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Sarah Thompson 
Penobscot Bay Pilot 
<2015_08.19_SMRT_Everett_CHP_District_Energy_Forum.pptx><2015_08.19_CL
F_Cunningham_CHP_Energy_Forum.pdf> 

Note:
Both of these attachments are avaliable on the City Website on the page of materails 
from the 8/19 Forum
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Larry Pritchett

From: Larry Pritchett <larrypritchett.council@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 13:58
To: 'Schneider, Tim'
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates

That works well for me. 
 
Thanks! 
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 13:34 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Larry, 
 
Could we talk at 4 PM? 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 5:17 PM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Hi Tim, 
 
Again, thanks for taking the time to drive down. 
Is there a better time for you on Wednesday afternoon? 
 
Here is a link to one story on the forum: 
http://www.penbaypilot.com/article/rockland‐urged‐do‐homework‐proposed‐congeneration‐plant/58034 
 
Larry 
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 17:06 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Larry, got your voicemail from last week.  Happy to talk more if you’d like to follow up.  I’m free most of 
Wednesday afternoon if that works for you.  Friday morning as well. 
 
Tim 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 1:26 PM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 



2

Hi Tim, 
 
Attached is the press release that started running on online publications in the Rockland area yesterday and will 
be in the weekly print papers this week. I send a list out a little later this week honing in on the questions the 
City would like you to address in your "presentation" and the questions likely to come in from the public. 
 
The time is 6:30 PM at City Hall (270 Pleasant Street for your GPS, if you have never been there). I have also 
have attached a PDF of the slides and the notes from the initial May 26th public forum. Dan Kelly from Woodard 
& Curran will also be joining the forum to speak to more technical aspects.  
 
Thanks! 
Larry 
594‐8806    
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 09:26 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Thank you Larry.  I’ve added this to my calendar. 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 7:55 AM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Hi Tim, 
 
Hope you had a great location! Just emailing to confirm the Energy Forum in Rockland is scheduled for 
Wednesday evening 8/19. The City will be getting more info out either end of the day today or tomorrow. 
Thanks for your patience on this. 
 
Larry 
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Friday, July 31, 2015 15:42 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
I will not have access to email next week, but that also means I won’t become *unavailable* between now and 
then either.  If you can, I’d prefer not to do the 20th. 
 
Tim 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 31, 2015 12:40 PM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Hey Tim, 
 
Thanks for your flexibility. I have down as possible dates: 
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Tuesday 8/11 
Thursday 8/13 
 
Tuesday 8/18 
Wednesday 8/19 
Thursday 8/20 
 
I know at least one of the possible participants is out today. Will you see email if I confirm early next week? 
Have a great vacation. 
 
Thanks! 
Larry 

 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2015 17:31 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Larry, 
 
I am available any of those evenings except the 12th and the 17th. 
 
Tim 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2015 8:49 AM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Hi Tim, 
 
I think this is a case of "never try to schedule something in the summer in Maine unless you scheduled it in 
February." Which evenings are you potentially available in either the  8/11‐8/13 (Tuesday through Thursday) 
time frame or the following week 8/17‐8/20 (Monday through Thursday) time frame? 
 
Thanks, 
Larry  
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 13:25 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
I am free all week that week. 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 9:26 AM 
To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Hi Tim, 
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One quick check before you get off. Do you have any availability on the evenings of August 10‐13? 
 
Thanks, 
Larry   
 

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2015 16:31 
To: larrypritchett.council@gmail.com 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
 
Larry,   
 
I am on vacation out of state all week the week of the first. 
 
Tim Schneider  
Public Advocate 
Maine Office of the Public Advocate 
o: (207) 287‐4315 
c: (207) 664‐3800 
 
 
‐‐‐‐ Original Message ‐‐‐‐ 
 
From: Larry Pritchett <larrypritchett.council@gmail.com> 
Date: July 9, 2015, 4:20 PM EDT 
To: Schneider, Tim <Tim.Schneider@maine.gov> 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 

Hi Tim, 
 
Since I did not ask specifically, thought I would double check to be sure. It looks like from your email that you 
might be on vacation, but is Monday 8/1 an option? I would appreciate it if you would continue to hold 7/28 for 
a little while longer.  
 
Thanks! 
Larry   
  

From: Schneider, Tim [mailto:Tim.Schneider@maine.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 09:31 
To: Larry Pritchett 
Subject: RE: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
  
Larry, 
  
Of the dates you have listed, the only one I can definitely make right now it July 28.  I’m on vacation the week 
before and after.  There is a chance I may be able to make the 23rd but all the other dates I have clear conflicts. 
  
