I — .
From T noreply+8fbeeb%e2bl2lacc@formstack.com>
Sent: Fnday, November 06, 2015 4:03 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for
Submitted at 11/06/15 4:02 PM

Company/Organization (if
applicable) (optional)::

: Regulatory Reform

ea

Brad Mltchell

MA Farm Bureau Federatlon

Prlmary Phone (optlonal)

i Emall (opta'”__*’ |

CMR Number {If known)

_"'_'General_:Re ;__Iatory Themesf;;

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

Suggestions for Improvements
to the reguliation::

. Buiding CodesiAcces

310 CMR 10.00

;bWStandards T

MA DEP

: ""_'Per":"'tatut':" the' "ancts Protec’uon Act has exempttons fo"agrrculture S

Re-establish the Farmland Adwsory Committee (FAC) Stature calls for it
to continue to exist and function anyway.

Charge the FAC with re-examining the agricultural provisions of the
wetlands act and consider the changes in agricultural practices, societal
values and needs, and lessons learned in the 20 pius years since the

1




existing provisions have been in place.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
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Formstack, LLC
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From: noreply@formstack.com

Sent: - Friday, November 06, 2015 10:14 AM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform J
Submitled at 11/06/1 5 1 0:13 AM
_"Name (opt[cnal) 5

Company/Qrganization (if
applicable) {optional)::

Prlmary Phone (optlonal)

'_:_Emall (optlonal)

CMR Number (If known) 330 CMR 30. 05(3 and other sub numbers)

' sGenera' Regulatory Themesfii;l{-;l-"-'Other . o
Please list the Agency or Depadment of Ag Resources; both regulatlons (330 CMR 30.05 and
Agencies affiliated with this Emergency Order 1-AHO-05

regulatlon

0 _sc' be”the regulatory |ssue

Suggestions for Either rescmdmglrev;smg Executive Order 1-AH0-05 or amend:ng the
improvements to the regulations around quarantine to make clear that dogs entering the
regulation:: Commonwealth in order to be adopted or fostered do not need to be

quarantined if they have already been quarantined and given a health
certificate in another state. As written, the regulations and Executive Order go
farther than they need to to safeguard public and animal health, by requiring a
48-hour guarantine even if a dog has, e.g. been in foster care and under the
care of a vet mere miles across the border in a neighboring New England
state for months. This is a significant added cost to a resident looking to adopt
a dog, makes rescues reluctant to work with MA residents, and unnecessarily
stresses dogs that have already been given a clean bill of health. Review of

i



both the Executive Order and the regulation would be appreciated. Thank you
for the opporiunity to comment.
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From: <noreply+adcaaedfZee8abec@formstack.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 05, 2015 11:44 AM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Subm:tted at 1 1/05/1 5 11:44 AM
;;_Name (optmna

Company/Organization (if Water Supply Citizens Advisory Commitiee
applicable) (optlonal)

'::'Address (Optlona[) ST

Prlmary Phone (optaonal)
;':;Emall (optional) L

CMR Number (If known) 313 CMR 4.00

_'_General Regulatory Them s ._En\nronmental Protectlon S
Please list the Agency or EOCEEA
Agencies affiliated with this

regulation::

‘servesa

nnr\ﬂr‘ ] n-up\'l- i h nuw-Lnnn i-n nn!f{vnnn '_ [r\ mntn'l'ﬂlh




- clear and ample water supply for public s

and in the future.

Suggestions for improvements to  We request that the IBTA be retained in its current form.
the regulation::

Terms | Privacy
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L -
From: _orepiy+8fbeeb9e2b121acc@formstack.co_m>

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 2:04 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

ormstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 11/03/15 2:04 PM '
-:"Name (optlonal)

Brad Mitcheil

Company/Organization (if MA Farm Bureau Federation
applicable) {optional)::

. ?Emall (opttonal)

CMR Number (If known) see texts

“j'G___:neral Regulatory Theme”

Please list the Agency or MA DAR
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

. : anl" als suspected of harbormg contaglous dls_e_ ' e_' : There is no. CMR
' . There. . lnternal wrltten .

Rather quarantm_ "were |ssued as pu' ive measures

T 15:‘IS lnappropna_e an__ we' oppose thi_ ab IS _..._..:.gay:thor_i_.ty;-i-_
Suggestions for improvements  Appropriate regulations or internal policy stating that quarantines should be
to the regulation:: used only when scientifically justified, and not as a means of administering

punitive actions.



If DAR feels it needs greater punitive authority, we are happy to work with
them and seek out appropriate punitive abilities through the legislature.

Terms | Privacy
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

fjfoNarh : (optlonal)

Company/Organization (if
applicable) (optional)::

Prtmary Phone (optlonal}
:.:Emall (optional) |

CMR Number (If known)

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regwilation::

'f':'{)escr:be the
jggor__qbsefvat'; :

Suggestions for easing
regulatory compliance::

ral‘ Regulatory Themes'

B horeply+a468b445974d83d4@formstack.com>

* Monday, July 20, 2015 7:15 PM

RegReform (ANF)
A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Red Categoty

ormstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitled at 07/20/15 714 PM

nental Protection

DCR, DCF

Methodical review with the best interests of Massachusetts citizens in mind,
not the interests of Californians' and Virginians' and a quick bottom line.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright @ 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
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From: i B noreply + eOla4178b65c803f@formstack comz>
Sent: Monday, July 20 2015 8:44 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Categories: Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
_Subm:tted at 07/20/16 8 44 PM o
.r[;Name (optlonal)

Company/Organization (if
applicable) (optional)::

 Address (optional
Primal‘y Phone (°Pti0na|)::

Email (optlonai)

CMR Number (lf known)

d Fi_n_a_r_lcé

~General Regul‘at__qry ;:'i_'n'iernal State,Gc‘)ver_n.méﬁ: ]

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

julatory issue

Suggestions for easing
regulatory compliance::

Terms | Privacy
Copyright©2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.

Suite 300
indianapolis, 1N 46250




From: i : : v+ 784554e6a080f353@formstack.com>
Sent: Monday, Ju[y 20, 2015 8:44 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Categories: : Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submitted at 07/20/15 8:44 PM
S Sharon Moulton:

Company/Organization (if
applicable) (optional)::

Executive Order #562

Piease list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

iation should be stronger

‘Describe the regt 7
"a terrible. mlstake as e

or observation

'thlng Espemal
: andlor weaken_

Suggestions for easing
regulatory compliance::

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

RegReform (ANF)
A Clearer Code; Regulatory Reform

Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Ciearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submitted at 07/21/15 9:00 AM

Company/Organization (if
appllcable) (optlonal)

dress (optlonal) '

member MACC former chair Scituate Conservation Commission

anary Phone (optlonal)

1onai}

CNMR Number (If known)

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

':-':Descrtbe the regulato
) r'observatlon._

Suggestions for easing
regulatery compliance::

u Iatory Themes'::__'-': E

DCR '

' 'ew and reduc’uon of pollmes'::fo i "u_setts has been

_t_e[y stnvmg to act posltlvel

urrent and future generaﬁo

Easing regulatory compliance is solely to benefit companies and hottom lines,
disregarding the importance of the environment for everyone--especially those
who are not of the few and the financially powerful.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
indianapolis, IN 46250
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From: noreply@formstack.com

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 %33 AM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code; Regulatory Reform
Categories: Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submm‘ed at 07/21/1 5 9 33 AM
“Name {optional):: ‘

Company/Organization (if
appllcable) {opt:onal)

Prlmary Phone (opticnal)::

CMR Number (If known): :

*-Environmental Protection

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this

regulatlon

rlbe the regu!atory issue . ~Mass: S W.V..Z

Suggestions for easing
regulatory compliance::

Terms | Privacy

Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.

Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250



From: LR < noreply +70e267f52762a6c4 @formstack.com:>
Sent: Thursday, July 23 2015 3:39 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Categories: Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitied at 07/23/15 3:39 PM
Name (optional) '

Companlerganization (if
applicable) (optional)::

; Ematl (optlonal

CMR Number (If known) :

| Generai Regula ~ Environmental Protection

Please list the Agency or Agencies
affiliated with this requlation::

Suggestions for easing regulatory  Leave our environmental regulations alone!
compliance::

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
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Indianapolis, IN 46250




B\ 330635486ac360d7 @formstack.com>

Sent: o thursday, July 23, 2015 441 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Categories: Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitled al 07/23/15 4:40 PM

'Name (optional)::

““michaelann bewsee

Company/Organization {if Arise for Social Justice
applicable) (optional):: '

Please list the Agency or DEP, DPH
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

etts"" elng able 1o create

: ';-urgmg you not to eltmmat_  Mas:
the 'federal regulatlons

nmental regulations w
throw away our commo
-'env:ronmental Ieadersh[p

be the regulatory ISSUI o

Suggestions for easing
regulatory compliance::

Terms | Privacy
Copyright ©® 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250




B reply+b73f899df05cde04 @formstack.coms>

From: o T .
Sent: Thursday, Juiy 23, 2015 4:50 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Categories: ' Red Category

" Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 07/23/15 450 PM

Company/Organization (if
applicable} (optional)::

Primary Phone (optlonal)

;E_Emall (opt:onal)

CMR Number (If known)

neral Regulatory The_ e

Piease list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regu]ation': '

‘_ Descnbe' :

! an it g Federal ones..

