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In re: Doillinion Energy Bray1011 1 
Point, LLC (foi~nei-ly 'US Gen 
New Eilgluld, Ii~c.) 

1 

Braylon Poilit Station 
1 
1 

NPDBS Appeal No. 07-0 1 
1 

NPDES Pel-mil. No. MA 0003654 ) 

SAVE THE BAY'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
XN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO FILE AN AMICUS BRIEF 

IN SUPPORT OF THE REMAND DETERMINATION ISSUED BY REGION 1 IN 
RELATION TO EPA NPDES PERMIT, NO. MA 0003654 

Introduction 

Save Tbe Bay - Nai-rag~uisett Bay ("Save The Bay") is one of Rl~ode Isla~d's 

largest no1.r-profit orgailizations wit11 approximately 20,000 members aild suppoiqers. The 

purpose of the organization is to ensure that the enviroiu~~ental quality cifNm~apnnsett 

Eay, and its wat~rsl~ed, is restored and protected fro111 the b u n ~ f ~ ~ l  cLfects of llui~ia~i 

activities IIOW and ill the f~~ture.  

Save the Bay s~~pports tile Fllial National Pollntant Discharge Elin~lation System 

("NPDES") Pel-~~lit No. MA 0003 6 54 aid Determination on Remand ("Deternlination") 

issued by Region I of the United States Enviroii~i~e~~tal Protsctio~~ Agency ("EPA Region 

1") for Brayton Point Rower Station ("BrayLon Point") 01. ("the plant") hi Som~rset, 

Massacl~~~setts. Substantial deference must be given to EPA Region 1's thoroughly 

explained, site-specific detemii~atjon mndc ill con~pliance wit11 codrollii~g law. 
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Wh,e~-efore, Save The Bay files the within Ainicus Memorm~d~un and requests the 

Enviroimeutal Appeals Boud (""E") or ("Board") ~tpl~old the Determination. 

Save The Bay has b eel1 the leading non-govei~ulient euvil-olunelltal orgaization 

involved in the enviroi~lleiltsl p ellnit ting iud revi cw of Brayton Point' s op eratioiz for 

over ten years. Tlirougli scieiltific and technical analysis, legal and reg1~1atoi-y advocacy, 

and grass-roots iietworliing, wk liave been actively engaged in the pb l i c  process. Over 

this tilie, we have becoi-ne intimately fanliliar wit11 t l~e  facility, its operations, m ~ d  

impacts. OLU instit~~tioiial illenlory predates Dominioil Energy Brayton Point, LLC's 

("Dominion") 'and USGell New England, ~ I C .  ' s ("USGen") owilership of the plait, 

After over a docade of work on tlze issues s~moudi l lg  Brayton Point, it is clcm 

that tho plant had; and continuer to lzavve, a direct, severe d adverse impact on the 

ecosystem of Mount Hope Bay, and fiat it is the single largest point-source of marine 

pollution in Mo~lnt Hope Bay, and by extensioii, Nsu~agalsctt Bay. Tl~rougl~ the 

con~bination of er~traimnent and h~~piiige~i~ont of billions of f ish eggs and larvae1, and 

wit11 tl~ennal poll~~tion, tlze Brayton Point plant has definitively contributed to a decline in 

the Moult Hope Bay ecosysteill not obseived anywhere else. The aquatic impacts fiom 

the plant have been studied ill ext~aordinaiy and u~precedalted detail, while Braytoll 

Point colitinues to degrade the fisheries aiid habitat of Moullt Hope Bay. 

Argument 

I. Mouut Hope Bay is a vnlued Public Trust resource. 

Historically, the Moui~t Hope BayITau~toli River watershed has been a 

biologrically sigi~ificu~t nursery area for inany species of fish found tluougl~out 

USEPA Final NPDES Pcl-lllit, Fact Slteer, dclober 2003. 
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N a ~ t ~ g a ~ s e t r  Bay u~id m o d e  Islwd SDLIIIJ ~ l l d  one of tile n-rain breeding groullds for 

comrnerciaIly l~arvested fish in Nar~agansett Bay. MOLLIIX Hope Bay is a shallow estuary 

wit11 high freshwater input aid is suitsible for designation as essential Bsb habitat under 

the federal Sr~stainable Fisheries Act. It i s  classified under both Rhocle Isla~d and 

Massachusetts law as "Class SA suzd SB watel.s" wliicl~ arc by definition suitable for 

activities, uses, and fish 

a ld  wildlife habitat. 