My apologies; tough time of year to schedule! 
 
Tim 
  

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:27 AM 
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To: Schneider, Tim 
Subject: Rockland > Energy Info > Forum > Possible Dates 
  
Hi Tim, 
 
Thanks for taking the time to talk yesterday morning. Several folks have suggested to the City that you would 
likely be good person to have participate. So, I am writing back to check on your availability to come to Rockland 
for a public forum. The dates under discussion as options are: 
 
Wednesday 7/22 & Thursday 7/23 
Monday 7/27 & Tuesday 7/28 
Tuesday 8/4, Wednesday 8/5, Thursday 8/6 
 
Start time will probably be 6:30 PM, but the City can vary that between 5:30 PM and 7:00 PM to accommodate 
folks travel schedule. Let me know which, if any, of these dates work for you. 
 
Many Thanks! 
Larry R. Pritchett, Chair 
City Of Rockland Energy Committee 
Phone: (207) 594‐8806    
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Brooks Winner

From: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 14:20
To: 'larrypritchett.council@gmail.com'; 'Audra Bell'
Subject: RE: OPA > Schneider > Forum > Slides

Hi Larry and Audra, 

I just remembered that I left the box of golf pens and a couple of empty boxes at City Hall after the forum. If 
you’re over there and you see them around, would you mind grabbing them for me? I borrowed them from the 
Island Institute and should return them. 

Thanks, 
Brooks 

Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 

@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 

From: Brooks Winner  
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 2:59 PM 
To: 'Larry Pritchett' <larrypritchett.council@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: OPA > Schneider > Forum > Slides 

Hi Larry, 

Here are Tim’s slides. I’ll work on getting the questions written up and send those over to you. 

Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 

@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 1:22 PM 
To: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org> 
Subject: OPA > Schneider > Forum > Slides 

Hi Brooks, 

Could you email me Tim Schneider's slides? 
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Larry Pritchett

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Larry Pritchett 
Wednesday, August 26, 2015 15:13
'Jim Chaousis'
RE: 8/19 Forum > Comments

Thank You! 

From: Jim Chaousis [mailto:jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 15:07 
To: 'Larry Pritchett' 
Subject: RE: 8/19 Forum > Comments 

We’ll get it added to the website. 

From: Larry Pritchett 
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 2:55 PM 
To: Frank Isganitis <frankisganitis@gmail.com>; jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us 
Cc: Will Clayton <williamclayton79@gmail.com>; Lousie MacLellan‐Ruf <louisemaclellanruf@gmail.com>; 'Valli 
Geiger' <valli.citycouncil@gmail.com>; 'Audra Bell' <abell@ci.rockland.me.us> 
Subject: RE: 8/19 Forum > Comments 

Hi All, 

I missed that the Pen Bay Pilot put up a story about the last week's energy forum on Monday. I knew the Pilot 
was working on a story, but I forgot about it. The link to the story is below. I am pretty sure the Free Press will 
have a story in this week's edition as well. I had previously emailed Kate and Greg's slides. Tim's are attached. 

Larry 

http://www.penbaypilot.com/article/rockland‐urged‐do‐homework‐proposed‐cogeneration‐plant/58034  

From: Larry Pritchett 
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2015 01:16 
To: Frank Isganitis (frankisganitis@gmail.com); 'jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us' 
Cc: Will Clayton (williamclayton79@gmail.com); Lousie MacLellan-Ruf (louisemaclellanruf@gmail.com); 'Valli 
Geiger'; 'Audra Bell' 
Subject: 8/19 Forum > Comments 

Hi All, 

Please get back to me with any comments and thoughts you had on last evening's forum so I can pass them on 
to the Energy Committee. Obviously there was criticism after the meeting about the decision to use cards for 
public comment. 

But, so far, the majority of the comments I have heard have been positive about that approach ‐ ‐ at least for a 
forum with the goals this one had. There will be other opportunities for the public to express opinions. The 
Energy Committee would welcome comments on the substance of the questions and issues the EMI proposal 
raises. 
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Brooks and I (and other staff from the Island Institute along with the Vinalhaven Town Manager, who is a former 
Island Institute staffer) debated the questions raised until pretty late (note the time on this email). Whether you 
were in the audience, or watching at home, send me an email or give me a call with you take away points.  
 
My take away points are all of the panelist did a pretty good job of their assigned tasks. I think the panel did a 
good job of laying out the complexity of the questions raised by the EMI proposal. I also think all the panelist did 
a pretty good job of beginning to establish a lists of point by which the community should judge the proposal. 
 