We in Massachusetts a leadersin -
his has* been done by trallblazmg
Itis a profound error to-nov
*the_ weaker Federal one

. This se_em n
_any__areas of stewardship of our:pla
ives exceeding the Feder
_to roII back these sta_____

Suggestions for easing Clarlty is good. Reduction of standards is not. It's like saying that the way to
regulatory compliance:: get more kids to pass their examinations is to weaken the exam, rather than
teach them better.

Terms | Privacy
Copynght @ 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
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Formstack, LLC
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Indianapolis, IN 46250




From: - — <noreply+5259545dc5ba643e@formstack com>
Sent: Thursday, September 10 2015 3:43 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subiect: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Categories: Red Category

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Subm:tted at09/10/15342 PM L

'?:'__N '__me (optlonai}

Company/Organization (if Massachusetts Rivers Alliance
applicable) (optlonal)

fAddress (optlonal) it

Primary Phone (optlonal)

_':;Emall (optlonal)
CMR Number (If known)
Please list the Agency or

Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

E el!o = I am wrltlng to Iet you know that the Massachuseﬁs Rwers Alllan_

:: ‘:Descr:be the regulatory ]
___eMessachusetts Land Trust Coaht:on and the Massachusetts Assocla_tlon for.

_:_3|ssue or bservatlon

Undersecretary Madden Please Iet me know |f you did no_t-"recewe the. Ietter _
“and/or-you \ ‘would fike us to send it to another email address: (or send along a'- s
: 'hard copy) We submltted the !etter today (9!1 0/1 5) Thanks D i

Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
indianapolis, IN 46250



“From: e ¥ noreply+d09d9bf938858527 @formstack.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 03 2015 10:46 AM
To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form

:ennlfer Carllno F’reSIdent

Company/Organization (if Massachusetts Society of Munlmpa] Conservation Professionals (MSMCP)
applicable) (optional)::.

Prlhary Phoﬁe. (opﬁonal)
::':Emall (optmnal) '
CMR Number (if known)
':_:::General Regulétory Themes'
Please list the Agency or

Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

crlbe the reQUiatory . 8ue'__:'
j"--Or ‘observation

cacerbate with anticlpated |mpacts of climate change
intense, short-duration storms, and mgmfacant mcreases in
,__tlllzatlon of accurate ramfa!i data is |ong overdue

. including mor
o _;ramfall quanfity.

Suggestions for | DEP should revise all regulations to utilize the Atlas of Precnpltatlon Extremes

improvements to the for the Northeastern United States and Southeastern Canada frequently
regulation:: referred to as the “Cornell data”. Utilization of the Cornell Data will bring

Massachusetts closer to its goals of climate change adaptation and mitigation
through cumulative efforts at the local level. Accurate rainfall data used in
storm water calculations will be pro-active rather than be reactive to flooding
issues.



From: . ST S PR O DO T RO |
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 10:14 AM ;
To: ' RegReform (ANF)

Subject: Comments on Regulatory Review under EQ 562 - 310 CMR 36.00

To whom it may concern:

The Westford Water Department (Water Department) would like to provide comments on
the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection’s (MassDEP) regulatory
changes as part of Executive Order 562 (EO 562).

We are very concerned about the recentiy—promulgated changes to the Water Management
Act Regulations (310 CMR 36.00) permitting process. These changes incorporate costly
burdens on public water suppliers in a noble but unsubstantiated effort to improve aguatic

habitats of our rivers and streams.

The regulatory changes in question establish water withdrawal baselines for public water
suppliers based on the average of 2003 - 2005 reported water withdrawals. Mitigation is
then required for all withdrawals above this baseline in the next 20-year permit

period. We feel this baseline definition is not only arbitrary, but penalizes systems that
had successful water conservation programs already in place, and rewards systems that
were not as conservation-minded (since lower withdrawals during this period will result in a
lower baseline whereas higher withdrawals will provide a result in a higher baseline).

In Westford’s case, we anticipate requesfing an additional volume for withdrawal above our
projected baseline — even though this “additional” withdrawal amount is well below our
currently registered/permitted withdrawal volume! Simply put, we will be required to
mitigate for less water than we are currently allowed to withdraw.

The mitigation requirement will result in a serious financial burden to the Water
Department by necessitating the hiring of consultants and implementation of said
mitigation project{s). Mitigation projects will compete directly with critical mfrastructure

improvements for funding and department resources.

We are strongly opposed to these Water Management Act changes and firmly believe they
~will result in unwarranted waste of Water Department funds and resources that are

1



- desperately needed for infrastructure maintenance and improvement q;aour 100_‘ p[us year
old distribution system. In fact, the Water Infrastructure Fmance Commission Was créiéf%’éd
by the Massachusetts Legislaturéim2000ms dianuathXCom

infrastructure funding needs and to develop recommendatlons for fmancmg these

heeds. This Commission identified a $10.2 billion gap in resources for drinking water
infrastructure projects.  Considering this significant gap in funding for drinking water
infrastructure it seems exceptionally counterproductive to require suppliers to spend what
resources they have on withdrawal mitigation projects required under the new Water

Management Act regulations!

We are especially concerned that significant money could be spent on these mitigation
projects when there is no way to measure success or failure. Furthermore, we have no
confidence that the SWMI framework provides credible evidence of improved aquatic
habitats by reduced withdrawals. |

At a time when we should be investing in our public water infrastructure public water
suppliers will be forced to instead spend money on expensive mitigation projects of dubious
value. The one-size-fits all approach taken by'the revised Water Management Act
Regulations is doubtful to result in any appreciable improvements to the environment and
may simply result in higher water rates, deteriorating infrastructure, and suppressed

economic development.

Mark Warren
Waestford Water Department
Environmental Compliance Manager

All email messages and attached content sent from and to this email account are public records unless qualified as an
exemption under the Massachusetts Public Records Law.



From: ~< noreply-8fbeeb9e2bl121acc@formstack.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 1:23 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 11/03/15 1:22PM .
o o BradMltche”

Company/Organization (if MA Farm Bureau Federation
applicable) (optional):: :

Prlmary Phone (optlonal)

;_'_.Email (optlona

CMR Number (If known) 330 CMR 16.02

;-_._General Regulatory Themes;':-‘ :_

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

‘:".-:EDescr:be the- S L T
“or observatio

Suggestions for improvements  Simply do away with the regulation. Legislation (SB 460) would accomplish
to the regulation:: this.




DAR seemingly is opposing the bill, actually revamping the program while
failing to address any industry concerns or even stating an actual purpose of
the program. The administration's support for this bill would be appreciated.

Note that there are efforts to replace this bill with CORI checks for stable
personnel working with children under 18. MFBF has been part of the effort
o move this forward and supports this requirement. While this would add
costs and delays to hiring staff, there is a benefit in CORIs that outweigh the
costs.

Terms | Privacy
Copyrlght©2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Aliisonville Rd.

Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250




| — _ _

From: <noreply+bcbaSfe6cofffSbe@formstack.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 12:53 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submitted af 11/03/15 1208 FM ... S

5_;Name (optionai)

Companlergamzatlon {if Stainless Steel Coatings, Inc.
applicable} (optional)::

s —

CMR Number (If known): : 310 CMR 50:00

GeneralRegulatory Themes ._}__Envnmnmental Pro ctlon e

Please list the Agency or MassDEP
Agencies affiliated with this TURI
regulation:: Mass OTA

Department of Labor Standards

orker safety and m”keepmg our: beautlful far

. 'ncontamlnated Asa b_usmess person the work these_a_genmes do.is

- "3These organlzatlons are 'help:'ng keep Ma_ 'h etts: busmesses such.as e
ours. hlghly competitive in a changmg g!obal emnronment and | cannot pralse
-_:_:_-any one of them hlghiy enough e e

Suggestions for improvements We are pleased with the current and ongoing state of regulation to protect
‘to the regulation:: workers and citizens of the Commonwealth, and are confident that the
’ MassDEP, OTA, TURI, and Department of Labor standards will continue fo



be a competitive asset to Massachusetts businesses such as ours. We look
forward to their continued funding, and full staffing with the same sort of
exceptionally qualified personnel that it has been our pleasure to interact
with. We anticipate to a long and continued partnership with these superbly

well-managed State agencies.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights resetved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250




noreply+95f40149d62fa5db@formstack.com>

From: R e il
Sent: Tuesday, November O 2015 12:34 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code:
Submftted at 11/03/1 ] 1 2 33 PM

Lucas erght

Company/Organization (if Ware River PowerlSouth Barre Hydroelectrlc Co.
appllcable) (optlonal)

Address (optlonal)
Prlmary Phone (optlonal)
;_;:_Emall (optlonal) "

CMR Number (If known) 225CMR 14,15 & 16

R g _:_".‘_atory Themes:;..'-';iEnergy and Utllltles i

Please list the Agency or Mass Dept. of Energy Resources
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation"

e Pr: "e)ustmg hydroe!ectr[c facnl‘: ';es |th Ies At han 5 M\NH of capacﬁy wnh
:I_lcenses or: exempteo “hay e ilttle orno: chance of quallfytng for the NIA -.:'-:

IRPS _markets currently average 1
'hydropc')wer fa(:[[ltles earm. consﬁerab!yless average revenue th' olar .
: Utput For: exampie Powder.___

_ I IH_ is in nee of._senou ep rs_ in ord 2l _
examp!e the trash racks have become ‘corrode and_started fo collapse and
d in tim for the dam to_ goback: onhne this faII




Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

- its annual revenues stay as they are, and will be forced to shut down. Applying
“to LIHI would cost $9000, which is already 36% of the plant's entire annual

. gross revenue. This does not include the additional $750 Intake Review fees

- and LIHI annual fees, which total $1350 for both sites. The site must also be
- re-certifi ied every five years, which is extremely cumbersome and could
potentially cost another $4500 per dam. In addition, small hydro plants like

S Powder Mill and South Barre that do not quallfy for the RPS market cannot get
o i:ﬁgrantfundlng from the CEC. . _

2n addatlon to the hlgh appllcatlon cost LIHI has also imposed unnecessan[y
- siringent requlrements on the Powder Mill and South Barre facilities. The U.S.
. -and Massachusetts Fish & Wildlife Services have the right to require upstream
7" and downstream fish and eel passage as a requirement of the license
" exemption issued. by FERC. To date, they have not. In our opinion, the reason
. for this is that the dam immediately upstream of Powder Mill and South Barre

'|s the. MWRA dlversmn shaft to the Quabbin Reservoir. There are twelve dams

o _':downstream of Powder Mill and South Barre and none of them have eel
- passage. However, LiHI, as a reviewer, has suggested that Powder Mill and
- South Barre would not be conS|dered “low-impact” without prowdmg eel
e .'_passage Even if eel passage were adopted on all fourteen dams in the
- Chicopee River Watershed up to the MWRA, it is doubtful that the MWRA
-0 would install eel passage.and aIIow the Amertcan eel to infiltrate the Quabbin
_'Reservoer and |ts drmkmg water L

Under the current DOER system, small hydropower facilities are being forced
out of existence by low ISO rates and prohibitive LIHI application costs and
requirements. Allowing small hydroelectric plants to cease operation or
decrease capacity while simultaneously proposing importing hydropower from
Hydro Quebec seems to be a very backwards energy policy. Allowing small
hydro facilities to qualify as Class || Renewable without having to go through
the LIHI process will ultimately increase sustainable energy production in
Massachusetts.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
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Indianapolis, IN 46250




From: _ : : S <noreply+0b9e1d87d7c230a5@formstack com>
Sent: Monday, November 02 2015 11:28 AM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Refarm

ormstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submited at 11/02/15 1127 AM
bt R e

Company/Organization (if Statewide Towing Association
applicable) (optional)::

Primary Phone (optional)::

CMR Number (If known) 220 CMR 272, 00

'_'}General Regulatory Themes' - 'Bmldmg Cod_' /ACCBSS]bIIIty Standards

Please list the Agency or Department of Public Utiiities - Transportatlon OVerS|ght Division
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

'::"Descnbe the regulatory lssue' '_':_3 '

Suggestions for On behalf of the Massachusetts Statewide Towmg Association (STA) | am
improvements to the writing relative to the proposed rate filing application (D.P.U. 13-124)
regulation:: currently before the Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities (DPU).

Filed August 5, 2013, this rate petition is more than two years old. It is our
understanding the rate increase petition is being held up by Administration
and Finance though a waiver has been reguested relative to Governor
Baker's Executive Order 562 commissioning a thorough review of every
Executive Branch regulation.

Statewide Towing Association (STA) represents over 200 tow companies
registered with the DPU in the Commonwealth and is the only entity
recognized by the DPU to file a rate increase petition on behalf of the more
than 800 tow companies regulated by the Department. In accordance with S
6B of c. 159B, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Executive Office of
Energy and Environmental Affairs, the Department of Public Utilities

1




establishes maximum rates and charges applicable to police ordered
towing, public authority ordered towing, snow removal and trespass towing
also known

as involuntary towing, in 220 CMR 272.00.

The towing industry last received an overall involuntary tow rate increase
in 2004 which was based on 2003 Data. See Order Adopting Final
Regulations, D.T.E. No. 03-70(2004), amending 220 CMR 272.00 et seq.
The involuntary tow rates are designed to cover costs. Since 2003,
Massachusetts businesses have seen a significant increase in costs. The
towing industry is comprised of small, family owned businesses who are
struggling to meet those increased costs. Inaction on the rate increase
petition is forcing companies to curtail investment in new equipment and
to reduce the number of secure, local, good paying jobs.

In February 2008, the DPU amended the subject regulation to allow for a fuel
price surcharge adjustment. See Order Adopting Final Regulations, D.T.E. /
D.P.U. No. 06-43-A (2008). The fuel surcharge adjustment only covers the
cost of fuel.

L ack of action on STA’s rate petition impacts public safety. The towing industry
is a vital partner in Public Safety. As a signatory on the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts Unified Response Manual (URM) for Roadway Traffic
Incidents and as defined in the Mover Over law, MGL Chapter 89, Section 7C,
tow trucks and their operators are designated as first responders. Tow
companies provide 24/7 service to public safety organizations. The rate
established by the DPU is supposed to insure sufficient compensation for tow
companies to provide the level of services essential fo public safety. Working
with rates based on 2003 data is not sufficient compensation. it is imperative
that this rate increase petition be moved forward to a rate hearing.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. If | can be of any
assistance, please feel free to contact me.
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From: _ noreply@formstack.com

Sent: Friday, October 30, 2015 7:25 PM
To: : RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form
Submltted at 10/30/1 5 7 24 PM
_iName (optlona

Company/Organization (if Sudbury, Assabet & Concord Wild & Scenic River Stewardship Council
appllcable) (optlonal) '

._f:Address (optmnal)

Prlmary Phone (optional)

:E-Emall (optional)

CMR Number (If known)

:.:.:General Regulatory Themes i

Please list the Agency or Dept of Enwronmental Protection

Agencies affiliated with this Heritage & Endangered Species Program
regulation:: Dept of Conservation & Recreation

observation::

_ s",'; 8 charged
! ;t_s W|id and

"preserve ar_id protect our al'r:f-_land and water. Our reguiatlons are ca‘refully
' th extenswe expenence arad trammg in thelr i




.- Considerable deliberation and public process is followed fo produce a final
-+ regulation. To negate all of this work, to ignore the expertise of the state’s

.27 own environmental secretariat and to negate the public’s input and wishes
L onuld be a dlstressmg course of actlon ' _

o If properly understood however we do not believe that Executive Order (EO)

S No. 562 should lead to that result Section 3 of the EO states: -

: "In conductlng (executlve agency) review (of regulatlons) only those

R -'regulatlonS which are mandated by law or essential to the health, safety,

"envrronment or welfare of the Commonwealth $ resrdents shall be retained or

g f_:":modrt" ed

" ".authorlty to ellmmate regulatlons whose purpose |s to lmplement duly
5 'enacted statutory mandates : : _

. ut only to ellmlnate or tevise those regulatlons for WhICh there is no state
* statutory mandate or which, in light of statutory purposes, cannot be
o -'--demonstrated {0 comp]y with the seven requirements listed in the EO. In
- other words, as the EO states, only "if less restrictive and intrusive

.. alternatives have (not) been consrdered and found to be Iess desrrable based _

: "-on a sound eveluatlon of the alternatwes

_ '-ln carrylng out this Executlve Order it is essentral that state environmental
© ‘agencies keep this limited scope of regulatory review in mind. In addition to
- the seven factors listed in EQ562, state envirecnmental agencles should be

" made to demonstrate that any proposed rescissions or revisions of

- _regulations will be equatly effectlve in fulflllmg the mandates of state

T __f_enwronmental statutes

For example in the last Admlmstratrons regulatory streamlining proposal
+the. Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) attempted to eliminate all
~ state permitting of Publically Owned (Sewage) Treatment Plants (POTWs). In

our watershed, POTWs often provide the only flow to the rivers during dry

- ’summer. months_ therefore the quallty of therr effluent is crltfca[ to the rivers’.
- “health, twas = -

g only after it was. brought to DEP’s attentron during the publrc comment perlod

“that the Massachusetts Clean Waters Act requires it to issue at least some

B "-":'POTW ‘permits, that the DEP. agreed in its final regulatlons to retain

- regulatory authority over the least technically capable category of POTWSs,

o those wrthout EPA—approved lndustrlai Pre—treatment Programs

:'Of partrcular concern to the SUASCO Wlld & Scemc River Stewardshlp
' Council would be any weakening of environmental protection provided by
o current reguiatrons lmplementmg the mandates of the following

. -;Massachusetts General Laws, Acts and Statutes all of whlch are essentla] to

S __the protectlon of our watershed

B Wetlands Protectron Act
. 2_- Rrverfront Protectnon AC" B . '.

g _- Interbasrn Transter Act :

:_' Th|s clearly reﬂects the Governor s understandmg that the Executive Branch :
B _does not possess, the Iegal S :




. Chapter 91 Publlc Waterfront Act (whlch covers mland Great Ponds and C
; na\ngabte rrvers and streams along W|th tldetands) ' g

SOt .f . Water Mana" em‘ent Act .

. Massachusetts Endangered Specres Act

C - Surface Water Dlscharge statute

L . Water Pollutron Contro] statute

e State Superfund statute '

i f;_o Sewer Connectlon statute

: lndustnal Wastewater statute

: o State Revolvrng Fund

S The protectlon of the Commonwealth S natural resources——rn partlcular Water
B ;and wildlife—is key to our.economy. ‘The economic value of sustainable water
~supplies, heaithy aquatrc systems ﬂcod protectlon and scenic. Iandscapes to
i namejusta few resources, is enormous, and yet |nadequately quantlf ied for .
" cost-benefit analysis. Dlmrnlshlng the regulatory tools already in placeto " -
RN protect these resources, which were. developed wrth thorough screntrfrc and :
R _}_':'_publrc rnput would be very short—srghted : L 3

" _ "-Thank you very much for thrs opportunlty to comment on the rmptementatron
' -_-'of Executlve Order No : _ _ : . I

Suggestions for improvements
to the regulation::
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From: m <noreply+8ba6la7e0ce37625@formstack.com>
Sent: niday, Octobert 30, 50 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form
Submn‘tedat 10/30/1555OPM e o
- TedMichaels: = . .