Save The Bay is a member of the corninittee foimed to strtdy the Taunfon River, 

wllic11 co~itiilues to pwsue Wild and Sceuic desiguation by tlie National Palc Service. The 

Ta~~nton Rives joins Mount Hope Bay at Brayton Point, and j s consid,ered pm of the 

same ecological coi~~plex. The Ta~~nton is pwllaps the 1110st diverse and intact coastal 

riverine ecosysteln in all of southeim New England, a d  is the only major coastal river in 

the region t11a1 is witho~lt a dm1 or obstluctjoll over its entire lengtl~. The width of 

tmdisturbed river conidor along the upper T a ~ t o n  and its pliinaly tributaries ranges 

from approximately 2,000 feet lo over one mile for approxiillateIy twenty-two 

~lzeandering miles - an extraordinarily wild river in eastern Massacl~~~setts, The river 

corridor's mix of large woodla~~d areas (largely devoid of nonmative species), vast tidal 

and uon-tidal wetlands, and edge habitats related to nexly 2,000 acres of prime 

agricultural lahd provides exaordinarily rjc11 habitat diversity for a wide range of 

species. Soiile of the outstandjng attributes of the T a ~ ~ i ~ t o n  River coi~idoi- incl~~de:  

'1: over 154 species of birds aid 29 species of fish, iilcludillg the bald eagle and the 

very rare Atlantic sturgeon; 

'' more than 3360 identif ied plzu~t species, illcludil~g 3 globally rare species 



MAR. 7. 2 0 0 7  3 : 5 9 P M  S A V E  T H E  B A Y  NO. 2 7 5 2  P. 9  

* The river aud ~ o u i d  Hope Bay also suppo~-t a broad range of recreational uses, 

and is enjoyed by t l~ou~wds  of peoj~le fro111 ~III -OLI~~IOLI~ the region.2 

111 addition to its ecological val~le u~d diversity, Mouilt Hope Bay contii~wes to 

s~~pport a valuable recreational fishing industry, as well as dll-ect-contact recreaiionnl 

activities such as sailing, power boh~ti;ing, water-skiing, shellfishing, 'and other activities. 

Its sun-o~ulding lands nre becoiizjilg a11 i~~creasingly attractive place to live, Property 

values on the waterfi-oilt in Rllode Island have coiltiiiued to grow at ~mprecedeilted 

rate, md w atel-fiont sul-rounding much o f  Mount Hope Bay 1-einai~l~ undeveloped. As a 

c~lltural and recreational resource, the Bay is one of the most important hi the ~zgion. 

Moult Hope Bay is aioilialo~~s, in inmy respects, to s~\l~ousding Nanagausett 

Bay and otller hydrologically siniilar embapeilts in the region. It is an integral part of 

the Nai-ragansett Bay ecosystenl, providiilg ~ulique habitat coi~ditions to a wide range of 

fish, birds, wildlife species. appreciate the aesthetic 

ben~lty, l i d1  quality of life, and nuinerous recreational opport~~ilities in Mouilt Hope Bay. 

In addj tioil to swi~luijng and boating, mai~y of our rnembei-s also fish 1-ecrezttionalJ,y. 

Recent estimates, sccorcling to tlle National Maine Fisl~eries Service Marine 

Recreational Fisheries Statistics, include over 380,000 people who fish in Rllode Island 

waters and over 1 illillion in Massncl~usetts watersS3 While exact il~1111bei-s are difficuli to 

nleasure, thousa~ds of these angXei-s still fish in Mouilt Hope Bay. 

T11o~1gll it once suppoi-ted a tluivi~ig commercj a1 fishery, pii111ui 1 y for winter 

floumder, Mouut Hope Bay colltinues to experience allnost 110 cornin ercial fi sling 

2 Tfiuntoli Rivrr Wild ad SCCII~C Rivm Study, publishctl as the Tnm1:on Rivcr Srewrarclship PI~II, July, 
200s. 
3 NOAA Fisheries: Office of  Science and Tecl~~~ology,  Fisheries Statistics. Marise Recreational Fisheries 
Sealistics Survey Query Results, nvailablr el Qt~p://~vww.s~.iuds~gov_~ (last visited F c t r ~ w y  16, 2007). 
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pressure except for the deep portion adjacent to tlze Mount Hope Bridge. It is difficl~lt to 

estiii~ate exactly how valuable the Bay's fis11a.y was, t l ~ o u ~ l i  nllecdotal evidence suggests 

that it liiay have been used by dozens of vessels on a 1-egu1ax- basis for ycneratioizs. Low 

winter flo~mder populstiolls have resulted in mol-e stringent f i s l ~ i ~ ~ g  regulations, but 

ultjlllately conlnlercjal vcssels ceased,to fish Mount Hope Bay tlvo~g11 the 1980's as it 

beca~lle econoi~~ically infeasible. 

