied under oath when he stated that he had a vessel loan commitment from

BankRI and that a commitment letter was being drafled.

2, Applicant ia} 1ot ”wiﬁirzg"
The applicant admitted that it was

regulations such as a rate of return hm;zed 1o F1-12%, or if the PUC set the ticket price fower
than he wanted. Of course, the Supreme Court has ruled that PUC regulations apply to all

passenger ferries. Therefore, applicant is not "willing”.

3. Applicant is not "able”

The applicant has no vessel;

The applicant has no backup vessel n the event of a breakdown, accident, or other

contingency,

The applicant has failed to even apply for the primary loan of approximately $2 million that the
applicant admits will be needed to purchase a vessel;

The applicent does not have a purchase and sale agreement for a vessel, nos has it made any

deposits on a vessel,

The applicant does not have an approved herthing permit for its proposed docking location in

Galilee;

The zoning laws on Block Island will not allow the applicant to dock its vessel at its proposed

location in New Harbor,

The applicant has not even applied for the necessary CRMC assent for Payne's dock.

The company has no crews, dock hands, or ticket sellers;

The company has not yet purchased a computer, other hardware, or the software necessary to

o

provide the advanced reservations and pre- sale of tckets suggested in its filing.

B. The Applicant Has Not Proven “Public Necessity'-- The applicant has not proves that the

"public necessity requires” this passenger only service, and has not proven that Intersiate 1§ not

nroviding adequate service Lo meet passenger demands, as shown below!



iwe wanted to 100k and see what was out there in the market of high speed ferries in

case that we would have to get drawn into this, say, if a license was awarded to

somebody else, then we might have to compete with them possibly with a high speed

boat.

]

just to keep our options open Lo sce what was out there on the market of high speed

boats, or if the Division did think there was a need for the service, which we don't think

there is a need for this service, that we would hope that we would have possibly the

first crack at running a high speed boat out to the island” (an 185-86, 188).

5. Criminal Complaint. Interstate’s rebuttal case consisted of a criminal complaint against
Mr. Donadio in which he was charged with a crime of domestic violence in 1996, This document was

admitted into evidence on June 11, 1998 This document impeaches the credibility of Mr. Donadio

and goes to the question of his {iiness to operate a public utihity.

K. JUNE [I 1998

. Charles A. Donadio, Jr. tried to explain away his arrest record by claiming that e did not
reatize he was under arrest or charged with a erime. However, i the application to the Division which
asked if any member of the applicant had been charged with a wrafhic offense, the answer (signed under

ged

e

aath by Mr. Donadio} was "ves", and the explanation was that Mr. Jon Hagopian had been char

with speeding, but the charge was dismissed. H the applicant had any intention of being truthfiil about

this. the partners would have stmply answered both the data request and the guestion during Cross

examination "ves, Mr. Donadio was charged with a crime of domestic violence, but it was dismissed”.

=
e

1Y, CONCLUSION

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, we request that the application for a certificate of

e i Er e ol " . N ity T b o
sublic convenience and necessity be demed.

w5



Respectiully submitied,
Interstate Navigation Co.
d/b/a Block Island Ferry
by its Attorney

”g’“‘}
A
\’im Jael E{ \Eai my !
SCHACHT & McEL R{}Y -
21 Dryden Lane

P.O. Box 6721

Providence, RI 02940-6721
(301) 351-4100

(401) 421-5696 fax

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on the 26th day of June. 1998, | mailed 2 true copy of the foregoing by
first class mail to the following,

Hagopian & Hagopian Packer & O'Keefe
137 Chestriut Street 1220 Kingstown Road
Providence, R 02903 Peasce Dale, RIO2883-2428

Paul Roberts, Esqg.
Attorney General's Office
154 South Main Strest
Providence, RI 02903

\WW/'/M’/«“/«-’M& //// /,J//

Theresa ki w/eauﬁn
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND
DIVISION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES AND CARRIERS

IN RE: RHODE ISLAND FAST FERRY, INC.: Docket No.: D-13-51

AFFIDAVIT
OF CHARLES A. DONADIO, JR.