._'-N _me' (optlonal)

Company/Organization (if Energy Recovery Council
applicable) {optional)::

225 CMR 15.08: Compltance Procedures for Retall Eiectrlmty Suppllers

d._UtllltIeS i
Please Iist the Agency or Energy and Environmental Affairs, Executive Office of (EOEEA)
Agencies affiliated with this  Department of Energy Resources (DOER)

regulatlon Department of Envuronmental Protectlon (MassDEP)

: :De_scrlbe the regulator -
ue or obse'

. (RECs) to the MassDEP
'M_un;mpal Grants;;t' Ma

has sujmf eantly suppressed thef Jue |
' maglng to the Commonwealt




Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

i ;Waste-to Energy ACP

'-EWe belreve that the DOER should use one ACP for all Class || renewables Thas’_}
::change would: : R _

: rncrease revenues to, Mass_DEP thereby provrdlng more funs
i rograms, and '

:::_.' -:'::"-The REC market varies from year to year bt based onthe past frve years a
KD S --;change to WTE ACP could create, between $2 and $12 mrll
SR _"-'_-;_MassDEP to use for recychng efforts Bt

be consistent WIth the. 'uve_lntent
streamline the RPS program,”.

sure the long terrn sustamablllty for th:s crltrca] fundmg

225 CMR 15.00: RENEWABLE ENERGY PORTFOLIO STANDARD CLASS

I
15.08: Compliance Procedures for Retail Electricity Suppliers

New Language
(4) Alternative Compliance for RPS Class || Waste Energy Minimum Standard.

2. The ACP Rate for the RPS Class || Waste Energy Minimum Standard shall
be consistent with the section (3) 2 of this section.
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From: M< noreply+8b77b0cla0fbe685@formstack.com>
Sent: riday, October 30, 2015 5:46 PM

To: RegReform {ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 10/30/15 5 46 PM
-:Name (optlona]) o

Scott Henderson :

Companlergamzatlon {;f Covanta
appllcable) (optronal)

;'?Add_ress (optlonal) :

Primary Phone (opt[onal) —

_:Em'_'hll.j’(optlo al)y:

CMR Number (If known): : 225 CMR 15.08: Compllance Procedures for Retail Electrlmty Suppllers

"?rgy and Utl[ltles £

General Regulatory Themes::  En

Please list the Agency or Energy and En\nronmental Affairs, Executive Office of (EOEEA)

Agencies affiliated with this Department of Energy Resources (DOER)

regulatlon Department ef Enwronmentat Protectlon (MassDEP)

; EDescnbt—.\ the re egulatory: issue T
orobse !

'renew _Vble energy Unrque to Massachusett§ here is
= ;hatf.of the. vaiue of any renewable'energy_.__ edits (RECs)
: erii ;rogram'-( MRP) Munrcrpal Grants to

th :RPS [egrslatlon was ;mplemented by ___he Pat k Admrnlstratro -a
afe V rnatwe.;.

'Wast_' _'_"_Energy credrts an ,' ) 4h : :
:r'ed'_ :_ed the amount of i ‘money that the. NIassDEP can make avallable fo vest
g efforts. This separate ACP plan was counter the Legislative -
- [ _(':Iear[y-states “The department : sha _.establlsh_and aintain: -
:regulatlons allowmg for a retail. supplier to discharge its obligations unde _hrs
‘section by maklng an aiternatwe compltance payment inan. amount :
“established by the department for.Class:l.and Class |l renewable energy
'-'_generattng sources.” There was never. dlscussmn or Ianguage mcluded to

'_'-':'An#nhl nl'\ ) nﬁnnrn*r\ ‘A’P‘\n"’f‘l e Ennrﬂu l\r‘l':l L




':._::We believe that the DOER should use one ACP for a!l Class ll renewabies S
: Thls cha_nge WOL_ﬂd S I o

stre miine the. RPS program o o i i ;
' e'revenues to MassDEP thereby"prowdlng more funding for recyclmg St
_.._-programs and oo ' S . _
' -fensure the Iong term sustalnablllty for thls rltlcai fundl

The‘_REC market vanes ffom year to year but based on the. past f iveyears, a
change to WTE ACP. could create: between $2 and $12 mllhon more:m value '_{::'5
e __for MassDEP to use for recyc!mg ef'forts T e e

Suggestions for 225 CMR 15.00: RENEWABLE ENERGY PORTFOLIO STANDARD — CLASS

improvements to the 1l
regulation:: 15.08: Compliance Procedures for Retail Electricity Suppliers

New Language

(4) Alternative Compliance for RPS Class Il Waste Energy Minimum Standard.

2 The ACP Rate for the RPS Class 1l Waste Energy Minimum Standard shall
be consistent with the section (3) 2 of this section.
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From: ~<norep!y+f3330cc9bd3ebe45@formstack.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2015 3:39 PM

To: RegReform {ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 10/30/15 3:39 PM_ |
'Name (optlonal) e

Fran Lud\mg

CompanyIOrgamzatlon {if Lexington Global Warmmg Action Coalition
applicable} (optional)::

CMR Number (If known)

-tgGenerai Regulatory Themes_::t__"_ "Enwronmental Protectmn

Please list the Agency or
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

e Lexmgton s Gtobal Warmlng Achon:_.u" 'oa_ll_tlon support"':state regulat )
: .en\nronmental pollutants and Iand_u_ _ whlch_ has. played a [arge role’

_Exedutive Ord'er 562 partlcularly,the requ "ment abeut ehmi'natmg h
. : SX( sible ¢ over emphasis on _str;ctly

itizens... 5 lee" the_”dlsarray inthe . -
J&.corpt '__tlons somefederal

:f‘}jregulattons by‘def r . € S
g benef tting society- overall, and many statutes as. enacted by the Leg ature
fi cally de31gned and intended. to_ exceed minimumn. federal S

Suggestions for We echo the Enwronmental League of Massachusetts and more than 75

improvements to the other organizations: “EO 562 mandates an unprecedented set of criteria for
regulation:: evaluating current regulations that may have unanticipated and long lasting

negative consequences.

In order to better assist your administration and promote fairness and
transparency in an expedited process, we propose the following:

First, we recommend that each agency invite a representative group of
stakeholders to participate in the review by providing expertise and feedback




at regular intervals through the use of working groups or similar format.
Second , we feel strongly that priority regulations should be made public
ahead of the official public comment period to provide ample time for
deliberation prior to the March 2016 sunset deadline.

Third, we recommend that all comments to the agencies, including on the web
site and in public listening sessions, be made public.

Fourth, in order to provide for constructive public input, it is important that the
solicitation of comments be balanced. For example, the A&F website currently
asks for “suggestions for easing regulatory compliance.” We recommend
expanding the questionnaire to ask whether “regulations should be
strengthened or revised to better serve the public.” As you also know, the
existing Chapter 30A public comment process for regulations is triggered by
an agency proposing a specific regulatory change, making it difficult to solicit
general comments. Presumably those who are regulated will respond in
opposition to regulations, whereas those who benefit from reguiations may
voice no concern. This informal comment process should be reviewed and
revised accordingly to achieve a more credible result.

Lastly, a set of milestones and deadlines for this process would be greatly
appreciated.”

We look forward to supporting you in protecting Massachusetts’ environment
and, to the extent that what we do here impacts the rest of the planet, the
global environment as well.

Ricki Pappo and Kay Tiffany, Co-Chairs Fran Ludwig, Legislative Commitiee
Lexington Global Warming Action Coalition
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From: m<noreply+fdc12560fe9e8cd9@formstack,com>
Sent: Friday, October 30,2015 11:35 AM

To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 10/30/15 11:35 AM

Name (optional)::

Company/Organization (if MSPCA
applicable) (optional)::

CMR Number (if known): : 330 CMR 12.00 (12.05)

General Regulatoly Themes::  Other
Please list the Agency or Department of Agricultural Resources
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation:: '

Describethe regy

We would dppose any efforts to weaker! the protections for com
" shops - the eniites regulated ¢
. tatwould enable these regulations fo bete

regulated under 330 CMR 12.00. We have suggestions
b ct animals and consumers. . .

Suggestions for QOur recommendations:

improvements to the

regulation:: (1) Improve the current remedy in 330 CMR 12.05(3) to provide a stronger
remedy for people who purchase sick animals. We hear from families who
discover they have purchased a sick puppy or kitten diagnosed by a
veterinarian as unfit for purchase who choose to retain the puppy or kitten
rather than return to the seller, but face veterinary bills, often high ones. We
feel part of this remedy provision should allow a consumer to recover allow
some of the cost of veterinary bills in this circumstance;

(2) In 12.05(2), requiring that the name, address, and United States
Department of Agriculture (USDA) license number of the breeder and any
proker who has had possession of the animal is displayed on the animal’s
cage so that a potential customer has this information to help make an
informed purchasing decision.