Mo~lllt Hope Bay is a resource, held in trust for the benefit of the public and 

goveilled by both state and federal law, Save The Bay submits the continued deciillatioil 

of this resource must be prohibited. The valious ~oillyailies who have owned a ~ d  . 

operated Brayton Point over the yean have enjoyed great fina~cial beliefils at tlie direct 

expense of tlze public ti~lsl resources o f  ,Mossacll~~satts and Rhode Isla-id. 

1 .  Mount Hope Bay is an integral part of the Narragansett Bay ecosystem and 
other substantial expenditures have been made on real improvements to the 
overall system. 

Braytoil Point has been operating using teclmology below the industry standards 

for years. As a result of the coi-itjnuii~g harm to the Bay and s~u~ouizding ecosystenl, it is 

long past time for Brayton to coinply with tlie coudjtjons of the 2003 NPDES Pe1111it by 

iil-i~leine~itin~ tlie statutorily required best teclu~ology availabl e for milijniiziiig adverse 

ei~virou~~ental. inlpacts. The weigl~t of the evidence i~~troduced over the last thirteen 

years clearly demaiisirates the operatiolls at the Brayton facility liave had sigilifica~~t 

adverse iillpacts an the water quality in Mouiit I-Iope Bay. Without illmzedifite 

iinplemeiitation of the mandated closed-cycle ~oolillg teclu-iology, this valuable 

ecosystei~~ will not recover. 
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In f~rrtheraice of the larger effo1-t to improve, protect and l~reseive ffle 

Narragansett Bay ecosysteiil, several stbstantial imp-ovements have beell made by other 

users of the Bay syste~n, Several polh~tjon sosu-ces that bave col~txibuled to the 

culaulative iillpacts con~pron~isi~ig the natural conditio~~s of the lower Ta~iiltoii River, 

Mount Hope Bay, and Nrragaiisett Bay have talta~ respollsibility for their pmi and have 

either nlade coim~itn~e~lls to ~~11~1-ade water quality or arc actxially implei~ienting tliose 

plans. 

The Fall River Waslewatela Trea1;111ellt facility a id  the inore thau ten commui~ities 

ill the Ta~llitolz River waters11 ed are niiioiig tliose usel-s who have either made 

colllmitn~eilts to upgrade river water quality or are under legal and izgulatory 

req~ureme~its to do so. Tlie Conservatioli Law Fouiidatioii filed suit against the Ci,ty of 

Fall River for water quality violations resulting fi-0111 cornbix~ed sewer overflow 

discl~arges, while Save The Bay exerted efforls at tile Massachusetts Legislature to obtain 

fi~nding to coi~ect tlie ddeficieiicies at tlie Fall River plailt. Fall River has also already 

iiilpleine~ited llle first phase of its coilibilied sewer overflow abateinent project and is 

investii~g significant capital in riverfront iiliproveillei~,ts. 

Futlieiinorc, various hllprovemeats i11 wastewater treatment over lllany years 

have resulted ill s igif i~aii t  water q~~ality impr-oveme~lts, pai-tic~darly in tlie Upper 

Narragansett Bay and ~urbal rivers. Based on inonitoriz~g reports, convaitiolzal 

wastewatw loadiiigs to the Bay have decreased sigiliflican~l y over tI1e past tlu-ee decades, 

and metals in the waste streani have baa1 reduced. As aesthetic water quality has 

inil~roved, maiy people are rediicoverjng area rivers as recreatio~~al boatillg and fishing 

resources. The ~oinp~ehensive coiiibiiied sewer overflow al~atelnent project ("CSO") 



I MAR. 7.  2 0 0 7  3 :59PIV i  S A V E  THE B A Y  1\10. 2 7 5 2  P q  1 2  

tdceil on by the Nalragailsett Bay Colnnlissioil ('7\SBCW) is the Imgest single p ~ ~ b l i c  worlis 

111.ojecl: in Rhode 1sla11d since the const~~~ction of interstate 95. The CSO is designed lo 

reduce bncteria fro113 chronic wet-weather overflows of d ~ e  anliq~~aled Providel~ce sewer 

systenl into Namaga~~sett Bay. The first phase is scheduled to be co~lljdcled this year. 

