
 
 
 

November 14, 2019 
 
 

By: FERC Electronic Filing   
 

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission  
888 First Street NE, Room 1A 
Washington, DC 20216 

 
Re:  Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC and Maritimes & Northeast Pipeline, L.L.C 

  Docket No. CP16-9-000 
Intervenor Town of Weymouth’s Opposition to Request for 
Authorization to Commence Construction of Certain Project 
Facilities 

 
Dear Ms. Bose: 
 
 Please find enclosed with this letter the Intervenor Town of Weymouth’s 
Opposition to Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC’s and Maritimes & Northeast Pipeline, 
L.L.C.’s requested authorization to commence construction of the Weymouth Compressor 
Station and associated facilities located in Weymouth, Massachusetts, filed with FERC on 
November 13, 2019. 
 
 Thank you for your attention to the same. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
J. Raymond Miyares 

 
encl. 
 
cc: Robert L. Hedlund 
 Joseph Callanan 
 

20191114-5169 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 11/14/2019 4:47:31 PM



 
 
 
 

      
 

           
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission  
888 First Street NE, Room 1A 
Washington, DC 20216 
 
SUBJECT: Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC and Maritimes & Northeast Pipeline, 

L.L.C, Docket No. CP16-9-000 
 Intervenor Town of Weymouth’s Opposition to Request for 

Authorization to Commence Construction of Certain Project 
Facilities 

  
Dear Ms. Bose,  
 
 On November 13, 2019, Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC (“Algonquin”) and 
Maritimes & Northeast Pipeline, L.L.C. (“Maritimes”) and, together, the “Natural Gas 
Companies”) requested authorization to commence construction of the Weymouth 
Compressor Station and associated facilities located in Weymouth, Massachusetts (the 
“Request”).1 The Town of Weymouth, as an intervenor in the FERC proceeding, objects 
to the issuance of a Notice to Proceed (“NTP”).  
 
 The Natural Gas Companies have failed to demonstrate in the Request that they 
have complied with all conditions precedent and all provisions that FERC has required 
prior to the commencement of construction under the Companies’ Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity for this Project (the “Certificate”).2  Accordingly, because the 
Natural Gas Companies have not shown such compliance and because recent and 
changed circumstances demonstrate clearly that the Companies are not in compliance, 
FERC should deny the Request. 
 

I.  Certificate Order Paragraph (E). Paragraph (E) of the Certificate Order 
commands that: “Algonquin and Maritimes shall execute firm contracts for the capacity 
levels and terms of service represented in signed precedent agreements, prior to 
commencing construction.”3 The Commission’s unequivocally requires executed “firm 

 
1 Request for Authorization to Commence Construction of Certain Project Facilities, FERC Docket 
No. CP16-9-000 (Nov. 13, 2019). 
2 158 FERC ¶ 61,061 (2017). 
3 Certificate Order  ¶E. 
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contracts” and requires the Natural Gas Companies to demonstrate compliance “prior to” 
construction. 

 
The Natural Gas Companies have not demonstrated their compliance with this 

condition precedent. To begin, the Natural Gas Companies’ Request contains no 
demonstration that, as of its filing date, the Companies have executed “firm contracts” for 
all project capacity. Nor does the Natural Gas Companies’ simultaneously submitted 
response to the earlier submission of intervenor Pipeline Awareness Network’s 
(“PLAN”) concerning changed circumstances of project need fill that gap.4 Indeed, their 
response to PLAN’s comments carefully—and likely deliberately—stops short of 
affirmatively and plainly identifying all of its existing, executed firm contracts and 
showing that those contractors cover all of Atlantic Bridge’s capacity at the time of the 
Request. That omission, alone, requires denying the Request as falling short of showing 
that the Natural Gas Companies have complied with Paragraph (E). 