We would be pleased to discuss any of these suggestions and draft more
specific language.




From: ‘ %<noreply+e114b0dbea7b38e3@formstack.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 10:57 AM

To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form
Submitted at 1 0/30/15 10: 54 AM o
_'_.:Name {optlonai) B

Com panlergamzatlon (if OARS: For the Assabet, Sudbury and Concord Rivers
applicable) (optional)::

CMR Number (If known)

 General Regulatory Themes::  Environmental Protection

Please list the Agency or Water Resources Commission--Interbasin Transfer Act Regulations
Agencies affiliated with this
reguiat;on

:.::Describe the r_eQLllatory ISSu_' s
;.: or .observatlon _

.to'keep'wa er ![oca! one of the core envuronmental _-pnnclples of Massachusetts' '
- water policy. Water transfers approved under the act are permanent,: "t"s o
lmportant fo do_ “carefully. Given that@cllmate change is disrupting - ol
1) __tterns'_andthreatemn_ 1o reduce groundwater.recharge the.

S wate rees is critical. The process of -
R __thoughtfu! assessm n_t _that the. IBTA _reqm sis essentlal for _s_sachueetts
" continue to be able to offer adequate water to its residents, busmesse__ R

- wildlife into the future. _Water is arguably the most |mportant economic natura
g fi;resource and it: 3s:th_ st_ :e s responsnbaltty to ensure that It is. protected

Suggestions for The Concord basin is affected by water transfers into and out of the basm,
improvements {o the regulated by the IBTA. The current IBTA regulations ensure the following and
regulation:: should not be weakened:

1. The IBTA protects both the donor and receiving basin. The IBTA process
holds the applicant accountable to provide the necessary material
documenting why a transfer is needed so that the decision can be based on

sound information..
2. The IBTA is not a roadbiock. Most requests for transfer take 3-4 months
unless the applicant requests an extension. Once the transfer has been voted

1




through the Water Resources Commission, the decision is final.

3. The IBTA provides transparency and accountability to the process of
moving water from one basin to another by including input from the public,
other agencies and organizations.

4. The IBTA process ensures that transfers of vital and finite water resources
receive the scrutiny they deserve. The process and the experienced staff that
implement it do a thorough job and are available to any individual or entity
needing assistance with compliance.

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Formstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LLC
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250




Gl @200 _

From: m<norepIy+fdc12560fe9e8cd9@formstack.com> :
Sent: Friday, OCtober 30, 2015 11:28 AM

To: RegReform {ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code:
Submitted at 10/30/15 11:27 AM
.---‘Name”(optlonal) i

Kara Hofmqms__.. NE : i i

Companlergamzatlon (if MSPCA
appllcable) (ophonal)

Address (optlonal)

Primary Phone (optional):: —

_f_'-Emall (optlonai)

CMR Number (If known) 330 CMR 10.00

_ _General Regulatory :Themes 5 :_ 'Other

Please list the Agency or Department of Agr[cultural Resources
Agencies affiliated with this
regulat:on

-;_.:Descn_be the regulatory.issue-_: : W_hen a cat or’ dog has a Wound of Unknown O igin-and the a
: - ccination status'is unknown 330 _CMR 10.08 equnes Stnct _Conf nem

a perlod of SIX months e
_ -we are broug} anlmals that fal_ mto th|s c _egor . Thes:
usually otherwise healthy.al iof 10 k:
dopted onc this conﬂnem ent is. completed' i

i 2010) forbids. usmg”"nyﬁfoster or adoptlve homes |
-~ private home can be used by the person who found
:'-'anlmai is. presented t _.a'fshelter |t cannot be. mo' d to a pnvate ho,j _
; ite t : ) inir ‘.to' safel. Ot

Suggestions for We suggest that these regulatlons be amended to allow these transfers
improvements to the enabling a domestic animal to be in strict confinement at a private, foster or
regulation:: adoptive home, after approval by the Animal Inspector.

Such a provision would save the lives of many animals that may now be
euthanized because they land at a facility that cannot provide this quarantine
for 6 months. In addition, when an animal is confined for this amount of time in
a shelter environment, it can create much undue stress for the animal. Safely



fostering in a home situation, with approval by the Animal Enspector would be
a much more humane solution.
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From: noreply+da54001f234{2088 @formstack.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2015 10:10 AM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: : A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submitied at 10/30/15 1040 AM

;___Name (optlonal)_._:_ i

Company/Organization (if L.P. Athol Corp.
applicable) {(optional)::

'5'Address (optlonal)':':"‘ e

Primary Phone (optlonal) -

ﬁ; ;Emall (opt; ”_’nal)

CMR Number (If known)

?General Regulatory Themes Energy andUtllmes "

Please list the Agency or DOER
Agencies affiliated with this DPU

regulation::

e ’-'___'Small hydro (< 2MW) are subject to regulanons inex ess of MA regulat[ons
' ire :.-through_ the LIHI (Low Imp t.Hydro

'.or observa_ on

f'i:f‘and expenswe Therel
go_through State statutej equires small hydro to meet the Gre 1 s
' The extensive FERC process assures these -

'Rates_pa|d for surplus electrlmty by the }servmg utllltles (our only sales e
' ‘Small hydro cannot aff_o_rdithe operatlons

e . mall hydro :[S the “or;glnal" _ :
i Zfactorles throughout the state in the early 20th century Small hydros many X
o jc:o located with mlll bu:ldlngs also are a_dlfferentlator for milf redevelopment 0

_-'Smal'i hydro complles w; h'a myrlad: enwronmental re ulatlons through
430 Qv hiselen fo i

'EED(‘ MAACinh and WA Iellién A 1Ie i ah A MBI po i




e .:enwronmentally fnendly, clean and non- obtruswe The State needs to be’ i
~‘equally concerned about retaining ex1st|ng small- hydro as they.are witho

o mcentlwsmg the deployment of other new renewables Green energy is reen
_ __i_-:'_:energy! S ERr e o . e S

Suggestions for Remove the requirement for small hydro to comply with LIHI

improvements to the }
regulation:: Allow small hydro to net meter.
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From: W noreply+63310712ca0b07f3 @formstack.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 47 AM |

To: RegReform (ANF) |
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform |

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Reguiatory Reform

Submitted at 1 0/30/15 8: 47 AM
Ellsa Grammer

Name (optléna

Companlergamzatlon 47 Coffin Street Ratepayer Advocates
(if applicable)
(optlonal)

--Address (optlo' “‘al)

Primary Phone
(optionalj::

_::_Emal'[ (optlonal)

CMR Number (If 225 CMR: Department of Energy Resources
known): :

~ Energy and Utilies

Please list the Agency  Department of Public Utilities
or Agencies affiliated Department of Energy Resources
with this regulatlon

?;'é_Descrlbe the

: mltlgate hlgh prlces resultmg from 'uncontroiled £ |
i.an_electncn_\fehlcle bot_ _of wh|ch could |f the regulatory reglme permltted provn_

' Iectrlc rate mcreases_
Water PrOJect perhaps the atlon s Iargest smgle p'rowder of wholesale yeneration- quallty di
xperience with and -m rest.in demand responsef(partlcularly verifiable 'idlspatchab!e Ioad dr
- Ancillary Services). G e e
“POSITION: TO COMPLY_-WITH GOV _N_ING.'M'AN ATES.;"DOER & DPU SHO_U]__-D-'IMME_D

N :._.DDﬁhn‘lf‘\TE Dl:'l'l\i! = I:("TDI("‘ I'\l‘.'"_'hill\l\ln DI:C‘D!"\?\IQII.‘ DADTH“I A ADI \I !I\If“l 1 II'"\II\IF i‘\EDI:




~While. Massachusetts is to be qu'mended for its leadership in generalized energy efficiency,
o -f(hltb’:l/wWw.eia.g_o_\'!l.e_leC’tyicity/da’ta[eja_BG1lzipffsa12014.zip)_ and Federal Energy Regulatory ¢
L (http:/Awww.ferc.gov/iegal/staff-reports/1 2-20-12-demand-response.pdf) reporis show the Cor

- interms of demand response programs, particularly direct [oad control long effected by such

controlled utility dispatch/cycling of hot water heaters, air conditioners, strip heaters and othel
~ . This situation is urgent: unless defenders of wholesale demand response programs like those
- Independent System Operator can convince the Supreme Court to overturn a decision vacati
" response program, Massachusetts will have no current, viable demand response except for v
" and pilot programs, principally offered by National Grid in Worcester. It is indeed startling thal
~‘expansive responsibility to “ensure that utility consumers are provided with the most reliable

" (hitp:/iweb1.env.state. ma.us/DPU/FileRoomAPl/api/Attachments/Get/?path=15-37%2fDOER

o citing M.G.L; Ch. 164 § 76) apparently has no “Plan B" o replace wholesale demand respons

- ‘Credible studies indicate that electric demand response can. provide Massachusetts utility cu
“ " over cost, including relief from stunning capacity cost increases (htp://info.aee.net/hubfs/PDF
~ o strategy.pdf?t=1445022229466) and National Grid has repoited impressive savings from Its ¢
S Woréeéter"i'(http:I!WWW.‘u'til_itydive.'_com[nveS/n'ational—;'gfrid—deman'd_—'response—pilqt-nets-particip
" Yet 47 Coffin has seen no indication that DOER has made a comparable analysis of is taking
- additional retail demand response, aside from eventual implementation of time-sensitive enei

. Liack of strong retail, state-based leadership in demand response is consistent neither with.th

- consumers are provided with the most reliable service at the lowest possible cost” nor with th

. gas objectives. Moreover, demand response in the form of direct load control provides unique
““forgo significant savings and reliability enhancements cannot be reconciled with DOER's cor¢

- inexplicable inview of the reasonable .p_g's_'_sji_bi_li_ty that the Supreme Court will not rescue whol

Suggestions for
improvements to the RELIEF SOUGHT: IMMEDIATE USE OF EXISTING MODELS TO DEVELOP RETAIL DEMA
regulation:: MASSACHUSETTS
47 Coffin respectfully requests that DOER, working with DPU, begin immediately to:
« Use the analyses cited above or urgently build on them to develop an analytical base for de
- Rapidly evaluate and develop tariff provisions (e.g.,
https:Ilwww.bge.com/myaccount!biIlsrates!ratestariffs!electricservEceleIectric%ZOservices%Z(
offering customers an option to participate in direct load control—which has been done elsew
controls or wifl, not necessarily requiring smart meter rofl out
« Continue to pursue accurate price signals to promote demand response, including not mere
for energy costs, but also demand or fixed charges based on coincident peak usage (also Kni
capacity-related costs
Thank you for your consideration of these urgent matters.
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From: qnoreply+ce55e827edeb510d@formstack.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2015 7:56 AM .