1. Charles A. Donadio. Jr.. being sworn upon oath. depose and say:

I That | am President of Rhode Island Fast Ferry. Inc. and as such [ have personal
knowledge of the facts set forth in this Aftidavit

2. That attached hereto as Exhibit “A™ are historical documents obtained from the
Library of Congress regarding the convevance of the South Pier in Old Harbor. Block Isiand to
the Town of New Shoreham and complaints made to the U.S. Army Corps of Lngineers {rom
approximately 1894 to 1904 regarding the Town’s use of that pier:

3. That attached hereto as Exhibit “B™ are historical documents, including photos.
showing the use of the South Pier in Old Harbor, Block Istand by privately owned terries,
including the MV Sprig Carroll. MV Wesiporr and the MY Block Island (later repamed the
Vankees, all of which were evidently owned by Interstate Navigation:

4. That Galilee Cruises., Inc.. a company | was the President and sole sharcholder of.
was the managing Member of Island Hi-Speed Ferry, LLC ("THSE™) from its founding in 1998
unttl 2003 when it sold its terest in HHSE;

3 That when HISF made application to the DPUC for its Certificate of Public

Convenience and Necessity ("CPON™) it had only a simple Letter of Intent from Payne’s Dock



Incorporated (“Payne’s) expressing Payne’s intent to lease wharfage to IHSF, conditioned upon
the granting of IHSF s CPCN;

6. That IHSF did not have a formal lease agreement with Payne’s and had made no
application fo the Coastal Resources Management Council, or any other government board or
agency for that matter, for permission to use the pier, as it was considered unnecessary;

7. That based upon my relationship with the owner of Payne’s Dock, and plans for
on-going discussions regarding the use of the Payne’s dock, I believe I will be able to secure
permission, at the appropriate time, for use of Payne’s Dock in New Harbor for my Quonset-

Block Island route, in the event that becomes necessary.

o Dtf

Charles A. Donadio, /
President
Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inc.

”,-:7“ i
Subscribed and swom to in - /)a&,ﬂ A , Rhode Island, on the 4/ day of
July, 2015. !

2
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EXHIBIT
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July 14, 2015

Via F-mail/Hand-Delivery

Ms. Luly Massaro

Division Clerk

Drvision of Public Utilities and Carriers
86 Jefferson Boulevard

Warwick, Rhode Island 02888

Inre: Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inc. - Docket No. D-13-51
Dear Luly:

On behalf of Rhode Island Fast Ferry, Inc. (“RIFF™), please find an original and four (4) copies
enclosed for filing in the above docket:

13 RIFF’s Supplemental Response to the Town of New Shoreham’s Additional Data
Request at the Deposition of Charles A. Donadio, Jr.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

g}*f ,f; ,/a'y. fi Foy Ay
KLAN MR

sshotodiapsiaw.com
LAl

Enclosure

TI9081 vi



STATE OF RHODE ISLLAND
DIVISION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES AND CARRIERS
IN RE: RBODE ISLAND FAST FERRY, INC.: Docket No.: D-13-51
RHODE ISLAND FAST FERRY, INC, SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO

THE TOWN OF NEW SHOREHAM's ADDITIONAL DATA REQUEST AT THE
DEPOSITION OF CHARLES A, DONADIO, JR

At the deposition of Charles A. Donadie, Jr. the Town of New Shoreham, through its
attorney, requested that RIFF produce the document relied upon by Mr. Donadio in his Answer
to Question numbered § in his Rebuttal Testimony. The documents Mr. Donadio relied upon are

attached hereto as Exhibit “A™

it Lo f ‘

i ray -
M Shoer, Esd/(#3248)
James A. Hall, Esq. (#6167)
ADLER POLLOCK & SHEEHAN, P.C.
One Citizens Plaza, 8" Floor
Providence, Rl 02903-1345

Tel: 401-274-7200

Fax: 401-751-0604

Dated: July /#/. 2015

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

&

| hereby certify that on July {77 2015, 1 delivered a true copy of the foregoing document
via electronic mail to the parties on fge attached service list.