 
But beyond just the omission of such a demonstration, recently changed 

circumstances give strong reason to believe that the Natural Gas Companies are not in 
compliance with Paragraph (E). FERC’s Certificate Order is premised upon a 
determination that there is public need for Algonquin to provide an additional capacity of 
132,705 dekatherms per day (Dth/d) of firm transportation service for natural gas from 
Algonquin’s receipt points to various new and existing delivery points.5 That would also 
allow Maritimes to provide 106,276 Dth/d of firm transportation service from Beverly, 
Massachusetts to various existing delivery points on its system, including in Canada.6 As 
part of planning for the project, and in support of seeking its Certificate, Algonquin 
executed precedent agreements with prospective project shippers for 100 percent of the 
project’s firm transportation service.7  Thus, in their FERC filings, the Natural Gas 
Companies provided the following breakdown of volumes committed to by each project 
shipper:   
 
Algonquin Volumes in Precedent Agreements8 

Shipper Volume (Dth/d) 

Heritage Gas Limited 10,160 

NSTAR Gas Company d/b/a Eversource 
Energy 

50,000 

Exelon Generation Company, LLC 8,105 

Irving Oil Terminal Operations, Inc. 30,487 

Maine Natural Gas Company 6,586 

 
4 Atlantic Bridge Project – Response to Opposition to Notice to Proceed, Docket No. CP16-9-000 
(Nov. 13, 2019). 
5 Certificate Order ¶8. 
6 Id.  
7 Id ¶10. 
8 Response to April 13, 2016 Data Request, FERC Docket No. CP16-9-000. 
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Shipper Volume (Dth/d) 

New England NG Supply Limited 16,768 

Norwich Public Utilities 3,000 

TOTAL 125,1069 
 
Maritimes Volumes in Precedent Agreements10 

Shipper Volume (Dth/d) 

Heritage Gas Limited 10,030 

Exelon Generation Company, LLC 8,000 

Irving Oil Terminal Operations, Inc. 65,196 

Maine Natural Gas Company 6,500 

New England NG Supply Limited 16,550 

TOTAL 106,276 
 
 In only the past month, circumstances have dramatically changed. In September, 
two companies (the “Project Shippers”) that contracted to ship natural gas using project 
pipeline capacity withdrew from the project. In doing so, each assigned some or all of 
their rights under project contracts to Boston Gas Company (d/b/a “National Grid”). New 
England NG Supply Limited (“NENG”) requested the approvals necessary for it to 
withdraw from the Atlantic Bridge Project and assign the natural gas pipeline capacity 
under its agreements with Algonquin (16,768 Dth/d) and Maritimes (16,550 Dth/d) to 
National Grid.11 And Exelon Generation Company, LLC (“ExGen”) requested the 
approvals necessary for it to assign some of its capacity under its agreements with 
Algonquin (2,232 Dth/d) and Maritimes (2,203 Dth/d) to National Grid.12  
FERC approved both requests in October 2019. Following that, on October 25, 2019, 
National Grid applied to the Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities (“MassDPU”) 
for approval of a transportation contract with Algonquin for 19,000 Dth/d of gas from the 

 
9 Although the proposed new capacity for the Atlantic Bridge Project was 132,705 Dth/d on 
Algonquin’s pipeline, the total volume stated in its precedent agreements are 125,106 Dth/d, 
according to its Response to Staff Data Request Dated March 25, 2016 in FERC Docket No. CP16-9-
000.  
10 Response to April 13, 2016 Data Request, FERC Docket No. CP16-9-000 (Apr. 19, 2016).  
11 Joint Petition for Temporary Waiver and Capacity Release Regulations and Related Tariff 
Provisions and Request for Expedited Action and Shortened Comment Period, FERC Docket No. 
RP19-1581-000. Approved by FERC in New England NG Supply Limited and Boston Gas Company, 
169 FERC ¶ 61,055 (October 17, 2019).  
12 Joint Petition for Temporary and Limited Waivers of Capacity Release Policies, Etc., FERC Docket 
No. RP19-1644-000. Approved by FERC in Exelon Generation Company, LLC, 169 FERC ¶ 61,060 
(October 18, 2019). ExGen also sought approval to amend its agreements with Algonquin and 
Maritimes to reduce its own capacity to 3,039 Dth/d on the Algonquin pipeline and 3,000 Dth/d on the 
Maritimes pipeline. In other words, ExGen is returning 2,834 Dth/d of capacity to the Algonquin 
pipeline and 2,707 Dth/d of capacity to the Maritimes pipeline.   
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Atlantic Bridge Project for a 14-year term beginning on or around November 1, 2020 and 
terminating October 31, 2024.13  
 