I probably should have done a little better job of reigning in the panelists' more geeky leanings (until we were all 
seated, I did not think about how high the  geek factor actually was). It is rare for the City to put out that much 
info on a really challenging and complex topic. I will be interested to see what the press does with that. 
 
I am sure there are some lessons to be gleaned (for equally complex issues like Lindsey Brook, stormwater 
management, etc.). I have attached the agenda handout for folks who were not in attendance. If anyone wants a 
copy of the "Panelist Agenda" which contains more info, let me know.   
 
Many Thanks! 
Larry 
594‐8806  



1

Kathryn Fogg

From: Kathryn Fogg <iringa67@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 20:43
To: Larry Pritchett; Frank Isganitis; Louse MaclellanRuf; Valli Geiger; Will Clayton
Cc: James Chaousis; Stuart Sylvester; Kevin Beal; John Root
Subject: EMI and Rockland

Until our recent forum on the matter, I was neutral on the subject other than not 
liking it to be at the entrance to the City.  Since the forum, I have turned against 
the project.  The length of use of such a facility is too short to inflict such a scar on 
the City's landscape. 

EMI has built 6 gas plants and then sold them.  Who would tear this plant down 
when it is no longer useful?  Who might buy this plant and for what 
purpose?   What other plans might evolve with the construction of this 
plant? Maine has a surplus of energy and no way of getting out additional sources 
unless additional transmission lines are built.  Are the few users in the Midcoast 
area the real customers?  Is a $40 million dollar pipeline to be built?  Is there 
really a plan to sell natural gas overseas? I do not see that the City is considering 
hiring a consultant that can make sure that the City is not being led down a road 
where it lacks enough knowledge of all the implications. 

At a time when renewable energy technology is increasing rapidly, why are we in 
such a rush to implement continued carbon dioxide and methane emissions.  Why 
are we not instead considering what technology is developing to use ocean tides.  

Hawaii is going in the direction of renewables and is testing tidal power. Other 
countries around the world are already using tidal power. There are concerns that 
would need to be looked at including the protection of marine life.  Tidal power is 
considered more consistent that either solar or wind power.  We should not be 
building a very large plant saying it will only be transient power.  Once it is here 
we will have problems getting rid of it further down the road, whether is 
abandoned or the owner goes into bankruptcy. 

Rockland, the bride, need not accept the first suitor.  It is not true that residents 
are anti-business but do not want something forced upon them that will be a 
detriment to the community in a period of only 25 years. 

I have attached a couple of articles I have recently seen. 

Kathryn Fogg Hill 
84 Grace St 
Rockland, Maine 
596-0117 
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Hawaii’s Going 100 Percent Renewable, And It’s Not Using Natural Gas As A 
‘Transition’ 
  

  

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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Hawaii’s Going 100 Percent Renewabl
e, And It’s Not Usin... 
The company aiming to buy Hawaii's utilities shoul

d probably pay attention to this. 
 

View on thinkprogress.org Preview by Yahoo
 

  

 
This 45-Ton Buoy Might Change The Way You Get Your Power 
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This 45-Ton Buoy Might Change The 
Way You Get Your ... 
Hawaii is turning its greatest resource -- the ocean 

-- to power. 
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Brooks Winner

From: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 12:43
To: Larry Pritchett; 'Audra Bell'
Subject: RE: Last weeks meeting

Hi Larry, 

Yes, I think a response from you would work, though I’m happy to pass along the answers to Becky if you would 
like. Haven’t picked up the pencils yet, but I can swing by City Hall this week to pick them up if they’re still 
around. 

‐Brooks 

Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 

@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 11:47 AM 
To: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>; 'Audra Bell' <abell@ci.rockland.me.us> 
Subject: RE: Last weeks meeting 

Hi Brooks, 

Should I respond to Becky? I would send a draft to both of you to review first. The balance of comments of the 
format I have received have been very positive. Did you get the pencils and other stuff back? 

Larry 

From: Brooks Winner [mailto:bwinner@islandinstitute.org]  
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 11:26 
To: 'larrypritchett.council@gmail.com'; 'Audra Bell' 
Subject: FW: Last weeks meeting 

Hi Larry and Audra, 

I received the following emails from Becky Bartovics from the Sierra Club and North Haven and promised to pass 
along her questions to both of you. I heard frustrations on the format of the meeting repeated by a few different 
people. I think it actually worked okay, but that more advanced notice about the format and assurance that 
there would be other opportunities for question and comment on the specifics of the project at a later date 
would have helped ease some of the concerns. 