TIRBRE v
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428 FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS. Bzss. I Cam. 907, 1800,

SedyBeyiss  Iouproving national harbor of refuge ot Sandy Bay, Cape Ann,
Hnmguhnsetts: Continuning improvnn;s eny, one hundred and fiffy
thousnnd dollare )

Ksnchester, Mogw, Improviu%hnrbnr st Manchestor, Massachuretts : Coutinuing im..
provement, Hve thousand dollace. ‘

Murtaw Yiersrs,  Imoproving Martha's V"ma{:rﬁ inner harbor at Edgartown, Messs-

Maas. chuselts, for dredging, two thousand dollars.

Satere Musy, Impraving Salem gnrbor, intlnding Sonth River, Messschnsetts,

fourteen thousand dollars.

L7
-

I Beagre, o Improving Stoge Harbor at Chatbam, Massechosstts, five thou.

:T,Fdé" sand dollars, .

it Wosprt, wets. . Dinproving Westport Harbor and Bast and West Branoh of West.
Gk port %.iver, Messachusetts, one thousand dollers, to be n,%plied in
ﬁ{t j; ext?g' the jetty on Horse Neok Point spd to dredging In Weat-
Ahfid ort Harbor,
ikt 8 Biock Takand, B L P Impruvin% harber at Block Ialand, Rbuode Islond ; Continuing im-
3;!}, provement, Sftesn thousand dollars; and the wharf on the Innd side.
ji Corigance to Now of the iuner harbor is hereby conveyed to the town of New Shore.

on PEuenges™ ham for the public use of said town ; but no tolls or cbm‘%:s shall
s"ﬂf.a ever be exsctad for the vss of said wharf :E publis vessals of the-
;‘;’fr 3 United States or frefght carried in such vessals.
Ak Fewport, R % Improvisg harbor st Newport, Rhode Island : Coutizuing im-

Provement, twelve thoasund five hundred dollnrs,

Gromrrics Bay, .2, Im&roving berbor at Gresowich Bay, Rhode Istund - To compiate,.
two thousand dollnvs. :

. Somers Harvor Improving ceve near southeast extramity of Coasters Harbgr- T
et R Isiand, Rhodo lsland, and water-way between soid istend snd Riode ne L
{slaud, to complste, five thousand Bvs hundred dollars. C

Potnt Fodhd, B I, Constructing nstional harbor of refuge st or near Point Judith

gh&ge Island: Cowmeuncing construction, seventy-five thousand S
ClArs, .

Bridgenrs, Conn. Improving berbor at Bri&gsgort, Counseticut: Coptinging fm- S

ngement‘ vweaty thousand dollars, of which Sfteen thoussng dol-

shall be expended in coustrusting bremkwater hetween the
Tongue amd inner beseon, snd five thousund dolers to complate-
1m&ov&menﬁ above the bngg

ek Hotk, Coon. pmvm% harbor ab B Rock, Connesticub: Continuing im-
provemaent, Bve thousand doliars.

MewMavesCone Constructing Lreskwsters ot New Haven, Cornecticni, in accord-
ance with the plans submitted by COhief of Engineers in report for-
eighteen hondred sud eighty-nine, page gix hundred and ssventy.
gi%? : Contiyuing fmprovemwent, ono haodred aod twenty thovsand

OLRTS,

Lmproving barbor at Wew Haveu, Conuncticat: C;:m&i'nniag -
provemest, u thoussnd dollprs. .
Farwdy, Oang. Inipzt;ovm ha;;b::isg mﬁk‘ Connectiont : Comploting bmprove-
went, four than o .
FiseyremiCoon  Improving harboras Wilson's Point, Congecticut: For widening-
and eepepmghgl;ma!, thirty thousand dollsrs.
Stoutogton, Ceea. Impmmiw bor at Stomington, Counechisus : Continoing ime.
wrovement, bwelve thousand five hundred dollets,
Baamfond, Qoo Imymn;n% hgélbor sC& S&g}mfmd. Coonecticat: Completing fm-
provemsnt, five thousan ars, .
oFve Mk Biver, Impmﬂngﬁf;ﬁ&r%}zgﬁ at B’igz Eii‘iie River, Counesticut : Continuing-
- wmoprovement, fve Lhousand doliars.
Hitloed, Come. proving hatbor ot Miliord. Conneotiout ; Cumopleting mprove-
Duck taons, ovo. - P eenesand ve ogo D% & Harbor, on Lo Island
ad, Ouges. IERIOY BYo0r O 18 1, §*is) %l L1, On 2k,
@mﬁ, Gaxggmicnt: twenty-Ave thoussnd dollars. ¢
Ciitan, Conn. Improving harbor at Clinton, Conpecticnt Cootinning improve-
mant, three thousend five hundred dollars,