 Both in these filings and elsewhere, evidence abounds of crumbling project need 
for the Weymouth compressor station in particular. In the MassDPU filing, National Grid 
stated that the Weymouth compressor station was not necessary to meet National Grid’s 
obligations as a local distributor of natural gas.14 National Grid’s proposed Precedent 
Agreement would thus terminate the service on Maritimes’ pipeline, extinguishing any 
need for the Weymouth compressor station to transport that same gas to points farther 
north.15 Other project shippers have also confirmed that Weymouth compressor station is 
not necessary for their own needs. They include Eversource16 and Norwich Public 
Utilities in Connecticut.17  
 
 These events’ relevance to the Natural Gas Companies’ current Request is 
pronounced. Parsing the numbers in the Natural Gas Companies’ various FERC and 
MassDPU filings provides no basis to conclude compliance with the Certificate Order’s 
Paragraph (E). Of the Algonquin pipeline capacity of 125,106 Dth/d assigned by 
precedent agreement, 2,834 Dth/d is no longer assigned, and 72,000 Dth/d is assigned to 
shippers who do not require the Weymouth compressor station.18 Thus, the compressor 
station is unnecessary for approximately 60% of the current assignment of Algonquin 
pipeline’s capacity. Furthermore, National Grid’s proposed Precedent Agreement before 
MassDPU would terminate 18,753 Dth/d of capacity on the Maritimes pipeline, and 
ExGen has turned back 2,797 Dth/d of capacity on Maritimes; thus, 20% of the 

 
13 Boston Gas Company d/b/a National Grid, Petition for Approval of Gas Supply Contract with 
Algonquin Gas Transmission LLC (“Petition for Approval”), MassDPU Docket No. 19-132 (2019), 
available at https://fileservice.eea.comacloud.net/FileService.Api/file/FileRoom/11364814.  
14 Boston Gas Company d/b/a National Grid, MassDPU Docket No. 19-132 (2019), Petition for 
Approval, Joint Testimony of Elizabeth D. Arangio, Deborah M. Whitney and Samara A. Jaffee (at p. 
16): “Q. Is the Weymouth compressor station needed to deliver the incremental supplies to the 
Company’s existing gate station at East Braintree, MA? A. No. The incremental capacity of up to 
19,000 Dth/day can be delivered on a primary firm basis to the Company’s gate station without the 
installation of the Weymouth compressor station.”  
15 Boston Gas Company d/b/a National Grid, DPU 19-132 (2019), Petition for Approval.  The 
proposed Precedent Agreement also releases National Grid from any obligations or liability related to, 
arising out of, or in connection with the Maritimes portion of the Atlantic Bridge project.  
16 In an article published by WBUR, Eversource stated, “Our gas capacity associated with the Atlantic 
Bridge project is already flowing at full capacity, and we are meeting the reliability of our customers’ 
needs.  Our delivery does not depend on the Weymouth Compressor....” Bruce Gellerman et al., 
National Grid, Eversource Say they Can Meet Natural Gas Demand Without Weymouth Compressor, 
WBUR, Nov. 1, 2019, available at https://www.wbur.org/earthwhile/2019/11/01/weymouth-
compressor-demand-national-grid-eversource.  
17 Barbara Moran & Miriam Wasser, Shifting Demand Fuels Weymouth Compressor Debate, WBUR, 
Nov. 5, 2109, available at https://www.wbur.org/earthwhile/2019/11/05/weymouth-compressor-
natural-gas-pipeline-demand.  
18 Eversource’s 50,000 Dth/d and the capacity assigned to National Grid (19,000 Dth/d) would total 
69,000 Dth/d.  Norwich Public Utilities is contracted for 3,000 Dth/d.  All told, 72,000 Dth/d of the 
Algonquin pipeline capacity assigned by precedent agreement is now held by shippers that have no 
need for the Weymouth compressor station.  
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Maritimes pipeline capacity is currently unassigned.19 Confirming this, on November 13, 
2019, the Natural Gas Companies confirmed that Maritimes has executed firm shipper 
contracts for only 84,726 Dth/d on its line, well short of the 106,276 Dth/d represented in 
the precedent agreements.20 
 
 It follows that the Natural Gas Companies have not demonstrated compliance 
with the Certificate Order’s Paragraph (E), meaning that FERC staff lack any factual 
basis for issuing an NTP. No data in these various filings or in the Request itself show the 
actual “execution” of “firm contracts” for all project capacity “prior to construction” as 
Paragraph (E) unambiguously requires. Unless and until the Natural Gas Companies 
provide a plain and straightforward presentation of firm contracts sufficient to meet that 
threshold, FERC cannot allow construction of the Weymouth compressor station to 
proceed. 
 