I also think that Becky’s assertion about the bias of one of the council members (presumably Larry) is indicative 
of a sense among some that the council and the City have already decided on the project and that it is a “done” 
deal. If this is not the case, it’s up to the City to show that. 
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I will write up the other questions submitted at the forum this week and send those along. 
 
Questions from Becky:  
 

‐        Who will be responsible for the steam tunnels to the recipients- who will have to do the 
repaving? Will the city require the developer to also replace all water mains and other 
infrastructure like sewer lines while providing that “service” to the businesses? 
 

‐        Is Rockland actually offering a TIFF for this project?  What is the economic benefit cost analysis 
and what are the assumptions that are used to reach that analysis? Jobs? Taxes paid? What? 
 

 
Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 

@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 
 

From: Becky Bartovics [mailto:bartovi@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2015 11:05 AM 
To: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org> 
Cc: Bill Pearce <midcoastsierra@roadrunner.com>; vivian newman <newviv@roadrunner.com> 
Subject: Re: Last weeks meeting 

 
H Brooks, thanks for this response to my email below. I believe the city of Rockland should be  
concerned about the conflict of interest that one of the city council members has regarding his 
advocacy of the natural gas pipelines through the Ombudsman Bill so loudly touted at the meeting. 
Perhaps he should recuse himself on any voting in this matter as his advocacy clearly indicates 
a preconceived bias towards introducing nat gas pipelines to Rockland. 
 
thanks 
Becky 

On Aug 31, 2015, at 10:43 AM, Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org> wrote: 
 
Hi Becky, 
  
Thanks for your message and sorry for my delayed response. Thank you for sharing your 
concerns about the forum. We structured the question and answer portion of the forum to 
allow the panelists to cover as many of the broad topics as possible and we were, unfortunately, 
not able to get to all of the questions submitted in the time that we had for the forum. We will, 
however, be recording all of the questions and will use these to guide future discussions. I 
realize that this format was frustrating to some in the audience and I agree that it could have 
been communicated better prior to the meeting in the advertising for the event and at the 
beginning of the forum. Given that the final details of the power plant have not yet been 
released, we wanted the forum to be an educational opportunity for folks to learn more about 
the bigger picture issues of power generation and natural gas infrastructure in Rockland, the 
Midcoast area, and the state. Once those final details are public, I believe that there will be 
other opportunities for community‐wide discussions about the project including opportunities 
for questions and comments. 
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I will work with Larry and Audra to ensure that future discussions are advertised with more 
advanced notice and I will pass along the questions that you outlined below to them and ask 
them to follow up. 

Regards, 
Brooks 

Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 
@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 

From: Becky Bartovics [mailto:bartovi@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 9:28 AM 
To: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>; Bill Pearce 
<midcoastsierra@roadrunner.com> 
Cc: vivian newman <newviv@roadrunner.com>; Glen 
Brand glen.brand@sierraclub.org <glen.brand@sierraclub.org>; Joan Saxe 
<joansaxe@gmail.com> 
Subject: Last weeks meeting 

Dear Brooks and Bill, 

I want to register my concern about how that meeting at the Rockland City Hall was 
conducted last week. 
The idea that all questions were vetted by Larry P gave the impression that the City is not 
interested in  
actually learning what the citizenry is interested in finding out.   

I am deeply concerned that the natural gas infrastructure which is going to be funded by 
the rate payers 
is not adequately being evaluated. In addition, methane was just ramped up in the EPA’s 
watch list 
due to the strong component of climate change that methane delivers.  

For instance, Tony Buxton’s statement that the Belted Gallways produced more than this 
pipeline would clearly is not scientifically informed. 
Cows that are pasture raised on grass do not have the methane problem that CAFO 
animals have- in fact they are providing 
carbon sinks through the improvement of the soil rotational grazing provides. 

We have already seen a large emission from the Sable Island pipeline in  Searsmont on 
New Years Eve two years 
ago and that does not include the daily emissions from transport and pooling that have 
been identified. 
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I hope that the Energy Committee and the City of Rockland are going to actually hear 
what Glen Cunningham and Kim ? 
had to say about the expense involved in this project. 
  
Who will be responsible for the steam tunnels to the recipients- who will have to do the 
repaving? Will the city 
require the developer to also replace all water mains and other infrastructure like sewer 
lines while providing 
that “service” to the businesses? 
  
Is Rockland actually offering a TIFF for this project?  What is the economic benefit cost 
analysis and what 
are the assumptions that are used to reach that analysis? Jobs? Taxes paid? What? 
  