To: RegReform (ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form

Submitted at 10/30/157:56 AM oo R S
. Michael O'Friel Ly

:_-_Name {optlonal)

Com pany!Organlzation (|f Wheelabrator Technologies, Inc
applicable) (optional)::

Prlmary Phone (optlonal)

'_Emall (optlon [)

CMR Number (If known): : 225 CMR 15.00 — 15.08: Comphance Procedures far Retall Electnc:lty
. : Suppliers

General Regulatory Themes::  Eneigyand Utiites =

Please list the Agency or Energy and Environmental Affairs, Executive Office of (EOEEA)
Agencies affiliated with this Department of Energy Resources (DOER)
regulation:: Department of En\nronmental Protection (MassDEP)

_'-_Descn be th
f_gor observatlon

E '-'Cl_ass Il 1
Dlstrlct of

_':re_gulations a]lowmg fora retatl suppller to dlscharge its obllgatlons underz-th:_
ection by making an- alternative comphance payment in an amount
stablished by the department for Class | and Class Il renewable energy

: nnnnrn_ el arat) srm e Tlnnrn 7 Fae s rr\r- r] e lnnlnn r\r |r|h-u lﬂnn lnnlllrinnl 'l-n RN




L estabnsh a separate Waste t° E“e"gy ACP

" This change would; - : S
« be consistent with’ the Leglslatlve 1ntent '. T
« streamline the RPS program, . - : -
* increase reven MassDEP there prowdlng more ndlng for.rec
programs and -
e_nsure the. iong ter

o ..--We belleve that: the'EDOER should use one ACP for ail Ciass 1| renewables" e

stalnablllty for thls' cntlcal fundm f

/ " :__from year to year but based on the past fi ive years
change to WTE ACP could create between $2 and $12 mt[lion more |n valu
___ﬁ___for MassDEP to use for recycilng efforts R : B

Suggestions for 225 CMR 15.00: RENEWABLE ENERGY PORTFOLIO STANDARD — CLASS

improvements to the Il
regulation:: 15.08: Compliance Procedures for Retail Electricity Suppliers

New Language
(4) Alternative Compliance for RPS Class Il Waste Energy Minimum

Standard.

2. INSERT - The ACP Rate for the RPS Class Il Waste Energy Minimum
Standard shall be consistent with the section (3) 2 of this section.

DELETE - {$10per MWh for Compliance Year 2009. For each subsequent
Compliance Year, the Department shall publish the ACP Rate by January 31st
of the Compliance Year. The ACP Rate shall be equal to the previous year's
ACP Rate adjusted up or down according to the previous year's Consumer
Price Index.)
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From: o R < noreply+el14b0dbea7b38e3@formstack.com:>
Sent: Thursday, Octoer 29, 2015 4:21 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Subm:tted at 1 0/29/15 4 21 PM
Name (optlonal)

: ' A[lson Fleld-J uma :

Companlergamzatlon (if OARS: For the Assabet Sudbury and Concord Rivers
applicable) (optional}::

Primary Phone (optional):: —

CMR Number (If known)

. _General Regulatory Themes' & o 5"_Env1ronmenta| Protec |o'n" i
Please list the Agency or DOER

Agencies affiliated with this

regulat;on

-f-glescr:be the regulatory_lssue - Sh
-:;jor observatlo (HEE i nclude sma]l—scale hydropower’? No

e hould ihe state expand |ts Renewable Energy__Portfoho Standards ellglblllty to"';;

Suggestions for Small-scale hydropower shouid be excluded from the renewable portfoho

improvements to the standard because it creates more environmental damage than benefit. We
regulation:: have direct experience of the negative effects of small dams and small-scale

hydropower in this watershed. Dams interrupt river flow, damage wildlife
habitat, increase water temperature and lead to loss of water quality and
dissolved oxygen (necessary for aquatic species). These problems will only
become worse as climate change results in hotter water temperature and
more droughts affecting stream and river flow, resulting in fish kills,lost
recreation and tourism opportunities, and diminished property values.

Many of our state's 3,000 dams are on small streams that would produce very
minimal amounts of power. Massachusetts has in fact been investing in
removing dams to restore river habitats and recreation. In recognition of the
harm dams do to our rivers, the state recently instituted a fund to remove
dams to improve both safety and wildlife habitat. It goes contrary to
established environmental policy to encourage people to construct new dams
or keep old ones in place for the sole reason of providing a small amount of
energy.




The Renewable Portfolio Standards are meant to encourage environmentally
. preferable kinds of energy with financial incentives. It makes no sense for the
state to provide financial incentives for hydropower because it is
*anvironmentally preferable.” This environmental seal of approval should be
used only for energy sources that do not damage our natural resources.
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R < noreply+d39e83079b8d49ab @formstack.com>

From R e
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2015 12:45 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject:

A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submltted at1 0/29/1 512: 45 PM
_:Name (optl”_'nai) Lo Lk

Company/Organization (if
applicable) (optional)::

Prlmary Phone (optlonal)
::-__EEmall (opt[ona[) .

CMR Number (If known)

.;';.Genera[ Regulat
Themes::

Please list the Agency or DCR;
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

314 4.0 and 350 CMR 11

Nashua River Watershed Association

- avhatabad hnfarn’n raaiinct -sm. ,—...4.-.,.4,-. ..mtm- ik +.~.,¢n u;'n' p...ﬁ+nrnhndn SEERER



Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

R aII practical measures to conserve water have been taken in the receiving
; communlty

- a water resource management plan has been developed |n the receiving

R 'communlty

U The IBTA requrres a complete revrew by the Water Resources Comrmission,

but does not impede requests for transfers. The process is open to public

. review and offers the ‘opportunity for. donor and receiving basins to become
- involved through the MEPA process, As.the decisions to grant a transfer of
. water are. permanent this process should be strengthened not weakened or
L streamlrned : . : :

'.”.5"_2 Watershed Protectron Act ,' o

SR The Watershed Protectlon Act regulates Iand use and actrvrt;es within critical
" areas of the Quabbin and Wachusett Reservoir watersheds, and the Ware
. River. watershed for the purpose of protecting the quality of drinking water.
- “Active trails for single-track mountain biking are not compatible with water
7 supply protectlon in these watersheds, whose management is governed by the
7 EPA’s Surface Water Treatment Rule and the Massachusetts Watershed
R ‘Protection Act. We ask that recreatron in these areas be restncted to
i compatrble uses allowed by DCR - :

The Interbasin Transfer Act should be strengthened, not weakened.

Recreation in DCR managed water supply watersheds should be restricted to
compatible uses allowed by DCR.
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iR oreply+14ael8226b528d3a@formstack.com>

From: TR U

Sent: Wednesday, OC oer 3, 2015 9:32 PM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submitted at 10/28/15 9 31 PM T
;_éName (optrona!) S DanPedtke

CompanyIOrgamzatlon (if self
appllcable) (optlonal)

: Address (optzonai) -

anary Phone (optlonal)

'EI:Emall (optionai)

CMR Number (If known)

‘ General Regulatory Themes _' : V:Energy and Utrlltles

Please list the Agency or DOER
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatlon

o ""i mstalled sola:_':'p_anels on my house but dld aIE the work myself as I am .
; ' ar Carve Out _SREC Program to get and_sell i

_solar power to th ed &
_’-mtroducmg a ‘money-making middle: man,;n the. whole precess' for whrc
: need for at all, and who walks off W|th 15% orm '
ai pienallzmg them for .
g tai system fmonopollstlc contro[ ove r"n_a!l
:,produ_cers They-iclalm it is‘caused by gulations: requiring Iarge‘ overl
or each transaction, makmg it not w’ort he effort for. small producers

the're' isa shortage But |t is a supply—demahd thmg where there are artaflma
ntr_ols unpred C tably set by a closed-door. orgamzatlon not subject foi
: '---_checks and ba!a ces. No fmancral p!annlng for lnstallatlon can be done S




Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

- has 5 different identifiers that are all different, each used by a different .
.- organization involved. Why Is there more than one? o

~ The whole system that is set up s overly complicated, creating large barriers
_toentry for-unsophisticated small producer. Application processis ridiculously.
“* complex and confusing, and several organizations get involved. My system.