 Furthermore, independent of the need for the Natural Gas Companies to present 
firm contracts for all project “capacity,” they also need to demonstrate that those firm 
contracts are for the same “terms of service” as in the precedent agreements upon which 
FERC based its finding of public need sufficient to issue the Certificate in the first place. 
Here, changed circumstances again reveal the Natural Gas Companies’ failure to comply. 
Their assignment shell game, meant to cover for waning shipper interest in their project, 
has yielded contractual commitments that are not on the same terms of service 
represented in the original, signed precedent agreements. The firm shipper agreements 
specify the primary points of receipt (where the gas is to enter the system) and the 
primary points of delivery (where the gas is to be delivered to the Project Shippers). The 
original precedent agreements for New England NG Supply Limited and Exelon 
Generation Company, LLC would have included delivery points north of Weymouth. The 
contracts proposed by National Grid and Eversource include delivery points south of 
Weymouth. Thus, to the extent that Algonquin attempts to rely upon these contracts they 
are not on the same “terms of service represented in signed precedent agreements.”  
 
 Finally, the Natural Gas Companies’ rejoinder to these new circumstances only 
emphasizes, rather than excuses, its Paragraph (E) compliance failure. In their Request, 
the Companies say that on March 24, 2017, they “affirmed that they executed firm 
contracts with all Project shippers prior to commencing construction in accordance with 
Ordering Paragraph (E) of the January 25 Order.”21 The Natural Gas Companies, 
however, must comply with Paragraph (E) at all times during the construction of the 
pipeline, including “prior to” the construction activities they seek to start in this latest 
Request. Saying that they complied with Paragraph (E) over two years ago misses that 
mark. 
 

 
19 National Grid will terminate the Maritimes capacity assigned to it by NENG (16,550 Dth/d) and 
ExGen (2,203 Dth/d) for a total of 18,753 Dth/d.  Maritimes’ assigned capacity is 106,276 Dth/d.   
20 Atlantic Bridge Project – Response to Opposition to Notice to Proceed, FERC Docket No. CP16-9 
(Nov. 13, 2019) (20191113-5087). 
21 Request for Authorization to Commence Construction of Certain Project Facilities, FERC Docket 
No. CP16-9 (Nov. 13, 2019) (20191113-5137).  
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 At bottom, the Request presents only a blinkered view of this project’s realities, 
ignoring recent events. As shippers abandon this project and the need for a compressor 
station in Weymouth wanes by the day, the Natural Gas Companies want to plow forward 
nonetheless, based on representations made two years ago and on new contracts for less 
capacity and on different terms than originally provided to FERC. Allowing that flawed 
Request would introduce substantial risk—if not a virtual guarantee—that FERC will 
allow construction to proceed, where changed circumstances have made the facility in 
question no longer needed by the public. Staff is not authorized, under the Certificate 
Order’s delegation of authority, to allow the Natural Gas Companies to do so. The 
Request must be denied. 
 
 And doing so is important, not just strictly to comply with the Certificate Order 
but to effectuate its underlying policy. As northern shippers abandon this project and are 
replaced (if at all) by shippers whose needs are to receive natural gas at points farther 
south, the public need for the Weymouth compressor station finds itself continually 
reduced. That, in turn, alters FERC’s original balancing of that need against this project’s 
many adverse impacts on Weymouth and surrounding communities. It is well past time to 
recognize that whatever market “need” presently exists for this project is very different 
from what may have existed years ago when the Natural Gas Companies first conceived 
of it and over two years ago when FERC’s Certificate was issued. FERC crafted 
conditions and provisions in the Certificate meant to guard against such eventualities, 
including Paragraph (E). It is now time to invoke that provision’s fail safe to ensure that 
the Natural Gas Companies do not embark upon an already dated project, no longer 
necessary to the public and having impacts that will be felt heavily by Weymouth and 
other communities. 
 