R S
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3rd Indorsement.
U. S, Engr. 0ffice, Newport, R. I, Jen. 18,18%4.

Respectfully returned to.the Chief of Engineers,U.S . Army, ¥with re-
marks as follows:@-
After some speciml investigsation, I am of the opinicn thaet the
claims of the - petitioners asre somewhal sxaggerated and thet the use of
the basin as claimed by them is neither as extensive nor ms detrimentel

to them as clsimed by them.

‘ The basin to which they undoubtedly refer, is & small basin about
270 feet sguare and from 6 to 8 feet  deep, originally builtlabout 20
years ago) by the United States as & place in which to lay wup its own
plant during the construciion of the large breakwater at this place {For
msp of harbor, see page 844, ,Ann. Report ¢hief of Fngineers for 1883).
ATter the coupletiorn of the breakwater, and by Act of 19 September 1890,
the wharf on the land side of thies basin was sonveyed toc the town of New
Shoreham (Bloeck Island) for the puhlic use of said town; no tolle or
charges to ever be exacted however for the use of seid whar? by public
vegssels of the United States. Owing to the small size of the baesin,
this conveyance practicaelly gives to the town of New Shoreham the con—
trol of the use of the basin; no boats, except those of the United States
having eny rights.at all to the use of the other three sides of the ba-
sin.
There heg been in the pest almost every year g few somplaints by e
few persons {(not alweys the same] thst they have been kept by others

from using this basin or its surrcunding wharves as they would have liked
to use it. Suech complaints may be expected to continue yearly until

the town of New Shoreham {as do other seaport towns and cities of this
State} shall appoint & harbor master to look efter and control the use

of its herbor by publie end privete boats. The completion, during the
past seszson, of the enlarged harbor labout 700 feet wide and 1000 feet
long} mekes more impertent than ever the need of guch & harbor master.

I heve therefore to recommend that this and ell future compleintsa
of the people of this neighborhood as to the improper use aof ite harbor
by public and privete vessels, be met by & regommendatiosn to the com—
plainants to lay the metter before their local suthorities with & view
of sesuring for their herbor the sppointment of & loecal harbor master

under logal State laws.
fiespertfully submitted,

-

y } N ;; /
WHE-CIE. Captain,Corps of Engineers U.S.A.
£
w—»"?/ - . s /‘
Lt Ay Y - RIS 4

[792-03 B.I. 1894.)}






Report on vharfoge conditicns of Ricek Iniand,Red.
M, & ELegineey @fties,
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Py 0 e Lo iy SF TNy
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gang. a1, Alaxwider Hockenszie,
ﬁhi’éf of Tnginsere, U. 5. Avay,
Fashington, D. G.
Getlarni
1. In compliancee with indorsement deted Jurs 24,190k, on
%,.5.F1le No.5u74b6, I have the honor vo sumnii the folliowing i*epm:*ﬁ:
AN Ersa river md herbor dot of Sevtamber 19,1890, contalned
tha follcwinp;: shigpreving harpoer st Blosk Ipieprid: continuing inprode-
went, Tiftedn thousenc. dollavs. and the whae! on the land side oF
Lie inney Wﬁoav’ ig hersby conveyed to the town of Wew Shevehms 2=
ihe Hubli¢ ﬁ.aa of snid. bowna; bwé ne tolls op charges shall aver e
expcted for%the use ¢Ff sald whard by pruldic vsszawis oF ihe it ged
“fatas OoT f‘%ﬂ&ig}st gariEd in such veposlE.®
3. Q{i the inclosed bine nyrint iz ehowm tne wherd in queelion
end 1% 10 gz:r, thic whert that bhe stsauwsy 'City of Aaverhili® is
prevented frowm isnoing by she fzot Phet Whe stagiier Y0eoxFe W.