I hope you are willing to answer some of these questions. And I hope that there will be a 
public hearing  
that is properly run to allow for public comment, questions. 
  
thanks 
  
  
  

Becky Layton Bartovics 
Sierra Club Maine,  
Co Chr. Exec Committee 
273 North Shore Rd. 
North Haven, ME 04853 
207-867-4938 
207-390-0393 (c) 
  
"Those who profess to favor freedom and yet renounce controversy are people who want 
crops without plowing the ground." Frederick Douglas 
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Nathan Davis

From: Nathan Davis <n.kroms.davis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2015 11:09
To: Frank Isganitis; Larry Pritchett; Louise MacLellan-Ruf; williamclayton79

@gmail.com; Valli Geiger; Jim Chaousis
Subject: Rockland Energy Center

Hello City Council and Manager Chaousis, 

As you might remember, on May 2 I e‐mailed you an expression of cautious support for Rockland Energy Center. 
I have spent much of the past four months reading about natural gas and pondering the potential impact of a 
gas plant on Rockland, and I am sorry to report that my conscience now compels me to withdraw my support for 
the plant as it has been publicly presented. I've pasted a letter to the editor I just sent to The Courier‐Gazette 
below. I want to emphasize (as I allude to in the final paragraph of my letter) that my new position is not a 
commentary on City government or your actions (which I generally support), and that my change of heart is 
primarily due to the much deeper knowledge I have now concerning the environmental challenges associated 
with natural gas. As I also mention in the letter, I will try to keep an open mind as the proposal evolves. 

Best, 
Nate 

* * * 

On May 2, near the start of the process of exploring whether or not the proposed natural gas power plant ‐ to be 
called Rockland Energy Center ‐ is right for Rockland, I wrote an e‐mail of support to City Council and staff. In it, I 
wrote that "I will support the power plant, assuming that the details of its environmental and economic impact 
are consistent with what has been publicly suggested." I have concluded that this message was premature and 
that I erred in sending it. I attempt to address that error with this letter. 

Over the past several months, I have learned much more about natural gas than I knew on May 2. I have read of 
the significant economic, security, and near‐term environmental benefits of the US shale gas boom, as well as 
the challenges associated with natural gas extraction, transportation, and carbon and particulate pollution. I 
have concluded, along with many environmental, religious, scientific, and civic groups, that the construction of 
new fossil fuel infrastructure is not consistent with our responsibility to build a future in which global suffering is 
minimized and global prosperity is shared. Climate change is the greatest threat facing humanity, and I do not 
support committing Rockland for decades to a fuel, infrastructure, and regulatory regime that are major sources 
of carbon pollution. It may be true that the US has achieved significant reductions in carbon emissions due to 
the displacement of coal and oil by natural gas ("may be true" because there is considerable ambiguity 
surrounding the magnitude of methane leaks and the degree to which cheap, plentiful energy normalizes 
increased energy consumption; if methane leaks are as high as some peer‐reviewed scientific studies suggest, 
perceived reductions in emissions are either diminished or reversed), and it may be the case that such 
reductions will continue over the next several years. But over the next 20 years, technological and social shifts 
will almost certainly lead to dramatically increased efficiency and much cheaper and more powerful renewables, 
and I don't want Rockland to commit to a major project that might soon be regarded as an undesirable relic of a 
dirty past. It is often and truly observed that natural gas will be part of our energy mix for years to come. 
Acknowledging the truth of this observation is not inconsistent with acknowledging the wisdom of a necessary 
shift away from gas towards renewables. Indeed, the Obama administration recently released its Clean Power 
Plan rule in final form, and among the Plan’s goals is to avoid expanding our reliance on natural gas as an 
electricity source while recognizing its current and future importance in our economy. 
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The economic benefits and consequences of a commitment to fossil fuels vary greatly according to scales of 
time and space at which they are computed. In the short term, a gas plant in Rockland would undoubtedly 
provide local economic benefits: tax revenue, jobs, potential cheap energy to local consumers and industry, and 
potential investment in local business and community projects. As a small business owner who struggles every 
day to make ends meet, I know firsthand the pain of high heating costs. But in the big picture, the economics of 
fossil fuels are considerably murkier. There is evidence that financial markets are mispricing the financial risk 
associated with increased government regulation, public opinion and pressure, and the physical realities of 
global warming. Divestment from fossil fuels is beginning to make sense from long‐term financial as well as 
moral standpoints, so that financial self‐interest is increasingly aligning with ethical responsibility in this regard. 
The macroeconomics of fossil fuels may or may not directly affect Rockland's relationship with a gas plant and 
pipeline and the companies that operate them, but they will affect whatever industry we welcome to our City. 
 