Really simple - instead of the opén market SREC buy-sell, do this:

1) set up a repository of energy credits, a computer database that simply
allows registered generators to deposit their credits, where buyers can just
select a bunch and pay into the system, which automatically distributes the
payments to the right owners. This is a real easy system to set up these days.
it should cost about 0.1% of the money it handles to maintain it. The costs
can be fixed, which would also make the utility buyers very happy.

2) Give the SREC owner some certificate of ownership for the credits that is
truly open market, something that can be bought or sold to anyone looking for
carbon credits, like airlines or car makers. Right now an SREC is a private
thing that cannot be "owned" by anyone, just sold to a utility. If you're going o
mint credits, mint something that is truly marketable by anyone to anyone, not
just an aggregator.

In ali my attempts to understand this SREC system, | have never been able to
figure out why the system was made so complicated. No one from the DOER
has offered any kind of support for the small producer, which is the vast
majority of the registered generators. My e-mails just asking questions go
unanswered. Everyone accepts that you just hire someone to handle it all for
you, and give up the 15% as a necessary fee to gain anything. This has
created a whole industry of charlatans and con artists trying to steal money
through confusion, something government is supposed to prevent, not create.
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noreply+7ec97596a7124aeb@formstack.com>

From:,

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 10:04 AM
To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Submn‘fed at 10/28/15 10 03 AM -
__;_-Name (optlonai) f; -_ EkOngKar Slngh (EK) Khalsa

Companlerganlzatlon (if Mystic River Watershed Assocuation
: appllcable) (optlonal)

Address (optionali:
Primary Phone (optlonai) _ o

'.;Ema_jj_(optwnal) o ”

CMR Number {If known): :

General Regulatory Themes=:  Envionmental Protection

Please list the Agency or MA DEP, MA DCR, MWRA
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

_"{Descnbethe regulato'.” isste
7 Interbasi TransferAct.‘i -

We _not_supp _ wea er g of Interbasm Tr iafi _
nterbasin Transfer Act (IBTA) of. 1984 isa time 'sted fra_r_neworkt at'has

ehefited the entire. state for almost 30 years. It applies to all transfers of .
olt Massachusetts. The intent is to keep . 'ater-;-_'

0 _it' carefully e s Ll :
‘The IBTA protects the donor basm aswell as the recewmg b
"OCE s hoids the app_hcant accountabl 1¢] prowde the n

R he iBTA isnotat _adblock Most requests f for tra fer take _ _
: ‘_’-_unless the appllcant tequests an extension. ‘Once th transfer has. been voted i
thr :gh the Water Re urces Commassmn the dec E[s_ﬂna gt

. The IBTA prowdes transparency and accountablllty:to the process of movmg_:"
'_fwater from one basmj_to another by mcludlng mput from: the public, other i




- recerve the scrutmy they deserve. The process and the experienced staff that
S |mptement it do a thorough job and are avaliabte to any individual or entity
e needmg a35|stance with complrance

LR Toxrcs Use Reductlon Act -
0 The Toxms Use Reduction Act protects publlc heatth and the environment for
~all who live and work in Massachusetts. Please do not- weaken the-
- -_'regulatrons to.this important law to accommodate the request of some
~ " chemical manufacturers Who consrder it burdensome fo comply wrth its
e .-requrrements : :

o :;3 Watershed Protect;on Act : o '
‘The Watershed Protection Act (WSPA) regulates [and use and activities within
- critical areas of the Quabbin Reservoir, Ware River and Wachusett Reservoir .
= -j"watersheds for the purpose of protectlng the quality of drinking water.
S We understand some peop]e are seeklng permrssmn for smgte track blklng in
ithe Quabbin Reservoir,: =
i These reservoirs prowdes an unt" [tered publrc water supply for 2.5 miflion
- people, and jts management is gevemed by stringent state and federal
“regulations designed to protect water quality, including EPA’s Surface Water
~Treatment Rule and the Massachusetts Watershed Protection Act.
" There are numerous trails throughout the state available for single-track
"2 fnountain biking: DCR carefutly con3|ders requests for recreational use of this
- “land and allows limited compatlble uses, such as boating.
. Mountain biking in the Quabbin is not compatible with the watershed s use for
- C.water supply and could threaten its legal status as an unfiliered water supply,

'_ requiring the MWRA to mvest in extremely expensrve filtration. We ask you to
~..oppose this request. - _

Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::
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From: B < noreply +5259545dc5baé43e@formstack.com>
Sent: 53 PM

To: RegReform (ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Companyi(}rgamzatron (if Massachusetts Rivers Alliance
applicable) (optronai)

_ _Name (optr T

:._';Address {optlonal)" '

Prrmary Phone (optronal)

; Email (optronal) : .

CMR Number (lf known)

General Regulstory Themes::  Bulding Codes/Accessibilty Standards

Please list the Agency or EEA, DOER, DEP, DCR
Agencies affiliated with this
regulatron

. lnterbasrn Transfer Act

";‘_Descrrb he regul 'tory -

support weakenmg 0 _nterba -ansfer
- Interbasin Transfer Act (IBTA) 0f 1984 is a time- I _ e
' _"_benefrtted the entire state for almost 30 year: apptres;to' all transfers of water

and w_astewater throughout Massachusetts Th mtent Is. to keep water [ocal :
one of. the core- envrronmenta!--p clpies ofMa' S N

v T_he IBTA protects the donor basrn as wel_l as the 'recennng basin. The IBTA _
: ;process holds the applicant accountable to“prowde the necessary material
: transfer is.n ded ‘

- i __T he tBTA |s n_ _ a roadblock Most requests_ fortransfer take
' n.. Once the transfer has: been voted

__he'!BTA'prowdes transparency _nd accountabrl;ty.:to' the process of mov:ng:_. _
ater from one basm to another by mcludmg mput from the publro other i b

,mn.'..m.—, +1-m{- r-.-nn.-.-fm-n .-\; i Sl nnrl_ :




S e Rl ' :';:': recewe the scrutrny they deserve. The process and the experienced staff that
SR e e :rmplement it do a thorough job and are available to any individual or entity
B e RS -'needmg assrstance wrth complrance _

e -;éf 2. Hydropower

o _' We are aware of requests from hydropower advocates askrng that the state
LR expand its renewal portfolio standards elrgrbrlrty for small hydropower We
Ll oppose thrs for the followrng reasons L

: j.Hydropower is not "green" enefgy, because it serrously harms rivers. Dams
T interrupt river flow, damage wildlife. habitat, increase water temperature and
i lead. to loss of: water qualrty and drssolved oxygen (necessary for aquatic

. species). .

Our state has about 3 000 darns many of them on small streams For the last
- few.years, Massachusetts has been removing dams to restore river habitats -
77 and recreation. n recognition of the harm dams do to our rivers, the state -
i recently instituted a fund to remove dams to improve both safety and wildiife
" habitat. it goes contrary to. establlshed envrronmental policy to encourage .
5 __:_rpeop]e to construct new dams or. keep old ones in place. '

. The: Renewal Portfolio Standards are meant to encourage env;ronmentally
R *preferable kinds of energy with financial incentives. We are not arguing that
- dams 'should not be legal, merely that the state shouldn't include financial
S “incentives for: hydropower because it is "environmentally preferable " This _
Sl 'envrronmental seal of approval should be used only for energy sources that do -

. not damage our ‘natural resources. s
L We donot. support permanently tyrng upa publlc resource (a river.or stream) to
S ';provrde a small amount of private benefrt (the small amount of energy

i -.'generated by these I;ttle hydro plants)

_-;3 Toxrcs Use Reductron Act e

© . The Toxics Use Reduction Act protects publlc health and the environment for
~all' who live and work in Massachusetts. Please do not weaken the regulatrons
to thrs rmportant law to accommodate the request of some chemical

=r : manufacturers who oonsrder |t burdensome to comply wrth |ts reqwrements

L 4 Watershed Protectron Act . IS
i The Watershed Protection Act (\NsPA) regulates land use and activities within
--eritical areas of the Quabbm Reservoir, Ware River and Wachusett Reservoir

o '.'fwatersheds for the. purpose of. protectlng the quality of drinking water.

“..We understand some people are seeklng permrssmn for srngle track biking in
- the Quabbin Reservoir. - -
1 These reservoirs prowdes an unflltered publlc water supply for 2 5 million

- people, and its management is governed by stringent state and federal
R regulatlons desrgned to protect water quality; mcludrng EPA’s Surface Water
i Treatment Rule and the Massachusetts Watershed Protection Act.
:_'There are numerous trails throughout the state available for single-track
-mountain. brkrng DCR:carefully considers requests for recreatlonal use of thrs
“4and and aliows limited compatrble uses, such as boating.
~:Mountain biking in the Quabbin is not compatible with the watershed's use for
- water-supply ; and could threaten its- legal status as an unfiltered water supply,
:_i-_r'equrrmg the MWRA: to |nvest in extremely expenswe frltratron We ask you to

S :_i_foppose th]S request

.;.-;'5 Waterways 310 CMR 9 oo

. ;"Tlnn hrﬂr\l\nf\r” nhnnrusn l-.-\ H»-\n ~, ()-i \f\!nnl-nnunun ramlatiana 240 ORAD O NN oy




: "addlng "Facrhtles of lelted Accommodation” as an option in lieu of the
o longstanding requirement of “Facilities of Public Accommodation” (FPA) will
s :senousiy erode the public frust that the statute and regulations are desrgned to
: _-;-:protect Allowing property owners to substitute businesses that are “open to the
7 public by appointment” is a radical and sweeping change. In return, these
~.“businesses must only provide funding for programs that enhance public access
B -__-"_'and en]oyment of the waterfront. A doctor s office is not really “open to the
. public” unless you have the right insurance, nor is a day care center, unless
o your child is accepted This proposed change applicable to nonwater-
~..dependent uses will likely render the FPA requirement meaningless, We urge

e : -":.'__.-f:MassDEP to reject payment in. lleu of FPAs and not to adopt this.