I11 response to grouizd-breaking legislation passed in 2004, manda~hilg a fifty 

11erceiIt reduction ill nutrient loadiilgs to the Bay by 2008, t l ~ e  N ~ o d e  Islai~d Dqar t~i ie l~r  

of E~zviromeiital Monngeilleilt ("RIDEM") issued 11cw pennits with total aitrogeil limits 

to five wastewater treatmelit plants discl~wgiag to Narragansett Bay or one of its 

tributaries. The NBC has since begun development of teclu~ology and facilities ilecessary 

to coillply wit11 these yenlit limits. Oilce the new teclmology is installed and operating, 

tlie eilviroimeilt ail d the pul3Xic will benefit it0111 drailzatic iiilpl-ovem en ts in water quality. 

River herring pop~ilatioi~s in this region are so depressed that the states of 

Massachusetts, Rhode Islaild, and Coi~l~ecticut have a11 banned the possession of 11eiing 

and stopped al.1 fishing. Projects that bnve significant potential to fiuther degrade or 

impact madromous fish are being denied. 

The Wild and Scenic designation currently being sought for the Ta~~ntoii River is 

particularly impoi-tailt in light of the broad efforts aiid ii~vestliielit being 111 ade to restore 

tl~e Taunt011 River and ~ ~ ~ ~ ' o ~ u z d i i i g  area. Co~~gressinen Bar11 cy Franlc and liin McGoveill 

have filed H. 415 to add the Ta~lltoil Rivw to tlie United States Wild and Scenic Rivers 

list. This designation would bring recogllition of the Taiuiton River's outstandii~g values 

in six arcas: Agriculture; Ecology and Biodiversity; the Estuay; Fisheries; History and 

Arcl~aeology; ~ I C \  Recreation aid Scenery. The Wild and Scenic Rivers process was the 
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cul~~~inatjon o f m a ~ y  years of hal-d worlc by the state, local comm~~~~i t i e s ,  and other i 
i 

interested groups. It &IS to improve, protect and restol-e the healt11 of the river. , I 

Additioilal accomplislu~iei~ts to eiihaiice the reel-eational use o f  the Taul~top River 
1 

for fishing, kayalcing sll~d general passive recl-eational use i ~ c l ~ i d e  a new iunproved 

' li\~zding site at the Berlcley Bridge. The Berlcley ~ i s t o r i c l  Comnlission succesrliully 

plaliled and organized the clean LIP of a slllall parcel 011 the lower Taunton River next to 

the Bridge. Other projects include dm11 I-elnova1 to restore the iiat~~ral flow of t~ibutslry 

rivers, fish ladders to restore fish passage to historic sgawiliag gro~ulds and habitat 

restoration in t1i:lze larger effort to bring back native species to the l~ibutary watersheds. 

Otlier users we hivesting time, lmowledge and f~111ds to inalce real iniprovemciits 

and stoop avoidable damage to our valuable ecosystem. Still, the Lower Taunton and 

MOLUI~ Hope Bay are ~II  relatively poor ecological liealth, as evidenced, in part, by 

depressed native fish populations. It is Brayton's tun1 to take responsibility, 

111. The operations of  rayt ton Point must be limited ns determined by both 
states and EPA in the NPDES permit and further clarified in the 
Determination 011 Remand. 

Save The Bay and its inen~bers have been fizlstrated with this lengtlly permit and 

appeal process wliicli lias allowed the plant owners to profit while die Bay colitiiiues to 

be haillled, Domillioil is operatiilg ii~lder a 1993 pe~~l i i t  that slzould have been revolced'or , 

modiked in 1997. The agencies responsible for issuing the pelinit recognized over ten 

years ago that that "immediate action to reduce impacts" fro111 t11e pla~it were necessary. 4 

Despite state and federal laowledge that the withdrawal and discharge of water fi-on1 the 

Brayton Point facility was degradiag Mouill Hope Bay, the grave, ongoing impacts to the 