sTielson® Ge Reid theve by the cwners, slthough she 18 not new

in comnlsedofl,
B %}1@ Loun of New Shorehss, the cOTDUTELE NAMD ¢ tha towm

cvr Dheuk Isisnd, iz the owner of tna two stoamers, thstlecyge .

cemizleont and the *Hew Shopsheme, Ihe New Fuoreliwld CWOL WES
“ha old hasber owing o thoere not paing pulfisient depitn in the
inney besin, s0 she uses LnE wheeD in the @reat Sall POnd. AT YhiL

cosmol of the year, grest quantitiss of fish wmre shiwped Lrow BLOe
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Criaand and BS he gwenter pavi of une sapndng fleet use whe oXd
Lewnopr anG the packing ie aong ab this loeelity, 1t in tne better
~+in% ¥oy phipment, I M8 ipformed that shimsente mads Foom the wharf

.. 4ue Cregt Belt Pond cost tis gezalere 25 cents pa& serrel ToT ORI~

eze, LIt was 1% apdsy 0 Dave ihis sXpenBe +het the pevivionsrs 3O~

Lrad -he rumaing of the steamer pgitr of Heverhill™ hetwedn RLOGR

“s1and, Peovidsnos and Hewport, Rl

s

5 Az the narncr &b BLOGK Tgiend wag constructed ¥ the

nited B4otes and the wharf wes secol 10 ihe tom of New faoyelian

~on the pullic use of 8sld town, A% wWould seem 9B though the ncld-

-~

-~z of the stemmer "OSOTRE ¥, Danideon eb the Publio “ynarf, therehy

~gventing other noets From using id, mahey the said *leoxyic ¥, Dahe

slgaond an ghetraetion o navigation, wiser paction 15 of the =ivar
--5 naThotT 806 OF vapen 3,189%. IF peution U of the piver ané nor-
wap got of Awgued i, 18948, 1% guvlicavle iu vhisg vess, [ would Te~
spacttuily reccumend that the ToLLowing repulations po issued bY

mpthopity of e ggoretory of Var!

Regulatione wagsrding ohatruetion of nevigation in vhe
nerbor ot Block Igiland, R. 1.

tre Tiver dnd warboy sot of August 18,189%, provides eb LOL-
s L T s B pnat 1t shall be whe cuty of the secretory of Tox o
psaoribe HUBD Tules emi wegulations for ihe ugs, sduinistration,
pre nevigatien oF svy or 8'1 canels and, similer works oOf novigation .
Lhrt 1OV are, 0¥ +hat nerveaftey mey LI, vuned, opsrated,or maintati-
od by the Wiltod guvates as in hie 311:1@&@5% the yublic necegsliiy uay
raguiscsg. .

¢ Sﬁuﬁ ral e and regnlivions gnall be nested, in gonepiouous oul
: For the informeiion of ¢he public; &nd ovary
wETsOT BRI eYery covpeeation whieh shell fnowingly and wid Py
Tiolate sugn ITilen ond repulations ghell be dsemed puility ¢f &
miesemeano? angd, on oCNTioLion therect in any aistricet potart in
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: ;.zﬁ:ﬁ"”‘ “?"13 hlmﬁazea aﬂllara, O h:,r myymommmn (m the snr*a r}*"‘ T
2o Y0RCL RERBGH ) M0t ewgeading si% MONIE, in the Gipopetion of toe
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in geoorlanos with the 2bevs, noties is heveby given L0 09RLos

. OB oapteine gr othewys in onargs of steemers, aslling vesselis o
‘,Me.: £t ea"&:mg c¥aft uWwsing the harbors at Block lslond,R.Y., ithad
LSy REEE ndt in any* wery, elttlior by enchorzing or $7ving their vessele
@ $he vhmrves Or plers, chstiruct the oespacity ¢f the harhors oy Pri~

veat othsh vessels frow proceeding o the docke: vaiawﬁihowa?aia
et o peasoiladips btime ghell be wllowed vesesls For ths disoingdng
g3 pobelpt of piBrengarTe kL0 Preight.