 II. Noncompliance with the Massachusetts Contingency Plan.  The 
Natural Gas Companies are not in compliance with Massachusetts’ hazardous waste site 
cleanup regulations, known as the Massachusetts Contingency Plan (310 CMR 40.0000) 
(the “MCP”).  This noncompliance is a violation of the requirement stated in Paragraph 
129 of the CPCN and of Environmental Condition 1 of the CPCN.  Moreover, the Natural 
Gas Companies have not notified FERC of the issuance of a Notice of Noncompliance by 
the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, a violation of Paragraph (K) 
of the Certificate Order.  
 
 Under the CPCN, Natural Gas Companies are required to comply with the MCP.  
The CPCN stated (at Paragraph 129): 

 
Since the issuance of the EA, the Applicants filed additional 
information in response to some of the EA comments.  Algonquin 
states it will construct the project “in accordance with a soil and 
groundwater management plan that describes the procedures and 
protocols developed to assist in soil and groundwater reuse, 
recycling, and disposal.”  Additionally, it states that a Licensed 
Site Professional will oversee soil and groundwater management 
activities at the Weymouth site during construction for compliance 
with the applicable provisions of the Massachusetts Contingency 
Plan and related Massachusetts Department of Environmental 
Protection (Massachusetts DEP) polices and guidance. We find the 
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Applicants’ efforts to identify and manage any contamination in 
compliance with state requirements sufficient to address concerns 
associated with the safety risks of disturbing contaminated soils at 
the Weymouth Compressor Station site. 

 
(citations to Algonquin’s June 16, 2016 Response to Comments on Environmental 
Assessment omitted).  FERC’s December 13, 2017 Order on Rehearing, citing the quoted 
paragraph, stated clearly that “the certificate of public convenience and necessity is 
contingent upon Applicants’ compliance with all applicable law, including those required 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Massachusetts Contingency Plan.”22  
 
  The Natural Gas Companies are not currently in compliance with the MCP.  As 
Weymouth has noted in its previous filings with FERC, the compressor station site was 
designated an active “Disposal Site” under the MCP in 2016, and the Natural Gas 
Companies have not yet completed the actions required under the MCP to achieve a 
“Permanent Solution” and a condition of no significant risk.23  Earlier in 2019, MassDEP 
conducted an audit of the Natural Gas Companies’ site assessment and cleanup activities.  
On the basis of its audit findings, MassDEP issued a “Notice of Noncompliance” to the 
Natural Gas Companies, identifying multiple violations of the MCP and requiring 
significant corrective actions.  The Notice of Noncompliance/Notice of Audit Findings is 
attached hereto as “Exhibit A.” The Natural Gas Companies did not meet the deadlines 
for the actions required by the Notice of Noncompliance, and thus they entered into an 
Administrative Consent Order with MassDEP (attached hereto as “Exhibit B”), which 
requires that the corrective actions be completed by January 17, 2020.   
 
 Until these corrective actions are completed, the Natural Gas Companies cannot 
be considered to be in compliance with the MCP. Thus, they are in violation of the 
requirement of Paragraph 129 of the CPCN, as well as Environmental Condition 1 (which 
states that the Applicants must follow the construction procedures specified in their 
filings).  Moreover, Weymouth can find no evidence in the FERC Docket for the CPCN 
that the Natural Gas Companies reported the Notice of Noncompliance to FERC as 
required by Paragraph K of FERC’s Certificate Order.   
 
 In addition to this existing noncompliance, any construction at the compressor 
station site would constitute a further violation of the MCP. Because the compressor 
station site is a “Disposal Site” under the MCP and assessment and remediation actions 
are not complete, construction at the site must be conducted under one of the five 
remedial action alternatives specified in the MCP.24  The Natural Gas Companies have 

 
22 Certificate ¶67.   
 
23 Submittals regarding the contamination identified in 2016 are available at 
https://eeaonline.eea.state.ma.us/EEA/fileviewer/Rtn.aspx?rtn=4-0026230.  
 