How can one weigh the potential economic benefits of a gas plant (and an associated ethical imperative to help 
our City and its residents achieve 
prosperity) against an ethical imperative to move away from fossil fuels? There can be no quantitative answer, 
for how can one quantify an ethical imperative? One must gather data and experience, and then try to discern 
the greater good with whatever imperfect judgment one possesses.  
In my e‐mail to Council, I wrote that "I must treat [Rockland's] economic prosperity as a greater cause than my 
moral constancy and comfort". Having spent months contemplating this issue, I now take an opposing view: I 
must treat the ethical imperative to address the global challenge of climate change as a greater cause than the 
potential economic benefits of a gas plant. 
 
This has been a personal and painful internal struggle for me, and it is not over. I encourage Rockland's residents 
and Council to read and to learn, and to follow their minds and hearts in whatever directions they may lead. My 
current position is founded upon the information concerning the power plant which has been publicly presented 
thus far. It is likely that the final proposal for Rockland Energy Center will evolve substantially, and if so, I will 
keep an open mind in evaluating it. 
 
Some closing points: First, I believe that City Council and staff are doing their best to promote the economic 
development of Rockland in the context of a very difficult fiscal situation. I thank them for their dedication and 
service. I appreciate that the City is hosting public forums on this matter, and I appreciate the time granted to 
the residents of Rockland for deliberation. Second, if a power plant is not built where City Hall now stands, I 
hope that the City will continue to seek productive uses for this land. I would love to see City Hall move to a 
more pedestrian‐ and bicycle‐friendly location. Finally, this power plant will not make or break Rockland. 
Whatever happens, I remain optimistic about the future of our beloved City. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathan Davis 
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Kate Everett

From: Kate Everett <keverett@smrtinc.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 08:37
To: Mike Chonko; 'Larry Pritchett (larrypritchett.council@gmail.com)'
Subject: RE: Rockland CHP

Larry, 
I also looked up the heat rate you asked about when we spoke last week.  Here are industry average heat rates 
by prime mover.  You will see, for natural gas combined cycle in 2013, the heat rate was 7600 BTU/Kwh. 
Kate 

Table 8.2. Average Tested Heat Rates by Prime Mover and Energy Source, 2007 - 2013 
(Btu per Kilowatthour) 

Prime Mover Coal Petroluem Natural Gas Nuclear
2007 
Steam Generator 10,158 10,398 10,440 10,489
Gas Turbine -- 13,217 11,632 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,447 10,175 --
Combined Cycle W 10,970 7,577 --
2008 
Steam Generator 10,138 10,356 10,377 10,452
Gas Turbine -- 13,311 11,576 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,427 9,975 --
Combined Cycle W 10,985 7,642 --
2009 
Steam Generator 10,150 10,349 10,427 10,459
Gas Turbine -- 13,326 11,560 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,428 9,958 --
Combined Cycle W 10,715 7,605 --
2010 
Steam Generator 10,142 10,249 10,416 10,452
Gas Turbine -- 13,386 11,590 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,429 9,917 --
Combined Cycle W 10,474 7,619 --
2011 
Steam Generator 10,128 10,414 10,414 10,464
Gas Turbine -- 13,637 11,569 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,428 9,923 --
Combined Cycle W 10,650 7,603 --
2012 
Steam Generator 10,107 10,359 10,385 10,479
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Prime Mover Coal Petroluem Natural Gas Nuclear
Gas Turbine -- 13,622 11,499 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,416 9,991 --
Combined Cycle W 10,195 7,615 --
2013 
Steam Generator 10,089 10,334 10,354 10,449
Gas Turbine -- 13,555 11,371 --
Internal Combustion -- 10,401 9,573 --
Combined Cycle W 9,937 7,667 --
 
Notes: W = Withheld to avoid disclosure of individual company data. 
 
Heat rate is reported at full load conditions for electric utilities and independent power producers. 
The average heat rates above are weighted by Net Summer Capacity. 
Coal Combined Cycle represents integrated gasification units. 
 
Source: U.S. Energy Information Administration, Form EIA-860, 'Annual Electric Generator Report.' 