Very rempogtiuliy,

Your cpedisai ssrvant,

Lisut . 0el,  teron oF LHLEINOSEE .
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nespsetfully returped to the
zgeratery of Wer.

The faots of this cese are stated
by the Chief of Engineers io 5th ine
dersement hereor as follows:

s¥hg river and harbor act of

taptenber 16, 1880, ia the ltex mg k-
sppropristion for improving her-
bov st Elook Island, H.I., oontailrne
the following wrovision: ‘apd ths
wharf pn the land side of the Inner
perbor is hereby conveyed Lo the
town of ¥ew Shorehsw for the public
use of ssid town:; but ne teils or
charges shall sver be exscted for
the vee of said wharf by public
=f the Unived Btates or
in spoh vesssls,’

ing

vegesls
freight
igipee this epactment the salid

wharf hes been ip the possesgios of
the town of Wew Bhorsham, ang
ties sungeded in navigatlion now make
complaint that they are prevented
from having the free uwse of the
wharf by rsason of the fect thet a

parrised

Har-

.
steamer belonging to the town is
continvously anchored there; it
being alleged thet it is the ob-
ject of the towen authorities in
anchoring their pleamer st the
whar!{ Lo prevent copmpatition frow
boats belonging to privete psr-
ties, Reguest is made thal the
town suthorities bte reguired tc
repeve the boet from the wherf,
go that it may be used fresly by
the publie.®

ifter referring te the sooone-
panying report in the matter by
Lisvtenest~Coionel Willerd, the
Ohiaef of EncinesTs says:

"he Congress conveved this wharf
t¢ the town directly, it does pot
apreer thet the ¥ar Deparirent
hag sny power to interfere w#ith
the papmesment and control of the
gtructore, and I thersfore sse oo
way iz which the Department could
afford the petitioners the ralief
derired, "

I copcpr in these views of the
Chisf of Epgineers. It iz not
clesr, however, that the petition-—
erg are without reliefl in the prem-
imes,. By ssotion 10 of the Biver
and Harbor pet of Karch 8, 1882



il

wE

1301), the -~
any obgtruction noh

(=) Steis.,
nereation of
affirmatively authorized by fongress
1o the pavigeble capacity of &ny of
ine weters of the gpited Ststes is
sxx prohibited; "
and in gection 18 of the saneé iot it
{¢ wade uplawful to -
ngig np or snehaor vesgsels or otber
eraft i navigatle chenpels ip such 2
wapner s to prevent Or chetruct the
passage of other vessels oOr eraft.”
fhils the mherf was grented &c the
town, it owas expressly stipulated that
{4 was VFor the public use of suid
sown; U end it 1s not pelieved thet it
sould bs lamfol for the town to ob-
struot the use of it by the public im
ohe menner specified., Eowever, 88
stated sbove, the secratary of Far ig
githout subhority to sive the petiticn-
srs the relief desired. If the soblon
compleived of be 2 viplatioe of &he
statuies referred to, 1t fa incumbent
or the Derartment of Justice tg oon-
duct the legal proceedings necessvly
The only -
jurisdictive the Seeretary of §ar
rould have in the premises would be

tc enforce the ststutes.

to make a reguest for bthe prosscutioy

4.
of the offenders; and such sction
pizbt be taken by the Department of
Justice without sush reguest.

It is, therefore, suggested that
these papers be raferred to the Attor-
ney-Jepersl with request that, if io
his opinion the acts conplained of vio-
tate the provisione of the Fiver ant
farbor ket of Yerehk 3, 189G, he will
eguss tha C. 8. gttovnay to proszcoube
the offenders, - d

Q.

o =g fg .
P O T

Judge-tivocats Cenersi .

CRASTRY FRIHLEN TAE LY (O
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L8O stersoview —
‘Bteamer
0. W, DANIELSONY

15 wel when a two-mastec
amer, a trin black schooner and
svte catboat nestle together in the
of a Block Island summer,
=z 1068-foot fong GEORGE W
JaNIELSORN was iaunched on the
infand in 1880 for a group of Block
inciers, and served as the year-
1 ferry until 1814, most often
stained by George W Coniey
TR38-1917 )

the enfargemant below, the tower
#the Manisses Hotel on Spring
eat can easily be sean coking up.