4 Memorondurn of Agreement TI, page 2, Parayr~phs 3 and 4, 
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ecosystem have beell penuitted to continue for more tha.11 twelve years without 

consequence to t11e previo~ls owner, USGen, or now to Domillion. Mount Hope Bay is 2111 

integ~fll pu t  of Mal-ragaasett: Bay and a resowce held in trust by Rllode Island and 

Massacl~usetls for the benefit o f  their citizens. The llzti~n to the ecosysteiil is e ~ f i d e ~ ~ t  fi-0111 

the pl art's own monitorjllg and enlrailliieiit and ilnpi~lgerneill data aloiic. The decimation 

of public trust resoLirces should not be allowed to continue. Any hr t l~er  review of t h s  

cnref~~lly considered pennit will fu-her prejudice the interests of Save T11e Bay and 

further reward Domillioll with additiollal time to avoid the pul-chase mid illseallation of 

teclulology ilecessaiy to operate in a manner that is protective of Mouilt Hope Bay md its 

resources. 

Moreover, a second review ald/or reopenbig oE the already exl~a~lstive record 

would co~ltinue to &ail1 the very liiilited 1-esources of Save The Bay aid simila~l y situated 

o rga1iizar;ions with mi1lixnal1-esowces . Upholdiiig EPA Regi on 1 ' s final p ernlit and 

Detci-~llination on Reiuald beliefiis 11011-profit 01-ganizations because it ends the otbelwise 

liiiiitless oppoflulility of for-pro fit companies to drag O L I ~  the proceediilgs and continue to 

. hire and present experts. Doini~.lion purcl~ased Brayton Point with full lrnowledge of the 

issues sui~o~u~ding the plant. Save The Bay has been actively participatii3g hi tlie NPDES 

yelinjt I-eview for ova. a decade and financial resll-aints liinit its ability to continue to 

review reports, testiiliony and ugument on the NPDES issues that have beell vigorously 

debated for aliliost fifteen years, 

This is not a ca~e~wtiere a per~iiit W& seissi~ed ill M expedited, or even a remotely 

timely, manlier. As explained 111 Save The B C L ~  'S MCI~~OTIIMC/UMI of Law in Szqq~oi-f ofits 

Motion for Leove to File an Au~icws Brief in S~lpport of N- Pennit No. MA0003654 
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(Decenz bsr 19, 2003), "[tlhe legal and scientific basis for the draft pelillit was 

exha~utively explained and supporled by Region 1, and the "aquatic impacts have been 

studied in extraordi1isu.y and iriiprecedeiited detail ..." 161, at 4. 

Brayton Point has been pemitted rh operate clwiug more than a ddccada of study 

while devastatio~l io the fisheries of Moc~~lt Hope Bay contiaued, Tile cu~seilt permit 

govei~ling the operatioiis o f  the pl.ant sl~ould have been revj ew ed and revised in 1 997. 

Despite constailt pressure from the RfDEM, S ~ V E  the Bay, and t11e Hiode Islaild Attorney 

General's OIfice to modify or revolre the peni~it, EPA and Massachusetts Depa~lnicnt of 

E~~vjl.orunental Proteclioa colltinued to accept and incoq~oi-ate sew infomnlation, attend 

technical meetings, alld review models, claims Point while 

the decinlation of the fisheries of Mo~mt Hope Bay continues. Precious time and 

resources have already beell wasted responding to clahlls the plant was not the cause of 

tlza drastic decline of the fisheries. For years, the various ownel-s of the plant have hired 

iiu~i~i~~erable coiis~~ltmts to r e f ~ ~ t e  the evidence that the operations at Brayton Point are a 

contributing factor to the elimination of cei-tab1 species froin tlie local fish population. 

However, the entire inass of ecolopjcal and ecolloil~ic research used to justify the WDES 

peilllit sliows si giificant direct and indirect negative ecoi~olnic iilipact caused by Brayton 

Poi;111 and iilll~osed oil Clle uscrs of Mount   ope Bay and t11e that feed into it. It is * 

i~npossible to capture the costs boil1 by the public fiom over folly years of pollution fi.0111 

the plant. 

Dominion, contixluing to profit ~mder r.1 oi~tdated peimit issued i11 error, is faced 

with coiii~elliiig cvidmce fiom over nine yeas o f  compiael~e~>sivc studies deil~o~lstrating 

that its operations have significant adverse impacts on M o ~ u ~ t  Hope Bay. Conti~~uing 
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study will 1101: change obligation operate with the 

Clean W~ter  Act and state water quality standards. 