Suggestions for
improvements to the
regulation::

B 3Further weakenmg the publlc trust protectrons in ¢. 91, a proposed regulatory
e “change would allow property owners to relocate the FPA to an alternative
~ “location that will “more efflcrently promote public use and enjoyment when onily -
*"a portion of the burldlng is subject to c. 91 Jjurisdiction. The use of the words
... "more efficiently” make this decision subject to the what the owner deems
_ '_-“effrclent” and will result in FPAs. belng placed.away from the waterfront. At a
. minimum, the word “effectively” should be added so that an alternative
' -p]acement “more effectively and efficiently” promotes public use and
- o .-enjoyment We also think alternative placement should. not be permltted if 50%
P _or more of the buzidmg is. |n 13 91 Junsdlctlon y

::6_ Ground Water Drscharge Permlts Program 314 CMR 5 00 o

S _Grven the potentlal publlc heaith and envrronmental impacts of noncomplrant _
B ﬁ_’-prlvately owned wastewater treatment facilities and the difficulties encountered
% "in enforcement actions against them, MassDEP should not allow these private

- facilities to seif—certrfy that that they meet regulatory reqwrements regarding

B _:._srngie—en’uty . _ _

It is difficult for us to anticipate which regulations will be targeted for review
(and weakening). The above list is a response to issues we have heard raised
in public listening sessions and other meetings, but it is a partial list. We have
raised additional concerns in our recent letter to Undersecretary Madden
(dated 9/10/15).

| am urge the administration to resist attempts to weaken these regulations
because they are "burdensome” for some people who must comply with them.
These regulations exist to protect human health and the quality of our
environment. Decisions to allow large interbasin transfers, encourage more
dam-building, allow bikers on reservoir lands, limit public access to Ch. 91
lands, or let down our guard against chemical toxins in the environment are not
easily reversible, and have permanent consequences for us and our children.
Thank you for your consideration of this comments.
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U015 3:13 PM

1

From: St
Sent: Tuesday,
To: RegReform {ANF)

Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 10/27/15 3:12 PM )
Name (optional):t

 Lucas Wright

Company/Organization (if Ware River Power/South Barre Hydroelectric Co.
applicable) (optional)::

Address (optional)::

Primary Phone (optional}::

Email (optional):;
CMR Number (If known): : 225 CMR 14, 15 & 16

‘General Rogulatory Themes::  EnergyandUlitiss
Please list the Agency or Massachusetts Dept. of Energy Resources

Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::
Doscribe the regulatory fssue  Pre-xising ydro ess than & MWAH of capacly i FERC fcense exemplions.
_orobservation: . have little or no chance of qualifying for the MA RPS or.any RPS marketdue . -

i to stringent regulations | 0y the chusetts Dept.. §¢)

~Resourges.: -

Suggestions for All existing hydro under 5 MHW with FERC licenses or exemptions should be
improvements to the considered Class || Renewable by the nature of their existence. Requiring
regulation:: these hydro sites to go through the LIHI process is too stringent, expensive,

: and cumbersome, especially for small sites under 1.5 MHW. Powder Mill
Hydroelectric, for instance, is currently considering shutting down due to lack
of income. With current energy rates as low as they are and a $9000
application fee required by LiHI to review the application, this amount is 36%
of this plant's entire gross revenues for one year. The site's capacity is 150 kW
and annually averages 500,000 kW. Gross revenues for this plant in this
market are $25,000 a year. Comparatively, within a 10-mile radius, there have
been three solar fields installed that average similar annual kilowatt
production. These plants are averaging between 20 and 35 cents per kW. The
future of Powder Mill Hydro, like the future of several hydro facilities in similar
conditions and size, up to 1.5 MWH, are in serious jeopardy. Powder Mill, for
instance, is in desperate need of new trashracks and will not go back online
this fall as a result. CEC grant funds are not available to any hydro that does
not qualify for the RPS market. There is no future for Powder Mill or many

1




other facilities that were built in the 80s and 90s that are under 1.5 MWH. For
every solar field that is installed, there is a similar amount of renewable energy
that is being lost by the shutdown of existing hydro plants in Massachusetts.
Ware River Power has been in business since 1981. We'd be happy to provide
you with a list of hydro power sites that are on the brink of extinction. We
attempt to service and repair many of them.
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o - noreply+9e3e11f30513d061@formstack.com>

Sent: Monday, October 26 2015 9:05 AM
To: RegReform {ANF)
Subject: A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform

Formstack Submission for form A Clearer Code: Regulatory Reform
Submitted at 10/26/15 9:04 AM
.Name {optto’nal)._':_:__g_._;

Company/Organization (if Bay State Forestry Service
appilicable) (optional)::

Prrmary Phone (optronal)
:_fEmarI (optlonal) o

CMR Number (If known) 304 CMR 8 (chapter 61 - forest classn‘" catlon)

:':_"(_:i_epe;'al Re_g;t_lla_ftqry;_'[hem_e '-::iEn\nronmentai Protection
Please list the Agency or DCR

Agencies affiliated with this

regulatron

_'_.__Descrlbe the'regulatory rssuff ~ lamac

nc[ mcreas"l”r'rg i'eqwrements of the program' froteshy 2%
) mamtaln chapter 61 status hey must submrt

a forest management plan every Riw :
'.-‘_the plans These_plans are then’ sent to the iandowner who is: responsmle for Y
'h_ __plan to the- town ‘assessor to maintain the lower tax rate: under

k: ' by June 30th ‘and the '_approv_ d plans from '

BN (eventua!iy) t0'sec
_ expected, there were a'lot of bumps in 'the road wit h _ R
“longer for DCR to process the plans, which, resulted_m.-the risk of. |and0wners

~losing their 681 tax status. With technology ‘that is available in this day and age .

gthrs process ‘could be srmpltfled in order to reduce processrng errors and - :
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' '*_At thls tlme |t is requwed that an ongmal SIQned plan and two coples be

of 1 receipt _of_the plan or confirmation of approval of the plan. ‘When there are
tions about the plan or requests for changes these often. happen very
ose to the deadlme for the landowner o submit the plan to the town -

: due to the mefﬁCIent process and the tlght deadtlnes in whlch we operate

Suggestions for Establish an onhne filing system for Chapter 61 renewals.

improvements to the A web-based database could be established to coordinate all chapter 61 lands
regulation:: and management plan records. This system could be set up so that state

employees, consulting foresters and landowners ail have access to the system
with different permissions. Landowners could check on the status of their
property and management plan. Consuiting foresters could check on the status
of management plans that they have prepared and could submit new
management plans through the database. State foresters could view new
management plan submissions and approve plans in the system, updating the
status. Town assessors could use this system to check on the status of 61
landowners in their town.

At this time, | prepare my forest management plans on the computer, print
them out, and send them to DCR. At DCR, the secretary takes the paper copy
and types info back into the computer for their records. Online filing wilf
eliminate a lot of extra work and will prevent potential typos and omissions.

Potential issue - original signature.

| can file my taxes online without an original, pen signature. | don't see why we
cannot file management pilans in the same way, without an original signature
from a landowner in blue ink.

Example - DEP

Mass DEP has an online filing system for Notices of Intent. An applicant can
either file on the paper forms and send them in the mail, or ¢an use the online
filing system. | envision that the same options could be used for the filing of
chapter 61 management plans.

Please feel free to contact me if anything in this submission is not clear, or if
you have questions about how this could work.

Thank you for your time
Mike Barry
MA Licensed Forester #11

Terms | Privacy
Copyright © 2015 Farmstack, LLC. All rights reserved.
This is a customer service email.
Formstack, LL.C
8604 Allisonville Rd.
Suite 300
Indianapolis, IN 46250

' ubmltted to DCR The forester prepanng the plan never receives confi rmatlon 2

-assessor, Itis:not due to lack of effort by the state service foresters but S|mplyj:_
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. Patﬂck Sulisvan
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CMR Number {If known)

:ffGeneral Reguiatory Them___': o wonmental Protectlon

Please list the Agency or Massachusetts Executtve Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
Agencies affiliated with this
regulation::

Suggestions for 1. Under the provisions of the Massachusetts DEP’s Rldeshare regulatlon
improvements to the some companies in the Commonwealth are required to survey employees bi-
requlation:: annually and submit annual reports that identify the number of employee

commute trips by mode with the goal of reducing drive alone trips by 25%.
Reductions of this size are typically achieved through substantial investment
in TDM programs and incentives. The inclusion of an ER/CP will adjust the
focus of the regulation from surveying/reporting to implementation of
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures with the intent of
developing a more effective regulation that — as indicated by the results of the
MassCommute DEP Rideshare Regulation survey of TMA and non-TMA
members conducted in 2010 and 2011- will encourage greater private
investment in TDM resulting in increased promotion of and participation in
commuter options programs by employees.