The 1880s - Stereoviews by the thousands

—- Francs Hacker & WWOR. Carr




The Spmse CARROLL arnves at Oid Harbor from Point Jud;t?r — F951

Words hardiy need be added — just go back in time, when passengers hovered a few leet from — and
in front of — the captain. Whan you could sit on the tallgate of your pickup ruck seeing the boatl come
within a few feet of you. The doors of your woodie station wagon left open - always room 10 park.

Back to when hulls of arriving boais swung ke a swan's body, coming gracelully broadside to the
waiting crowds ~ no backing up like the moderm imitation ferrias running 15 rips a day endlessly back
and forth now, offering fittle more maglc than a fleet of buses.

¥ was instead in the past fike & granﬁ emrame comzng up from the horizon, a special event [ust twice
aday at noon and.7 pm, onto & stage ‘where audience and cast would rningle in one great production
called 4 e - f:izmbxng into artful eutom{sbsfgs worth keaping forever, heading off inlo the sparse fields
cf summer wedged round mih SBE za,hose saghi coviid hardly be avoided no matter what tane on the
is ané yOUu wWeaved your way down. Alreal istand, quset ‘where ocean and land meshed fike fingers of
two haﬂds Céaspeci t&gether ammd ones soui Take me there.




Chaprer 4

Waving goodbye from the
ferry, and the dock — 1934
Few who experience the sudqen nANGs of
their departure can resist makirg a senes
of photographs chronicling that iourmsy,

Vet pnar

&

Sights at
Old Harbor dock
1930s —

Girl on a piling,
Old Harbor dock — 1930s

A young Prnscsi?a Hempst@ad soaked
up unfolding scenas at Qid Harbor's
always interesting docks — gazing
oatiertly into a setting sun for the photo-
grapher. She fiked island summers
enough to stay putl for decades.

I the background is Ballard's inn.

Out of sight to the right, up on the hill
dominating this scene, was the Ocean
View Hotel, which her husharnd Henry
Hempstead would photograph burning
in 1966, see page 235.

Their daughter, Metissa Schottland,
carries on the same —— sitting patiently
as wall, bul with island conservation
groups.

WEeSTPORT feaves for
medenae — 1939

'l'hz«m W!:STPORT wa& bw tin 1971 for use
amongst Maing's numerous offshore
tshands. With g beefed-up hull festuring
smakler portholes, she wes used by
trterstate Navigation Co. fom 1838 10
1941 when she becams one of many
farriss taken nlo govermment sarvice
in preparstion for the impending war
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Interstate Navigation Company

1928-2008 ¢

N 1928 THE INTERSTATE NAVIGATION COMPANY WaS CREATER Ry Raymond Abell and

Louis Round, captaing in their twenties who built the company's success around the

104-fo0t ELIZABETH ANN, an ex-submarine chaser built during World War L some
say with one L-boat kill to her credin.

During her first few years as a ferry, runs were made vearround from Sto
Connecticut, to Block Island. At 20 miles, this route was shorter than the usual 3
trip from New London, or the 25 miles from Newport, that carlier ferry companic
always traveled. in those years Point judith, only 12 miles away, was unsuitable {or use.

Nicknamed "Lazae Ann,” the sea-worlhy, namow beamed boat — only 1 4-feet

-was a great favorite, untit burning at a New London dock in 1951 while being rer

Winning the all-important mail contre gt to the island in 1933, Interstate end:
life of the previous mail carrier, the Rhode Island Marine Transportation Compans
year Interstate purchased the 110-foot \Tusru} It which had first begun trips to
Island in 1921 for the old Norwich, New London and Block Island Line. With three
arel a pleasing appearance, the Newsico  continued in servics untdl the early |
spawning the subordinare Nelseco Navigation Company under which name In
New London-based boats stifl operate.