 
 
 
Katherine M. Everett P.E., LEED AP 
Principal   
Asst. Mechanical Discipline Lead 
 
 
SMRT  
144 Fore Street, PO Box 618 Portland, Maine 04104  
p 207.321.3891 f 207.772.1070 c 207.232.9782 
www.smrtinc.com  
 

From: Mike Chonko  
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 8:16 AM 
To: Larry Pritchett (larrypritchett.council@gmail.com) 
Cc: Kate Everett 
Subject: Rockland CHP 
 
This doesn’t say much, but it is some wide based recognition of the possibilities in Rockland. 
 
http://www.cospp.com/articles/2015/08/chp‐proposed‐for‐maine‐to‐ease‐grid‐
strain.html?eid=294707594&bid=1167000 
 

Michael J. Chonko PE, CEM 
Principal/Director of Mechanical Engineering 
 
SMRT Architects and Engineers  
p: 877.700.7678  
c: 207.807.4682  
smrtinc.com  
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Larry Pritchett

Subject: FW: Will & Frank > Energy > Question

From: William Clayton [mailto:williamclayton79@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 11:22 
To: James D Chaousis II 
Cc: Louise MacLellan-Ruf; Frank Isganitis; Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com; Larry R. Pritchett; Audra Bell 
Subject: Re: Will & Frank > Energy > Question 
 

Sounds good. Drive safe. 

Will 

 
From: James D Chaousis II [mailto:jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 10:24 
To: William Clayton 
Cc: Louise MacLellan-Ruf; Larry R. Pritchett; Frank Isganitis; Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com; Audra Bell 
Subject: Re: Will & Frank > Energy > Question 
 
Will, 
 
I'm in transit so my comments will be short. I would recommend a very simple and brief order 
authorizing the city manager to use those funds for purposes to acquire technical and legal expertise in 
regards to topics for the Rocklynn energy center proposal.  I can explain in more detail later and 
probably best at the agenda setting meeting. 
 
Jim C 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 10:05 
To: 'William Clayton'; 'James D Chaousis II' 
Cc: 'Louise MacLellan-Ruf'; 'Frank Isganitis'; 'Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com'; 'Audra Bell' 
Subject: RE: Will & Frank > Energy > Question 
 
Hi All, 
 
Jim may have additional ideas. What is proposed here is what I refer to as "screening level review." Would 
question "A" warrant a highly detailed analysis (& what would that analysis look like) should this project move to 
the next step. 
 
This would also help the City identify "this is the type of noise analysis that should be done and this is what that 
would cost." There are two obvious mechanisms to fund more detailed work and other options that might come 
into play. 
 
One option, if the question relates to Site Plan review, there already are provisions in Chapter 19 allowing the 
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Planning Board to require the developer to pay for third party review. 

Another option is that the City would require EMI to fund the more detailed analysis as a part of the purchase 
and sale agreement (i.e., the sale would not be finalized until analysis "x" funded by EMI and conducted by a 
firm selected by the City was completed). 

Frank raises another option, if the City completes a screening level review and concludes detail analysis in a 
particular area is warranted ‐ ‐ and the City is then armed with "this is what the review would look like, the 
question(s) it would address, and what it would cost ‐ ‐ the City can simply ask EMI. 

The fourth option we have not explored is the EPA/DOE CHP Initiative. Germany, for example has set a goal of 
reducing Green House gas emission by 80% by 2050. Part of the strategy to accomplish that is to increase the 
use of CHP facilities by about 40% (neighboring Denmark's current utilization is even higher). 

Based on these two models, the Obama administration has a joint EPA/DOE CHP initiative. At the moment, there 
are not relevant funds available. But that might change. Getting the screening level work done would position 
the City to take advantage of any DOE funds should those funds become available. 

Larry  

From: William Clayton [mailto:williamclayton79@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 09:38 
To: James D Chaousis II 
Cc: Louise MacLellan-Ruf; Larry R. Pritchett; Frank Isganitis; Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com; Audra Bell 
Subject: RE: Will & Frank > Energy > Question 

Good morning all, 
I am certainly in favor of using the lease option money for outside expertise. My only question is how 
any overages will be fu ded. I am guessing the $1000 a month fee will not cover the expenses. Jim your 
thoughts? 

Will 

On Sep 2, 2015 8:11 AM, "Jim Chaousis" <jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us> wrote: 

To all, 

I have Stuart working on an order pursuant this request. 

Jim C 

From: Larry Pritchett [mailto:larrypritchett.council@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2015 5:25 PM 
To: 'Frank Isganitis' <frankisganitis@gmail.com>; 'William Clayton' <williamclayton79@gmail.com> 
Cc: 'James D Chaousis II' <jchaousis@ci.rockland.me.us>; 'Louise MacLellan‐Ruf' 
<louisemaclellanruf@gmail.com>; 'Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com' <valli.citycouncil@gmail.com>; 'Audra Bell' 
<abell@ci.rockland.me.us> 
Subject: Will & Frank > Energy > Question 
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Hi Will & Frank, 
 
I used this older email thread because it relates to the same question. Would either of you have reservations 
about allocating the $1,000/month EMI is paying the City for the option on the City Hall/DPS Garage site toward 
legal, technical and fiscal review of the CHP/District energy concept generally and the EMI proposal in specific? 
 