24 These are:  Limited Removal Actions, Immediate Response Actions, Release Abatement Measures, 
Utility-related Abatement Measures, and Comprehensive Response Actions.  Massachusetts 
Department of Environmental Protection, Construction of Buildings in Contaminated Areas, Policy 
#WSC-00-425 (January 2000), available at http://www.mass.gov/eea/docs/dep/cleanup/laws/00-
425.pdf. 
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submitted a Draft Remedial Action Plan but, as of the date of this letter, have not 
submitted a final plan.25     
 
 Moreover, only two days ago, the Natural Gas Companies reported to MassDEP 
that arsenic had been found in surface soil outside the existing fence on the property at a 
level that constitutes an “Imminent Hazard” as defined in the MCP, a condition that 
requires notification to MassDEP within two hours.  Documents reporting this condition 
are attached hereto as “Exhibit C.”26 To comply with the MCP, this condition will need to 
be addressed before any construction may commence on the property.  This is no small 
matter, because similar levels of arsenic have been found in surface soils throughout the 
site, as discussed in previous filings in this docket by Weymouth.  The Natural Gas 
Companies have claimed that these high levels of arsenic do not need to be addressed 
because they are associated with “Historic Fill,” but MassDEP made clear in its Notice of 
Noncompliance that it did not accept that argument.  Proceeding with construction 
without addressing the Imminent Hazard present throughout the site would clearly violate 
the MCP.  
 
 FERC should not issue a Notice to Proceed with construction at the compressor 
station site, given that the Natural Gas Companies are not in compliance with 
requirements of the MCP regarding that site, construction at the site would be a further 
violation of the MCP, and a condition of “Imminent Hazard” to human health has been 
identified at the site.   
 
 III.  Appeal From CZMA Determination. Granting the Request is also 
premature. As the Natural Gas Companies acknowledge, the Certificate Order’s 
Environmental Condition 19 required (among other items) obtaining from the 
Massachusetts Office of Coastal Zone Management (“OCZM”) a determination 
concurring  with the Companies’ certification that the Atlantic Bridge Project and 
construction of the Weymouth compressor station is consistent with Massachusetts’ 
Coastal Zone Management Plan enforceable program policies. However, while OCZM 
made such a determination, it offered no statement of reason for its finding. Nor could it. 
The project plainly fails to comply with many of Massachusetts’ enforceable policies. 
Accordingly, the Town of Weymouth is planning to appeal, not only the OCZM’s 
determination, but also its underlying permits that were a condition precedent for the 
OCZM to act. FERC should refrain from granting the requested NTP pending those 
appeals.  
 

 
25 The Draft RAM Plan and other submittals are available at 
http://public.dep.state.ma.us/fileviewer/Rtn.aspx?rtn=4-0026230. Note that, although the Natural Gas 
Companies claim in their November 13 “Response to Opposition to Notice to Proceed” (filed in this 
docket) that “approval of the RAM plan is also not required under Massachusetts law,” the 
Massachusetts Contingency Plan provides that MassDEP may elect to notify the responsible party that 
approval will be required to conduct the Release Abatement Measure. 310 CMR 40.0443.  Given the 
recent discovery of an “Imminent Hazard” condition at the site, Weymouth anticipates that numerous 
interested parties will request that MassDEP elect to do so.   
 
26 Submittals to MassDEP regarding this reported condition are available at 
https://eeaonline.eea.state.ma.us/EEA/fileviewer/Rtn.aspx?rtn=4-0028076. 
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* * * 
 

 Accordingly, for the reasons above, Weymouth respectfully requests that FERC 
deny the Natural Gas Companies’ Request for an NTP. Recent circumstances 
demonstrate that some of the facilities that the Natural Gas Companies seek now to 
construct—including the Weymouth compressor station—are no longer needed for this 
project. Moreover, the Natural Gas Companies have failed to comply with Massachusetts 
hazardous waste site cleanup regulations, as required by the CPCN.  Thus, the Natural 
Gas Companies’ Request falls well short of demonstrating its own compliance with 
various conditions precedent and provisions of the Certificate Order. Failure to comply 
with those conditions and provisions mandates denial. 
 
 Thank you for your courtesy and attention to this matter. 

 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Robert L. Hedlund 
Mayor 
 

cc: Joseph Callanan 
 J. Raymond Miyares 
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