Another notable coup for Interstate was 1o use
service from nearby Point Judith, advertising these
The State of Riede [sland built the Point juclith pie
Block isfand ferries use it

This was part of President Roosevelt's public v
of the Depression, a 35-acre anchorage was dredged in 1934 and 1935, and &
50-foot state pier created - the same farge picr rl at has served mimd ferrias ¢

Curlously in the 1990s the Town of Narragansett began saying that

should not use the picr, even though Narragansett had nothing 1o do wi

o
£

the Enzaners Asw for the |
rips in 1936 as the “Shon
r for the specific purpose of ¢

fﬁ!’ks program to imm, the

104

MONHEGAN — 718930s
at Prowdence dock

mrqtate Nawgat on Ccﬂmany S ?’erry
MQNHESGAN was one of the many
venerable Maine boats that found new
e at Block lsland — ses 4st bottom
af page 153.

The MONHEGAN, buflt in 1903, plowed
through icy seas for many years io her
wmesake, the island of Monhagan
She began Block Island service in
1926, continuing here until wr rkec}
at her Providence dock in the grest
1938 Hurricane. v



-4 Lizzie ANN’s pllothouse

Rmhard Dodga — founder of Dead
Eye Dick's Restaurant in the mid-
19308 — sits next to a life preserver
attached to the original pilothouse of
the World War t ex-submaring chaser,

See pages
152,172 & 255.7
for more of Interstate’s
CONUNUING Story

Interstate Navigation Company's

principle boats.

ELIZABETH ANN

Neiseco il —rar 1921-1960
WesTporT — 1 1935154 1
MONHEGAN ~—ran 1920- 1938

Brocklstano 2 ~—ran 18940-1083
Renamed YANKEE in 1048

VNG - ran 1946
RockeT ~fan 1845-14950
CHAuNCEY M. DEFEW - ran 1945 anly
Srrios CARROLL ~—rarn 1949-1970
Raxoem -raniate-4s. 52
QuongET - ran 1857-1987
BLOCKISLAND (*3)  —ran 1960-1986

conception or construction — and the surrounding land for hundreds of yards h szqic
property. Point fudith itself is @ man-made harbor. the immense breakwaters buill wilh
federal funds v the early 1900y for the berrerment of the country at large.

I 1933 a now Block Island forry company was begun, Sound Steamship Lines. that
helped bring back larger lerries to the Bland — sce the following two pages. During the
next 20 years Sound Sieamship and Interstale Navigation were in direct competition,

In 1959 Interstate added the 125-foot WesTeorT, with a capacity of 600 passengers
and cight cars. But with global war becoming increasingly obvious, things began hap-
pening fast, and. along with many other ferrics the Wrstporr was taken into mili ary
service in 1941, just before the United States went to war.

The E.’Bi;wfowl Hoox Mounram, built in 1906, was purchased by Interstate in the fall
of 1939. She had & slightly larger capacity of 800 passengers and 10 cars. Renamed the
Brock Istan, the old steamer ran from Providence o Oici Harbor until being sold in
Febritary 1941 to the Navy 1o ransport newly hired workers hired to fortify the nearby
naval bases. The bombing of Pearl Harbor was 10 months away.

After the war the Brock Istann resuried the Providence i, and in 1948 was again
renamed, as Yanwrr - she is the last of the old ferries still afloat, now being preserved
fn Manhattan under private ownership, see photos of her on pages 152 and 256-257.

ELIZABETH ANN & one car,
arriving at Ofd Harbor — 19405

Perhaps the most pndearmg attnbute of the le:a}E
Anx was her ability to carry only one automabile
- which had (o be strapped crossways near the
bow — a monumental testament to an ara far
simpier, more peaceful and pleasant.

The Lizzie ANN was the driving force of interstate
MNavigation Company from the 1820's into e late-
1340's, and was the istand's link to the mairdand
throughout much of World War I! when larger
vessels were taken for war service. She is fongty
remembered by those who knew haer,

Fer’ry 5q{g_eduie — 1 9305
Block Island - Stonington
Maotor Ship

“ELIZABETH ANN”
e SERVICE roos

HayHubt Savbg Thare

1928-1960s

SEE PHOTOS: SFEINEL SETITILILLE
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