I spoke with Audra and Jim and both thought this was constructive. I discussed this with Valli and Louise and 
they concurred as well. I have started to talk with some, but not yet all, of the Energy Committee. 
 
If Council is interested, I would put in an order that has "Energy Committee" as originator and "Council" as a 
sponsor. There appears to be a number of pretty clear question for which some third party analysis would be 
useful now (and some of that analysis, say on "District Energy" for Tillson Area could have value beyond EMI). 
 
Also, If EMI does move forward with this in some form, City staff needs to have already identified who the city 
will utilize for technical and legal advice. For example, if EMI does request a CEA, the City needs third party 
technical analysis to know how much of a CEA EMI actually needs for the KWH price of electricity to be 
competitive. 
 
Thoughts? If you have questions, give me a call. 
Larry 
594‐8806 
     

From: Frank Isganitis [mailto:frankisganitis@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2015 11:48 
To: Phyllis Merriam 
Cc: James D Chaousis II; LarryPritchett.Council; Louise MacLellan-Ruf; William Clayton; 
Valli.citycouncil@gmail.com; Audra Bell 
Subject: Re: Community Forum on CHP, District Energy & Natural Gas 8.19.2015 

Thank you for sharing your thoughts.  I share your reservations along with your suggestion.  Councilor 
Geiger has pointed out that it's not uncommon for a municipality to select an attorney of their preference 
with the developer bearing the cost.  Certainly, Rockland residents should not. 

Best, 
Frank Isganitis 

  

On Thu, Aug 20, 2015 at 10:29 AM, Phyllis Merriam <pbamerriam@gmail.com> wrote: 

Thank you so much for providing the community forum last evening on this critical topic for Rockland's 
future and especially to Larry Pritchett and the energy committee for putting together the diverse panel. 

Rockland residents had the benefit of transparency compared to the first forum on this topic. 

I personally have arrived at some serious reservations about the carbon pollution a huge EMI plant 
would emit. It also does not seem like a 21st Century solution to our city's energy needs. We as 
residents, and as elected officials, need to do judicious planning more than 20 to 30 years out to consider 
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the next two and three generations, who are already here, and will be impacted positively or negatively 
from our and your legacies. 

I am hoping the city can find the funding to hire a qualified attorney who can accurately vet EMI's 
proposal, as was recommended last evening. Are there grants available? Can residents and businesses 
contribute to a fund?  

In appreciation, 
Phyllis Merriam, LCSW 
72 Mechanic St. 
Rockland, ME 
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Brooks Winner

From: Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2015 13:30
To: Peggy Coyne; Bill Pearce; Larry Pritchett; debdonnelly40@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Wednesday energy forum

Hi Tony, 

I think this is a good point. I have heard similar concerns and I think this should have been made clear at the 
outset of the forum. As I’ve expressed to Larry and Audra, there seems to be a perception that city staff and 
council members, and perhaps the Energy Advisory Committee as well, are in favor of the project and have 
already decided that it should move forward. I am undecided on the project and do not intend to take a position 
one way or the other until we know more about the specifics.  

I think that one of our primary roles as the Energy Advisory Committee is to help the City and the residents of 
Rockland to make a measured, informed decision about whether to approve the sale of city land to EMI for the 
purpose of developing their project without rushing to a conclusion, one way or the other. Overall, I think that 
the panel achieved this goal, but I also think that we can improve the way we frame these discussions going 
forward and the way we notify the community about them to maximize participation. 

Best, 
Brooks 

Brooks Winner 
Community Energy Associate 
Island Institute 
207.594.9209 x 148 
207.358.0219 cell 
www.islandinstitute.org 

@brookswinner2 | LinkedIn 

From: Peggy Coyne [mailto:pntcoyne@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2015 7:46 PM 
To: Bill Pearce <billpearce@roadrunner.com>; Brooks Winner <bwinner@islandinstitute.org>; Larry Pritchett 
<LarryPritchett.Council@gmail.com>; debdonnelly40@gmail.com 
Subject: Wednesday energy forum 

Hi all, 
Doing some research I came across the information that Tony Buxton is the attorney for Kinder Morgan. 
Given the depth of KD's involvement in coal, oil, CO2 and NG pipelines and terminals, I believe this 
should have been mentioned at his introduction. 
I have no problem with info from all sides of this issue but we need to keep total transparency in order 
for our committee be above reproach. 
This sort of information regardless of a panel members leanings needs to be made public. 
Thoughts? 
Tony 
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