Domhlion has 110 right to colltin ue to degrade.tl1e remaiiilig living resourGes in 

Mount Hope Bay and prevent its recovery. The plant continues to profii at the expense of 

our public trust resources. Because compliance with the pennit and the Clean Water Act 

will require a capital investmelit, it is i11 the best financial intel-est of Dominioil to 

coiltinue to delay the issuance of tl1e pe~mit and to profit at h e  expense of Mo~uit Hope 

Bay. This tactic of delay tl~sough cltt eilzpts to expa~d  and cl~dlenpe the record claimh~g 

new 01- inadequately reviewed evidence i l i~~st  be recognized and ibejected. Additional 

delay can 1101: be peimitted wliil e the de~inlation to the ~mique ecos ystein of the MOLIII~ 

Hope Bay estuary continues. 

" 

Save Tlie Bay suppoi-ts the linlits outlined in the NPDES Parnit for B~~ayton 

Point, It i s  evident that EPA has provided a rational basis for the NPDES pelinit issued 

in accordance with cco~ltrolling law. Accordingly, s~bstantial defercilce must be given to 

EPA Region 1's decision, "[A,]gencies, after all, are no~~nally elititled to s~~bstmitisl 

deference so long as their decisioils do 1101 collide directly with substantive s t l t~~tory  

comma~~ds and so 1011g as procedural comers are squarely tul~led, This deference is 

especially marked iiz teclinical areas." Puarro Nico Su72 Oil Co. 1). EPA, 8 F. 3'"' 73, 77 (1" 

Cir., 1993), Extensive study and a~dys i s  scyp oi-l: the NPD ES peilnil: for Braytoil Poiiit 

Statio~~. EPA Region I lzas exha~~stively explaiiled {be rational basis :for the permit arid tlie 

EAB should defer to EPA Region 1's determillation, pai-tic~~larly given the teclui.cal 

nntt~re of the decision. 
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Tl~e public interest dexnands timely imnplementatio~~ of tl1e technology necessary 
, I  

to begin to protect the ~*esource fiom f~wtl~er lianil be iilstdled as so011 as possible. Save 

the Bay requests this Board deny Doii~iiiioi~'~ Petitio~~ for Review and ~ipliold t11.e fmd 

pcrn~iit aid Deteimination on Reinand issued by EP A Region 1. 

Respectf~~lly s~bni i  tted, 

Save The Bay - Narragansett Bay, 
Pu~licus Curiae, / 
BY its attollisys, / 

Wendy A. Waller, Esq. 
(MA BBO #657208, RI BAR #6808) 
Save tile Bay - NarraganseiT Bay 
100 Save Tlie Bay Drive 
Providence, Rhode Islmid 02905 
(401) 272-3540 Ext. 122 
(401) 273-7153 (fax) 

S. Paul Ryan, Esq. 
I 

(MA BBO #436220, RI BAR #2264) , 

670 Willett Aven~le 
East Providence, Rhode Islaiid 0291 5 
(401) 437-0660 
(401) 437-0126 (fax) 

Dated: Marc11 6, 2007 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I I-la-eby certify that on this 6"' day of March, 2007, I served a true copy of Save The 
Bay's Men~orandurn of Law in Support of the Reilla~d Determinatioi~ Issued by Region 1 
in Relation lo NPDES Pemmit No, MA-0003654 for Braytoll Poilit Station on the 
following pal-ties by reg~ilar mail: 

Wendy B. Jacobs, Esq. 
Job11 M. Steveils, Esq. 
Elisabeth M. DeLisle, Esq. 
Foley Hoag LLP 
155 Seapo1.t Boulevard 
Boston, MA 022 10-2600 

Mark A. Stein, Esq. 
U.S.E.P,A, Ragion 1 
1 Coilgress Street 
Suite 1 1 00 (RAA) 
Boston, MA 021 14-2023 

Robert G. Brown, Esq. 
Massacl~usetts Department of Eiwirom~leiltal Protection 
One Winter Street - 31'd Flo01- 
Boston, MA 02108 

Tricia K. Jedele, Esq. 
Special. Assistailt Attorney Gei~eral 
150 Soulth Main Street 
Providence, RI 02903 

Brian Wagner, Esq. 
Deputy Legal Cowsal 
235 Promellade Street 
Piaovideuce, RI 02908 

hi Morrill 
Kickeni~ut Rives Co~ulcil 
90 Dexterdale Road 
Providei~~e, NO2906 


